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Notice of Meeting: 
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Purpose 

1. To conduct fair and effective hearings and make determinations on objections under the Dog Control 
Act 1996.  

The Dog Control Hearings Panel is delegated the following Terms of Reference and powers: 

Terms of Reference: 

2. Hear and determine any objections under the Dog Control Act 1996.   
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1 Apologies – Tono aroha 
 

2 Confirmation of Agenda – Whakatau raarangi take 
The Committee to confirm the agenda. 
 

3 Declaration of Interest – Tauaakii whaipaanga 
Members are reminded of the need to be vigilant to stand aside from decision making when a 
conflict arises between their role as an elected representative and any private or other external 
interest they might have.  
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Committee: Dog Control Hearings Panel Date: 21 February 2023 

Author: Arnold Andrews Authoriser: Michelle Hawthorne  

Position: Governance Advisor  Position: Governance and Assurance 
Manager  

Report Name: Confirmation of the Dog Control Hearings Panel Open Minutes 12 
December 2022 

 
Report Status Open  
 
 

Staff Recommendation - Tuutohu-aa-kaimahi 
 
That the Dog Control Hearings Panel confirm the Open Minutes of the Dog Control Hearings Panel 
Meeting held on 4 June 2021 as a true and correct record. 

Attachments - Ngaa taapirihanga 
Attachment 1 - Dog Control Hearing Panel Unconfirmed Open Minutes 12 December 2022 
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Committee: Dog Control Hearings Panel Date: 21 February 2023 

Author: Susan Stanford Authoriser: Kelvin Powell  

Position: Animal Control Manager  Position: City Safe Unit Manager  

Report Name: Objection to menacing classification - Claudia Williams 
 
Report Status Open  
 

Purpose - Take  
1. To seek a determination from the Dog Control Hearings Panel as to whether the classification 

of “Leena” as a menacing dog is upheld or not.  

Staff Recommendation - Tuutohu-aa-kaimahi 
2. That the Dog Control Hearings Panel: 

a) receives the report; and 

b) determines that the classification of Leena as a menacing dog is upheld. 

Executive Summary - Whakaraapopototanga matua 
3. Leena is a tan and black, Huntaway Whippet cross approximately five years and one month 

old. On 1 August 2022 Hamilton City Council received a complaint the dog Leena attacked 
“Baz” a King Charles Spaniel Toy Poodle cross outside the dog Leena’s home in Cecil Street, St 
Andrews.  

4. Section 33A of the Dog Control Act 1996 sets out the circumstances in which a territorial 
authority may classify a dog as menacing and section 33B outlines a dog owner’s right to object 
to that classification (as detailed in paragraphs 19-21 of this report). 

5. Staff recommend that the classification of Leena as a menacing dog is upheld (Option A) as 
detailed in paragraph 17 below. 

6. Staff consider the decision in this report has low significance and that the recommendations 
comply with the Council’s legal requirements.   

Background - Koorero whaimaarama 
7. Leena is a five-year-old, tan and black, Huntaway Whippet cross. An adult Huntaway / Whippet 

cross could weigh from 15-30 kilogrammes. Baz the victim dog is a black and tan, King Charles 
Spaniel / Toy Poodle cross, a dog of this cross breed would be significantly smaller, likely 
weighing less than 10kg. The weight estimates are based on the average weights of adult dogs 
of the registered breed for these two dogs. 
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Item
 5 

8. On the 1st of August 2022, Hamilton City Council received a report of a dog vs dog attack. At 
approximately 1700 hours (5pm) on 1 August 2022 Baz’s owner was walking Baz on lead down 
Cecil Street in St Andrews, as they have walked past the residence of the dog Leena, she has 
rushed out through the front fence and attacked Baz. Baz’s owner noted that Leena was off 
lead at the time (Attachment 1). 

9. Leena’s owner also mentioned she was walking out to her car with Leena following off lead, as 
she just usually follows her. During the investigation she told the Animal Education and Control 
Officer (AECO) that they have been having problems with Leena reacting to other dogs and 
have engaged a dog trainer. 

10. The incident was over very quickly, and Baz escaped injury, but the incident left Baz’s owner 
feeling anxious. 

11. As a result of this attack and the admission of the dog owner that they have been having issues 
with Leena being reactive to other dogs, Leena was classified as menacing on behaviour 
(Attachment 2 – Menacing Classification).  

