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[bookmark: _Toc58265431]Introduction
The purpose of this report is to provide details of the community consultation process and results to help inform the City of Unley’s next Animal Management Plan.
[bookmark: _Toc58265432]Background
Project Background
The City of Unley is developing a new Animal Management Plan (AMP) that focuses on embracing responsible pet ownership. The Plan focuses on the management of dogs and cats; however, it also covers the management of other animals that Council deals with such as bees, poultry, roosters, birds and other pets.
Community Engagement Plan
Feedback was sought from the City of Unley community on several topics including:
· dog off-leash restrictions in parks (locations and timing)
· dog and cat issues
· interest in cat management restrictions (e.g. number of cats, curfews or containment), and
· management of other domestic animals.
The outcomes of this engagement process will help draft the Animal Management Plan and guide the direction of animal management in the City of Unley over the next 5 years.
[bookmark: _Toc58265433]Consultation Methodology
This consultation commenced on 20 March 2025 and concluded on 22 April 2025. The City of Unley collected the views of the community through an online survey hosted on Council’s Your Say website.
The online survey was promoted via:
· An e-newsletter to Council’s Your Say database (4,010 email addresses)
· A3 posters displayed at Council facilities i.e. libraries
· LED screen display on Oxford Terrace
· City of Unley social media posts (3 x Facebook, 3 x Instagram and 2 x X (formerly Twitter).


[bookmark: _Toc58265434]Findings and Results
A total of 412 people participated in the survey. Your Say attracted 2742 page views and 1421 visitors over the engagement period.
A total 97% of people who responded to the survey live within the City of Unley.  The remaining respondents reside in the suburbs of Kingswood, Glen Osmond, Urrbrae, St Marys, Kurralta Park, Belair, Frewville and Clarence Gardens.
The following feedback was provided in response to the survey questions:
Pet ownership
Do you own a pet?

Most respondents (54%) were dog owners.

If you don’t own a pet, what are your main interest in animal management?
The key interest areas identified in the comments were:
· Safety - control of dogs in shared spaces particularly where children are present.
· Nuisance behaviour - noise from dogs and management response to complaints, concerns about cats toileting and stalking in neighbours' gardens.
· Cleanliness and public amenity - maintaining the cleanliness of City of Unley suburbs, free from dog waste.
· Off-leash spaces - adherence to timeframes and designated areas and support for dog-friendly spaces that balance freedom with control.
· Environmental protection - minimising ecological damage from domestic pets.
PARKS and Off-Leash Access
The next series of questions sought to understand which parks are most used by pet owners and feedback on off-leash access.

Which Park do you consider to be your local park?
Unley Oval was the local park identified by the most respondents (116, 28%).
	Park name

	No. of responses
	Percentage of responses

	Everard Park Reserve
	6
	1%

	Fern Avenue Reserve
	12
	3%

	Forest Avenue Reserve
	4
	1%

	Forestville Reserve
	19
	5%

	Fraser Reserve
	6
	1%

	Fullarton Park
	2
	0%

	Glen Osmond Creek Linear Trail
	8
	2%

	Goodwood Community Centre Greenspace
	3
	1%

	Goodwood Oval
	26
	6%

	Hackett Reserve
	2
	0%

	Haslop Reserve
	0
	0%

	Henry Codd Reserve
	9
	2%

	Heywood Park
	24
	6%

	Howard Florey Reserve
	7
	2%

	Katherine Street
	6
	1%

	Kings Park Reserve
	1
	0%

	Leicester Street Playground
	12
	3%

	McLeay Park
	17
	4%

	Millswood Park and Sporting Complex
	1
	0%

	North Unley Playpark
	6
	1%

	Orphanage Park
	23
	6%

	Page Park
	21
	5%

	Pityarilla Dog Park (Marshmallow Park)
	4
	1%

	Ridge Park
	10
	2%

	Scammell Reserve
	29
	7%

	Soldiers' Memorial Gardens
	4
	1%

	Soutar Park
	29
	7%

	Unley Oval
	116
	28%

	Village Green
	0
	0%

	Wayville Reserve
	3
	1%

	Yeo Avenue Reserve
	2
	0%



Do you use parks or reserves to exercise your dog?

There was a reasonably even split between those that use their local park to exercise their dog (41%) and those that don’t (59%).



