Special Council Meeting
Municipality of West Grey
402813 Grey County Rd 4, Durham, ON N0G 1R0
February 16, 2021, 4 p.m.
electronically
We are using the ZOOM meeting software.
To join the meeting through your computer (or smartphone with the ZOOM app) go to:
Join Zoom Meeting:
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/84203206709
or join by telephone: +1 647 558 0588 Canada
If prompted enter Meeting ID: 842 0320 6709
To participate use the raise hand function on your computer or *9 on your phone.
Accessibility of documents: Documents are available in alternate formats upon request. Please
contact the Clerk's Department at 519-369-2200 or by email at gscharback@westgrey.com to discuss
how best we can meet your needs if you require an alternate format or communication support
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Adam Chalmers

November 2, 2020

720 Queen St.
Neustadt ON
Mr. Chalmers
As per the investigation that commenced on October 25 2020 involving your dog a female Rottweiler
Shepherd cross known as Berkley attacked and bit a small breed dog, the dog was significantly injured
requiring emergency Veterinary care.
On October 29 2020
I received a second complaint, from a different individual that in August of 2020, 2 dogs left your
property and attempted to attack a different small breed that was being walked on leash and on the
sidewalk by your house. The complainant advised that you were able to stop the attack before any
injury could occur to the small breed dog.
I understand that you have been in contact with Karl Schipprack, Karl and I have discussed your matter
at length. I understand that you are disputing owning 2 dogs and that your dog has never been involved
in any other incidents.
The Municipality of West Grey will impose the following restrictions on your female Rottweiler/
Shepherd cross breed dog known as Berkley.
As outlined in the Municiplaity of West Grey Bylaw 87-2009 a by-law for the licensing of dogs, and for
regulating the running at large of dogs and regulating kennels within the Municipality of West Grey,
Section 6 states;
MUZZLING OF DOGS
MUZZLING OF DOGS
6.a) Where the Officer is satisfied on the balance of probabilities, and in the absence of
any mitigating factors, that a dog has bitten a person or animal, the Officer may
issue a muzzle order to the owner of the dog.
b) The Officer may impose conditions on the muzzle order to ensure the health and
safety of the owner, the dog, and other persons and animals.
c) The muzzle order may be served by:
i) delivering it personally to the owner of the dog; or
ii) by posting it up in a conspicuous place on the premises of the owner, or
iii) sending it by registered mail to the last known address of the owner of the
dog.
d) Service of a muzzle order served by registered mail is deemed to be made on the
seventh day after the day of mailing.
e) Notwithstanding any other section of this By-law, when a muzzle order has been
served, the owner of a dog shall:
i)not permit the dog to be off the premises of the owner unless it is properly
leashed and muzzled; and
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ii) ensure that the dog does not bite, chase or attack a person or a domestic animal on any property,
including that of the owner; and
iii) either tether the dog on a chain capable of restraining the dog or confine it
within a fenced yard capable of preventing the dog from escaping; and
iv) put the dog under the control of a person at least sixteen (16) years of age
when the dog is not on the owner’s premises; and
v) notify the Officer within five (5) days of transfer if the dog is transferred to a
new location or if the ownership of the dog is transferred to another person;
and
vi) not contravene any other condition imposed in the muzzle order; and
vii) shall within seven (7) days, purchase a Dangerous Dog warning sign and
place it in a conspicuous place at the entrance to the owner’s premises
indicating the presence of a dog, and inform the Officer of same.
f) A muzzle order expires when the dog dies or the Officer is satisfied that it no longer
resides in the Municipality.
g) Where a muzzle order has been issued, the owner of a dog may apply for a hearing
to appeal the order to the Appeal Committee.
h) An application for a hearing shall be made in writing and delivered to the CAO/Clerk
of the Municipality within thirty (30) days after the muzzle order has been served.
i)An application for a hearing shall be accompanied by the Hearing Request of fifty
($50.00) dollars.
j) Notice of a hearing shall be served on the owner at least seven (7) days prior to the
hearing. Service shall be affected in accordance with sections 6. c) & d) of this By
law.
The above noted restrictions will be in place for the life time of your dog. Failure to adhere to the
restrictions could result in further charges under the Bylaw or proceedings in the Provincial Offences
Court- the Dog Owners liability Act R.S.0. 1990.
If you have any questions or wish to discuss this matter please contact me at 519 373 1000. I have
included a copy of the above mentioned By-law 87-2009 with Section 6 highlighted for your
convenience.
Cheryl Roberts

Karl Schipprack

Animal Control Officer
Municipality of West Grey

CBO
Municipality of West Grey
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Statement of West Grey Animal Control Officer, Cheryl Roberts
On October 25 2020 I was contacted by Constable Meyers of the West Grey Police
Services regarding a dog on dog attack in Neustadt.
I attended 716 Queen St. unit 113, Constable Meyers was already in attendance. Upon
arrival I met Alicia Bere the owner of the small breed dog known as “Jimmy”.
Alicia Bere appeared to be extremely and visibly upset by the event that had just taken
place.
I observed a dog coat on the table on the porch, this dog coat had fresh blood on it.
Alicia Bere confirmed that “Jimmy” was wearing the coat at the time of the attack.
I observed that “Jimmy” was injured with puncture bite wounds to his back. The dogs’
hair coat was wet with blood coming from the wounds.
I was advised by Alicia Bere that they had called the Hanover Vet clinic and made an
appointment to see the Veterinarian shortly.
I was advised by Alicia Bere that she was walking Jimmy, when the large breed dog that
lives at 720 Queen St. ran across the road at her and Jimmy.
The dog from 720 Queen St. without warning lunged at “Jimmy” grabbing “Jimmy” by
the back, biting “Jimmy” and leaving him injured with open bleeding wounds.
Alicia Bere explained that the owner ran over and broke up the attack.
I attended 720 Queen St. where I had a lengthy conversation with Adam Chalmers,
Adam Chalmers did not deny the events that took place and was willing to cover the
veterinary costs.
I received a report from the attending Veterinarian. The report confirmed that Jimmy
sustained 2 puncture wounds into the skin on his back, one puncture wound and 1
deeper impression on his left side.
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Statement of Alicia Bere
This statement was obtain over the phone- due to COVID
Q) What side of the road were you on?
A) I was on the other side, the dog crossed the street, I am afraid of that dog, not the first time, the dog
ran from him and crossed the street, the first time no touch Jimmy.
Q) How did the dog come at you?
A) He run, HE RUN, that one day ran on the road, a car had to stop so it didn’t hit the dog.
Q) How did the dog bite Jimmy?
A) Jimmy go like this, a little ball and grabbed him-I screamed. I didn’t know what to do. He came and
got his dog, didn’t say nothing, just turned his back, I say to lady in the white car to call 911-the lady said
to go home. No one do nothing. I came home and called 911. When I picked him-Jimmy up he was
bleeding, I carry him home. (Alicia was crying during this statement)
Q) How much did it cost at the Vet?
A) I don’t remember I am 84, I don’t remember when I have my glasses on but I remember this day, I
REMBERER THIS DAY. I THOUGHT I LOOSE HIM.
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Hanover Veterinary Hospital
101 18th Avenue
Hanover, ON
5193646772
12/14/2020
10/25/2020

