


 

Draft Standards and Guidelines for the Health and 
Welfare of Dogs in Western Australia  
Public Submission Form 

 Respondent information 

Company or association represented by this 
submission  

 

 

Postal / business address 

 

 

Your name 

 

 

Email 

 

 

Phone number 

 

 

Consent to treat this submission as a public document 

Your submission will be made public and published in full on the Department of Primary 
Industries and Regional Development (department) website unless you ask for it to be 
confidential. Your name will be included but your contact address will be withheld for privacy. 

It is important to note that even if your submission is treated as confidential by the department, 
it may still be disclosed under the Freedom of Information Act 1992 or any other applicable 
written law. Submissions that contain defamatory or offensive material will not be published. 

Do you wish this information to remain private and confidential? (Please mark the applicable 
box). 

I acknowledge that this submission 
will be treated as a public document 

This submission is confidential 

 

If you have marked your submission as confidential, please identify any specific parts which you 
feel need to be kept private. 
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 Feedback on the draft Dog Standards and Guidelines 

1. Please indicate if you are any of the following: 

� Companion dog owner  
� Working dog owner  
� Sporting dog owner 
� Dog breeder  
� Dog trainer  
� Pet shop owner or employee 
� Other pet business owner or employee  
� Local government employee  
� Local government elected member  
� Rescue organisation employee or volunteer (including foster carer for dogs) YES 
� Veterinarian 
� Veterinary nurse  
� I do not own or care for a dog  
� Other (please specify) ____(we also fit the category for dog owner, veterinary 
nurse, veterinarian, and have trained dogs)__________________ 

2. Should people who own or keep dogs have to comply with minimum standards for 
the health and welfare of dogs?  

3. Should people who breed dogs have to comply with minimum standards for the 

health and welfare of dogs?  

4. Should people who care for dogs in a domestic dog operation have to comply with 
additional minimum standards for the health and welfare of dogs?  

5. Do you think that the proposed standards and guidelines in the document reflect 

community values and expectations for the acceptable treatment of dogs?  

6. Do you think that complying with proposed minimum standards in Part 2 - General 

Care of Dogs will increase the cost of owning a dog?  

7. Comments or issues relating to Part 2 - General Care of Dogs of the draft Dog 
Standards and Guidelines. Please indicate the page, section and title for each part 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Don’t got far enough – most of the guidelines should be standards 

no 
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being commented on. 

If applicable, please identify any evidence of likely costs, benefits or other impacts 
that may arise from the proposed Standards and Guidelines.  

See comments in Q8 below 

8. Do you think the key issues about the general care of dogs have been adequately 
addressed in Part 2 of the draft Dog Standards and Guidelines? Please provide any 
suggestions for alternative options. 
No, Whilst the standards and guidelines are all good things, the standards are not enough.  
 
Most of the guidelines should actually be standards. For example:  
Section 2: G3.9 - “Incompatible dogs should not be housed in an enclosure together, and 
should be managed and housed in a way that prevents fighting and injury”.  
Section 2: G5.1: “Dogs should not be tethered for a period exceeding two hours in any 24 
hour period   
All these guidelines for tethering should be standards. Same with part 6 regarding 
Transport. 
 
Section 3: G7.2 “Veterinary care should be sought promptly for a dog showing signs of ill 
health or injury”.   
Section 3: G8.3 “Food for dogs should be prepared hygienically" 
Section 3 G6.2: “Dogs should be regularly checked for their welfare, safety & health during 
transport”. 

All the guidelines in Section 3 should be standards, particularly those under Part 7 (Health 
& veterinary care), part 8 (food & water), part 9 (body condition). Many of these are basic to 
animal welfare and the 5 Freedoms. 

Section 3: G12.1 “A properly fitted collar…” All these guidelines around collars, harnasses, 
muzzles & choke chains should be standards. 
Section 3, Part 13 – electronic collars – these should be banned altogether as they are, for 
example in NSW. 
Section 3,Part 14: G14.1 “The euthanasia or humane killing of a dog should not be carried 
out in view of other animals” 
 
Section 4, G15.4: “A bitch that has a) is over….” This and the other guidelines in part 15 
should be standards. There are plenty of unwanted dogs in shelters. Adding to this, 
particularly with unhealthy or aggressive dogs is not responsible. Puppy farms are being 
exposed all over Australia and overseas. WA needs to come into line with community 
expectations and the welfare of these dogs rather than think about the profit of these 
breeders only.  
 

  

9. Comments or issues relating to Part 3 - Domestic dog operations of the draft Dog 
Standards and Guidelines. Please indicate the page, section and title for each part being 
commented on. 

If applicable, please identify any evidence of likely costs, benefits or other impacts 
that may arise from the proposed Part 3 Standards and Guidelines.  
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10. Do you think the key issues about the care of dogs in a domestic dog operation 
have been adequately addressed in Part 3 of the draft Dog Standards and 
Guidelines? Please provide any suggestions for alternative options. 

 
 

 

 

 

11. Other comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Signature                                                                            Date 

 

 

 

Returning this form:  

Please return submissions by 5pm on Friday 7 June 2019  

Email: dog.standards@dpird.wa.gov.au  
 
Post:  Dog Standards and Guidelines Consultation 

Animal Welfare Regulation  
           Locked Bag 4 

  Bentley Delivery Centre 
WA 6983 

Again, all these guidelines should be standards. We think these guidelines are a step 
in the right direction and not too onerous for anyone who truly does love their dog. 

Important disclaimer 
The Chief Executive Officer of the Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development 
and the State of Western Australia accept no liability whatsoever by reason of negligence or 
otherwise arising from the use or release of this information or any part of it. 

Copyright © Department of Primary Industries and Regional Development, 2019 

Generally, we think it is adequate. However, we feel that the issue around kennelling 
needs to be more clear and stronger. There is a lot of literature around the detrimental 
impact on dogs around kennelling. An easy report to read on this is the RSPCA UK’s “The 
Welfare of Seized Dogs in Kennels”. We recommend that the standards in this report be 
adopted were relevant. 

Overall, we are pleased that the WA government is considering strengthening the 
requirement on keeping dogs in favour of their welfare. However, we are disappointed 
that the standards do not go far enough. Most of the guidelines should actually be 
compulsory standards. And in relation to electronic collars, these should be banned 
altogether and the use of choke chains discouraged. We are also not in favour of shonky 
backyard breeders and puppy farms. There are thousands of homeless dogs who get 
euthanaised around Australia every year. We should be concentrating on the root of this 
problem. Standards for working dogs should also be increased and the notion of long-
term kennelling and the use of negative reinforcement and positive punishment for 
training abolished.  

7 June 2019 


	20190725101544362.pdf (p.1)
	Written Submission Template - Draft Dog Standards and Guidelines_0-Tree of Compassion-June 2019.pdf (p.2-5)

