
 

 

 

 
 

 

ATTACHMENTS 
  
 

 

Ordinary District Dog Control Committee 
Meeting 

 

 30 April 2026  
 

 

 

 
 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Page 2 

Table of Contents 
 

5.1 Objection to Menacing Classification- Jonah 256441 

Attachment 1 2025-06-10 - Complainants statement REDACTED ................................................. 4 

Attachment 2 2025-06-10- Witness 1 statement - REDACTED ...................................................... 8 

Attachment 3 2025-06-10 - Witness 2 Statement - REDACTED ................................................... 12 

Attachment 4 2025-05-16 - Offending dog owner statement - REDACTED ................................. 16 

Attachment 5 Photo's of the victim dog's injuries........................................................................... 22 

Attachment 6 2025 05 16- Photo of Jonah (1) ............................................................................... 36 

Attachment 7 2025 05 16- Photo of Jonah (2) ............................................................................... 37 

Attachment 8 2025 05 16- Photo of Jonah (3) ............................................................................... 38 

Attachment 9 2025 05 16- Photo of Jonah (4) ............................................................................... 39 

Attachment 10 2025 05 16- Photo of Jonah, Zena, and Karma ...................................................... 40 

Attachment 11 2025 05 16- Photo of the front gate (1) ................................................................... 41 

Attachment 12 2025 05 16- Photo of the front gate (2) ................................................................... 42 

Attachment 13 2025 05 16- Photo of the front gate (3) ................................................................... 43 

Attachment 14 Scene Diagram SR2508830 .................................................................................... 44 

Attachment 15 2025 05 16- Vet bill REDACTED ............................................................................. 45 

Attachment 16 2025 05 16- Vet Notes REDACTED ........................................................................ 47 

Attachment 17 Dog Owner History- REDACTED ............................................................................ 49 

Attachment 18 SR2508830 REDACTED ......................................................................................... 53 

Attachment 19 TDC Dog Classification Evaluation Matrix- SR 2508830- CO 67 REDACTED ....... 58 

Attachment 20 TDC Dog Classification Evaluation Matrix SR2508830 CO82 REDACTED ........... 61 

Attachment 21 Summary of facts SR2508830 REDACTED ............................................................ 64 

Attachment 22 Animal Enforcement - Menacing by Action - Notice of Classification (Sec 33A) .... 69 

Attachment 23 Animal Enforcement - Warning Notice - Following Incident (Sec 57 and 57A) ....... 73 

Attachment 24 Signed delivery of menacing classification .............................................................. 74 

5.2 Objection to Menacing Classification - Roxy 257286 

Attachment 1 Victim's statement- Redacted .................................................................................. 75 

Attachment 2 Dog Owner Statement- Redacted ........................................................................... 79 

Attachment 3 Witness statement - Redacted ................................................................................ 83 

Attachment 4 Request for service REQ2026-002714 ................................................................... 87 

Attachment 5 Scene diagram REQ2026-002714 .......................................................................... 88 

Attachment 6 Photo of Offending dog ............................................................................................ 89 

Attachment 7 Photo 1 of 2 Injury.................................................................................................... 91 

Attachment 8 Photo 2 of 2 Injury.................................................................................................... 93 

Attachment 9 TDC Dog Classification Evaluation Matrix - Investigating Officer ........................... 94 

Attachment 10 TDC Dog Classification Evaluation Matrix - Senior Compliance Officer ................. 97 

Attachment 11 Dog Attack Investigation review checklist ............................................................. 100 

Attachment 12 Summary of facts REQ2026-002714..................................................................... 102 

Attachment 13 Notice of Menacing Classification - Roxy .............................................................. 107 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Page 3 

Attachment 14 Warning Notice - Following Incident (Sec 57 and 57A) ......................................... 111 

Attachment 15 Objection acknowledgement ................................................................................. 112 

Attachment 16 Dog Control Act 1996 s33A ................................................................................... 113 

Attachment 17 Dog Attack Terms of Reference REQ2026-002714 .............................................. 114 

Attachment 18 TDC Dog Classification decision guide ................................................................. 118       



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 1 Page 4 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 1 Page 5 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 1 Page 6 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 1 Page 7 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 2 Page 8 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 2 Page 9 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 2 Page 10 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 2 Page 11 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 3 Page 12 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 3 Page 13 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 3 Page 14 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 3 Page 15 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 4 Page 16 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 4 Page 17 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 4 Page 18 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 4 Page 19 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 4 Page 20 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 4 Page 21 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 5 Page 22 

  

Photo’s of the injured dog Mokai at the vets on the 16/5/2025. 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 5 Page 23 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 5 Page 24 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 5 Page 25 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 5 Page 26 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 5 Page 27 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 5 Page 28 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 5 Page 29 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 5 Page 30 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 5 Page 31 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 5 Page 32 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 5 Page 33 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 5 Page 34 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 5 Page 35 

 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 6 Page 36 

 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 7 Page 37 

 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 8 Page 38 

 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 9 Page 39 

 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 10 Page 40 

 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 11 Page 41 

 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 12 Page 42 

 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 13 Page 43 

 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 14 Page 44 

 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 15 Page 45 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 15 Page 46 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 16 Page 47 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 16 Page 48 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 17 Page 49 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 17 Page 50 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 17 Page 51 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 17 Page 52 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 18 Page 53 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 18 Page 54 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 18 Page 55 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 18 Page 56 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 18 Page 57 

 



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 19 Page 58 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 19 Page 59 

  



Ordinary District Dog Control Committee Meeting Attachments 30 April 2026 

Item 5.1- Attachment 19 Page 60 

 

TDC Dog Classification Evaluation Matrix SR111111 CO 00

NOTE:
When saving in owner file ensure you have chaged to save as PDF. 