12.     There is no previous history for Leena, except one incident in 2019 when she would not return 
to her owner while exercising in a park, on that occasion AEC help the dog owner catch Leena 
and put her in the car. 

13. On 29 July 2022 an objection to the classification of the dog Leena as menacing was received 
from the registered dog owner (Attachment 3 – objection received). The owner is objecting on 
the following grounds: 

i. That the incident was due to human error, not having Leena on a lead, rather than 
Leena’s nature and due to the size difference of the two dogs was “terribly frightening” 

ii. They are sincerely apologetic and taking steps to ensure it doesn’t happen again 

iii. They have seen a vet and changed Leena’s diet in case this was impacting her and 
engaged a dog trainer to address her dog reactivity. 

iv. Leena is now contained in the backyard with dog proof fencing. 

v. Leena is now only being walked on lead in public 

Discussion - Matapaki 
14. In considering their decision, panel members should consider: 

i. the incident that formed the basis for the classification  

ii. the number and type of incidents that have occurred 

iii. any escalation in behaviour demonstrated by the dog 

iv. the potential impact to public safety. 

15. Even though there were no reported incidents prior to this one, Animal Education and Control 
believed a classification of menacing was warranted as the owner was aware of her dogs 
reactivity to other dogs but walked her dog to the car at the front of the house knowing it was 
not dog proof. 

16. The owner is conscious that this is a public safety issue and has taken steps, such as employing 
dog trainers, having a secure dog proof area at the rear of the house, and always walking her 
dog on lead when in public to minimise an event like this occurring again. 
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Options 

17. Under the Dog Control Act 1996, territorial authorities have two options when considering an 
outcome of an objection to a dog being classified as menacing: 

i. Option A: To uphold the classification, or 
ii. Option B: To overturn the classification. 

18. Staff recommend Option A because the best way to eliminate the risk is for Leena to be 
muzzled when out in public and this can only be enforced under the Dog Control Act 1996 
menacing or dangerous classifications. 

Financial Considerations - Whaiwhakaaro Puutea 

19. This is a regular operating activity funded through the Long Term Plan. 

Legal and Policy Considerations - Whaiwhakaaro-aa-ture 

20. Section 33A of the Dog Control Act 1996 sets out the circumstances in which a territorial 
authority may classify a dog as menacing including: 

i. The dog has not been classified as dangerous; but 

ii. The territorial authority considers the dog 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 

21. Section 33B outlines a dog owner’s right to object to the classification to the territorial 
authority and the territorial authority’s obligations and considerations in respect to hearing the 
objection. 

22. Staff confirm that the classification of menacing and options provided for the Dog Control 
Hearings Panel comply with the Council’s legal requirements under the Dog Control Act 1996. 

Wellbeing Considerations - Whaiwhakaaro-aa-oranga tonutanga 
23. The purpose of Local Government changed on the 14 May 2019 to include promotion of the 

social, economic, environmental and cultural wellbeing of communities in the present and for 
the future (‘the 4 wellbeings’). 

24. The subject matter of this report has been evaluated in terms of the 4 wellbeings during the 
process of developing this report. 

25.     Staff consider that the keeping of animals can enhance the quality of life and wellbeing for 
individuals and families; however, the Council also has a responsibility to protect the 
community from unreasonable animal nuisances – families, whanau, iwi, haapu, and 
communities should be safe from dangerous animals.  

Risks - Tuuraru 

26. If the menacing classification was overturned, it would remove the owner’s obligations to 
muzzle the dog in public and therefore a degree of risk that an incident like this could occur 
again would remain.  

 

http://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1996/0013/latest/DLM375100.html?search=ts_act%40bill%40regulation%40deemedreg_dog+control_resel_25_a&p=1
http://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1996/0013/latest/DLM375105.html?search=ts_act%40bill%40regulation%40deemedreg_dog+control_resel_25_a&p=1
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Significance & Engagement Policy - Kaupapa here whakahira/anganui 
Significance 

Engagement 

28.
 
Given the low level of significance determined, the engagement level is low. No engagement is 
required. 

Attachments - Ngaa taapirihanga 
Attachment 1 - CRM 275453/2022 

Attachment 2 - Classification documentation 

Attachment 3 - Objection Received 

 

27.
 
