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Maj-Britt Haastrup

Fra: Charlotte Jul Hansen [c@julhansen.dk]
Sendt: 25. oktober 2009 07:46

Til: Justitsministeriet

Emne: Europeiske hyrdehunde

Til Justitsministeriets Hundeudvalg,

Vi er mange, der spendt fglger udvalgets arbejde. For uanset om man har hund eller ej, er det jo interessant at
vide, hvad hundeloven kommer til at “diktere”.

Jeg har selv hund, og blandt hundefolket gar snakken nu om en ny tendens, der er begyndt at rgre pa sig. Da
fremtiden for kamphunde maske ikke ser s lys ud mere i Danmark, er der nu et stigende antal europziske
hyrdehunde mv. i landet. Godt nok gar de ikke under betegnelsen “kamphund”, men lzeser man om dem, er
der ingen tvivl om, at det ikke er helt almindelige kzledyr. Det kan fx vare: Fila brasileiro, Mastino
napoletano, Cao da serra da estrela, Sarplanina, tyrkiske hyrdehunde og Ovtcharka’er.

Miaske er I allerede bevidste om dette, og har taget det med i jeres overvejelser. For skulle det ende med, at
visse racer (kamphunde) bliver ulovlige, s er der uden tvivl en masse mennesker, der finder en anden farlig
race. Og pi den méde vil Hundeudvalget altid have noget at lave.

Blot en tanke.

Venlige hilsner
Charlotte Jul Hansen

Justitsministerie} zm NH DS !6({2

Dyrevelfmrdskomore
Akt.nr. |
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Kaere retsudvalget for hunde

Vitillader os atvidere sende materialet vi har faet fra England og fra Sverige, som méiske kan hjzlpe jer
med at belyse at vores race den engelske staffordshire bull terrier ikke kan samlignes med hverken pit
bulls -amerikansk staffordshire terrier eller argentino samt amerikansk bulldog.

Haber hermed I kan se at det er fuldstaendig absurd at ssette dem i samme gruppe, vi har for gvrigt ikke
haft et eneste bid pa mennesker af racen, det eneste den har gjort er det heste bid i Holstebro. Derfor
beder vi jer se pd landene omkring os hvor den ogsa er anerkendt som familiehund, ikke at sammenlignet
med de ovennaevnte hunde.

Kan oplyse hvis i kunne vaere interessere t i at tale med en Engelsk gentleman ved navn David Brian Levey
som kommer til Danmark til et andet mgde den 19 oktober i Kgbenhavn, han ved simpelthen alt omkring
hunde, han har vaeret medlem af den Engelske kenne! klub i mange &r, og har vaeret med til at lave folderen
fra DEFRA. Kan han afse tid til et mgde mellem kl. 10 og 13, synes det matte vaere godt at f3 input fra et
andet land.

Med venlig hilsen
Lotte Mikkelsen

Alder 47

Staff ejeri 13 ar

info@deestaff.dk

sministeriat |
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Staffordshire Bull Terrier

”The Nanny Dog”




STAFFORDSHIRE BULL TERRIER | THE NANNY DOG

Staffordshire Bull terrieren er siden 1936 opdrzettet udelukkende som familie og
udstillingshund - og blev i 2006 karet som »Rrets Familiehund” i England, hvor den ogsa
populzert kaldes ” The Nannydog” - alts& ”"Barnepigehunden”.

Dette p& baggrund af sin udpraegede hengivenhed overfor bgrn.

Staffordshire Bull Terrieren er en af de fa racer, der i race standarden har indskrevet at DEN
SKAL VARE BORNEVENLIG

Der stér tilligemed, at den er yderst intelligent og som den eneste race i Den Engelske
Kennelklub ogsa at den er TOTAL PALIDELIG.

Staffordshire Bull Terrieren er den starste terrier race i oprindelseslandet England og den 5.
sterste race med ca. 12000 &rlige registreringer

Der findes ingen forbud i de Nordiske lande mod Staffordshire Bull Terrieren — og i Sverige har
man i mange &r med stor succes brugt Staffordshire Bull terrieren som terapihund og
redningshund.

Det svenske agility landshold har en Staffordshire Bull Terrier (Hunnestaff Missipi) pa holdet —
og den er tilligemed blevet Arets Agility Terrier i flere ar i traek.

Altsa er Staffordshire Bull Terrieren en yderst intelligent hund, der nyder at samarbejde.

Den har ingen vogteegenskaber — nogle bekendte havde indbrud — og da de kom hjem havde
deres hund, en Staffordshire Bull Terrier, fundet alle sine legesager frem og placeret dem foran
dgren mens tyvene havde haft frit spil. '

Staffordshire Bull Terrieren er med den rette socialisering - SIKKER | OMGANGEN MED ANDRE
DYR.