The file name should be as follows: 
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1 NATURE OF INCIDENT Domestic pet injured 8

2 PUBLIC INTEREST Public interest is factored into report, remains constant 2

3 LEGISLATIVE INTENT Legislative intent factored into report, remains constant 2

4 CLASSIFIED DOG Dog not classified 0

5 VICTIM IMPACT The victim is concerned about the outcome 2

6 DOG SURRENDERED or SEIZED . 0

7 DOG AGGRESSION Complainant/Witness attest to aggression under caution 2

8 NEGLIGENCE The incident is the direct result of carelessness 4

9 OWNER CO-OPERATION Co-operative and forthcoming with information 0

10 DOGS PREVIOUS HISTORY No history 0

11
DOG REGISTERED AT THE TIME 

OF THE INCIDENT The dog is currently registered
0

12 RESTRAINT The dog was not under control of a person or secured 1

13 KNOWLEDGE OF AGGRESSION
Not known by the owner or council to have shown previous aggression

0

14 RECURRENCE LIKELIHOOD Unable to determine 1

15 TRAINED AGGRESSION Not trained to be aggressive 0

16 DAMAGES Did not offer to pay any damages or damages remain unpaid 1

17 BREED CHARACTERISTICS Not known for its aggression 0

23

DATE MATRIX COMPLETED: 1/07/2025

Taupo District Council

Dog Classification Evaluation

Service request number:

Owner Name record #, name and address:

This matrix is a GUIDELINE document only . It is used simply to find a  benchmark  of where the complaint sits in relation to the 

classification spectrum (i.e. No action/Warning/Infringement/Classification/Prosecution). The outcome may reflect a lesser or higher 

score than the final enforcement action taken due to factors that may not be obvious within the matrix process. If the enforcement 

action is not equal to the matrix outcome an explanatory note will be made at the bottom of the document.

Menacing dog classification and/or infringement: 24 - 27

2506026

218217 - Hailey Wigzell, 50 Te Takinga St, Turangi

Jonah 249479

INFRINGEMENT

TOTAL

OUTCOME

CLASSIFICATION

Dog name and registration number:
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Officer 82

Score 23- Recommend menacing classification and infringemmentNOTES:

OFFICER NUMBER:
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TDC Dog Classification Evaluation Matrix SR111111 CO 00

NOTE:
When saving in owner file ensure you have chaged to save as PDF. 

The file name should be as follows: 
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SUMMARY OF FACTS AND FURTHER ACTION FOR DOG INCIDENT 

Turangi. A short time owner the owner of the 3 dogs, Hailey Wigzell came out from 

her property and contained the dogs. “Mokai” sustained a laceration on the left side 

of his face/muzzle, two puncture wounds in the top gum of his mouth and smaller 

wounds around his right eye. Hailey initially agreed to pay the vet bill but has since 

decided not to. 

 

 

Conclusion and Decision 

On the completion of the investigation, a critical analysis of the investigation file has 

been conducted considering the: 

• Clarity of Objectives* 

• Procedural Integrity* 

• Analytical Depth* 

• Stakeholder Engagement* 

• Transparency and Accountability* 

• Adaptability and Flexibility* 

*See the Explanatory Note at the bottom of this document. 

Facts that can be relied upon:  

1. The date and time of the attack are established. 

2. The location of the incident is correct. 

3. The offending dog has been identified,  

4. The ownership of the offending dogs has been established,  

5. The offending dog was not under the direct control of a person when the 

incident occurred. 

Upon thorough evaluation of all the above points the following offence has been 

proven:  

Dog Control Act 1996, section 57, Dogs attacking person or animal  
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SUMMARY OF FACTS AND FURTHER ACTION FOR DOG INCIDENT 

Enforcement Action 

The following Enforcement actions are to be carried out as soon as practicable: 

1. Issue infringement: Dog Control Act 1996 Section 52A Offence of failing 

to keep a dog under control for “Jonah”, “Zena” and “Karma”. 

2. Issue infringement: Dog Control Act 1996 Section 42 Offence of failing 

to register dog for “Jonah”, “Zena” and “Karma” . 

3. A sworn statement has been taken attesting to the incident. The dog 

“Jonah” is to be classified as menacing IAW section 33A(1)(b)(i) DCA 

1996 Territorial authority may classify a dog as MENACING. 

4. Issue a Warning dog Incident letter. 

           5. The dog ”Jonah” is to be neutered or a certificate from a registered 

veterinarian verifying the dog has been neutered. 