Staff have considered the key considerations under the Significance and Engagement Policy 
and have assessed that the recommendation(s) in this report has/have a low level of 
significance. 
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Committee: Dog Control Hearings Panel Date: 21 February 2023 

Author: Susan Stanford Authoriser: Kelvin Powell  

Position: Animal Control Manager  Position: City Safe Unit Manager  

Report Name: Objection to menacing classification - Dave Burger and Rochelle Ramsay 
 
Report Status Open  
 

Purpose  - Take 
1. To seek a determination from the Dog Control Hearings Panel on the classification of “Kora” 

and “Drax” as menacing dogs. 

Staff Recommendation - Tuutohu-aa-kaimahi 
2. That the Dog Control Hearings Panel: 

a) receives the report; and 

b) determines that the classification of Kora and Drax as menacing dogs is upheld. 
 

Executive Summary - Whakaraapopototanga matua 
3. On 31 August 2022 at approximately 6:50am Kora, a seven-year-old Rottweiler, and Drax, a 

brindle two-year-old American Staffordshire Terrier, attached Tui, a 5-year-old Bearded Collie 
on Cobham Drive as she was being walked on-lead by her owner. 

4. Section 33A of the Dog Control Act 1996 sets out the circumstances in which a territorial 
authority may classify a dog as menacing and section 33B outlines a dog owner’s right to object 
to that classification (as detailed in paragraphs 23-25 of this report). 

5. Staff recommend that the classification Kora and Drax as menacing dogs is upheld (Option A) 
as detailed in paragraph 18 below. 

6. Staff consider the decision in this report has low significance and that the recommendations 
comply with the Council’s legal requirements.  

Background - Kooreo whaimaarama 
7. On 22 May 2022, at approximately 6:50am the victim dog, Tui, and owner were walking along 

Cobham Drive near Johnsview Terrace when the dogs Kora and Drax have attacked Tui. Tui was 
on a long retractable lead, as they have come around a corner Tui’s owner could see Kora and 
Drax on the footpath. Tui’s owner was attempting to shorten the lead when both Kora and 
Drax have attacked. 

8. During the attack Drax (the stripy one) has attacked Tui’s head and Kora has gone for her hind 
quarters. Tui’s owner has manged to get Kora off Tui, but Drax has maintained his bite. Tui has 
pulled free of her collar and Drax and run into traffic on Cobham Drive, narrowly missing being 
hit and bringing traffic to a stop. 
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9. Tui’s owner has shouted at the attacking dogs to scare them off and has then collected Tui 
from further up the road, where she has come to a stop. She then knocked at a nearby house 
and asked if she could call the police, on police advice she has then called Hamilton City 
Council and reported the attack. After this she has returned home with Tui. 

10. During the attack Tui sustained bite wounds to her neck, back and rear leg. For full details, 
including statements, photos, and vet account are outlined in Attachment 1.  

11. There is no previous history of attacks from either of these dogs. Kora has four reported 
roamings on record between 2016 and the recent attack, Drax has no other history. 

12. As a result of this attack both Kora and Drax were classified as menacing and their owner 
issued with two infringements (number 13474 and 134752); which were paid on 12 September 
2022 (Attachment 2 – Menacing Classification, Attachment 3 - Infringements). 

13. On 28 September 2022 an objection to the classification of the Kora and Drax as menacing was 
received from the registered dog owners (Attachment 4). The owners are objecting on the 
following grounds: 

i. That Kora has been part of the family for eight years and Drax nearly two and during 
that time they have not had any negative interactions with either other dogs or 
members of the family. 

ii. The dogs had been let off the property by persons unknown who had left the gate 
open. It is noted in her witness statement by the owner that they padlocked the gate 
after they found their dogs on the street. 

Discussion - Matapaki 
14. In considering their decision, panel members should consider: 

i. the incident that formed the basis for the classification  
ii. the number and type of incidents that have occurred 

iii. any escalation in behaviour demonstrated by the dog 
iv. the potential impact to public safety. 

15. Dogs can behave in unexpected ways, especially when not in sight or control of their owner, 
and in this case, hearing from Animal Education and Control that Kora and Drax had attacked 
another dog was a surprise to the dog owners as they had not seen any negative interactions 
with other dogs from Kora and Drax.  

16. Even though there have been no reported attacks prior to this one, given the dogs have 
attacked simultaneously, one to the head/neck area and the other to the hind quarters of Tui 
causing injury AEC believe this warrants classification as menacing. 

Options 

17. Under the Dog Control Act 1996, territorial authorities have two options when considering an 
outcome of an objection to a dog being classified as menacing: 

i. Option A: To uphold the classification, or 
ii. Option B: To overturn the classification. 