Service

TECHNICIAN AFTER HOURS
<11PM per hour

QTY: 1.00

Provider: Dr. Donna Curtin

10/25/2020

Service

OFFICE AFTER HOURS EMERG
EXAMINATION

QTY: 1.00

Provider: Dr. Donna Curtin

10/25/2020

SOAP

Dog bite - Punctures

Provider: Dr. Donna Curtin

S: Alicia was walking Jimmy on leash.
A dog, off leash, came across the road and attacked Jimmy.
They called into emergency services.
I called back and spoke to West Grey Officer, Alicia and Tony.
They elected to be seen on emergency.
Agreed to pay fees and submit invoice to other dog owner at their discretion.
O: Jimmy's Physical Examination
Presented stable, alert, in owner's arms, bleeding pretty much stopped.
Body Condition Score: 7/9
Muscle Condition Score: 3/3
Microchip #: ~on file
Location of Microchip: scruff
T: 37.5 (normal=100-102.5)
P: 112 (normal dog=60-160, normal cat=120-240)
R: panting (normal dog=10-40, normal cat=16-40)
1. Mentation: BAR
2. Eyes: NAF
3. Ears: NAF
4. Teeth/Gums/Mouth: NE closely Periodontal Disease Score: NE/4 (0- perfect, pearly whites--> 4significant tartar, mobile teeth)
5. Mucous Membranes: pink, moist, CRT <1 sec pink tongue, panting comfortably
Hydration status: WNL
6. Nervous System: no gross deficits
7. Lymph Nodes: NAF
8. Cardiovascular Auscultation: regular rhythm, no murmur Pulses: Strong and synchronous
9. Respiratory auscultation: Lungs clear bilaterally, no crackles or wheezes
10.

Integument:

2 punture wounds into skin on back
1 puncture wound and 1 deeper impression on left side, ventral chest
no emphysema apparent
suspect some deeper damage to SQ with small bits of fat coming out punctures
do not suspect any broken bones
heart and lung sounds good
bruising starting
Rectal exam: NE
11. Abdo palpation: Comfortable; No pain or masses evident
12. Musculoskeletal: NAF, no lameness
13. Urogenital: NAF
14. Pain Score: 7/10, Acuteor Chronic? (0- jumping, tail wag, absolutely no pain--> 10- passing a
kidney stone, vocalizing)
NAF= No Abnormal Findings

Information for Jimmy BERE
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Hanover Veterinary Hospital
101 18th Avenue
Hanover, ON
5193646772
12/14/2020

A: Dog bite - punctures
P: Language barrier with Alicia
Hearing barrier with Tony
Had Tony in clinic.
Did very best to explain everything.
Covered punctures with lube, shaved 1 inch around all punctures.
Cleansed with hibitaine
Cleaned away small BM at rectum.
Bleeding stopped, some fat damage.
Flushed puntures with bridine.
Elected to leave open to drain, warned of complications with undermining and emphysema (air under
skin).
Stable otherwise.
Bandaged.
Rx 0.46ml Convenia SQ (hard to give pills to)
Rx 0.16ml Metacam
Rx Syringes Metacam sent home - see script
Set up for recheck tomorrow.
Donna

For any questions on Jimmy's health, please call 5193646772.

Information for Jimmy BERE
Page 3 of 3
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THE CORPORATION OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF WEST GREY
BY-LAW NUMBER 87 - 2009
BEING a by-law for the licensing of dogs, and for regulating the running at large of dogs and
regulating kennels within the Municipality of West Grey;
WHEREAS Section 11 of the Municipal Act, 2001, S.O. 2001, as amended, defines spheres of
jurisdiction under which a municipality may pass by-laws, and the spheres of jurisdiction includes
animals;
AND WHEREAS Section 103 of the Municipal Act, 2001, S.O. 2001, as amended, confers the
power upon a municipality to pass a by-law to provide for the seizure and impounding of animals
being at large or trespassing and the sale of impounded animals under certain conditions, and
animals include dogs;
AND WHEREAS Section 105 of the Municipal Act, 2001, S.O. 2001, as amended, requires that
Council afford dog owners hearings with respect to muzzle orders;
AND WHEREAS Sections 4 & 5 of the Dog Owners’ Liability Act, R.S.O. 1990, c.D.16, as
amended, provides for proceedings against owner of a dog alleged to have bitten or attacked a
person or domestic animal;
AND WHEREAS the Council of the Corporation of the Municipality of West Grey deems it
expedient and in the best interests of its inhabitants to license, regulate and register dogs within
the Municipality of West Grey;
NOW THEREFORE THE CORPORATION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF
WEST GREY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS:
PART 1
DEFINITIONS
1.

For the purpose of this by-law the following definitions apply;
a)

“Appeal Committee” shall mean a committee composed of members of Council of
the Municipality for the purpose of conducting hearings under this By-law;

b)

“Dog” shall mean a male, female, spayed female or neutered male of the species
canis familiaris over the age of three (3) months;

c)

“Guide Dog” shall mean a dog trained as a guide for a disabled person and having
the qualifications prescribed by the regulations to the Blind Persons’ Rights Act,
R.S.O. 1990, c.B.7, or having certification by Hearing Ear Dogs of Canada, Special
Skills Dogs of Canada, or other recognized organization;

d)

“Hunting Dog” shall mean a dog properly licensed through the Ministry of Natural
Resources for the purpose of hunting pursuant to Provincial regulations;

e)

“Kennel” shall mean an establishment where dogs are kept for the purpose of show,
training, keeping, breeding and raising for profit or gain, but shall not apply to the
keeping of dogs in a veterinary establishment.

f)

“License” shall mean the receipt issued by the CAO/Clerk or Treasurer of the
Municipality or their authorized agent upon registration of a dog or kennel, and the
payment of the appropriate fee;

g)