Staffordshire Bull Terrieren er en yderst menneskeglad hund, der er glad og tilfreds - blot den
er sammen med sine mennesker — den trives lige godt i en aktiv bgrnefamilie som hos en
pensionist.

\'Z I i | Terrier n

Staffordshire Bull Terrieren ber p& ingen made rammes af et forbud idet den hos mange
familier i Danmark er et hgijt elsket familiemedlem og er en intelligent og lydig race.

Den bgr ikke demmes pa baggrund af uheldige episoder med andre racer af sakaldt
”kamphunde type”.



Den er den anden mindste af de 4 bull racer - racestandarden siger for taver: mellem 11 0g 13
kg og for hanner 15 til 17,5 kg med en tilladt skulderhgjde pd max 40,5 cm - og derfor nemt
handterbar.

Den er, pa grund af starrelsen, ikke attraktiv i kriminelle miljoer.

Der er ikke registreret bid pA mennesker i Danmark af racen.

Dens udpraegede hengivenhed overfor barn.

| Af en hunds venlighed - kan man lere hvordan mennesker skal veere |

| staffordshire Bull Terrier "Tafi” |



Torslanda 2009-08-18

OGNSKAD RASISM | HUNDVARLDEN

Kamphund &r ett luddigt begrepp. Det har visat sig att alla hundar som &r atletiskt
byggda., har grova kakar, brett huvud, och &r siathariga hamnar under den rubriken.
Den bilden och samlingsnamnet kamphund ar massmedias pafund, liksom utirycket
modrdarhund.

| grunden finns radslan f&r hundar som avlats for att slass och som utstralar styrka.
Det ligger néra fill hands fér media att véicka uppmarksamhet genom att utnyttja den
radslan och resultatet blir att den forstarks, sprider sig och byggs pd.

E&r det forsta Iat oss konstatera att en kamphund &r en hund man lart att sléss, oaktat
ras. De hundar som hamnar under kamphundsbegreppet ar hundar av kamphundsras.
Dari ligger en, men vikiig, distinktion.

Det ar olyckligt néren av G-P:s ledarskribenter, basunerar ut sitt krav pé rasféroud, sa
goftt som varje gang en incident intraffat och skrivits om, innehdllande felaktiga
uppdgifter, frots patalande harom fréin bade uppgifstldmnare och undertecknad.

Tva handelser | Géteborgsomradet

| oktober 2008, blev en liten pojke tragiskt biten i ansiktet utanfér en skola i Vastra
Frdlunda. Det var en blandrashund som gjorde detta, en schafer - rottweiler som slappfts
I&s av sin agare. | en artikel skrevs:

"l &r har ett tiotal hundar omhandertagits omedelbart, d& de oprovocerat geft sig pa
madnniskor. Det rér sig uteslutande om s.k. kamphundar.”

Vid efterforskning hos de instanser som syssiar med omhdandertagna hundars mentala
status, samt den inblandade polisjuristen, framkom att det i sjalva verket handlade om
sex hundar. Tva schafrar, tvé rottweiler; en blandras pitbull -dobermann och en pitbull.
Paféliande dag pd ledarsidan, under en grotesk karikatyr av en s.k. kamphund och
under rubriken "Ingen behdver kamphund™ ropas s& pa krav pa forbud av fariiga
hundraser.

Typlikt blev det i férra veckan, d& hunden som bet tvé& manniskor, benamndes amstaft,
och dagen efter, samme ledarskribent i en kortkrénika skriver att "nu fér det vara nog”
och ater ropar pd rasférbud. ’

Det &r oseriést av media att iata faktafel ligga till grund for krav pd férobud och annu
varmre om det skulle handla om en personlig fobi for vissa hundraser, som framféres som
tidningens officiella stdndpunkt.

Forbud av kamper

De raser som vanligtvis hamnar under kamphundsbgreppet harstammar alla frén de
Bull & Termier dogs som framvlades i Storbritannien under 1800-talets férsta halft.

De var bra pa att ta tag i, och hdlla fast. Bra egenskaper d& boskap skulle fangas eller
f5sas. Hets- och kamptaviingar blev en folksport.



| och med en lag som faststalides 1835 forbjdds djurhetsningen.

Darefter avtog aveln som varit inriktad enbart pa arbete och kamp. Men dessa hundar
hade andra egenskaper som manniskan dnskade. Som sallskap och utseende.

Ar 1936 registrerades t.ex. Staffordshire Bullterrier som egen ras, av den engeiska
kennelklubben.

Den enda sport det darefter handlat om ar utstalining. Sjélvklart anvandes idag staffen,
som den populart kallas, férutom fill rent sallskap, till allehanda hundaktiviteter.

Egenskaper

Gemensamt for alla de raser som oftast hamnar under kamphundsbegreppet &r aft de
ar mentalt stabila och de ar generellt kanda for sin stora manniskovanlighet.
Det framgér av etologer och hundkdnnare.