18. Staff recommend Option A because the best way to eliminate the risk is for Kora and Drax to 
be muzzled when out in public and this can only be enforced under the Dog Control Act 1996 
menacing or dangerous classifications. 

Financial Considerations - Whaiwhakaaro Puutea 

19. This is a regular operating activity funded through the Long-Term Plan. 
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Legal and Policy Considerations - Whaiwhakaaro-aa-ture 

20. Section 33A of the Dog Control Act 1996 sets out the circumstances in which a territorial 
authority may classify a dog as menacing including: 

i. The dog has not been classified as dangerous; but 
ii. The territorial authority considers the dog may pose a threat to any person, stock, 

poultry, domestic animal, or protected wildlife because of – 
a. any observed or reported behaviour of the dog: or 
b. any characteristics typically associated with the dog’s breed or type 

21. Section 33B outlines a dog owner’s right to object to the classification to the territorial 
authority and the territorial authority’s obligations and considerations in respect to hearing the 
objection. 

22. Staff confirm that the classification of menacing and options provided for the Dog Control 
Hearings Panel comply with the Council’s legal requirements under the Dog Control Act 1996. 

Wellbeing Considerations - Whaiwhakaaro-aa-oranga tonutanga 
23. The purpose of Local Government changed on the 14 May 2019 to include promotion of the 

social, economic, environmental and cultural wellbeing of communities in the present and for 
the future (‘the 4 wellbeings’). 

24. The subject matter of this report has been evaluated in terms of the 4 wellbeings during the 
process of developing this report as outlined below. 

25. Staff consider that the keeping of animals can enhance the quality of life and wellbeing for 
individuals and families; however, the Council also has a responsibility to protect the 
community from unreasonable animal nuisances – families, whanau, iwi, haapu, and 
communities should be safe from dangerous animals.  

Risks - Tuuraru 

26. Should the menacing classification be overturned, removing the owner’s obligations to muzzle 
the dog in public there would remain a degree of risk that an incident like this could occur 
again. 

Significance & Engagement Policy - Kaupapa here whakahira/anganui 
Significance 

27.
 
Staff have considered the key considerations under the Significance and Engagement Policy 
and have assessed that the recommendation(s) in this report has/have a low level of 
significance. 

Engagement 

28.
 
Given the low level of significance determined, the engagement level is low. No engagement is 
required. 

Attachments 
Attachment 1 - CRM 280019 

Attachment 2 - Classification documentation 

Attachment 3 - Infringements 

Attachment 4 - Objection received . 

http://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1996/0013/latest/DLM375100.html?search=ts_act%40bill%40regulation%40deemedreg_dog+control_resel_25_a&p=1
http://www.legislation.govt.nz/act/public/1996/0013/latest/DLM375105.html?search=ts_act%40bill%40regulation%40deemedreg_dog+control_resel_25_a&p=1
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Committee:  Dog Control Hearings Panel  Date:  21 February 2023 

Author:  Susan Stanford  Authoriser: Kelvin Powell  

Position:  Animal Control Manager   Position: City Safe Unit Manager  

Report Name:  Objection to menacing classification ‐ Nigel Binks 

 

Report Status  Open  

 

Purpose  ‐ Take 

1. To seek a determination from the Dog Control Hearings Panel on the classification of “Stellar 
Binks” as a menacing dog. 

Staff Recommendation ‐ Tuutohu‐aa‐kaimahi 

2. That the Dog Control Hearings Panel: 

a)  receives the report; and 

b)  determines that the classification of Stellar as a menacing dog is upheld. 

 

Executive Summary ‐ Whakaraapopototanga matua 

3. Stellar is a tricolour, three‐year‐old St Bernard. On 3October 2022 Stellar attacked Chief a six‐
and‐a‐half‐year‐old Miniature Dachshund/Shih Tzu cross at the entry to Day’s Park off leash 
area.  

4. Section 33A of the Dog Control Act 1996 sets out the circumstances in which a territorial 
authority may classify a dog as menacing and section 33B outlines a dog owner’s right to object 
to that classification (as detailed in paragraphs 23‐25 of this report). 

5. Staff recommend that the classification of Stellar as a menacing dog is upheld (Option A) as 
detailed below. 

6. Staff consider the decision in this report has low significance and that the recommendations 
comply with the Council’s legal requirements.  