“License Fee” shall mean the license fee established by Council of the Municipality
of West Grey by by-law;

h)

“Municipality” shall mean the Corporation of the Municipality of West Grey;
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i)

“Muzzle” shall mean a humane fastening or covering device that is of adequate
strength placed over a dog’s mouth to prevent it from biting and which has been or
is approved by the Officer;

j)

“Muzzle Order” shall mean an Order issued by the Officer for a muzzle to be put on
a dog;

k)

“Officer” shall mean the Canine Control Officer, By-law Enforcement Officer, Police
Officer, or other person appointed by the Municipality;

l)

“Owner” shall include any person, organization or corporation who possesses or
harbours a dog and where the owner is a minor, shall include the person
responsible for the custody of the minor, and owns or owned have a corresponding
meaning;

m)

“Police Work Dog” shall mean a dog trained to aid law enforcement officers and
which is actually being used for Police work purposes for the protection of the
public, which can include the investigation of crime and the apprehension of law
violators;

n)

“Pound” shall mean such facilities designated by the Municipality where dogs are
held under the provisions of this by-law;

o)

“Running at Large” shall mean any dog found in any place other than the premises
of the owner and not under the control of any person over the age of sixteen (16)
years;

p)

“Tag” shall mean a metal disc bearing a serial number for the dog for which it has
been issued and the year of issue.

PART II
DOG LICENSING REGISTRATION AND REGULATIONS
2.

a)

The owner of every dog shall on or before the 30th day of April in each and every
year, or within ten (10) days of becoming the owner of a dog, cause it to be
registered and pay the license fee for the current year at the office of the CAO/Clerk
of the Municipality, or to its authorized agent.

b)

On payment of the license fee, the owner shall be furnished with a dog tag bearing
a serial number and the year in which the tag is issued, for each dog registered and
licensed, and a record shall be kept by the CAO/Clerk showing the name and
address of the owner and the serial number of the tag.

c)

The owner shall keep the tag securely fixed on the dog at all times until the tag is
renewed or replaced, except while the dog is being lawfully used for hunting in the
bush.

d)

No license tag or registration under this section shall be transferable and the license
tag shall expire and become void upon the sale, death, or other disposal of the dog.

e)

The provisions of this section shall not apply to a dog under the age of three (3)
months, or to a guide dog.
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PART III
KENNEL LICENSING
3.

a)

As of the date of passing of this by-law, a proposed new kennel operation shall
require a site specific zoning amendment permitting the establishment of the kennel
operation. Furthermore, no person shall keep a kennel of dogs in the Municipality
except under the authority of a currently valid license which must be renewed
annually before the 30th day of May in each and every year.

b)

Every person making application for a license to keep a kennel of dogs shall make
application in writing and provide information including:
i)
ii)
iii)

c)

Every person who applies for a kennel shall comply with the following requirements:
i)
ii)
iii)
iv)

v)

vi)
vii)
viii)
d)

the name of the owner or operator;
the location of the kennel and the number, size and construction of the
facilities;
the breed and maximum number of dogs to be kept in the kennel at any time
during the next twelve months;

no part of a kennel shall be constructed closer than a minimum of one
hundred feet (100’) from the property line of any residence other than that of
the licensee, or as prescribed in the site specific zoning by-law amendment;
the minimum size of any kennel building shall be no less than 109 square
feet;
a building permit from the Municipality shall be required prior to the issuance
of a license for a new kennel building;
where a kennel forms part of, or is physically attached to a building used for
human habitation or to which the public have access, such kennel shall have
a concrete or other impermeable floor with a drain opening constructed as a
plumbing fixture, provided, however, that the dogs may be kept in adequately
sized cages constructed solely of metal or wire or partly of wire and having
metal or other impermeable bottoms;
where dogs are permitted to use an outside area as part of a kennel, there
shall be constructed around such area, a solid board or wire mesh fence,
having a height of at least five (5’) feet with an eighteen (18”) inch apron. The
wall of an adjacent building may be included as part of such fenced in area.
Such fenced in area shall not be required where such outside area is more
than two hundred (200’) from the property lines;
file a certificate from the Officer of the Municipality that the kennel complies
with the requirements of this by-law;
if requested, obtain a tag for each dog in the kennel;
upon approval of the kennel, pay the current kennel license fee.

Every person who holds a kennel license shall comply with the following
requirements:
i)
ii)
iii)

while the license is in force, the license shall be kept continuously exposed in
a conspicuous place in the interior of the kennel for which the license is
obtained;
keep dogs in sanitary, well-bedded, well ventilated naturally or artificially
lighted, clean quarters, and maintain and keep such quarters at a healthful
temperature at all times;
adequately feed and water the dogs periodically each day and keep dogs
free from vermin and disease.
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e)

As of the passing of this by-law, no new kennel shall be established in the urban
areas of the former Town of Durham or former Village of Neustadt, the hamlet areas
in the Municipality as designated in the County of Grey Official Plan, and in any
property zoned ER (Estate Residential).

f)

No person, owner or operator of a kennel, shall allow a dog in the outside runs of a
kennel from the hours of 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.

g)

Council of the Municipality may refuse to issue or renew a license for a kennel of
dogs.

PART IV
CONTROL OF DOGS
4.

a)

No person who owns, harbours or possesses any dog shall allow the dog to run at
large within the Municipality or trespass on private property even when on a leash.

b)

A dog shall be deemed to be running at large when found in any place other than
the premises of the owner of the dog and not under the control of any person.

c)

A dog shall not be considered to be running at large, if it is a guide dog or police
work dog, provided it is actually engaged in the performance of its duties, or if it is a
hunting dog actively engaged in hunting or training for hunting on land not posted, or
on posted land with the permission of the owner.

d)

Where, in the opinion of the Officer, a dog seized under subsection 4 b) is injured or
should be destroyed without delay for humane reasons or for reasons of safety to
persons or animals, the Officer may euthanize the dog as soon after seizure as the
Officer deems appropriate, and no damages or compensation shall be recovered by
an owner as a result of the dog being euthanized.

e)

Any person may capture any dog running at large and trespassing on his property
and deliver the same to the Officer, who shall impound the dog or return it to the
owner upon payment of applicable fine.

f)

The owner of a dog shall be responsible for the removal and sanitary disposal of
any excrement of the said dog forthwith from any private or public lands.