6. A property inspection IAW the requirements to properly contain a dog 

per section 19(b) Taupo District Council Control of Dogs bylaw 2021. 
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SUMMARY OF FACTS AND FURTHER ACTION FOR DOG INCIDENT 

*Explanatory Note: 

Guide to the Critical Analysis: 

Clarity of Objectives: 

The investigation file establishes clear objectives from the outset. It delineates the scope, purpose, and 

desired outcomes of the investigation, providing a roadmap for subsequent decision-making.  

Evidential Rigor: 

The robustness of the investigation file is its commitment to evidential rigor. Decision-making 

appears anchored in factual data, witness testimonies, and consideration of the offence ingredients. 

This evidential foundation lends credibility to the decisions rendered, instilling confidence in its 

validity and impartiality. 

Procedural Integrity: 

The investigation is conducted with procedural integrity using known practice/methodology, 

protocols, and ethical standards. Such transparency enhances accountability and mitigates the risk of 

procedural lapses or bias. 

Analytical Depth: 

Decision-making within the investigation file reflects a commendable depth of analysis. It 

demonstrates an understanding of the multifaceted factors at play, including legal precedents, 

organisational policies, and the relevance of all the information gathered. This analytical rigor 

enriches the decision-making process, fostering robust and defensible conclusions. 

Stakeholder Engagement: 

Decision-making appears informed by consultations with relevant parties, including victims, 

witnesses, and subject matter experts. This inclusive approach fosters legitimacy and ensures that 

diverse perspectives are duly considered. 

Transparency and Accountability: 

A hallmark of effective decision-making is transparency and accountability, both of which are evident 

throughout the investigation file. All decisions are documented, and show the rationale used, any 

dissenting opinions are duly noted. This transparency enhances trust in the process and facilitates 

constructive feedback and scrutiny. 

Adaptability and Flexibility: 

In navigating the complexities of the investigation, the file demonstrates adaptability and flexibility in 

its decision-making approach. It adeptly adjusts course in response to emerging evidence, legal 

developments, and stakeholder feedback. Such agility enhances the resilience and relevance of the 

investigative process. 
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Reference number:  <Document number / Version Number>

EFFECT OF CLASSIFICATION AS MENACING DOG
Section 33E 33F and 36A , Dog Control Act 1996

Section 33E Effect of classification as a 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).

(5) Subsection (1)(a) does not apply in respect of any dog or class of dog that the territorial 
authority considers need not be muzzled in any specified circumstances (for example, at a 
dog show).

Section 33F Owner must advise person with possession of dangerous or menacing dog of 
requirement to muzzle and leash dog in public

(1) This section applies to an owner whose dog has been classified as—
(a) dangerous under section 31; or
(b) menacing under section 33A or section 33C.

(2) If the dog is in the possession of another person for a period not exceeding 72 hours, the 
owner must advise the person of the requirement to comply with section 32(1)(b) or section 
33E(1)(a), as the case may be (which relate to the requirement to muzzle and leash the dog 
in public).

(3) Every person who fails to comply with subsection (2) commits an offence and is liable on 
conviction to a fine not exceeding $500.

Section 36A Microchip transponder must be implanted in certain dogs
(1) This section applies to a dog that—

(a) is classified as dangerous under section 31 on or after 1 December 2003; or
(b) is classified as menacing under section 33A or section 33C on or after 1 December 2003; 

or
(c) is registered for the first time on or after 1 July 2006.

(2) The owner of the dog must, for the purpose of providing permanent identification of the dog, 
arrange for the dog to be implanted with a functioning microchip transponder of the prescribed 
type and in the prescribed manner.

(2A) Subsection (2) does not apply to a dog as defined in paragraph (b)(ii) of the definition of 
working dog in section 2 registered as a working dog under section 46(1) and wearing a 
collar, label, or disc as provided in section 34(4)(b).

(3) Subsection (2) is complied with by the owner,—
(a) for a dog that is classified as dangerous or menacing, by making the dog available, in 

accordance with the reasonable instructions of the territorial authority, for verification that it 
has been implanted with a functioning microchip transponder of the prescribed type and in 
the prescribed location:

(b) for a dog that is registered for the first time on or after 1 July 2006, by—
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(i) making the dog available, in accordance with the reasonable instructions of the 
territorial authority, for verification that it has been implanted with a functioning 
microchip transponder of the prescribed type and in the prescribed location; or

(ii) providing to the territorial authority a certificate issued by a veterinarian certifying—
(A) that the dog is or has been implanted with a functioning microchip transponder of 

the prescribed type and in the prescribed location; or
(B) that, for the reasons that are specified in the certificate, the dog will not be in a fit 

condition to be implanted with a functioning microchip transponder of the 
prescribed type and in the prescribed location before a date specified in the 
certificate.

(3A) A certificate issued by a veterinarian under subsection (3)(b)(ii) must include the following 
information:
(a) the unique identifier of the microchip transponder (if subsection (3)(b)(ii)(A) applies); and
(b) the name and sex of the dog; and
(c) a physical description of the dog, which may include the breed, the colour, and any 

distinguishing marks; and
(d) if the dog is registered, the registration number of the label or disc issued for the dog; and
(e) the name, date of birth, and address of the owner of the dog.