Background ‐ Kooreo whaimaarama 

7. Stellar is a tricolour, three‐year‐old St Bernard. On 3October 2022 Stellar attacked Chief a six‐
and‐a‐half‐year‐old Miniature Dachshund/Shih Tzu cross at the entry to Days Park off leash 
area. There is a significant size and weight difference between these two dogs. 

8. In the afternoon of 3 October 2022 as the owner of Chief has entered Day’s Park, she has 
noted there was two people (a man and woman) behind her with three dogs, one off‐lead and 
two on‐lead. A female was holding the leash of a St Bernard (Stellar). As she has entered the 
park, she has let Chief off‐lead. 

9. The St Bernard has pulled away from the woman and come up behind Chief and his owner and 
attacked Chief. Chiefs’ owner has pulled Stellar away from Chief and then the female dog 
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owner has come over and taken control of Stellar. Stellar’s owner has noted that Stellar does 
not like small dogs as she has been attacked by one in the past. This information was also 
relayed to the Investigating Animal Control Officer; when she spoke to the female dog owner, 
she noted Stellar was not behaving well with the little dog and that she had previously been 
attacked by a small dog. 

10. Immediately after the attack there was an exchange of words between the dog owners. Chief’s 
owner noted she was both frightened and angry and did tell Stellar’s owner “where to go”. No 
owner details were exchanged at the scene, but chief’s owner noted the registration number 
of the car she believed belonged to the other dog owners. 

11. During the attack Chief received injuries to his back and his owner took him straight to the vet 
from Days Park. It is noted these did not include puncture wounds but scratches on his back 
that the vet noted as being consistent with injuries received from another dog. The wounds 
were cleaned, and anti‐inflammatory medication and pain relief was administered. 

12. A lengthy statement submitted by the male owner of Stellar notes that Chief a small cross 
breed dog and his owner (aged 76 years old) were blocking their entry to the park, an area of 
at least 4‐5 metres in width creating an unsafe environment. He also notes that Chief engaged 
directly with their dogs who were on lead and that Chiefs owner began screaming and 
shouting before there was any interaction and this contributed to the situation. There is no 
mention of Stellar pulling free of her owner and having negative reactions to small dogs as 
noted to both Chief’s owner on the day and to the investigating AECO the following day by the 
female dog owner. The statement notes Stellar’s female owner did a body check of the small 
dog and that the dog owner was abusive. 

13. For full job details, vet report and witness statements see CRM 284725 (Attachment 1 – 
CRM284725). 

14. As a result of this attack the dog Stellar was classified as menacing for behaviour (Attachment 
2 – menacing classification). 

15. On 18 November 2022 an objection to the classification (Attachment 3 – objection received) of 
the dog Stellar as menacing was received from the registered dog owners. The owners are 
objecting on the following grounds: 

i. That they are responsible dog owners who have regularly fostered for the SPCA and as 
outlined in the email accompanying a statement provided, that they are taking steps to 
prevent anything like it possibly occurring again (see CRM 284725). 

ii. That the actions of the victim dog owner contributed to the event and that she was 
unreasonably aggressive and abusive. 

iii. That the interaction was not aggressive and there were no injuries and that the injuries 
seen by the vet could have occurred after the interaction at Day’s Park. 

iv. Two character references have been supplied for Stellar (Attachment 4 – character 
references). 

Discussion ‐ Matapaki 

16. In considering their decision, panel members should consider: 

i. the incident that formed the basis for the classification  

ii. the number and type of incidents that have occurred 

iii. any escalation in behaviour demonstrated by the dog 

iv. the potential impact to public safety. 
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17. There are similarities and points of difference in the information provided to AEC during the 
investigation and the objection for example, the victim dog owner notes the offending dog 
owner tried to examine her dog, but the offending dog owners say she carried out a thorough 
check of the victim dog. The investigation notes and statements supplied are in the 
attachments. All material is as it was submitted to AEC by both the owner of Chief and the 
owners of Stellar.  

18. The owner of Stellar notes that Chief, the victim dog was off lead and wandered onto the grass 
by the car park and the victim dog owner noted that one of the three dogs owned by the 
offending dog was off lead in the car park area. In their objection the offending dog owners 
have included photos and information noting that dogs must be on a lead in the car park area. 

19. The female dog owner has noted to both the victim dog owner and investigating officer that 
Stellar has been attacked by a small dog so does not like them, given this known negative 
response of Stellar to small dogs there is a risk there could be a repeat of the behaviour shown 
at Day’s Park. 