PART V
DOGS SEIZED AND IMPOUNDED
5.

a)

A pound shall be established for the impounding of all dogs, pursuant to the
provisions of this by-law, and the establishment, maintenance and operation of a
pound shall comply with the Animals for Research Act R.S.O. 1990, c.A.22.

b)

Where a dog is impounded pursuant to the provisions of this by-law, the operator of
the pound may confine the dog subject to the provisions of the Animals for
Research Act R.S.O. 1990, c.A.22.

c)

A dog that is found running at large contrary to this By-Law may be seized and
impounded by the Officer. If called for by the owner within three (3) days exclusive
of Saturday, Sunday or Public Holidays from the time of being seized and
impounded, the dog shall be released to the owner upon payment of pound and
maintenance fees.

d)

If a dog is not redeemed by the owner within the time specified in section 5 c) the
dog shall become the property of the pound, and may be euthanized by the pound
at the expense of the Municipality, or put up for adoption by the pound at the
expense of the pound.
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e)

No dog seized or impounded shall be released to the owner or sold to any person
unless or until it is properly licensed and registered, the licence fee paid and a tag
securely fixed on the dog.

f)

The Officer is hereby authorized, in the course of his duties of seizing and
impounding dogs running at large contrary to this by-law, to use such reasonable
means at his disposal to seize and impound such dogs as may be required by the
circumstances.

PART VI
MUZZLING OF DOGS
6.

a)

Where the Officer is satisfied on the balance of probabilities, and in the absence of
any mitigating factors, that a dog has bitten a person or animal, the Officer may
issue a muzzle order to the owner of the dog.

b)

The Officer may impose conditions on the muzzle order to ensure the health and
safety of the owner, the dog, and other persons and animals.

c)

The muzzle order may be served by:
i)
delivering it personally to the owner of the dog; or
ii)
by posting it up in a conspicuous place on the premises of the owner, or
iii)
sending it by registered mail to the last known address of the owner of the
dog.

d)

Service of a muzzle order served by registered mail is deemed to be made on the
seventh day after the day of mailing.

e)

Notwithstanding any other section of this By-law, when a muzzle order has been
served, the owner of a dog shall:
i)
not permit the dog to be off the premises of the owner unless it is properly
leashed and muzzled; and
ii)
ensure that the dog does not bite, chase or attack a person or a domestic
animal on any property, including that of the owner; and
iii)
either tether the dog on a chain capable of restraining the dog or confine it
within a fenced yard capable of preventing the dog from escaping; and
iv)
put the dog under the control of a person at least sixteen (16) years of age
when the dog is not on the owner’s premises; and
v)
notify the Officer within five (5) days of transfer if the dog is transferred to a
new location or if the ownership of the dog is transferred to another person;
and
vi)
not contravene any other condition imposed in the muzzle order; and
vii)
shall within seven (7) days, purchase a Dangerous Dog warning sign and
place it in a conspicuous place at the entrance to the owner’s premises
indicating the presence of a dog, and inform the Officer of same.

f)

A muzzle order expires when the dog dies or the Officer is satisfied that it no longer
resides in the Municipality.

g)

Where a muzzle order has been issued, the owner of a dog may apply for a hearing
to appeal the order to the Appeal Committee.

h)

An application for a hearing shall be made in writing and delivered to the CAO/Clerk
of the Municipality within thirty (30) days after the muzzle order has been served.

i)

An application for a hearing shall be accompanied by the Hearing Request of fifty
($50.00) dollars.

j)

Notice of a hearing shall be served on the owner at least seven (7) days prior to the
hearing. Service shall be affected in accordance with sections 6. c) & d) of this Bylaw.
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k)

Notice of a hearing shall include:
i)
A statement of the facts by the Officer;
ii)
Date, time and place of the hearing;
iii)
A statement that if the owner does not attend the hearing the Committee may
proceed in his/her absence and the owner is not entitled to any further notice
regarding the proceedings.

l)

When a hearing date before the Appeal Committee has been fixed and the owner
who has been given notice of the hearing does not attend at the appointed time and
place, the Appeal Committee may proceed in the absence of the owner and the
owner will not be entitled to any further notice in the proceedings.

m)

At the conclusion of a hearing, the Appeal Committee shall, as soon as possible,
make a decision, which shall:
i)
Set out the findings of fact made by the Appeal Committee and its decision.

n)

The Appeal Committee may uphold the muzzle order as issued by the Officer,
exempt the owner in whole or in part from the requirements under the muzzle order
and subject to any conditions the Appeal Committee deems appropriate.

o)

A decision by the Appeal Committee is final and binding. The owner of the dog is
not entitled to a further hearing on the matter.

p)

An application made by the owner for a hearing under this By-law does not act as a
stay of the muzzle order which shall take effect on the date that it is served, and
shall continue to be effective until the Appeal Committee renders a decision
indicating otherwise.

q)

Council hereby delegates the authority to make a final decision for the purposes set
out in this By-law to the Appeal Committee.

PART VII
GENERAL PROVISIONS
7.

a)

If any section, clause or provision of this by-law is for any reason declared by a court
of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, the same shall not affect the validity of the bylaw as a whole or any part thereof, other than the section, clause or provision so
declared to be invalid and it is hereby declared to be the intention that the remaining
sections, clauses or provisions of the by-law shall remain in full force and effect until
repealed, notwithstanding that one or more provisions thereof shall have been
declared to be invalid.

b)

In this by-law, unless the context requires otherwise, words importing the singular
shall include the plural and words importing the masculine gender shall include
feminine.

PART VIII
ENFORCEMENT AND PENALTIES
8.

a)

The enforcement of this By-law shall be conducted by the Officer.

b)

An Officer may enter on land at any reasonable time for the purpose of carrying out
an inspection to determine whether or not the By-law is complied with.
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c)

Despite any provision of this By-law, an Officer exercising a power of entry on behalf
of the Municipality under this By-law shall not remain in any room or place actually
being used as a dwelling unless the consent of the occupier is obtained, the
occupier first having been informed that the right of entry may be refused and, if
refused, may only be made under the authority of an order issued under section 438
of the Municipal Act, 2001, S.O. 2001, as amended, or a warrant issued under
section 439 or 386.3 of the Municipal Act, 2001, S.O. 2001, as amended.

d)

No person shall hinder or obstruct an Officer in the enforcement of this By-law.

e)

The Municipality, its officer, employees and agents shall not be liable for damages
or compensation for any dog euthanized under the provisions of this By-law and no
such damages or compensation shall be paid to any person.

f)

Every person who contravenes any provision of this by-law is guilty of an offence
and upon conviction is liable to a fine as provided for by the Provincial Offences
Act, R.S.O. Chapter P.33.

PART IX
REPEALING OF BY-LAWS
9.

