
1 
 

RURAL ECONOMY AND CONNECTIVITY COMMITTEE 
 
CALL FOR EVIDENCE ON THE DOGS (PROTECTION OF LIVESTOCK) 
(AMENDMENT) (SCOTLAND) BILL 
 
SUBMISSION FROM ANONYMOUS 9 
 
I am a Trustee and Scottish Welfare Officer for a UK wide dog rehoming charity. I 
have supplied my full contact details to the REC committee collecting the evidence 
but have requested that my submission be published online anonymously, as 
publicly identifying myself as an advocate for e-collar training would almost certainly 
lead to harassment both online and in person, spurious ‘complaints’ being made 
about me to the charity I am connected with, and quite possibly an online campaign 
being mounted against the charity itself for ‘abuse’ of the dogs in its care. Such is the 
vehemence of the ‘aversive free’ training lobby here in Scotland. However, here are 
my thoughts on the issue.  

From following published statistics on livestock worrying, I understand that this is an 
issue that is getting worse not better, which suggests that the current approach is not 
working. 

I do think legislation needs strengthening in this area, as the recorded year-on-year 
increase in livestock attacks clearly shows there is a genuine problem. However I do 
not think the current proposals are the best way to reduce livestock attacks as they 
focus on punishment after the fact rather than prevention through effective training, 
i.e. training that has been shown to remove all desire to chase livestock even in the 
absence of the owner. Many attacks reportedly take place without the owner being 
present therefore and it stands to reason that methods of training which rely on the 
owner giving their dog commands will not be effective in such circumstances.  

Livestock aversion training with the use of electronic training collar (e-collar) under 
the guidance of a professional trainer has clearly been shown to quickly and 
effectively extinguish a dog’s predatory instincts with no lasting adverse 
consequences to the dog, and I note that the submission from ARDO supplies 
multiple pieces of evidence from both trainers and owners for this indeed being the 
case.  

I also note that the submission from the SSPCA claims that 90% of dog attacks on 
livestock are down to irresponsible ownership, yet in my professional experience (as 
Scottish Welfare Officer for a UK wide rehoming charity) of helping owners whose 
dogs have chased or worried livestock, that is simply not true. I hear again and again 
from highly responsible and committed owners who have experienced leads 
breaking, collars coming loose, trips/falls that cause them to accidentally let go of the 
lead, dogs being startled and backing out of harnesses, dogs escaping professional 
dog walkers, dogs getting loose during road traffic accidents, dogs sneaking out of 
houses etc etc, and then travelling long distances to chase livestock.  

I hear again and again from owners who are at their absolute wits end, owners who 
have carefully followed all training advice they have been given, who have invested 
lots of money and worked diligently with trainers and behaviourists who use reward 
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based methods only (as advised by all major charities and animal welfare 
organisations), sometimes for years on end with no improvement in their dog’s 
behaviour where livestock is concerned. These are not irresponsible owners, they 
are highly committed, dedicated and devoted owners who are being let down by 
large organisations knowingly giving poor and ineffective training advice then 
blaming the owners themselves when that training advice proves to be worthless!  

In my professional capacity I have recommended e-collar training to many owners, 
and of those owners who have engaged a professional e-collar trainer and put their 
dog through a short course of livestock aversion training, every single one of them 
has reported complete success. Every single dog stopped chasing sheep and other 
livestock completely, and no adverse effects/consequences to any dog was reported. 
All owners have been utterly delighted with the results, while at the same time 
reporting feelings of extreme anger that they wasted so much time and money and 
effort on ineffective training methods, and frustration that it took them so long to find 
such a simple and effective solution to their problem. 

It seems utterly illogical to me that the ‘keep dogs on lead’ mantra is clearly not 
sufficient to protect livestock from dog attacks, and in e-collar training, there is a 
tried, tested and proven method of quickly extinguishing the desire to chase livestock 
even in dogs that have shown themselves to be committed livestock chasers and 
resistant to all other training methods, yet all major charities and animal welfare 
organisations refuse to examine the issue logically and engage constructively with 
experienced e-collar trainers to promote the one training method that actually 
prevents dog attacks on sheep, even in the absence of an owner being present to 
give commands or offer rewards for compliance.  
 
I also find it illogical that despite all evidence showing e-collars to be an effective and 
humane training tool, and despite no-one in Scotland ever having been convicted of 
animal cruelty through e-collar abuse, the Scottish Government still holds the 
position of ‘not condoning’ their use, when it really should be openly endorsing and 
promoting professional e-collar training in order to prevent livestock attacks.  
 
 
 