(4) If a certificate under subsection (3)(b)(ii)(B) is produced to the territorial authority, the owner 
must produce to the territorial authority, within 1 month after the date specified in the 
certificate, a further certificate under subsection (3)(b)(ii).

(5) The owner must comply with subsection (2)—
(a) within 2 months from 1 July 2006, if the dog is classified as dangerous or menacing on or 

after 1 December 2003 but before 1 July 2006; or
(b) within 2 months after the date on which the dog is classified as dangerous or menacing 

or is registered (as the case may be), in any other case.
(5A) Subsection (2) does not apply if—

(a) as a requirement of this Act, the dog has been previously implanted with a functioning 
microchip transponder of the prescribed type and in the prescribed location; or

(b) in any other case, the territorial authority has verified that the dog has been implanted 
with a functioning microchip transponder of the prescribed type and in the prescribed 
location.

(6) Every person commits an offence and is liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding $3,000 
who fails to comply with subsection (2) or subsection (5).

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 Control Act 1996

Section 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.

(3) The territorial authority must, as soon as practicable, give written notice to the owner of—
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(a) its determination of the objection; and
(b) the reasons for its determination.
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Page 2 of 4 Rß,Q2026-002714

This statement is being made to Compliance Officer: 105

Place: 131 Centennial Drive, Taupo (Dog Pound) 1/

Time and Date:1810212026 14.21 ,,/

Dog Description:

Name - Roxy
Breed - Rottweiler
Sex - Female
Colour - Black and Tan
Registration - 257286

Ql. Are you the owner of the dog at the time of the incident?

A. Yes ¿/

Q. How long have you owned the dog?

A. since she was 3 months old /

Q. What is the purpose of your dog? (companion, guard, hunting etc)

A. Companion ,/

Q. Where were you when the incident happened and what you doing?

A. lnside Pak n Save, shopping. ,z/
Q. D¡d you see the incident? (if yes, what happened?

A. No '/'

Q. Has the dog ever bitten, attacked, rushed at any other person or other animal / vehicle

(if yes describe)

A. No "/
Q. What do you think caused the dog to act this way?

A. Probably being approached by a stranger, lt's hard to say as she has ever done it before v¿/'

,"n^l¿N

Date: K".t-ú
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Q. Why was your dog tied up and left in a public place unattended?

A. I was walking around town and then we went to get water from Pak n Save. I tied her up on a

short leash and walking into Pak n Save. ,,a

Q. D¡d you see the victims' injury? (if yes, describe)

A. No

Q. D¡d you speak with the victim? (if yes, what was said?)

A. No "¿'

e. How did you know the incident had taken place, who informed you and what was

said? '

A. There were people looking outside at the dog, and they were saying it had just bit someone. v'

Q. Do you think your dog acted dangerously? (if no, explain why)

A. No, because even children know not to approach a dog, she has never bitten anyone before /

so it makes me wonder what her approach was.

Q. How could have you prevented this?

A. By not stopping at Pak n Save

Q. What will you do to prevent this from happening again?

A. Not stop at Pak n Save when we are walking, I will take water with me. \'/

Q. When will this take Place?

A. lmmediately. ,/

ß'1 "rÊ
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1 NATURE OF INCIDENT Attack on a person with minor injury 13

2 PUBLIC INTEREST Public interest is factored into report, remains constant 2

3 LEGISLATIVE INTENT Legislative intent factored into report, remains constant 2

4 CLASSIFIED DOG Dog not classified 0

5 VICTIM IMPACT The victim is concerned about the outcome 2

6 DOG SURRENDERED or SEIZED No requirment for the dog to be surrendered for destruction 0

7 DOG AGGRESSION Complainant/Witness attest to aggression under caution 2

8 NEGLIGENCE A lack of understanding of the true nature of dogs 2

9 OWNER CO-OPERATION Co-operative and forthcoming with information 0

10 DOGS PREVIOUS HISTORY No history 0

11
DOG REGISTERED AT THE TIME 

OF THE INCIDENT The dog is currently registered
0

12 RESTRAINT The dog was not under control of a person or secured 1

13 KNOWLEDGE OF AGGRESSION
Not known by the owner or council to have shown previous aggression

0

14 RECURRENCE LIKELIHOOD Unable to determine 1

15 TRAINED AGGRESSION Not trained to be aggressive 0

16 DAMAGES Did not offer to pay any damages or damages remain unpaid 1

17 BREED CHARACTERISTICS Known as a guard dog breed 1

27

DATE MATRIX COMPLETED: 20/02/2026

Taupo District Council

Dog Classification Evaluation

Service request number:

Owner Name record #, name and address:

This matrix is a GUIDELINE document only . It is used simply to find a  benchmark  of where the complaint sits in relation to the 

classification spectrum (i.e. No action/Warning/Infringement/Classification/Prosecution). The outcome may reflect a lesser or higher 

score than the final enforcement action taken due to factors that may not be obvious within the matrix process. If the enforcement 

action is not equal to the matrix outcome an explanatory note will be made at the bottom of the document.

