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MINUTES of a reconvened meeting of the Appeals Hearing Committee, held at the Council 
Chambers, Ground Floor, 175 Rimu Road, Paraparaumu, on Thursday 23 October 2014 
commencing at 9.00am. (Adjourned Hearing from 16 September 2014) 
 
PRESENT:     
 Cr T Lloyd (Chair) 
 Mayor R Church  
 Cr M Cardiff  
 Cr W Welsh  
 Cr P Gaylor  
     
IN ATTENDANCE: Ms  S Foss (Acting Group Manager Regulatory 

Services) 
 Ms J Foote (Animal Control Officer) 
 Mr 

Ms 
N 
V 

Fowler 
Starbuck-Maffey 

(Environmental Standards Manager) 
(Democratic Services Team Leader 
and Minute Taker) 

 Mr S Scott (Dog Owner) 
     
APOLOGIES     
 Cr D Ammundsen  
 Cr M Bell  
     
 
The Chair welcomed everyone to the meeting noting it was a reconvening of the 16 
September 2014 meeting and for that reason there would be no Public Speaking Time at the 
session today. The listing of Public Speaking Time in the Order Paper was an administrative 
error. 
 
APP 14/10/25 
APOLOGIES 
 
It was noted that Cr Bell and Cr Ammundsen did not attend as they had been absent (with 
apology) at the 16 September 2014 meeting. 
 
APP 14/09/26 
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST   
 
There were no declarations of interest. 
 
The Chair read the Council blessing. 
 
APP 14/09/27 
CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
 
There was one amendment to the minutes. On the last page the last sentence should read 
‘The meeting was adjourned…’ 
 

MOVED (Mayor/Cardiff) 
 
That the amended minutes of the adjourned meeting of the Appeals Committee 
on 16 September 2014 are confirmed as a true and accurate record of that 
session. 
 
CARRIED 
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APP 14/09/28 
STEPHEN SCOTT: OBJECTION TO MENANCING DOG CLASSIFICATION (RS-14-1360) 
 
On 16 September 2014 the Committee had decided to leave the report CS-14-1295 lying on 
the table, pending the receipt of further information which had now been provided to the 
Committee. This further information had been included in the report before the Committee 
today (RS-14-1360) and included a report from a behaviourist ‘Canine Solutions’, and a 
handwritten statement from Mr Scott on Molly’s progress since the September meeting. 
 
Environmental Standards Manager Nick Fowler outlined the additional information, and 
referred to the tabled email at appendix 5 (circulated) as part of the agenda. 
 
In response to a question Mr Scott confirmed that Molly was sitting on her lead at the time of 
the incident. He had never met the complainant before. 
 
Acting Group Manager Regulatory Services Sharon Foss noted that the report from Canine 
Solutions included the behaviourist’s opinion about the case which was not what was 
required.  
 
Mr Scott indicated he was happy with the report which said that Molly should be muzzled 
until it was certain that ‘she is safe around other dogs’. The question was asked, how would 
this certainty be obtained? 
 
It was also noted from the report that Molly did have a tendency to pull on the lead and be 
reactive to other dogs, and these observations were accepted by Mr Scott. The report 
recommended further work with Molly to help her with her social skills. 
 
Mr Scott pointed out that he had acted with good faith during the whole process, insisting on 
giving his contact details to the other party at the time of the incident, and the Committee 
accepted this.  
 
Alternatives to upholding the classification were discussed but the Committee had adjourned 
the September meeting in order to obtain the behaviourist’s report; this had now been 
obtained – was its findings sufficient to overturn the ‘Menacing’ classification? It was noted 
that the classification, once imposed, could not ever be rescinded. 
 
Mr Scott asked the Committee for more time to continue with Molly’s socialisation training 
before making a final decision but the question was asked whether a behaviourist would 
ever be able to offer a definitive opinion in this regard ie that there would never be any more 
incidents. 
 
It was clarified that Molly began wearing a muzzle (paid for by the Council) around 18 
September 2014. 
 
The Committee felt some sympathy with Mr Scott as Molly was on a lead when approached 
by another dog (who was not leashed) when the incident happened but the bottom line was 
to ensure public safety and no evidence had been tendered that would support allowing the 
dog out in public without a muzzle. 
 
Mr Scott said that Molly had never shown aggression towards humans and refuted the police 
report about a previous incident in Wellington, saying it could be disproved. There was no 
police involvement in the incident under consideration. 



MINUTES 
APPEALS HEARING 

COMMITTEE 

MEETING HELD ON 
THURSDAY 23 OCTOBER 

2014 

TIME 
9.00AM 

516115_515497 
 

 
 
In response to a question it was clarified that there were around 85 dogs classified as 
‘Menacing’ in the District, the majority of which were pitbulls which were automatically 
classified by breed not behaviour. If a dog which was classified as ‘Menacing’ was not 
muzzled in public and there was an incident there could be a $300 fine imposed plus other 
action depending on the circumstances. 
 
The Committee agreed that the primary concern was public safety and, taking into account 
the behaviourist’s report, members could not be completely assured that further incidents 
would never occur with Molly. Therefore they believed the classification of ‘Menacing’ should 
be upheld. 
 

MOVED (Welsh/Mayor) 
 
That the Committee upholds the Menacing classification of Mr Scott’s dog 
Molly. 
 
CARRIED 

 
Cr Gaylor abstained from voting as she was not present during the first part of the meeting. 
 
The meeting closed at 9.43am. 

 

 
 
 
………………………………………..  ……………………………. 
Chairperson     Date 
 


