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RURAL ECONOMY AND CONNECTIVITY COMMITTEE 
 
CALL FOR EVIDENCE ON THE DOGS (PROTECTION OF LIVESTOCK) 
(AMENDMENT) (SCOTLAND) BILL 
 
SUBMISSION FROM EAST AYRSHIRE COUNCIL 
 
1. What is your experience of livestock worrying? What is the scale of the 
issue?  
 
Livestock worrying can be very damaging to farmers. Some of the pedigree 
bloodlines which have taken years to establish could be irreplaceable. 
Sheep are vulnerable, especially when heavily pregnant and can lose their unborn 
lambs if chased by a dog, whether the dog attacks the ewe or not. 
 
2. Does legislation need strengthening in this area? If so – does the Bill do 
this? Is the Bill the best way to do this?  
 
The legislation needs to be strengthened and improving the provisions of the Bill 
seems appropriate way to do so. Another option might be to incorporate the 
provision into the Animal Health and Welfare (Scotland) Act 2006. 
 
3. What are your views on the increased penalties the Bill creates for livestock 
worrying?  
 
The current level of penalties is too low to be a deterrent and does not reflect in any 
way the potential for  They should be reflective of the overall losses incurred. If 
£5000 worth of damage occurs then a £50 fine is not appropriate. 
 
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?  
 
 They are another tool that may help to reduce the instances of livestock worrying. 
 
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?  
 
 All livestock are at risk and therefore there is benefit in extending the definitions to 
ensure that they are protected by the Act. 
 
6. What are your views on the powers allowing Scottish Ministers to appoint 
inspectors, other than police, to investigate and enforce livestock worrying 
offences?   
 
Local Authorities and other organisations are already involved in animal welfare and   
could be authorised. The main requirement is to ensure that whoever is authorised 
has the funding and powers necessary to investigate alleged offences properly. 
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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 proposed powers seem proportionate and necessary to enable the full 
investigation of any alleged offences. 
  
8. Does the Bill adequately balance the rights of dog owners and the rights of 
livestock farmers?   
  
9. Is there anything else that should be included or excluded from the Bill?  
 
One option that might be considered would be to introduce the requirement that all 
dogs (except those subject to exemption) must be on a lead when near to farm 
animals. 
 
The proposed changes to the exemption may have the effect of removing some 
working dogs from it. All types of working dog should be subject to the exemption 
and this should be clear in the legislation. 
 
 