Menacing dog classification and/or infringement: 24 - 27

REQ2026-002714

110984 - Tracy Livingstone

258746 - Roxy

MENACING

TOTAL

OUTCOME

CLASSIFICATION

Dog name and registration number:
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Officer 105

Score 27 

-Menacing classification based on Matrix score. 

-Infringement under s53 of the Dog Control Act 1996 for Failure to keep dog under 

control. 

-An incident warning letter be sent to the dog owner.

NOTES:

OFFICER NUMBER:
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TDC Dog Classification Evaluation Matrix SR111111 CO 00

NOTE:
When saving in owner file ensure you have chaged to save as PDF. 

The file name should be as follows: 
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1 NATURE OF INCIDENT Attack on a person with minor injury 13

2 PUBLIC INTEREST Public interest is factored into report, remains constant 2

3 LEGISLATIVE INTENT Legislative intent factored into report, remains constant 2

4 CLASSIFIED DOG Dog not classified 0

5 VICTIM IMPACT The victim is concerned about the outcome 2

6 DOG SURRENDERED or SEIZED No requirment for the dog to be surrendered for destruction 0

7 DOG AGGRESSION Complainant/Witness attest to aggression under caution 2

8 NEGLIGENCE A lack of understanding of the true nature of dogs 2

9 OWNER CO-OPERATION Co-operative and forthcoming with information 0

10 DOGS PREVIOUS HISTORY No history 0

11
DOG REGISTERED AT THE TIME 

OF THE INCIDENT The dog is currently registered
0

12 RESTRAINT The dog was not under control of a person or secured 1

13 KNOWLEDGE OF AGGRESSION
Not known by the owner or council to have shown previous aggression

0

14 RECURRENCE LIKELIHOOD Unable to determine 1

15 TRAINED AGGRESSION Not trained to be aggressive 0

16 DAMAGES Did not offer to pay any damages or damages remain unpaid 1

17 BREED CHARACTERISTICS Known as a guard dog breed 1

27

DATE MATRIX COMPLETED: 2/03/2026

Taupo District Council

Dog Classification Evaluation

Service request number:

Owner Name record #, name and address:

This matrix is a GUIDELINE document only . It is used simply to find a  benchmark  of where the complaint sits in relation to the 

classification spectrum (i.e. No action/Warning/Infringement/Classification/Prosecution). The outcome may reflect a lesser or higher 

score than the final enforcement action taken due to factors that may not be obvious within the matrix process. If the enforcement 

action is not equal to the matrix outcome an explanatory note will be made at the bottom of the document.

Menacing dog classification and/or infringement: 24 - 27

REQ2026-002714

110984 - Tracy Livingstone

258746 - Roxy

MENACING

TOTAL

OUTCOME

CLASSIFICATION

Dog name and registration number:
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Officer 82

NOTES:

OFFICER NUMBER:
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TDC Dog Classification Evaluation Matrix SR111111 CO 00

NOTE:
When saving in owner file ensure you have chaged to save as PDF. 

The file name should be as follows: 
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DOG ATTACK INVESTIGATION – ENFORCEMENT DECISION CHECKLIST 
(Dog Control Act 1996) 

Service Request: _________________________ 
Investigating Officer: ____________________ 
Reviewing Manager: ______________________ 
Date: ___________________________________ 

 

1. INCIDENT VERIFICATION 
☐ Date and time of incident established 
☐ Exact location confirmed 
☐ Identity of offending dog confirmed 
☐ Ownership / person in control confirmed 

 

2. EVIDENCE QUALITY 
☐ Victim statement obtained 
☐ Witness statement(s) obtained (if available) 
☐ Photographs of injuries taken 
☐ Scene photographs / diagram completed 
☐ Veterinary or medical report obtained (if injury occurred) 

Evidence threshold met: 
☐ Yes ☐ No 

 

3. OFFENCE INGREDIENTS (DOG CONTROL ACT) 

Section 57 – Attack on person or animal 
☐ Dog behaviour involved aggression (bite, maul, pursue etc.) 
☐ Victim was lawfully present 
☐ Injury or aggressive contact occurred 

Section 52A / 53 – Control of dog 
☐ Dog was not under direct control of a person OR 
☐ Dog was able to leave property / containment failure 

REQ2026-002714

CO105

CTAIT

03 March 2026
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Offence proven: 
☐ s52A / s53 
☐ s57 
☐ Both 

 

4. RISK FACTORS 

☐ Injury severity 
☐ Dog initiated the encounter 
☐ Dog left property / containment failure 
☐ Incident occurred in public area 
☐ Previous complaints or aggression history 
☐ Owner cooperation level 
☐ Likelihood of recurrence 

Overall Risk Level: 
☐ Low 
☐ Moderate 
☐ Elevated 
☐ High 

 

5. ENFORCEMENT OPTIONS 

☐ Education / Advice 
☐ Warning Letter 
☐ Infringement Notice (s52A or s53) 
☐ Menacing Classification (s33A) 
☐ Dangerous Classification (s31) 
☐ Prosecution (s57 / s58) 

Recommended Enforcement Action: 

 

 

6. PROPORTIONALITY CHECK 

☐ Enforcement action matches seriousness of incident 
☐ Enforcement action consistent with council policy 
☐ Enforcement action supports public safety 
☐ Enforcement action is legally defensible 

Approved by Manager: 

Name: __________________________ 

Signature: ______________________ 

Date: __________________________ 

 

Cameron Tait 
Cameron Tait Digitally signed by Cameron Tait 

Date: 2026.03.09 14:57:09 +13'00'

03 March 2026

Menacing Classification IAW section 33A(1)(b)(i) Dog Control Act 1996,

Infringement IAW section 53 Dog Control Act 1996, Warning
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2 
 

SUMMARY OF FACTS AND FURTHER ACTION FOR DOG INCIDENT 

Staff at PAK’nSave notified the dog’s owner, Tracy LIVINGSTONE, who was inside 

the store at the time. Ms LIVINGSTONE then exited the store, untied the dog, and 

departed the area. 

