Anti-Tethering Legislation

The Australian Shepherd Club of America (ASCA) is opposed to any legislation, regulation, or lobbying efforts whose actions result in a mandate restricting owners’ interactions with their animals.  Tethering is an age-old method of humane confinement that, while perhaps not suitable for all dogs or families, is neither cruel nor indicative of on-going neglect or abuse.  The method of confinement should reflect the dog’s nature and not be mandated by a one-size-fits-all law.  There is no valid reason for anti-tethering legislation except to placate members of the radical animal rights industry who more and more attempt to encroach upon our civil and property rights.
Anti-tethering legislation is promoted by groups (usually animal rights, but sometimes well-intentioned but ill-informed community groups) who believe confinement by tethering is abusive. Most of the scientific studies cited by anti-tethering advocates are not studies of animal confinement methods. Rather, they are epidemiological studies of dog bites. These studies do not demonstrate, and are not designed to demonstrate, a cause and effect relationship between tethering and dog bites. Anti-tethering advocates frequently misinterpret and misrepresent the results of the studies they cite.

A tether is a tool and any tool can be abused or misused. Tethering in a humane manner meets the physical and psychological needs of dogs while accommodating the needs of the community. Tethering in an abusive manner is already adequately addressed by most state and local laws.
Talking Points
· Humane restraint safeguards both pets and the community. Loose running dogs are a nuisance and may bite.
· Cornell University study found that proper tethering is a safe and humane method of confinement.
· Solid, dog-proof fencing is expensive and not permitted in some areas.
· Anti-tethering laws may negatively impact poor, rural, and minority communities
· Animal rights extremists deliberately distort statistics – there is no factual basis for anti-tethering laws.
· Responsible owners need all options to humanely confine their dogs.
· A 10×10 kennel run gives a dog 100 square feet of space. A 10-foot tether gives a dog 314 square feet of space.

Links to information on tethering
http://www.ncraoa.com/PDF/Tethering/Cornell_study_on_tethering.pdf – This is the Cornell study on tethering. It is pretty much the only available scientific study comparing tethering to penning in the confinement of dogs and its conclusions do not support the justifications of the anti-tethering advocates. This study from 2001 by Cornell researchers (Journal of Applied Animal Welfare Science, 4(4), 257–270) concluded: “Although tethering is intuitively less acceptable, the fact that the dogs rarely pulled at their chains and the lack of major differences in behavior indicate that tethering may be an acceptable alternative housing method, but this may depend on the breed and experience of the dog. Our findings provide no evidence that tethering was any more or less detrimental to dog welfare than being housed in pens (as recommended by the USDA). Definite recommendations regarding the use of pens and tethers require further experimental trials in which environmental and prior experience can be better controlled than in this study.”
[bookmark: _GoBack]https://www.avma.org/Advocacy/StateAndLocal/Documents/javma_000915_fatalattacks.pdf – This study is often cited by anti-tethering advocates. The piece they like to pull out is that 17 percent of dogs involved in fatal attacks on humans between 1979 and 1998 were restrained on their owners’ property at the time of the attack. What advocates fail to explain is that 82% of the fatal attacks in the study were by unrestrained dogs on or off their owners’ property (1% were by restrained dogs off the owner’s property).
