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Summary of Key Points

Strategies

· Responses to dog management issues are often based on unproven assumptions and principles
· Unduly restrictive policies are inequitable and likely to be counter-productive

· Be wary of accepting uncritically many assertions made against dogs 
· Whether a perceived conflict warrants attention requires assessment of circumstances, a recognition of the inevitability of conflict in urban society and, where dogs are concerned, a recognition of the capacity of the issues to be blown out of proportion
· Recognize the legitimacy of dog owners as a legitimate user group
· Currently, some interests are better served than others

· Aim for integration of dogs with other park users, not separation
· Apply a strategic approach that considers access on a comprehensive municipal wide basis rather than on a piecemeal park by park basis, which is reactive and problem-oriented and fails to adequately address needs
Tolerance

· People these days seem less willing to tolerate conflicts with other users: work to increase tolerance and understanding amongst users 
· Tolerance has been construed as a willingness to accept deviations from preferred or ‘ideal’ situations
Environment

· Dogs tend to be excluded from parks with an environmental emphasis, which probably aggravates conflicts because of the reduced areas available, in turn leading to greater exclusion of dogs altogether 
· Dogs are not the only agents that may frighten wildlife.  Humans, especially children and teenagers, park maintenance staff and their machinery are likely to have as much impact as dogs
Feces

· Although the risk to humans is slight, roundworm is the most prominent health concern in relation to dog feces

· Encouraging people to pick up after their dogs is best achieved through an integrated dog management program comprising education, communication and enforcement

· The majority of dog attacks occur in or near the victim’s home

· A greater relative incidence of attack in free-running areas has not been proven

· The owner of the offending dog is liable for any injuries or damage

· Dogs that are designated as ‘dangerous’ should be barred from off-leash areas

Needs and Benefits

· Dogs need to learn acceptable behaviour in the public realm and need to be socialized properly

· Owning a dog encourages people to exercise and visit their local park

· Being accompanied by a dog can improve actual or perceived safety

· Walking a dog stimulates social interaction with other humans

Compliance and Enforcement

· Compliance with by-laws is related to both acceptance of its “fairness” and levels of enforcement

· If dog owners perceive by-laws to be unfair it may elicit a defiant rather than compliant response

· A new spirit of co-operation and encouragement is being fostered which relegates regulatory enforcement to a last resort measure

· Work together to accommodate everyone’s needs and reduce conflict

Signage

· Off-leash areas should be signed as such to minimize conflict

· Avoid signage clutter: too many signs are generally not noticed or read 
· Emphasize positive messages to encourage responsible behaviour