Det &r enkelt aft se dessa egenskaper sett mot deras bakgrund, dér den som hanterade
hundar i kampsammanhang tvunget maste kunna lita pé att inte bili biten. Bet de en
"handler” fogs de helt enkelt bort.

En av dessa raser ar staffordshire bullterier (staffe}, en ras som ligger pd fredje plafs i
SKK:s registreringsstatistik bland termiers.

| Storbritannien 1ag den pd sjatte plats totalt, 2008!

S& manga manniskor med pbehov av att ha en hund som skramselatiribut och/eller som
vapen finns knappast! Inte heller ifall den som ras, skulie ha varit aggressiv, fillsammans
med sina slaktingar, som férbudsivrama pdastar, nar de drar ailt och alla déver en kam.
Denna ras har en mankhdjd varierande mellan 35 - 41 cm och en vikt av 11-17 kg,
beroende p& om det &r en tik eller en hanhund.

Allts& knappast en hundras av en storlek som de killar som vill visa sig vara macho, skaffar

sig.

Nej, de som skaffar hund for tvivelaktiga @ndamal kontaktar knappast seriésa uppfodare
anslutna till respektive rasklubbar och betalar fr&n 12 000:- och uppdt for en rasren hund,
med kand stamtavla, dar aven israldrarna ofta blivit mentalbeskrivna, vilket ar ettled i
Svenska Staffordshire Bullterrier Klubbens {Ssbtk) arbete, anslutna fill SKK, for att kunna visa
svart p& vitt, for deras belackare, aft dessa hundar som ras ar stabila.

Oserids avel

Det &r tyvarr inte ovanligt att oseridsa manniskor avlar fram hundar med tvivelaktig
bakgrund, vilka saljs frdn bakluckan pd& en bil, i négon av vara fororter, eller av ndgon
som helt enkelt parar ett par hundar som de anser lampliga fér att de snabbt behodver
pengar. '

Media har en forkarek att vacka uppmarksamhet, men det ar fatalt nar det gors,
baserat pa bristfalliga kunskaper och faktafel.

Vid olyckor handlar det framst om blandrashundar, dar man korsat hundar med stark
framatanda med hundar med vakiinstinkt. Det kan fa ddesdigra konsekvenser, som till
och med vana hundmanniskor kan ha svart att konfrollera.

Media borde istallet ta tag i och skriva om agarprofilerna pa dem, vars hundar
idrorsakat skada och koppla det fill redan befintliga belastningsregister. Da arjag
ganska saker pa att man finner "en rod trad”.



Vad sdger lagen?

Lagen sager att alla hundar fédda efter 1:e januari 1993 skall vara ID-mdérkta och
hundagaren registrera sitt dgarskap i Jordbruksverkets centrala hundregister.

Har kommer det férsta problemet vid rop pd férbud. American Pitbull Terrier (APBT)
kan inte registreras i Sverige, d& den inte &r erkdnd som ras av SKK och dess
internationella moderorganisation FCI. De registreras d& som blandras, om de
dverhuvudtaget blir registrerade.

Det handlar definitivt om ett hunddgarproblem och inte om ett rasproblem!

En synpunkt som att man hellre-blir biten av en tax, som "fatt ett spel”, an av en pitbull i
motsvarande sinnesstamning &r daligt. En hund vill inget helire &n att vara sin agare fill
lags och vara en del av flocken, dar &garen &r flockledare. Det ar alits& agaren som ser
fill vad en hund far och inte far géra. Hundar med "spel” &r mentalt stérda. For
understimulerade individer hjdlper inget rasféroud.

Ndagra fakta och synpunkter emot rasférbud
« | Norge innefattas inte Staffen i deras hundférbud.
o | Storbritannien dr Staffen undantagen deras Dangerous Dogs Act.

e | Nederlanderna infdérdes 1993 ett forbud dar t.ex. registrerade staffar och
amstaffar undantogs férbudet, vilket applicerades pd icke registrerade hundar
med utseende baserat pd& pitbulltypen, dvs. atletiskt byggda hundar med grovt
huvud och kort pdls. Aven Rottweiler lades fill ar 2000.
inte heller i Nederléinderna kan amerikansk pitbull terrier (APBT) registreras av
samma anledning som i Sverige och som ndmnts ovan.

Den %:e Junl 2008 avskaffades detta férbud som verkningsl®st och felaktigt, efter
det att mongc ménniskor blivit av med sina alskade fyrfota fomlljemedlemmor
baserat pd polisens subjektiva beddmning av hundens utseende! Inte ens nagra
mentalbeddmningar gjordes innan hundarna avlivades. Tala om rasism!

o |ltalien ddr tidigare ett férbud inférts, 2003, innefattande 92 raser, alit frédn
rottwesiler till corgis och pitbulls fill collies, dndrades forbudet s& smaningom fill att
innefatta 17 raser, for att nu slutligen i april 2009 helt avskaffas. Ocksd har f6r att
man fann lagen verkningslés.