 

     Conclusion and Decision 

On the completion of the investigation, a critical analysis of the investigation file has 

been conducted considering the: 

• Clarity of Objectives* 

• Procedural Integrity* 

• Analytical Depth* 

• Stakeholder Engagement* 

• Transparency and Accountability* 

• Adaptability and Flexibility* 

*See the Explanatory Note at the bottom of this document. 

Facts that can be relied upon:  

1. The date and time of the attack are established. 

2. The location of the incident is correct. 

3. The offending dog have been identified,  

4. The ownership of the offending dog has been established,  

5. The offending dog was not under the direct control of a person when the 

incident occurred. 

Upon thorough evaluation of all the above points the following offence has been 

proven:  

Dog Control Act 1996, section 57, Dogs attacking persons or animals 

Dog Control Act 1996, section 53, Failure to keep dog under control 
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SUMMARY OF FACTS AND FURTHER ACTION FOR DOG INCIDENT 

Senior Compliance Officer Recommendation 

My recommendation is that the owner of “Roxy, Tracy Livingstone, receive a warning 

dog incident letter and an infringement under s53 of the Dog Control Act 1996. I also 

recommend that dog “Roxy” be classified as a MENACING dog under s33A(1)(b)(i) 

of the Dog Control Act 1996. 

Tim Dobbyn 

Senior Compliance Officer 

 

Compliance and Regulatory Manager Decision 

The investigation into the complaint has concluded and a comprehensive review has 

been conducted by the Compliance Team Leader and myself.  

The evidence has been interrogated and the facts that can be relied upon have 

resulted in a clear determination of an outcome which is outlined in the below 

enforcement actions.  

The file will be returned to the investigating Officer to complete the enforcement 

actions and inform the parties concerned of the outcome.  

Cameron Tait  

Compliance and Regulatory Manager 
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SUMMARY OF FACTS AND FURTHER ACTION FOR DOG INCIDENT 

Enforcement Action 

The following Enforcement actions are to be carried out as soon as practicable: 

1. Issue infringement: Dog Control Act 1996 Section 53 Offence of failing 

to keep a dog under control.  

2. A statement has been taken attesting to the incident. The dog “ROXY” 

is to be classified as menacing IAW section 33A(1)(b)(i) DCA 1996 

Territorial authority may classify a dog as MENACING. 

3. The dog is to be neutered or a certificate from a registered veterinarian 

verifying the dog has been neutered. 

4. If the dog owner has a Responsible Dog Owner Permit this is to be 

revoked immediately.  

5. Issue a Warning dog Incident letter. 

6. Issue infringement: Dog Control Act 1996 section 20(5), clause 7      

Taupo District Council Control of Dogs Bylaw 2021, Offence of failing to 

leash a dog in public 
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SUMMARY OF FACTS AND FURTHER ACTION FOR DOG INCIDENT 

*Explanatory Note: 

Guide to the Critical Analysis: 

Clarity of Objectives: 

The investigation file establishes clear objectives from the outset. It delineates the scope, purpose, and 

desired outcomes of the investigation, providing a roadmap for subsequent decision-making.  

Evidential Rigor: 

The robustness of the investigation file is its commitment to evidential rigor. Decision-making 

appears anchored in factual data, witness testimonies, and consideration of the offence ingredients. 

This evidential foundation lends credibility to the decisions rendered, instilling confidence in its 

validity and impartiality. 

Procedural Integrity: 

The investigation is conducted with procedural integrity using known practice/methodology, 

protocols, and ethical standards. Such transparency enhances accountability and mitigates the risk of 

procedural lapses or bias. 

Analytical Depth: 

Decision-making within the investigation file reflects a commendable depth of analysis. It 

demonstrates an understanding of the multifaceted factors at play, including legal precedents, 

organisational policies, and the relevance of all the information gathered. This analytical rigor 

enriches the decision-making process, fostering robust and defensible conclusions. 

Stakeholder Engagement: 

Decision-making appears informed by consultations with relevant parties, including victims, 

witnesses, and subject matter experts. This inclusive approach fosters legitimacy and ensures that 

diverse perspectives are duly considered. 

Transparency and Accountability: 

A hallmark of effective decision-making is transparency and accountability, both of which are evident 

throughout the investigation file. All decisions are documented, and show the rationale used, any 

dissenting opinions are duly noted. This transparency enhances trust in the process and facilitates 

constructive feedback and scrutiny. 