20. That there was contact between the two dogs is certain and that there were injuries has been 
clearly shown by the vet report and following phone conversation the AECO had with the vet. 
The victim dog owner describes the attack as unprovoked and without warning (preamble). 
However, the owners of Stellar contend there was no attack. 

Options 

21. Under the Dog Control Act 1996, territorial authorities have two options when considering an 
outcome of an objection to a dog being classified as menacing: 

i. To uphold the classification, or 

ii. To overturn the classification. 

22. Staff recommend Option A because the best way to eliminate the risk is for Stellar to be 
muzzled when out in public and this can only be enforced under the Dog Control Act 1996 
menacing or dangerous classifications. 

Financial Considerations ‐ Whaiwhakaaro Puutea 

23.  This is a regular operating activity funded through the Long‐Term Plan. 

Legal and Policy Considerations ‐ Whaiwhakaaro‐aa‐ture 

24. Section 33A of the Dog Control Act 1996 sets out the circumstances in which a territorial 
authority may classify a dog as menacing including: 

I. The dog has not been classified as dangerous; but 

II. The territorial authority considers the dog 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 

25. Section 33B outlines a dog owner’s right to object to the classification to the territorial 
authority and the territorial authority’s obligations and considerations in respect to hearing the 
objection. 

26. Staff confirm that the classification of menacing and options provided for the Dog Control 
Hearings Panel comply with the Council’s legal requirements under the Dog Control Act 1996. 
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Wellbeing Considerations ‐ Whaiwhakaaro‐aa‐oranga tonutanga 

27. The purpose of Local Government changed on the 14 May 2019 to include promotion of the 
social, economic, environmental and cultural wellbeing of communities in the present and for 
the future (‘the 4 wellbeings’). 

28. The subject matter of this report has been evaluated in terms of the 4 wellbeings during the 
process of developing this report as outlined below. 

29. Staff consider that the keeping of animals can enhance the quality of life and wellbeing for 
individuals and families; however, the Council also has a responsibility to protect the 
community from unreasonable animal nuisances – families, whanau, iwi, haapu, and 
communities should be safe from dangerous animals.  

Risks ‐ Tuuraru 

30. Should the menacing classification be overturned, removing the owner’s obligations to muzzle 
the dog in public there would remain a degree of risk that an incident like this could occur 
again. 

Significance & Engagement Policy ‐ Kaupapa here whakahira/anganui 

Significance 

31.  Staff have considered the key considerations under the Significance and Engagement Policy 
and have assessed that the recommendation(s) in this report has/have a low level of 
significance. 

Engagement 

32.  Given the low level of significance determined, the engagement level is low. No engagement is 
required. 

Attachments 

Attachment 1 ‐ CRM268065 

Attachment 2 ‐ Menancing Classification 

Attachment 3 ‐ Desexing Certificate 

Attachment 4 ‐ Objection Received 
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Resolution to Exclude the Public 
Section 48, Local Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 

The following motion is submitted for consideration: 

That the public be excluded from the following parts of the proceedings of this meeting, namely 
consideration of the public excluded agenda. 

The general subject of each matter to be considered while the public is excluded, the reason for passing 
this resolution in relation to each matter, and the specific grounds under section 48(1) of the Local 
Government Official Information and Meetings Act 1987 for the passing of this resolution follows. 

General subject of each matter to 
be considered 

Reasons for passing this 
resolution in relation to each 
matter 

Ground(s) under section 48(1) for 
the passing of this resolution 

C1. Confirmation of the Dog 
Control Hearings Panel 
Public Excluded Minutes 12 
December 2022 

C2. Amendment to the Dog 
Control Panel Decision of 
December 2022 

)  Good reason to withhold 
)  information exists under 
)  Section 7 Local Government 
)  Official Information and 
)  Meetings Act 1987 
 

Section 48(1)(a) 

 

This resolution is made in reliance on section 48(1)(a) of the Local Government Official Information and 
Meetings Act 1987 and the particular interest or interests protected by Section 6 or Section 7 of that Act 
which would be prejudiced by the holding of the whole or relevant part of the proceedings of the meeting 
in public, as follows: 

Item C1. to maintain the effective conduct of public 
affairs through protecting persons from 
improper pressure or harassment 

Section 7 (2) (f) (ii) 

Item C2. to maintain the effective conduct of public 
affairs through protecting persons from 
improper pressure or harassment 

Section 7 (2) (f) (ii) 
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