Which park/s or reserve/s do you visit most often?
The top five parks most visited were:
	Park name
	No. of responses

	Unley Oval
	66

	Orphanage Park
	33

	Scammel Reserve
	30

	Ridge Park
	25

	Goodwood Oval
	21



DOGS
The following series of questions sought feedback about dog related issues and views regarding off-leash access at City of Unley parks.

What do you think are the top dog-related issues in the City of Unley?

Both the ‘most important’ (32%) and ‘least important’ (30%) issue identified by participants was ‘Not enough places to exercise dogs’ identifying a disparate view amongst participants.
Another issue identified as ‘most important’ was ‘dog waste in public areas’ (27%).

How do you feel about the current off-leash times at your local park?

There were mixed views on current off-leash times, with a narrow difference between them being fine as they are (47%) and they should be longer (32%).

Do you feel off-leash times should be consistent across all City of Unley parks with dog access?

Responses indicated a relatively even split between needing and not needing consistency in off-leash times.

Would you like to see off-leash dog access removed from a particular park? 
Most participants took the opportunity to comment on off leash dog access, whether that was in support of or against rather than identifying particular parks.
From those responses that did identify particular parks, the top four parks identified for removing off-leash access were:
· Unley Oval 
· Scammel Reserve
· Heywood Park
· Forestville Reserve

Would you like to see off-leash dog access added to a particular park?
Most participants took the opportunity to comment on off leash dog access in general. Some commented on a particular park where they want off-leash dog access added. The following parks were frequently mentioned:
· Leister Park
· Fern Avenue (restricted from playground)
· Henry Codd Reserve
Several participants also took the opportunity to request extension of off-leash hours.

Do you have any suggestions for improving off-leash times?
Participants provided the following suggestions for improving off-leash times:
· Flexibility/ extension of allowable off-leash times including during day-light savings
· Separation between dogs and people, particularly children i.e. fencing playgrounds
· Greater Council ranger compliance monitoring and enforcement
· More/ improved infrastructure to support off-leash times i.e. lighting
· Clearer and consistent signage of off-leash times.



Do you have concerns about dogs being allowed off-leash in shared spaces?

Most participants don’t have any concerns about dogs being allowed off-leash in shared spaces (56%) however 35% do.

What are your specific concerns?
Those participants that were concerned about dogs being allowed off-leash in shared spaces indicated that they were specifically concerned about:
· Dog attacks/ bites – both other dogs and humans
· Uncontrolled / poorly controlled dogs
· Defecating
· Intimidating humans including children
· Interference with service dogs
· Impacts on use of playgrounds and other shared spaces
· Owners ignoring off-leash times.



Do you think animal waste is a problem in Unley parks?

Half of the survey participants did not think that animal waste was a problem in Unley parks (51%).

What parks do you think need better animal waste management?
The most mentioned parks by survey participants as needing better animal waste management were:
· Unley Oval
· Scammel Reserve
· Goodwood Oval
· Ridge Park
· Heywood Park
· Forestville Reserve
· Fraser Reserve
· Orphanage Park
Unley Oval was identified the most with 16 mentions.
Many participants commented on ways to address the waste management issue such as greater availability of bag dispensers and improved owner behaviour.



Do you have any other comments or concerns about dogs?
The key themes of feedback about dogs were:
· Dog management – responsible ownership and effective control of dogs
· Off-leash access – some wanting greater flexibility in off-leash access and some wanting greater restrictions.
· Waste management - some calls for more bins, bag dispensers and enforcements of fines. A few suggested that at dog waste is a bigger issue on streets than in parks.
· Nuisance behaviour - barking dogs, especially when left alone, disturb peace and sleep. Some expressed frustration at Council’s lack of support and enforcement.
· Policy and enforcement - calls for better enforcement of leash laws, greater signage and safety concerns around specific breeds.
· Education - suggestions around support for training incentives and education for new immigrants.



CATS
The following questions sought participant feedback on cats and views on the strengthening of cat management practices in the City of Unley.

What do you think are the top cat-related issues in the City of Unley?

The top two cat-related issues identified by participants were:
· ‘Killing or injuring native wildlife’ (50%)
· ‘Wandering or stray cats’ (35%).
The cat related issues identified by participants as least important were:
· ‘Defecating’ (27%)
· ‘Spraying’ (26%)
· ‘Fighting/Attacking’ (21%).



Do you think cats should have restrictions on their movement?

Most participants (289,70%) support restrictions to cat movements. Of these, 72% support containment and 53% support curfew. 
Of cat owners completing the survey (93), 45% think cats should have restrictions on their movement, 24% support a curfew and 31% support containment.
Should there be a limit on the number of cats allowed per property?