That the former Town of Durham By-law No.’s 95-03 & 99-06, and the former Township of
West Grey By-law No. 19-2000, are hereby repealed.
PART X

DATE BY-LAW IN FORCE AND EFFECT
10.

a)

That Schedule “A” attached hereto forms part of this By-law.

b)

This by-law shall come into force and take effect on the date of its passing.
**********************************

Read a first and second time this 21st day of December, 2009.
Read a third time and finally passed this 21st day of December, 2009.

MAYOR

CAO/CLERK
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SCHEDULE “A” TO BY-LAW NUMBER 87 – 2009
THE CORPORATION OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF WEST GREY
Part 1, Provincial Offences Act
TITLE: DOG CONTROL BY-LAW
ITEM

COLUMN 1
SHORT FORM WORDING

COLUMN 2
PROVISION CREATING OR
DEFINING OFFENCE

COLUMN 3
SET FINE

1.
2.
3.

BEING THE OWNER OF A DOG, FAILURE TO REGISTER DOG.
KEEP KENNEL WITHOUT VALID LICENSE.
KENNEL CONSTRUCTED WITHIN 100’ FROM PROPERTY LINE OF RESIDENCE
OTHER THAN THAT OF THE LICENSEE.
CONSTRUCT KENNEL BUILDING LESS THAN 109’ SQUARE FEET.
FAILURE TO OBTAIN BUILDING PERMIT FOR NEW KENNEL BUILDING.
FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH KENNEL STANDARDS.
FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH KENNEL STANDARDS.
FAILURE TO FILE CERTIFICATE
FAILURE TO OBTAIN DOG TAG WHEN REQUESTED
FAILURE TO PAY KENNEL LICENSE FEE
FAILURE TO POST KENNEL LICENSE
FAILURE TO KEEP CLEAN KENNEL
FAILURE TO TAKE ADEQUATE CARE OF DOGS
OWN OR OPERATE KENNEL IN PROHIBITED AREA.
DOG(S) IN OUTSIDE RUNS OF A KENNEL FROM THE HOURS OF 10:00 P.M.
7:00 A.M.
BEING THE OWNER OF A DOG, ALLOWING IT TO RUN AT LARGE.
BEING THE OWNER OF A DOG, FAILURE TO REMOVE EXCREMENT ON
PRIVATE OR PUBLIC LANDS.
PERMIT DOG OFF PREMISES WITHOUT LEASH AND MUZZLE
PERMIT DOG TO BITE, CHASE OR ATTACK PERSON OR DOMESTIC ANIMAL
PERMIT DOG UNDER CONTROL OF PERSON UNDER SIXTEEN YEARS OF AGE
WHEN NOT ON PREMISES
FAILURE TO NOTIFY OFFICER WHEN DOG TRANSFERRED
CONTRAVENE OTHER CONDITION OF MUZZLE ORDER
FAILURE TO POST DANGEROUS DOG SIGN AND NOTIFY OFFICER

Section 2 a)
Section 3 a)
Section 3 c) i)

$55.00
$55.00
$55.00

Section 3 c) ii)
Section 3) c) iii)
Section 3 c) iv)
Section 3 c) v)
Section 3 c) vi)
Section 3 c) vii)
Section 3 c) viii)
Section 3 d) i)
Section 3 d) ii)
Section 3 d) iii)
Section 3 e)
Section 3 f)

$55.00
$55.00
$55.00
$55.00
$55.00
$55.00
$55.00
$55.00
$55.00
$55.00
$55.00
$55.00

Section 4 a)
Section 4 f)

$55.00
$55.00

Section 6 e) i)
Section 6 e) ii)
Section 6 e) iv)

$55.00
$55.00
$55.00

Section 6 e) v)
Section 6 e) vi)
Section 6 f) vii)

$55.00
$55.00
$55.00

4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.

“The penalty provision for the offences cited above is Section 8. f) of By-law Number 87 – 2009, a certified true copy of which has been filed.”

Page 19 of 43

Adam and Natasha Chalmers
720 Queen Street
Neustadt, ON NOG 2M0
December 77,2O2O

Laura Johnston

cAo
Municipality of West Grey
402813 Grey Road 4
RR #2

Durham, ON NOG 1R0

Dear Laura Johnston
I am writing to appeal a decision made by the Animal Control Officer to place a muzzle order,

served to us on December

LO'h 2O2O,

on our family pet, Berkley.

On October 25th 2O2O, Berkley's leash came loose from my hand as we were exiting the car parked

in our driveway. She barked and ran across the road towards another dog. I immediately ran after
Berkley, however unfortunately Berkley had bitten the dog. After the incident, we did notice that
Berkley had been favouring her one front paw. We could not see any mark on her paw, so unsure

what happened. Berkley has never shown any aggression towards people or animals prior to the
incident. lmmediately after the incident, Berkley was playing with our neighbour's dog without any
issue. She never showed aggression towards the Police Officer that responded to the call, nor did
she show any aggression towards the Animal Control Officer. The officer did call us later that
evening updating us with a total we owed to the other dog owners as their dog did require vet care
We immediately left the cheques in the mailbox, as Cheryl (Animal Control Officer) stated she
would pick the cheque up and deliver it. We followed up Cheryl a few times and the cheque was
picked up and delivered to the other dog owners on November 5th, 2020.
with Karlschipprack on October 27th and then again November 2ndas we were seeking more
clarification of what the muzzle order would entail. lt was on November 2nd he asked if we had ever
heard of a complaint made back in August regarding two dogs (one dark colour and one light
coloured) at the corner of Queen and Barbara from a yellow brick house. There was no specifics
noted otherthan this occurred at a yellow brick house and on our cornerthere are two yellow brick
houses. We stated we had not, and that we have never owned two dogs and Karl said okay, and we
never heard anything further.
I spoke

On December 10th, we came home from work around 6pm and found the muzzle order on our
porch. ln the muzzle order there was a comment that was included that there was a complaint
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Laura Johnston

December L7,2O2O
Page 2

(made on October 29,2020llthat in August of 2O2O two dogs left our property and attempted to
attack a different small breed dog. However, someone intervened before the dark coloured dog
could harm the small breed dog. ln addition, it stated that they understand we are disputing the

fact that we have two dogs. Berkley is registered with West Grey, and we have never owned a
second dog. We would like to know the process we need to take to prove we only own one dog.
Berkley has never been aggressive towards a person or dog, so we were very surprised when this
incident occurred. We are very sorry this incident occurred and understand that the other dog
owners were upset that their pet was harmed.
We would like the opportunity to appeal the muzzle order. We have installed a fence to help give
Berkley freedom on our property. We have purchased a muzzle for Berkley and put the "beware of

dog" sign up that is required. ln addition, we have also hired a dog behaviouralist to perform an
assessment on Berkley, the results will be provided during the hearing. lf the hearing could occur in
the very near future it would be appreciated.

to read this appeal. lf you require any additional
information, please do not hesitate to reach out to me. My number is (51-9) 369-8348.