Adaptability and Flexibility: 

In navigating the complexities of the investigation, the file demonstrates adaptability and flexibility in 

its decision-making approach. It adeptly adjusts course in response to emerging evidence, legal 

developments, and stakeholder feedback. Such agility enhances the resilience and relevance of the 

investigative process. 
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Reference number:  <Document number / Version Number>

EFFECT OF CLASSIFICATION AS MENACING DOG
Section 33E 33F and 36A , Dog Control Act 1996

Section 33E Effect of classification as a 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).

(5) Subsection (1)(a) does not apply in respect of any dog or class of dog that the territorial 
authority considers need not be muzzled in any specified circumstances (for example, at a 
dog show).

Section 33F Owner must advise person with possession of dangerous or menacing dog of 
requirement to muzzle and leash dog in public

(1) This section applies to an owner whose dog has been classified as—
(a) dangerous under section 31; or
(b) menacing under section 33A or section 33C.

(2) If the dog is in the possession of another person for a period not exceeding 72 hours, the 
owner must advise the person of the requirement to comply with section 32(1)(b) or section 
33E(1)(a), as the case may be (which relate to the requirement to muzzle and leash the dog 
in public).

(3) Every person who fails to comply with subsection (2) commits an offence and is liable on 
conviction to a fine not exceeding $500.

Section 36A Microchip transponder must be implanted in certain dogs
(1) This section applies to a dog that—

(a) is classified as dangerous under section 31 on or after 1 December 2003; or
(b) is classified as menacing under section 33A or section 33C on or after 1 December 2003; 

or
(c) is registered for the first time on or after 1 July 2006.

(2) The owner of the dog must, for the purpose of providing permanent identification of the dog, 
arrange for the dog to be implanted with a functioning microchip transponder of the prescribed 
type and in the prescribed manner.

(2A) Subsection (2) does not apply to a dog as defined in paragraph (b)(ii) of the definition of 
working dog in section 2 registered as a working dog under section 46(1) and wearing a 
collar, label, or disc as provided in section 34(4)(b).

(3) Subsection (2) is complied with by the owner,—
(a) for a dog that is classified as dangerous or menacing, by making the dog available, in 

accordance with the reasonable instructions of the territorial authority, for verification that it 
has been implanted with a functioning microchip transponder of the prescribed type and in 
the prescribed location:

(b) for a dog that is registered for the first time on or after 1 July 2006, by—
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(i) making the dog available, in accordance with the reasonable instructions of the 
territorial authority, for verification that it has been implanted with a functioning 
microchip transponder of the prescribed type and in the prescribed location; or

(ii) providing to the territorial authority a certificate issued by a veterinarian certifying—
(A) that the dog is or has been implanted with a functioning microchip transponder of 

the prescribed type and in the prescribed location; or
(B) that, for the reasons that are specified in the certificate, the dog will not be in a fit 

condition to be implanted with a functioning microchip transponder of the 
prescribed type and in the prescribed location before a date specified in the 
certificate.

(3A) A certificate issued by a veterinarian under subsection (3)(b)(ii) must include the following 
information:
(a) the unique identifier of the microchip transponder (if subsection (3)(b)(ii)(A) applies); and
(b) the name and sex of the dog; and
(c) a physical description of the dog, which may include the breed, the colour, and any 

distinguishing marks; and
(d) if the dog is registered, the registration number of the label or disc issued for the dog; and
(e) the name, date of birth, and address of the owner of the dog.

(4) If a certificate under subsection (3)(b)(ii)(B) is produced to the territorial authority, the owner 
must produce to the territorial authority, within 1 month after the date specified in the 
certificate, a further certificate under subsection (3)(b)(ii).

(5) The owner must comply with subsection (2)—
(a) within 2 months from 1 July 2006, if the dog is classified as dangerous or menacing on or 

after 1 December 2003 but before 1 July 2006; or
(b) within 2 months after the date on which the dog is classified as dangerous or menacing 

or is registered (as the case may be), in any other case.
(5A) Subsection (2) does not apply if—

(a) as a requirement of this Act, the dog has been previously implanted with a functioning 
microchip transponder of the prescribed type and in the prescribed location; or

(b) in any other case, the territorial authority has verified that the dog has been implanted 
with a functioning microchip transponder of the prescribed type and in the prescribed 
location.

(6) Every person commits an offence and is liable on conviction to a fine not exceeding $3,000 
who fails to comply with subsection (2) or subsection (5).

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 Control Act 1996

Section 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.

(3) The territorial authority must, as soon as practicable, give written notice to the owner of—
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(a) its determination of the objection; and
(b) the reasons for its determination.
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Service Request: 6185 
 
 

TERMS OF REFERENCE 
 

INVESTIGATION INTO AN ALLEGED OFFENCE UNDER THE DOG CONTROL ACT 1996 
 

 
 
1. BACKGROUND 
 

PROVIDE A BRIEF OVERVIEW OF THE INCIDENT AND CIRCUMSTANCES THAT LED TO THE 
INVESTIGATION: 
 

On 17/02/2026 2:34:49 PM Council received a report that a dog owned by Mrs Tracey-Lee 
Hinetaha Livingstone allegedly bit an employee of Pak N Save on the arm while tied up 
unattended at 131 Ruapehu Street Taupo Taupo 3330. The alleged conduct may constitute an 
offence under sections of the Dog Control Act 1996. 