79% of all participants and 62% of cat owners completing a survey support a limit on the number of cats allowed per property.
What do you think is a reasonable limit?

Of those that support a limit, half (51%) indicated two cats per property as a reasonable limit.
Considering your answers to this section, do you support Council introducing a Cat By-law to better manage cats? 

71% of all participants and 36% of cat owners completing the survey either support or strongly support Council introducing a Cat By-law.


Do you support mandatory registration of cats?

78% of all participants and 53% of cat owners completing a survey support mandatory registration of cats.
66% of all participants and 25% of cat owners completing a survey support a registration fee where that will contribute to cat management.

Tell us why you support mandatory registration for cats. 
The main reasons provided by participants supporting mandatory registration included:
· Ensures owners are responsible for their cats’ actions 
· Enables enforcement and fines for non-compliance
· Wildlife protection
· Registration supports containment and curfews 
· Promotes equal responsibility between dog and cat owners
· Helps councils track cat numbers and density
· Supports desexing programs and limits per household
· Aids in returning lost or stolen cats
· Ensures cats are microchipped, desexed, and properly cared for.



Tell us why you do not support mandatory registration for cats.
The main reasons provided by participants who do not support mandatory registration included:
· Cats are already microchipped and listed on the state register, making extra registration redundant
· Unlike dogs, cats don’t benefit from council facilities like parks or exercise areas
· Very few issues with cats have been reported, so regulation seems unnecessary
· Many cats are kept indoors or in enclosed spaces, posing no public nuisance
· Seen as a money-making scheme rather than a genuine welfare initiative
· Some feel it’s not the Council’s role to know or regulate pet ownership
· Registration would add unnecessary work for both council staff and residents
· Support for voluntary registration, education, and affordable desexing programs
· Residents want help managing feral cats, not more rules for responsible owners.

Do you support a registration fee for cats, where that fee will contribute to cat management in the council area?

Most participants (65%) support a registration fee for cats.

Tell us why you support a registration fee for cats.
The main reasons provided by participants who support a registration fee were:
· Encourages accountability and better care
· Discourages neglect and overpopulation
· Aligns with dog registration requirements
· Reduces roaming and predation
· Supports environmental conservation
· Helps fund rangers, containment enforcement and animal welfare
· Reduces burden on general ratepayers
· Covers administrative and operational costs
· Applies a “user pays” principle
· Discourages excessive or irresponsible ownership
· Helps manage stray and semi-feral cats.

Tell us why you do not support a registration fee for cats. 
The main reasons provided by participants for not supporting a registration fee were:
· Indoor cats don’t impact public spaces i.e. parks or Council amenities
· Unlike dogs, cats don’t benefit from council-funded facilities
· Responsible owners i.e. those who desex, microchip, and contain their cats are unfairly charged
· Registration links personal details to pets, raising tracking and enforcement concerns
· Adds costs to already expensive pet care, affecting low-income and elderly residents
· Councils with cat bylaws haven’t shown improved outcomes
· Removing cats leads to unowned cats moving in, worsening the problem
· Discourages cooperation with groups offering free or low-cost desexing
· Few issues reported in areas like Unley, suggesting no need for change
· Perceived council overreach, seen as unnecessary interference in private life.


SHARED USE OF PARKS
This series of questions sought to understand where Council should focus its attention on improving the shared use of parks in the City of Unley.
How important do you think it is for Council to:

The most important things (very and somewhat important combined) participants want Council to do for shared use of parks were: 
· issuing fines for non-compliant animal behaviour (71%)
· increasing the number of dog poo bag dispensers (71%).
15% of participants viewed a separate off-leash dog area in one section of a park as not at all important.
Do you have any ideas for improving park safety?
The main suggestions offered by participants to improve park safety were:
· Infrastructure Improvements
· Install better lighting for early morning and evening use
· Ensure secure fencing and double gates at park entrances
· Maintain safe, even pathways and upgrade aging playgrounds.
· Dog Management
· Create separate zones for small and large dogs
· Designate fenced off-leash areas away from children’s play spaces
· Avoid overcrowding by adjusting off-leash hours or expanding dog areas.
· Education and enforcement
· Provide clear signage and pamphlets about appropriate dog behaviour
· Offer training programs for dog owners
· Increase ranger patrols and enforce rules with reasonable fines.
· Shared use and community wellbeing
· Fence and separate children’s playgrounds from dog areas
· Support responsible pet ownership without penalising the majority
· Promote community connection and mental health benefits of pet-friendly parks.