I greatly appreciate you taking the time

Sincerely,

Adam and Natasha Chalmers
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Berkley has no history of aggression, and when she encounters other dogs, had always been socially appropriate and
playful. Thus, without a multiplicity of reported incidents, significant harm, or other compelling indicators of future risk,
the punishment, in this case, is not commensurate with the infraction.
This does not mean however, that the Chalmers should not, in the future, take more stringent precautions to
ensure the safety of both Berkley and other dogs. It is my recommendation at this time that the ‘Dangerous Dog’
designation and the muzzle order be unconditionally lifted for Berkley so long as the owners abide by the following five
stipulations:
1. The owners maintain the fence to their property in order to ensure that there are no gaps, and that all gates are securely
closed at all times unless in use.
2. When Berkley is in a vehicle, the owners are to securely fasten her in the car, using a seatbelt designed for dogs such
that she cannot accidently exit a vehicle when the door is opened. A crate is also a suitable method of confinement
for the purposes of satisfying this requirement.
3. Whenever possible, if Berkley is in a vehicle arriving at home, the car should be driven into the garage and the garage
door closed securely before she is taken out of the vehicle.
4. Berkley is only to be walked by an adult or a person 18-years of age or older.
5. When walking Berkley on public sidewalks and pathways she must have a leash securely clipped to a collar, harness,
or head halter. When she is in parks or areas where the owners’ line of vision is unimpeded as to oncoming dogs, she
may be walked using a long line or retractable leash. She may be off leash when in areas where this is permitted by
law and it is safe to do so. It is always the owners’ responsibility to ensure that they have full control of Berkley and
that she is not off leash in non-sanctioned areas or where dogs may appear suddenly without preparation.
I thank you for your consideration of these materials and findings. I have attached more in-depth explanation of
the analysis and my reasoning, a copy of the Dunbar Bite Scale, a widely used court tool in assessing dog-bite cases, and
my resume. Should you have any further questions please do not hesitate to contact me.

Kind Regards;

Joan Weston M.A. Ed
IAABC-Certified Canine Behavior Consultant, Fear Free Certified Trainer
Fangs But No Fangs
Canine Behavioral Consulting Services
Ancaster, Ontario Canada
www.k9shrink.ca
info@k9shrink.ca
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PROCEDURES AND FURTHER EXPLANATION
IN HOME ASSESSMENT:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

I met with the owners at their home in order to evaluate the following criteria:
The physical layout of the home itself.
Berkley’s response to strangers entering the home.
The owners’ ability to control Berkley.
The level of Berkley’s compliance to commands on leash
Berkley’s on-leash behavior in the presence of other dogs and people

1. The layout of the home is such that there is a secure backyard area, a main front door and a door to enter the home
directly from the garage. The fence surrounding the backyard is a 6-foot solid wood construction. This is the best
design for any dog enclosure, preventing visual and physical access to passerby and other animals.
2. When I entered the home, Berkley barked initially and quickly quieted, displaying no further barking. She was shy,
and attempted to avoid me, by moving away from me appropriately. She was able to approach me briefly, in a shy
but friendly manner, and was able to eat treats that were tossed to her. There were no signs of aggression or threat,
and at no time did she display any warning or concerning behaviors towards me. She appears to be a shy but
friendly dog who, given time and space, would acclimate to strangers and act in an appropriate and affectionate
manner towards them.
3. The owners demonstrated reasonable control of Berkley. They were able to command her attention both indoors
and outside, and she responded to their verbal and physical cues.
4. The owners demonstrated appropriate control of Berkley while walking on-leash. Berkley walked well on-leash
and did not demonstrate any significant pulling or reactive behavior. Mrs. Chalmers was able to easily control
Berkley at all times.
5. When encountering a smaller dog on the leash walk who was walking in front of her initially, and then stopped
when its owner paused to talk to a neighbor, Berkley showed significant interest in the other dog. She paused and
watched the other dog intently at a distance of approximately 20 – 30 feet away. After a few moments of this, she
then redirected to other behaviors, and, although she was interested in the dog as the owners walked towards it, she
did not pull or vocalize, and Mrs. Chalmers was able to walk with a loose leash. When Berkley was closest to the
other dog, the smaller dog stared at Berkley, a behavior which may trigger a defensive or aggressive response in
many dogs. Berkley’s body language remained loose, with her tail actively wagging, and she turned away. This
act of looking away is a recognized calming signal that dogs will use to help to defuse any tension or make another
dog feel more comfortable in their presence. As the owners passed by the smaller dog and the neighbors, Berkley
walked by easily and did not pull towards them at any time.