« Den rasspecifika lagsfiftningen har visat sig vara vérdelds nar det gdller aft vama
manniska och hund och har lett till avlivning av helt oskyldiga hundindivider,
baserat blott pd deras utseende, samtidigt som framaviandet av hundindivider
for ilegal kamp och aggressiva hundar, gatt under jorden. Inte att forgldmma
den hjartesorg det férorsakat ménga hundagare att tvingats se sina lojala
familjemediemmar avlivas. Och det pga. en subjektiv beddmning baserat pa
deras utseende!

e Polisen &r uppdelad p& 21 myndigheter och diariefér drenden olika beroende pd&
rubricering. Det finns alltsé inget centralt register av vilket borde framgd nér, vad
och av vem, nar nagot hant.



Hur skall man d& kunna lagstifta, ndr detta saknas. Det skulle dd bli baserat pd ett
tyckande och man kommer inte &t problemets kérna, dgaren som ansvarig for
hur han hdller sin hund.

Nej, sjalvklart skall seridsa hundagare ha ratt att ha sina hundar!

"Blame the deed and not the breed"! For att anvanda eft anglosaxiskt utiryck, vilket ju ér
s& vanligt numera, och ta lardom av vad som hant i de lander déar man nu avskaffat
rasférbud, pga. att det inte hjalpt fér att komma &t det verkliga problemet, felaktiga
hundagare.

Thorletlf Wallgvist

Rasinformator Ssbtk
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Introduction

This guide contains important information about prohibited dogs in Great Britain under
the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991, as amended 1997 (this legislation does not apply to
Northern Ireland). It is designed to help people identify the types of dogs prohibited

in Great Britain and the relevant legislation.

The introduction of the Pet Travel Scheme has increased the need to provide guidance
to those people whose work brings them into close contact with dogs, particularly
when they enter the country.

This booklet is not intended as an explanatory note on the Dangerous Dogs Act 1991
(DDA). Detailed guidance was issued to police forces and the courts between 1991 and
1998 by the Home Office. Copies of these Home Office notices are available on the
Defra website at www.defra.gov.uk

Types of dogs prohibited in Great Britain and

the circumstances

The DDA bans ownership, breeding, sale and exchange and advertising for sale of
specified types of fighting dogs.

The dogs covered by the ban (under section 1 of the DDA) are of the type known as:

» Pit Bull Terrier
+ Japanese Tosa
+ Dogo Argentino

» Fila Braziliero
See page 5 for a definiticn of “type”.

Other types of dogs can be added to the list by means of an order (Statutory
Instrument) by direction of the Secretary of State.

The maximum penalty for illegal possession of a prohibited dog is a fine of £5,000
and/or 6 months’ imprisonment. The dog may also be destroyed, though the courts
have discretion (under the Dangerous Dogs (Amendment) Act 1997) to grant
exemptions for seized dogs if in their view it would not compromise public safety
(Note — exemptions — to be placed on the Index of Exempted Dogs — can only be
granted by the courts, and only after dogs have been seized because offences have
been committed).



Types of dogs prohibited in Great Britain

Exemptions

Immediately before the DDA came into force, owners of the dogs concerned could claim
exemption from its banning provisions. This required entry of their dogs’ details onto a
central index (the Index of Exempted Dogs) and the issue of certificates of exemption.

Exemptions were only granted if stringent conditions were met. Exempted dogs have
to be neutered, tattooed, and miicrochipped, and have to be on a lead and muzzled
when in a public place. Owners have to maintain insurance against their dogs injuring
third parties.

The DDA was amended in 1997 and one of the effects was to lift the mandatory
destruction orders that courts applied to dogs found to be of those types prescribed
under section 1. It is now possible for prohibited dogs to be added to the Index but
only at the direction of a court and only if the necessary conditions are met (tattooing,
microchipping, etc). No owner may “apply” to have their dog added to the Index — it is
entirely a matter for the courts to decide whether a dog can be added to the Index.

Other dogs that may be affected

It is important to note the word “type”, as none of the prohibited dogs are recognised
breeds in Great Britain. The terms of section 1 of the DDA make it clear that it applies
not only to “pure” Pit Bull Terriers but also to any dog of the type known as the Pit
Bull Terrier.

Whether section 1 of the DDA applies to any particular cross will depend on whether
the resulting dog is of the prohibited type — that is to say, whether it has the-
physical and behavioural characteristics of the prohibited type. Remember that the
characteristics are essential in deciding whether or not the dog is prohibited. Not

all Pit Bull Terriers will be described as a Pit Bull Terrier by their owner. Some owners
may deliberately misrepresent the breed of their dog using terms such as American
Staffordshire Terriers (Am Staffs or ASTs), American Bulldogs and the Presa Canaria.
Other names used to describe the Pit Bull Terrier types may be Irish Staffordshire Bull
Terriers (not to be confused with a Staffordshire Bull Terrier bred in Ireland), old
Fashioned Staffords or Traditional Staffords. There are likely to be other names being -
used by people breeding fighting dogs.