 
 
 
2. LEGISLATIVE AUTHORITY 
 

THIS INVESTIGATION IS CONDUCTED UNDER THE AUTHORITY OF THE DOG CONTROL ACT 
1996, IN PARTICULAR (cross which applies): 
 

☐  -  Section 32(2): Offence of Failing to 

comply with classification of dog as dangerous 
dog 

☐  -  Section 33EC(1): Offence of Failing to 

comply with classification of dog as menacing 
dog 

☒  -  Section 52A: Control of dog on owners’ 

property 

☐  -  Section 53: Offence of failing to keep dog 

under control 

☒  -  Section 57: Dogs attacking persons or 

animals 

 

☐  -  Section 57A: Dogs rushing at persons, 

animals, or vehicles 

 

☐  -  Section 58: Dogs causing serious injury 

Specify any other relevant bylaws or sections of the Act: 

Taupo District Council Control of Dogs Bylaw 2021 Section 7 

 
 
 
3. PURPOSE OF THE INVESTIGATION 
 

THE PURPOSE OF THIS INVESTIGATION IS TO: 
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- Establish the facts and circumstances surrounding the alleged offence. 

- Determine whether an offence under the Dog Control Act 1996 has been committed. 

- Identify the dog(s) and owner(s)/person(s) in control of the dog that were involved. 

- Assess the risk posed by the dog(s) to public safety. 

- Recommend appropriate enforcement action in accordance with legislation, Council policy, and 

evidential standards. 

 
 
 
4. SCOPE OF INVESTIGATION 
 

MATTERS WITHIN THE SCOPE OF THIS INVESTIGATION: 
 
- Gathering and assessing evidence relating to the incident. 

- Interviewing the complainant(s), witnesses, and the dog owner(s). 

- Conducting site visits and inspections. 

- Reviewing veterinary or medical reports (If applicable). 

- Reviewing the dog and owner history with Council records. 

- Consulting with NZ Police or other external agencies if relevant. 

 
MATTERS OUT OF THE SCOPE OF THIS INVESTIGATION: 

 
- Civil liability or compensation matters. 

- Broader policy changes or unrelated complaints. 

 
 
 
5. INVESTIGATION PROCESS 
 

THE INVESTIGATION WILL FOLLOW THESE KEY STEPS: 
 
a. Initial assessment of incident 

b. Evidence gathering 

i. photographs, video footage, physical evidence 

ii. witness statements 
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iii. veterinary/ medical reports 

iv. compliance officer observations 

c. Owner interview and opportunity to respond. 

d. Analysis of evidence against legislative requirements 

e. Risk assessment of the dog’s behaviour 

f. Findings and recommendations 

g. Report submission for review. 

h. Enforcement decision and execution. 

 
 
 
6. ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES 
 

LEAD INVESTIGATOR / COMPLIANCE OFFICER 
 

Responsible for conducting the investigation, gathering evidence, interviewing parties, preparing 
the investigation file, and making recommendations on enforcements actions. 

 
SENIOR COMPLIANCE OFFICER 

 
Responsible for overseeing investigation, advising lead investigator when required, reviewing 
investigation file, and preparing summary of facts 

 
COMPLIANCE AND REGULATORY MANAGER 

 
Responsible for ensuring compliance with legislation, reviewing investigation file and approving 
final recommendations. 

 
 
 
7. TIMEFRAMES 

 

Investigation start date: 17/02/2026 17/02/2026 

Target completion date: 20/02/2026 20/03/2026 

Interim updates to be provided every week. 

 
 
 

8. STANDARDS AND PRINCIPLES 
 
THE INVESTIGATION WILL BE CONDUCTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH: 
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Dangerous vs Menacing Dog Classification Guide 
The Dog Control Act 1996 is a STRICT LIABILITY OFFENCE Act. For practicable purposes, 

where the ingredients for classification have been met, the action should be to classify the 

dog unless there are sufficient and reasonable mitigations not to.  

Menacing Dog Classification 

A dog should be classified as menacing when its behaviour indicates a threat to people or 

animals but does not meet the threshold for a dangerous classification. 

• Repeated rushing or threatening behaviour 

• Chasing people, cyclists, or vehicles 

• Intimidating behaviour without biting 

• Attack/bite causing minor injury 

• Previous complaints indicating risk 

• Breed-based classification where applicable 

Dangerous Dog Classification 

A dog should be classified as dangerous when it has caused serious harm or demonstrates 

behaviour likely to cause serious injury. 

• Attack/bite causing moderate to serious injury to a person 

• Attack causing serious injury or death to another animal 

• Repeated aggressive behaviour with significant risk 

• Evidence showing the dog poses a significant public safety risk 

Key Considerations 

• Severity of injuries 

• Frequency of aggressive behaviour 

• Location of incident 

• Dog control history 

• Owner ability to control the dog 

For menacing classification, you should always focus on: behaviour, not injury severity. 

For dangerous classification, you should always focus on: serious harm, not threat.  
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