3
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CANINE BEHAVIOR HISTORY:
Berkley has no history of any aggression nor altercations towards other dogs. She successfully completed a group
obedience class with her owners approximately 18-months ago. In the class, she was in close proximity to a number of
other dogs of varying sizes and their owners.
She has several dogs in the neighborhood with whom she plays with on a regular basis. On the same day, after
the incident occurred, while waiting for the officer to arrive Berkley was social and engaging with the neighbor’s dog.
There was no evidence of aggression. The owners report that she often greets other neighborhood dogs on leash, of all
sizes, in a playful manner. While on the walk with the owners during the assessment, we encountered a small dog as
described above. The small dog’s owner’s body language and behavior was consistent with Berkley’s owners
descriptions of their encounters. The small dog’s owner smiled and greeted them and made no attempt to move her dog
away nor did she show any concern or avoidance behaviors when Berkley was approaching.
and the owners report that she only barks at dog or reacts to them if the other dogs bark at her first. There is a
yard along their walks with two smaller dogs who regularly run at the fence and bark aggressively at Berkley whenever
she walks past the fence. Berkley will bark back at these dogs as she passes by. This may have been the critical factor in
this incident. It is possible that having been subjected to many repetitions of smaller dogs barking aggressively at her, that
when she ran to see the other smaller dog, when it was barking at her, she reacted defensively resulting in an altercation.
OWNERS’ BEHAVIOR HISTORY BOTH PRE- AND POST- INCIDENT:
The owners have demonstrated that they are responsible dog owners both prior to as well as following this
incident. When these actions are considered in their totality, they show a clear commitment to public safety and
responsible dog ownership. They have been pro-active in their efforts and they have made significant financial
investments to this end. Some examples are below:
• Attended Dog Training classes to educate themselves and their dog and graduated successfully
• Installed a solid wood 6-foot fence around the perimeter of the yard
• Provided a check for payment of veterinary care bills in good faith prior to receiving an itemized copy of
the invoice in question. It is worth noting that although their payment has been received, they have to
date, not received any invoices or billing to confirm that the amount requested was, in fact, the sum total
of the vet bill related solely to the incident.
• Have only taken Berkley in and out of the car when the car is parked in the garage
• Purchased and use a muzzle as per directive any time she is off the owners’ property or on leash
• Contacted a trainer and then a Certified Canine Behavior Consultant for assistance with the assessment
and for input as to future training
PROFESSIONAL INCIDENT ASSESSMENT:
Based upon the owner’s report and the provided documentation, it is my professional opinion that this was an
accident, rather than a reliable harbinger of future behavior or genetically modulated temperament. There is no reason to
suspect that this was anything other than a one-off occurrence, a ‘perfect storm’. Had Mr. Chalmers arrived home 60
seconds later, had he gotten the bags from the car first before getting Berkley, had the smaller dog not barked or reacted;
if any one of these had occurred, then it is reasonable to assume that the incident would never have happened.
Bite Level: Another consideration in assessment is the level of harm sustained by the primary victim. Regardless
of how infrequently aggression may occur, if a dog were to do significant or mortal harm then the muzzle order should
rightly be upheld. In this case, there is no evidence of significant harm to the smaller dog. Although the Chalmers have
yet to receive an itemized invoice for the vet bill, despite providing payment for the other dog’s care without hesitation,
the amount of the bill would lend itself to the presumption that the other dog’s injuries were moderate at best, requiring
prophylactic antibiotics, and wound cleaning and care during the visit. There is no evidence of any invasive or surgical
intervention, nor is there any evidence of specialist referrals or follow-up care outside of the normal course of action.
4
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Thus, it may be assumed that if there was a bite during the incident, that it was a level 1 or 2 bite on the Dunbar Scale, and
that the motivation was social, not predatory aggression.
Post-incident behavior: The owner reports that the incident itself lasted less than a minute, and that when he
regained control of Berkley, she walked back across the street with him calmly and obeyed his commands. If the dog
were a dangerous dog or if this had been a predatory attack, calmly walking away with the owner would be highly
atypical behavior. When a dog is in the moment of a offensively aggressive attack, it cannot be easily disengaged, and
many dog trainers and owners have scars attesting to this face. The dog will often bite and lash out at anything that comes
near or tries to restrain it, resulting in collateral damage to well-meaning bystanders who try to intervene. There is no
evidence here of any harm to the other dogs’ owner, nor was there any harm, or any attempt to harm Mr. Chalmers.
FURTHER RATIONALE FOR RECOMMENDATIONS:
My rationale for my recommendations is also based on the fact that consideration in decision making should take
into account the dog’s past behavior / temperament.
•

Past behavior / temperament:
o Berkley has no prior reports or complaints of aggressive behavior while on leash or in public. Berkley has lived
in a neighborhood with repeated exposure to adults, children, and dogs for her entire life.
o The owners’ practice has been to expose her to other dogs both on- and off-leash where appropriate, for play.
Over the course of almost two years, there has never been any concern or complaint raised with the Humane
Society or Animal Control as to her demeanor with other animals or people.
o The owners have acted in a responsible and trustworthy manner. They have expressed remorse over the incident
and are open to education and prevention of such behavior in the future. There is no reason to expect that the
owners will be anything but responsible and compliant in the future to ensure public safety, as they have
demonstrated this behavior in the past.
o The owners have demonstrated a history of responsible dog ownership. They took their dog to obedience classes
as a young dog. They have respected all leash laws, always maintaining physical control over their dog when in
public.
o The intent of such by-laws while maintaining safety for all, is primarily driven by an overweening duty of care to
human safety, as well as other animals. This is not to say that the law should not consider and weigh the welfare
of animals, but rather to point out that, when examining the intent of the legislation, its primary concern is that of
human safety. In this case, the dog in question has a virtually impeccable record when interacting with people.
Thus, there is no known risk to the public, nor benefit in requiring the use of a muzzle, where there is no
reasonable expectation of risk of harm to others.
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662 OLD DUNDAS ROAD
ANCASTER, ONTARIO L9G 3J5
416-738-6059
INFO@K9SHRINK.CA
WWW.K9SHRINK.CA

JOAN WESTON M.A.ED, IAABC CERTIFIED CANINE BEHAVIORIST
SUMMARY OF QUALIFICATIONS
• Extensive teaching experience with a wide variety of learners from children to adults
• One of the most respected canine behavioral consultants within Toronto and surrounding areas
• Head Instructor at Scholars in Collars Dog Training School, Burlington, Ontario
• Founder and operator of Goalers, an elite hockey goaltending school in Toronto and Boston
• Presenter: Toronto Animal Services Professional Development Annual Meeting
• Contracted to implement The ITREAT Protocol and provide staff training to Brampton Animal Services
• Commitment to continuing education and professional development
• Nominee: Dog Writers Association of America – Excellence in Journalism Award
• Presenter: Animal Shelter Administrators of Ontario annual conference
EDUCATION
2013 – 2017
Central Michigan University
• Master of Arts: Education
• GPA: 3.96
1988 – 2003
University of Toronto
Course work in Physical and Health Education and The Psychology of Sport and Performance
1981 – 1986
Northeastern University
Bachelor of Science Honors: Major: Criminal Justice
Dean’s List Academic Award
WORK EXPERIENCE & ACCREDITATION
20120
Fear Free Pets – www.fearfreepets.com - Certified Fear Free Trainer
2018
International Association of Animal Behavior Consultants- www.iaabc.org - Certified Canine Behavior Consultant
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2001 – Present
Fangs But No Fangs Canine Behavioral Consulting Services
Canine Behavioral Consultant
Specializing in behavior disorders in companion dogs including aggression and anxiety
Work privately with clients in their homes to assist them in resolving behavioral problems with their pets
Recognized as an expert witness in court cases
Compose, write and present seminars on canine behavior and learning across North America
Published author in both national and regional publications
On staff Canine Behavioral Consultant for Who’s Walking Who - Toronto’s largest dog training school, Referral
source for canine behavioral problems for many trainers, veterinarians, rescues, and schools
Owner / Trainer of bulldog used as Hearing Service Dog. All training done to rigorous standards and
compliant with service dog standards of behavior and training.
1998 – Present
Scholars In Collars Dog Training School
Head Instructor
Head Instructor of both Basic and Advanced Level Classes for pet owners
First assistant instructor to be promoted to a Head Instructor in the school’s history
Work with school’s owner on design and implementation of class curriculum, format and revision of teaching
strategies
Behavioral referral representative for behavioral problems that clientele may be experiencing with their dog
2010 – 2016
Durham College, Oshawa Ontario
Professor and Curriculum Development: ACAB-1200 – Animal Behavior:
Professor and Curriculum Development: COMM 2500 – Interpersonal Communications: 2014, 2015
Professor IACW-1300 – Issues in Animal Care and Welfare: 2014, 2015