If a person arriving in this country produces paperwork that purports to prove that

the dog is not a prohibited type it is necessary for the authorities to be cautious.
Paperwork accompanying the dog should be detailed and comprehensive. Owners
should be aware that if the dog displays the defining characteristics that are
represented in the prohibited types the dog could be seized and its fate decided by the
courts irrespective of the paperwork. It is therefore necessary to be very cautious when
buying a dog that is not Kennel Club registered particularly if you are considering
bringing a dog to this country from overseas.

If there is any doubt as to whether the dog in question could be considered to be of
the prohibited type, the advice is NOT to bring it into this country.
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Frequently asked questions

1.

Q.

A.

Will 1 be abie to bring into Great Britain a dog designated as prohibited
under section 1 of the 1991 Act, which is not on the register of
exempted dogs?

No. The only designated dogs permitted in Great Britain are those already in
the country and registered on the Index of Exempted Dogs. Any other dog
considered to be one of the prohibited types runs the risk of being seized and
having its future decided by the courts. You could also face imprisonment
and/or a fine for having possession of such a dog in the country. Please note
this also applies to dogs that spend time in Great Britain during transit to
other countries.

is it possible for a dog in the prohibited category to be registered as
exempt, so as to possess it legally on a visit to Great Britain?

No. New exemptions can only be authorised at the discretion of the courts
once a dog has been seized in Great Britain, and then only in exceptional
circumstances. It is not therefore possible to gain an exemption without
bringing the dog into the country, thereby breaking the law, as well as running
the risk of losing it and being prosecuted (see previous Answer). Dogs of the
prohibited type should simply not be brought into Great Britain under any
circumstances, unless they are already on the Index of Exempted Dogs.

. My dog is an American Staffordshire Terrier {Am Staff) and | have got

the papers to prove it and | also have the necessary documentation for
my dog to travel under the Pet Travel Scheme. Will it be allowed into

the country?

Our advice is not to bring an Am Staff into this country as we cannot guarantee
that it will not be seized and its fate decided by a Court.

Q. Why were the four types of dogs prohibited?

A. The prohibited types were all considered to have been bred specifically to be '

fighting dogs. Organised dog fighting is illegal in Great Britain. Under the
Dangerous Dogs Act 1991 other types of dogs can be added to the prohibited
list by Order in Council.
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5. Q. Canitake a prohibited type that is on the Index of Exempted Dogs
abroad under the Pet Travel Scheme?

A. Yes, provided that you have met all the conditions of the Pet Travel Scheme
and all the conditions attached to possessing an exempted type under the
Dangerous Dogs Act 1991. You must check with the country or countries
that you are travelling to (or through) to see if there are any laws/regulations
affecting your dog.

If you have any enquiries about prohibited dogs in Great Britain, please contact
the Animal Welfare Division (Branch E), Defra, Area 506, 1A Page Street, London SW1P
4PQ. Tel: 020 7904 6286. Fax: 020 7904 6710.

If you have any enquiries about the Pet Travel Scheme, please contact:
tel- 0870 2411710, e-mail: pets.helpline@defra.gsi.gov.uk
website: www.defra.gov.uk/animalh/quarantine







Description of the main characteristics of the Pit Bull Terrier type

General Description

Muscular smooth-haired dog.

Has a square profile (ie as tall from the
ground to the top of the shoulder and

as long from point of shoulder to point
of hip).

Height (average for both male an
female) (shoulder): 45-55 cm.

.

Hoad

Should be wedge-shaped when viewed
from the top or side and round when
viewed from the front.

Broad jawbones.
Broad skull.
Strongly developed nostrils.

Strongly developed cheek and
jaw muscles.

Not pointed.

bars
Located high on skull.

Tips of ears fold forward or sideways
or have been cropped.

No wrinkles.

Eyes

Elliptical when viewed from front.
Triangular when viewed from side.
Small and deep set.

MNeck

Muscular all the way up to base of skull.

Chest

Broad.
Deep ribcage.

Ribs strongly curved tapering towards
bottom.

Back

Muscular.

Broad sloping hips.
Broad loin.

Legs

Front legs are straight and give a massive,
solid impression.

Hips are long and broad and continue on
to become relatively long hind legs with
a well-muscled thigh.

Coat

Single coat.

Short smooth haired but bristled to touch.
Can be any colour.

Tail
Located low down in hindquarters.
Thick at base tapering to point at end.

Narrows to a slender tip or has
been docked.