Reports of dog attacks or harassment in the City of Unley are rare, however we would like to learn about your experiences. Have you or a family member ever been attacked or harassed by a dog while using a park or reserve?

26% of participants indicated that they had been harassed or attacked by a dog. It is important to note that responses included dogs that had been attacked by other dogs.

Did you report the incident to Council? 

Of those that had had a negative experience, only 21% had reported the incident to Council.
ANIMAL MANAGEMENT (OTHER)
This series of questions sought to understand concerns about pets other than dogs and cats i.e. birds, rabbits, reptiles etc.
Do you have any concerns about other pets and animals? 
	Animal type
	No. of responses

	Poultry, roosters and birds 
	39

	Bees 
	21

	Pet reptiles
	20

	Pet rabbits
	18

	Other
	19

	Total
	117



Thinking about the animals you selected above, tell us about your concerns or the issues you have experienced?
The key concerns raised about other animals included:
· Chickens & Roosters - crowing early in the morning, chicken pens causing odour
· Birds (Pet & Wild) - Pet birds like cockatiels disruptive, outdoor bird feeding linked to increased rodent activity, ethical concerns about keeping birds unless for rehabilitation
· Bees - valued for pollination and ecosystem health, safety of people with allergies and unmanaged hives near homes, clearer guidance and support for responsible beekeeping
· Rabbits – escaping and entering neighbouring yards and potentially causing environmental damage
· Reptiles – safety concerns, some view that they shouldn’t be kept as pets if native.
There were also comments reiterated about cat and dog concerns mentioned in response to previous questions.



COUNCIL MANAGEMENT
The following survey questions sought feedback on the way the City of Unley manages animal related issues currently and how they could be improved in the future.

Thinking of your experiences overall, how satisfied are you with the way the City of Unley manages animal-related issues? 


When combined, 48% of survey participants were either strongly satisfied or satisfied with how Council manages animal related issues.



What could Council do better in the Animal Management space?
Suggestions from participants in how Council could improve animal management included:
· Dog management
· Expand and protect off-leash areas, especially Unley Oval and Scammell Reserve
· Install fencing in parks to ensure safe off-leash exercise
· Increase patrols and enforcement of leash laws and waste pickup
· Respond faster to barking complaints and simplify the reporting process
· Provide more bins and bag dispensers in parks and on streets
· Support dog training programs through subsidies or incentives
· Improve park infrastructure (lighting, gates, drainage, accessible toilets)
· Avoid negative messaging (e.g. “poo fairy” campaign) and instead celebrate responsible dog ownership.
· Cat management
· Introduce 24/7 containment laws to protect native wildlife
· Mandate registration and desexing of all cats, owned and unowned
· Partner with organisations like C.A.T.S. to offer low-cost desexing
· Enforce fines for roaming cats and support trap-neuter-return programs
· Educate owners on the impact of free-roaming cats on biodiversity.
· Enhance shared spaces
· Maintain shared use of Unley Oval and avoid fencing it off
· Negotiate fairly with sports clubs to balance community and recreational needs
· Create more green spaces and dog-friendly zones
· Design inclusive facilities for elderly and disabled residents.
· Improve enforcement and Council services
· Increase ranger visibility and empower them to issue fines
· Respond promptly to complaints and follow up with both parties
· Set clear, consistent guidelines for pet ownership and park use
· Focus on education and cooperation, not just penalties
· Listen to ratepayers and involve them in decision-making.

· Broader animal management
· Support responsible pet ownership through education and incentives
· Manage possums, corellas and rats
· Consider limits on pet numbers per household, including birds and cats
· Encourage bee-keeping programs for sustainability and biodiversity.