REFERENCES AND TESTIMONIALS
Available upon request
EXTRACURRICULAR ACTIVITIES
WoofJocks: Canine All-Stars Performance Team: Entertainment show performing for thousands of fans yearly.
Owner of fan favorite, PotRoast the bulldog.
Commercial and film work: Owner and trainer for Tag, the Mattress Discounter’s Spokesdog. 2011-2013.
Film commercials and public appearances for western United States based retailer
Bulldog Rescue – assist with foster and placement of bulldogs in need
1987 – First overall pick to the United States National Women’s’ Hockey Team
Competed in Inaugural Women’s’ World Ice Hockey Championships in North York, Ontario Canada
Player – National Women’s Hockey League - Toronto Aeros
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Dr. Ian Dunbar’s Dog Bite Scale

(Official Authorized Version)

An assessment of the severity of biting problems based on an objective
evaluation of wound pathology
Level 1. Obnoxious or aggressive behavior but no skin-contact by teeth.
Level 2. Skin-contact by teeth but no skin-puncture. However, may be skin nicks (less than one tenth of an inch deep) and slight
bleeding caused by forward or lateral movement of teeth against skin, but no vertical punctures.
Level 3. One to four punctures from a single bite with no puncture deeper than half the length of the dog’s canine teeth. Maybe
lacerations in a single direction, caused by victim pulling hand away, owner pulling dog away, or gravity (little dog jumps, bites and
drops to floor).
Level 4. One to four punctures from a single bite with at least one puncture deeper than half the length of the dog’s canine teeth. May
also have deep bruising around the wound (dog held on for N seconds and bore down) or lacerations in both directions (dog hel d on
and shook its head from side to side).
Level 5. Multiple-bite incident with at least two Level 4 bites or multiple-attack incident with at least one Level 4 bite in each.
Level 6. Victim dead.
The above list concerns unpleasant behavior and so, to add perspective:
Levels 1 and 2 comprise well over 99% of dog incidents. The dog is certainly not dangerous and more likely to be
fearful, rambunctious, or out of control. Wonderful prognosis. Quickly resolve the problem with basic training (control) —
especially oodles of Classical Conditioning, numerous repetitive Retreat n' Treat, Come/Sit/Food Reward and Back up/Approach/Food Reward sequences, progressive desensitization handling exercises, plus numerous bite -inhibition exercises and
games. Hand feed only until resolved; do NOT waste potential food rewards by feeding from a bowl.
Level 3: Prognosis is fair to good, provided that you have owner compliance. However, treatment is both time-consuming and not
without danger. Rigorous bite-inhibition exercises are essential.
Levels 4: The dog has insufficient bite inhibition and is very dangerous. Prognosis is poor because of the difficulty and danger of
trying to teach bite inhibition to an adult hard-biting dog and because absolute owner-compliance is rare. Only work with the dog in
exceptional circumstances, e.g., the owner is a dog professional and has sworn 100% compliance. Make sure the owner signs a form in
triplicate stating that they understand and take full responsibility that: 1. The dog is a Level 4 biter and is likely to course an equivalent
amount of damage WHEN it bites again (which it most probably will) and should therefore, be confined to the home at all times and
only allowed contact with adult owners. 2. Whenever, children or guests visit the house, the dog should be confined to a single
locked-room or roofed, chain-link run with the only keys kept on a chain around the neck of each adult owner. (To prevent children or
guests entering the dog's confinement area.) 3. The dog is muzzled before leaving the house and only leaves the house for visits
to a veterinary clinic. 4. The incidents have all been reported to the relevant authorities — animal control or police. Give the owners
one copy, keep one copy for your files and give one copy to the dog's veterinarian.
Level 5 and 6: The dog is extremely dangerous and mutilates. The dog is simply not safe around people. I recommend euthanasia
because the quality of life is so poor for dogs that have to live out their lives in solitary confinement.

The Association of Pet Dog Trainers 101 N. Main Street, Suite 610, Greenville, SC 29601
www.apdt.com information@apdt.com • 1-800-PET-DOGS
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January 15, 2021
To Whom This May Concern,
We have known the Chalmers and Berkley now for almost two years. In that time, Adam
and Natasha have proven to be excellent and responsible pet owners. We own two dogs of our
own, one who is still under a year. Our dogs have socialized quite regularly in the last two years
and there has been no cause for concern in regards to Berkley’s temperament or interactions,
with people or with dogs.
Our adult dog and Berkley got along from the very beginning. Berkley seems to have
been well socialized, she is responsive to social signals and canine body language. With most
play, Berkley tends to take on the more submissive and passive role. Even when our younger
dog was a small puppy, Berkley was appropriately playful while being very gentle. Our dogs
have interacted with Berkley in multiple diﬀerent locations, she has never shown signs of
possessive, territorial, or predatory aggression. All interactions between our dogs and Berkley
have been positive.
We have also witnessed Berkley’s interactions with dogs who are not our own. She has
shown the same sweet and playful demeanour. At no point in time have we ever witnessed
behaviours to suggest that Berkley is aggressive towards dogs or humans in any way.
Sincerely,

Kaila and Stewart Evans
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January 27, 2021

To Whom it May Concern,
I have lived beside the Chalmers since 2016 and they adopted their dog,
Berkley in June 2018. I have a dog named Tucker who Berkley has had interacted
with on numerous occasions without any issues or incidents. I can attest that the
Chalmers have only ever owned one dog, Berkley since I have lived beside them. I
have never witnessed Berkley to be aggressive or have any incidents with any
dogs or humans. I have always seen the Chalmers be responsible dog owners and
Berkley is well taken care of.

Sincerely,
Kelly Hennig
Queen St,
Neustadt, Ont
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