Should hang like a pump handle
when relaxed.
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Dascription of the main characteristics of the Dogo Argentino type

General Description
Very strong, muscular dog.
Very muscular haunches.
High shoulders.

Height (shoulder):
62-68cm (male)
60-65cm (female).

Head

Massive, domed skull.
Powerful neck muscles.
Powerful jaws with large teeth.

Slightly upturned nose with black
pigmentation.

Mtz zle

Same length as the skull.

Bars
Set high on the head.

AT

Eyves

Dark or hazel.
Widely-spaced.

Neck
Strong and arched.
With folds of skin.

r.w
[5H

5
[Es

with short, connected toes.

The upper thighs of the hind legs are
very muscular.

Short pasterns with connected toes.
The hind legs are moderately angular.

Coat
Short, stiff and glossy.

White coat, occasional colour marking
around eyes.

Tail

Long and strong.

1
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Description of the main characteristics of the Fila Braziliero type

General Description

A heavy-bohed Molosser-type dog.
Rectangular, compact and massive.

A strong, broad and deep body.
Thick, loose skin over the whole body.
The chest is longer than the rump.
The body is as long as it is high.

Height (shoulder):
65-75cm (male)
60-70cm (female).

Head

Large and massive.

Snout and skull in proportion.
Large, broad skull.

No clear, visible stop.

Strong, broad teeth.

The area under eyes is broad.

Strong, broad and deep.

Ears
Pendulous, large and thick.
V-shaped with rounded tips.

Eyes
Almond-shaped, somewhat deep-set
and average to large.

Protruding.

Neck
Strong, muscular neck, clearly separate
from the skull.

Plenty of skin on the throat.

h

{hest

o

Deep.
Strongly-arched ribs.
Pronounced prosternum.

Legs
Parallel, with strong bones.
Strong, arched ribs.

Coat

Short, soft and thick.

Taii
Very broad at the root.

Planted at average height.
Tapers as far as the hock.

13
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(Tosa-inu or Tosa-Ken)

Description of the main characteristics of the Japanese Tosa type

General Description
Large, powerful, short-coated.
Slightly longer than height.

Thick and loose skin, especially at
the neck.

Height (shoulder):
60cm+ (male)
55cm+ (female).

Head
Large, broad, block-style.
Wrinkled extending to dewlap.

Skutt

Large, slightly arched and broad.

As gt
Muzznie

Box shaped, blunt and deep.
Powerful jaws.
Lips thick and dark.

Ears

V-shaped and dropped.

Sometimes darker than rest of skin.

Eyes

Brown, blue or occasionally yellow.

Round to almond shaped, set well apart.

Neck

Long and thick.
Muscular with dewlap.
Thick skin.

Legs

Straight and muscled.
Sturdy boned.

Forelegs set well apart.

Coat
Short and straight.

No specific colouring but usually either
red, fawn, black, brindle or sometimes
pied.

e
all

Thick at the base, tapering to the tip.
Pump handle shaped.

15
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Maj-Britt Haastrup %

Fra: Colleen Lynn [colleen@dogsbite.org] ;

Sendt: 7. september 2009 01:25 S(‘{ 35 /
Til: politi @ politi.dk; Justitsministeriet (ﬁg/

Emne: Pit Bull Ban Research Assistance - DogsBite.org

Dear Danish Ministry of Justice and the Danish National Police,
My name is Colleen Lynn and I am the founder of DogsBite.org, a United-States based organization.

DogsBite.org is a national dog bite victims' group dedicated to reducing serious dog attacks. Our
website contains a wide collection of data to help policymakers and citizens learn about dangerous
dogs. Our research focuses on pit bull type dogs. Due to selective breeding practices that emphasize
aggression and tenacity, this class of dogs negatively impacts communities the most.

Denmark has recently been in the news regarding the banning of dangerous dog breeds, specifically
pit bulls. DogsBite.org strongly encourages you to enact such legislation. Left unregulated, more
innocent children, adults and senior citizens will suffer severe and disfiguring injury by pit

bulls. I've included below several sections that may help you in your research regarding pit bulls.

Please visit our website to learn more:
http://www.dogsbite.org/

Colleen Lynn

1. Countries that ban or regulate pit bulls

Both New South Wales and the UK failed to include dogs that fall within the "class” of breeds
known as pit bulls and therefore continue to suffer attacks by them. The class of dogs known as pit
bulls includes:

American Pit Bull Terrier, American Staffordshire Terrier, Staffordshire Bull Terrier, American
Bulldog or any dog displaying the majority of physical traits of any one or more of the above breeds.

