
From: Anne Barr  
Sent: Thursday, 6 June 2019 2:08 PM 
To: dog.standards@dpird.wa.gov.au 

Subject: dog act 

 

 I have to say that I am appalled that I am living in a state that thinks it is necessary to be 

so prescriptive about dogs.  I can understand that it might be necessary to have this type 

of act for commercial dog businesses but i think it needs to clearly eliminate household 

pets from this act.  I personally have had the benefit of a friend caring for my dog every 

day for 3 months while I recovered from a bushfire and i do not consider that she should 

be covered or included in this act. 

I also attend dog training classes and I have spoken to so many people who all have 

various ideas on health, training and care so i am not sure how you managed to get such a 

comprehensive document through to this stage. 

P26    

  a premises at which dogs are boarded, trained, or kept overnight or during the day,  

whether the operator receives a payment or not 

 

The above statement is too broad as it means that if a friend looks after a dog for a day that could 

be in breach. it should read   

 

  a premises at which dogs are boarded, trained, or kept overnight or during the day, 

if the operator receives a payment. 

 

Does a payment include a box of chocolates or other gifts.   

 

Appendix 6 I consider way over the top if you are including household pets in your 

category. It like using a sledge hammer to crack a nut . Most household pets would be 

well looked after and would not need this heavy handed response. 



 

How are you going police this act?    Do we have a similar act for the care of children? 

 

Anne Barr 