Please share any additional feedback you have on the Council’s management of dogs, cats or other pets. 
Participants shared additional feedback on animal management, often reiterating feedback already provided in response to earlier questions. Comments can be summarised as follows:
· Community and social impact
· Pets are seen as essential for mental health, especially in high-density living
· Calls for more shared spaces for pet exercise and socialisation
· Emphasis on owner responsibility with poor animal behaviour often seen as reflecting poor training or care
· Desire for inclusive, animal-positive communities that balance the needs of pets, people, and wildlife.
· Dog management (positive)
· Supportive of dogs in public spaces
· Strong support for off-leash access at Unley Oval and Scammell Reserve
· Requests to extend off-leash hours and avoid fencing community ovals
· Dogs seen as community builders, promoting social interaction and mental wellbeing.
· Dog management (negative)
· Barking dogs are a concern—calls for better enforcement and simpler complaint processes
· Dog waste left on footpaths, lawns, and school grounds—need for more bins, bag dispensers, and signage
· Some residents feel unsafe due to off-leash dogs in on-leash areas.
· Cat management
· Widespread frustration with cats trespassing, killing wildlife, and defecating in gardens
· Multiple reports of cat attacks on dogs and damage to property (e.g. bird baths)
· Perception that Council does not manage cats effectively
· Strong support for night curfews, full containment, registration, desexing, and tagging, limiting number of cats per household
· Calls for education campaigns on responsible cat ownership
· Some oppose punitive fines for compassionate carers of stray cats
· Desire for balanced, humane approaches that don’t penalise responsible cat owners.
· Environment and wildlife
· Wildlife protection is a concern with cats seen as a key threat
· Reports of dead birds, reptiles, and possums in yards and parks
· Support for citizen science projects to track native animal sightings
· Rat infestations and bat nesting in palm trees raised as emerging issues
· Ridge Park flood zone described as a health hazard needing cleanup and fencing.
· Council consultation and governance
· Some feel there is a lack of transparency in Council surveys and by-law proposals
· Desire for deeper engagement than a survey
· Some feel Council won’t act on feedback, leading to disengagement
· Others report positive interactions with Council staff, especially when resolving issues.
[bookmark: _Toc58265435]

Conclusion
Key findings of the survey indicate that:
· Participants hold differing views on off-leash access at shared use parks, including those that would like increased access and flexibility in allowed times to those that would like greater controls on off-leash access
· Participants would like to see increased compliance, safety and cleanliness in relation to dogs using shared spaces
· Participants support increased cat management including restrictions on movement, limits on the numbers of cats per property, the introduction of a Cat By-law and mandatory registration including fees
· More cat owners completing the survey support, than not, increased cat management including restrictions on movement, limits on the numbers of cats per property and mandatory registration. However, there was less support for introducing a Cat Bylaw and charging registration fees
· Almost half of participants are satisfied with Council’s current animal management practices however would like to see Council increase enforcement activity in relation to nuisance animal behaviours, introduce education programs and provide additional infrastructure (i.e. lighting, bag dispensers, bins).
All comments provided as part of this engagement will be considered and will inform the final Animal Management Plan.

Do you own a pet?	
Dog	Cat	Other type of pet	Don't own a pet	246	93	18	95	

Yes	No	0.41095890410958902	0.58904109589041098	
1 Most Important	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]

Dog waste in public areas	Barking dogs	Wandering dogs	Owners who fail to control their dogs	Aggressive or harassing dogs	Not enough places to exercise dogs	113	47	23	67	30	132	27%	11%	6%	16%	7%	32%	2	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]

Dog waste in public areas	Barking dogs	Wandering dogs	Owners who fail to control their dogs	Aggressive or harassing dogs	Not enough places to exercise dogs	69	97	25	103	76	42	17%	24%	6%	25%	18%	10%	3	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]

Dog waste in public areas	Barking dogs	Wandering dogs	Owners who fail to control their dogs	Aggressive or harassing dogs	Not enough places to exercise dogs	73	69	39	113	81	37	18%	17%	9%	27%	20%	9%	4	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]

Dog waste in public areas	Barking dogs	Wandering dogs	Owners who fail to control their dogs	Aggressive or harassing dogs	Not enough places to exercise dogs	56	80	78	67	100	31	14%	19%	19%	16%	24%	8%	5	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]

Dog waste in public areas	Barking dogs	Wandering dogs	Owners who fail to control their dogs	Aggressive or harassing dogs	Not enough places to exercise dogs	55	80	109	40	80	48	13%	19%	26%	10%	19%	12%	6 Least Important	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]

Dog waste in public areas	Barking dogs	Wandering dogs	Owners who fail to control their dogs	Aggressive or harassing dogs	Not enough places to exercise dogs	46	39	138	22	45	122	11%	9%	33%	5%	11%	30%	



[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]

0.46601941747572817	0.32281553398058255	8.2524271844660199E-2	0.12864077669902912	They are fine as they are 	They should be longer 	They should be shorter	Other (please specify)	
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]