Learn about the many countries that regulate pit bulls:

Ecuador Joins International Trend: Bans Pit Bulls and Rottweilers as Pets
http://www.dogsbite.org/blog/2009/02/ecuador-joins-world-trend-bans-pit.html

Examples of legislation:

Ontario, Canada: Dog Owners’ Liability Act 2005
http://www.e-laws.gov.on.ca/html/regs/english/elaws regs 050157 e.htm

United Kingdom: Dangerous Dogs Act 1991
http://www.uk-legislation.hmso.gov.uk/acts/acts1991/Ukpga 19910065 en 1.htm

3 inisteriet S
wsusmiostenet 2007 NR.5735- 1572
Akt.nr. |
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I1. DogsBite.org statistical data.

DogsBite.org was founded in October 2007. The statistical pit bull data we have tracked in this time
is sobering. This is due to the fact that we may be the only group tracking this data on a national
level that shares this information with the public. Please read the following four areas provided
within this email.

1. U.S. Pit Bull Fatalities 2006-2008

2. U.S. Pit Bull Attacks in 85-Day Period

3. Pit Bulls Will Break Restraint to Attack
4. Pit Bulls Scale 6-Foot Fences and Beyond

INTRODUCTION
Why pit bulls must be regulated.

Pit bulls were selectively bred for animal-aggression and "gameness," which is the ability to keep
attacking despite sizable violence being inflicted upon it. Once a pit bull starts an attack, it is nearly
impossible to stop the animal. On many occasions, only shooting the dog does. Furthermore, as
documented by the Humane Society of the U.S., as far back as the 1980's, fighting dogs (pit bulls)
often do not provide warning signs prior to an attack. The unpredictable nature of a pit bull attack
makes it all the more dangerous.

The following two examples provide documented evidence of the following traits: Pit bulls attack
without warning; pit bulls ignore traditional signs of submission and appeasement and pit bulls do
not "cut off" once an attack has started.

(Pg. 2) Randall Lockwood Training Video for Law Enforcement and Other First Responders.
http://www.scribd.com/doc/777540llLockwood—Training—Video

(Pg. 133) The Ethology and Epidemiology of Canine Aggression, by Randall Lockwood
http://www.scribd.com/doc/7774858/L0ckwood-EtholoQ;V—Dog-AgQ:ression

Randall Lockwood PhD served as vice president for research and educational outreach for the Humane Society of the United States until 2003, when he
became the ASPCA’s Senior Vice President for Aati-Cruelty Initiatives and Training. For more than 23 years, Lockwood has worked closely with humane
societies. animal control agencies and law enforcement, serving as an expert on wolf and dog behavior, dog aggression, dog bite prevention and illegal
dogfighting.

Source: Dog Bite Prevention for Law Enforcement and Other First Responders, by Randall Lockwood, PHD, Tawzer
Dog Videos, 2004

Source: Lockwood, Randall, The ethology and epidemiology of canine aggression. The domestic dog: its evolution. behaviour and interactions with people,
edited by James Serpell, Cambridge University Press, 1995; republished in Animal Law and Dog Behavior, Ed. David Favre and Peter L. Borchelt, Ph.D., 1999.
p. 133

1. U.S. PIT BULL FATALITIES 2006-2008
In a recent 3-year period, pit bulls killed 52 Americans.

Between January 1, 2006 to December 31, 2008, DogsBite.org recorded 88 fatal dog attacks. Of
these attacks, pit bulls were responsible for 59% (52). This is equivalent to a pit bull killing a UsS.

citizen every 21 days during this period. Rottweilers were the second most frequent dog breed to
fatally attack and were responsible for 14% (12).
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Only 18% (16) of the attacks occurred off owner propetty, yet pit bulls were responsible for 81%
(13). This indicates that pit bulls are far more likely to leave owner property to fatally attack than
any other dog breed.

Pit bulls are also more likely to kill an adult than a child. In the 3-year period, pit bulls killed more
adults (ages 21 and over), 54%, than they did children (ages 11 and younger), 46%. In the age
category of 21-54, pit bulls were responsible for 82% (14) of the deaths. Pit bulls do not only kill
children and senior citizens, they kill men and women in their prime years: 20s, 30s, 40s and 50s.

52 Pit Bull Attack Victim Ages in 3—Year Period

5 victims 10% (2 and under)
10 victims 19% (2-4)

7 victims 13% (5-9)

2 victims 4% (10-20)

14 victims 27% (21-54)

14 victims 27% (55 and older)

[ urge you to read the DogsBite.org recent 3-year report:

REPORT: U.S. Dog Bite Fatalities January 2006-December 31 2008
http://www.dogsbite.org/reports/dogsbite-report-us-dog-bite-fatalities-2006-2008.pdf

Source:Information for this report was gathered through media accounts that were available at the time of the attack or
found through Internet archives, including: Google News Archive and AccessMyLibrary. The history of each fatality
studied for this report (a copy of each news article) is available in the "Bite Statistics > Fatality Citations" section of the
DogsBite.org website: http://www.dogsbite.org/bite-fatality-citations.htm

2. US. PIT BULL ATTACKS IN 85-DAY PERIOD

DogsBite.org releases video of attack victims.

