
RURAL ECONOMY AND CONNECTIVITY COMMITTEE 
 
CALL FOR EVIDENCE ON THE DOGS (PROTECTION OF LIVESTOCK) 
(AMENDMENT) (SCOTLAND) BILL 
 
SUBMISSION FROM NSA SCOTLAND ON BEHALF OF IAN WARREN 
 

1. What is your experience of livestock worrying? What is the scale of the 
issue? 

• I have had some serious sheep worrying over the years, the most recent 
happening in February 2019 when an Alsatian type dog attacked 24 of my 
Blackface sheep (50% of my flock). The sheep were badly mauled with broken 
jaws and holes in their faces and were extremely distressed. These were 
pedigree sheep and are extremely valuable.  This dog had mauled 10 sheep to 
death in January 2018, worried another 18 in the September on other farms and 
the owner was given a fine by the procurator fiscal and allowed to keep the dog. 
No compensation was given to any of the farmers involved in these incidents.  

 

2. Does legislation need strengthening in this area? If so – does the Bill do 
this? Is the Bill the best way to do this? 

• Yes. The legislation needs considerably strengthened.  
 
3. What are your views on the increased penalties the Bill creates for livestock 
worrying? 

• Increased penalties would be ideal but are a waste of time if the sheriff does not 
have the powers to prosecuting properly. If a dog is found to have been worrying 
livestock the sheriff should have the power to order that the dog is put to sleep. 

 
4. Would the proposals to disqualify convicted persons from owning or 
keeping a dog or taking a dog onto certain types of land, assist in the aim of 
reducing the number of livestock worrying instances.  

• It is ridiculous that the sheriff does not have these powers already. Yes, it would 
reduce the number of worrying instances. 

  
5. What is your opinion on extending the types of livestock and type of 
agricultural land covered by livestock worrying, as described by the Bill? 

• As any type of livestock on any type of land could be worried by dogs it 
makes sense to extend the types of livestock included in the bill. 

 

 

 



6. What are your views on the powers allowing Scottish Ministers to appoint 
inspectors, other than police, to investigate and enforce livestock worrying 
offences? 

• It is imperative that this happens. 
 

7. Do you have any comments on the expanded powers for police and 
inspectors to seize dogs, to enter premises and to take a dog to the vet? 

• The police and inspectors have to have the powers to seize a dog and good vets 
need to be appointed.  
 
 

8. Does the Bill adequately balance the rights of dog owners and the rights of 
livestock farmers? 

• Yes. 
 

9. Is there anything else that should be included or excluded from the Bill? 
You can give your view on some or all of these questions. Please feel free to 
provide your views on any other aspects of the Bill or any other relevant 
information.  

• The bill is useless unless the sheriff deals with cases in the proper manner. 
As in my case the dog owner was in court three times before something 
substantial was done. Even then the dog/dog were just moved on. There 
should be a database set up to store the dog’s DNA and then repeat 
offenders can be easily identified.   

 
 
 