0.35922330097087379	0.36893203883495146	0.27184466019417475	Yes	No	Unsure	
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]

0.35194174757281554	0.55582524271844658	9.2233009708737865E-2	Yes	No	Unsure	
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]

0.31067961165048541	0.50970873786407767	0.1796116504854369	Yes	No	Unsure	
1 Most Important	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]

Wandering or stray cats	Fighting/Attacking	Spraying	Defecating	Killing or injuring native wildlife	143	21	23	17	208	35%	5%	6%	4%	50%	2	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]

Wandering or stray cats	Fighting/Attacking	Spraying	Defecating	Killing or injuring native wildlife	127	74	42	70	99	31%	18%	10%	17%	24%	3	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]

Wandering or stray cats	Fighting/Attacking	Spraying	Defecating	Killing or injuring native wildlife	48	121	101	112	30	12%	29%	25%	27%	7%	4	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]

Wandering or stray cats	Fighting/Attacking	Spraying	Defecating	Killing or injuring native wildlife	38	108	137	102	27	9%	26%	33%	25%	7%	5 Least Important	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]

Wandering or stray cats	Fighting/Attacking	Spraying	Defecating	Killing or injuring native wildlife	56	88	109	111	48	14%	21%	26%	27%	12%	



[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]

0.70145631067961167	0.17718446601941748	0.12135922330097088	Yes	No	Unsure	

Yes	No	Unsure	0.79	0.13	0.08	

1 cat	2 cats	3 cats	4 cats	5 cats	No cats	0.08	0.5	0.14000000000000001	0.03	0.03	0.21	



Strongly support	Support	Neutral	Not support	Strongly not support	0.47	0.24	0.17	0.05	7.0000000000000007E-2	

[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]

0.78155339805825241	0.10194174757281553	0.11407766990291263	Yes	No	Unsure	
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]

0.65776699029126218	0.17233009708737865	0.16747572815533981	Yes	No	Unsure	
Very important	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]


Increase the number of animal safety inspections	Issue fines for non-compliant animal behaviour	Increase safety signage at parks	Increase the number of dog poo bag dispensers	Undertake animal safety education campaigns	Separate off-leash dog areas into one section of a park	89	179	102	129	94	127	22%	43%	25%	31%	23%	31%	Somewhat important	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]


Increase the number of animal safety inspections	Issue fines for non-compliant animal behaviour	Increase safety signage at parks	Increase the number of dog poo bag dispensers	Undertake animal safety education campaigns	Separate off-leash dog areas into one section of a park	114	114	107	163	140	97	28%	28%	26%	40%	34%	24%	Neutral	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]


Increase the number of animal safety inspections	Issue fines for non-compliant animal behaviour	Increase safety signage at parks	Increase the number of dog poo bag dispensers	Undertake animal safety education campaigns	Separate off-leash dog areas into one section of a park	114	55	121	90	112	83	28%	13%	29%	22%	27%	20%	Somewhat unimportant	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]


Increase the number of animal safety inspections	Issue fines for non-compliant animal behaviour	Increase safety signage at parks	Increase the number of dog poo bag dispensers	Undertake animal safety education campaigns	Separate off-leash dog areas into one section of a park	41	29	36	18	25	34	10%	7%	9%	4%	6%	8%	Not at all impotant	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]


Increase the number of animal safety inspections	Issue fines for non-compliant animal behaviour	Increase safety signage at parks	Increase the number of dog poo bag dispensers	Undertake animal safety education campaigns	Separate off-leash dog areas into one section of a park	42	29	39	8	36	60	10%	7%	9%	2%	9%	15%	Unsure	[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]
[CELLRANGE]


Increase the number of animal safety inspections	Issue fines for non-compliant animal behaviour	Increase safety signage at parks	Increase the number of dog poo bag dispensers	Undertake animal safety education campaigns	Separate off-leash dog areas into one section of a park	12	6	7	4	5	11	3%	1%	2%	1%	1%	3%	




Yes	No	Unsure	0.26	0.71	0.03	

Yes	No	Unsure	0.21	0.77	0.02	
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]
[CELLRANGE], [VALUE]

Strongly Satisfied	Satisfied	Neutral	Not satisfied	Strongly not satisfied	6.0679611650485438E-2	0.42233009708737862	0.29126213592233008	0.14563106796116504	8.0097087378640783E-2	Strongly Satisfied	Satisfied	Neutral	Not satisfied	Strongly not satisfied	
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