
From:  
Sent: Wednesday, 5 June 2019 10:22 PM 
To: dog.standards@dpird.wa.gov.au 
Subject: Draft Standards and Guidelines for the Health and Welfare of Dogs 

in WA  
 
To whom it may concern 
I have read the Draft Standards and Guidelines for the Health and Welfare of Dogs in WA and make the 
observation that they seem to have been primarily written by and for owners of companion dogs in 
urban areas. There is little or no recognition of the issues face by residents in rural and semi-rural areas 
particularly when companion dogs are not kept under adequate control and containment. 
  
Whilst this document still relies on the Dog Act to cover some aspects, there is insufficient emphasis on 
the need for owners to both control and contain their dogs, with appropriate penalties where they 
cause distress, damage or endanger the property, animals (including livestock and pets)  or peaceful 
enjoyment of other residents. In urban areas this is a different issue than for rural and semi-rural areas. 
Most farm animal attacks are caused by companion dogs and the guidelines do not address this 
adequately. I believe it would be beneficial and necessary to place emphasis in this document relating to 
the need for owners to contain and maintain control of their dogs and of the penalties for not doing so, 
including reparation for the damage caused. It is a welfare issue for both the companion dog and the 
animals to which it causes distress. 
  
I also believe there is an appropriate place for electronic collars and containment/control systems to be 
used in some situations and it is important that this option be available to dog owners. In some 
situations this may be the most beneficial system available, particularly in rural and semi-rural areas 
where fencing is not as sturdy as urban areas.   
  
I also find the ‘Additional requirements for domestic dog operations’ to be contradictory. ‘Domestic’ 
implies a family home situation whereas the dialogue in the document appears to be relating more to a 
commercial operation, particularly of kennel operations. It may be beneficial to separate a ‘domestic’ 
occasional breeding of a ‘companion’ dog from what appears to be clearly commercial operations, 
including breeding from (I would say) more than a couple of bitches in an urban area. This would also 
differ from a working farm dog operation or sporting dog operation where it would be beneficial to have 
a significant number of dogs on trial and available to breed from to ensure optimum genetic diversity 
and mixing. I understand there already exists a Code of Welfare for Australian Livestock Working Dogs ( I 
have also read this document) and this would be more suitable for their requirements. I believe the 
‘companion’ dog approach of this document is not suitable for rural and sporting dog applications.  
 
For safety and security reasons I would appreciate my name and address not being published please.  
Thank you for the opportunity to make comment.  
 
Yours sincerely 

 
 
 

 
 