This 5-minute video documents 127 pit bull attacks that occurred across the U.S. in an 85-day
period (July - September 2008). The video includes the name and age of each victim (when it was
available) and the city and state of each attack. The video also highlights statistical data gathéred
from the attacks, including the 6 U.S. citizens killed by pit bulls during this time span.

Pit Bull Attack Victim Data from Video (85 Day Period)

127 attacks recorded

57% of the attacks occurred off-property
158 people were injured

63% of these injuries were severe

10% entailed severed body parts

6 people were killed

[ urge you to watch this video and read the related blog post, which contains additional information:

On Pit Bull Awareness Day, DogsBite.org Releases Video of Attack Victims
http://www.dogsbite.org/blog/2008/10/dog-bite-victims-group-releases-video.html

NR.NA.I7NNQ
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3. PIT BULLS WILL BREAK RESTRAINT TO ATTACK
Pit bulls are 14 times more likely to break restraint to attack.

In the 1987 Lockwood & Rindy survey (Are 'Pit Bulls' Different?) the authors note that 42% of pit
bull attacks involved dogs that were fenced, chained or inside prior to the incident. Another 14%
involved dogs jumping fences or breaking chains. For bites involving other breeds, 26.7% were
similarly restrained, but only 1% involved breaking restraint.

This is equivalent to pit bulls being 14 times more likely than any other dog breed to break restraint
to attack.

Source: "Are 'Pit Bulls' Different? An analysis of the Pit Bull Terrier Controversy”, Lockwood, R, and Rindy, K.
Anthrozoos, Volume 1, Number 1 pg. 2-8

4. PIT BULLS SCALE 6-FOOT FENCES AND BEYOND

The inability to restrain a pit bull is one of its most dangerous features.

YouTube is rich with video documentation of pit bulls scaling fences and climbing trees.
DogsBite.org has provided just one. The video depicts a pit bull easily climbing a 6-foot fence that

appears to surround a school yard:

The Art of a Pit Bull Scaling a 6-Foot Fence ‘
http://www.dogsbite.or2/b10g/2008/08/art-of—pit-bull-scaling-6—foot-fence.htrrﬂ

It is common knowledge that pit bulls are difficult to restrain. BadRap, one of the recipients of
Michael Vick's dogs, displays a photo of a pit bull climbing a 6-foot fence on their web page with
the titling, "Pit bulls are classic escape artists!"

BadRap: Pit Bulls Are Classic Escape Artists
http://www.badrap.org/rescue/strav.cfm

Colleen Lynn
Founder & President
DogsBite.org

[DogsBite.org is a national dog bite victims' group dedicated to reducing serious dog attacks. Our
website contains a wide collection of data to help policymakers and citizens learn about dangerous
dogs. Our research focuses on pit bull type dogs. Due to selective breeding practices that emphasize
aggression and tenacity, this class of dogs niegatively impacts comimunities themost.]
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Jmt, mdt, 4200 Slagelse
Telefon: 60704152

26 AlS, 2009 info@hundenstarv.dk

www.hundenstarv.dk

Slaﬁéiée den 21. august 2009

Til Justitsministeren
Partiemes dyrevelfserdsordfarere
Partiernes retsordfarere S\({ 3 S

Emne: Debatten om "kamphunde”

Keere Folketingspolitiker

Hen over sommeren har debatten om de sékaldte "kamphunde” raset. Foreningen Hundens Tarv
mener, at denne debat har udviklet sig til en skinger og userigs raben, i stedet for en serigs debat
om, hvordan vi kommer disse uprovokerede overfald til livs.

| det seneste nummer af Hundens Tarv's medlemsblad er problemet belyst med udgangspunkt i;
Fakta om hundeadfaerd. Hvorfor nogle hunde udvikler sig til "draeberhunde”. Arsagemne til det er
blevet sa stort problem. Og ikke mindst hvad der bar geres, for reelt at lzse problemet.

Der skal ikke herske tvivl om, at Hundens Tarv mener problemet er reeit, og SKAL loses. Men
lzsningen er IKKE raceforbud eller masseaflivning af ikke stambogsforte hvalpe, som det har
vaeret foreslaet Det svarer fil at igse problemet med fodboldvold, ved at forbyde fodbold. Den type
forslag rammer serigst interesserede mennesker, hvad enten det er fodbold eller hunde, der
interesserer dem. Men volden flyttes blot et andet sted hen.

Vi tillader os at vedlaegge et eksemplar af bladet, og haber du vil tage dig tid til at laese lederen, og
mere vigtigt, Karsten Malmstrems artikel: ” Kamphundeproblematikken lever videre...”. Karsten
Malmstrem er hundekonsulent, og har arbejdet med hundeadfzerd i mere end 30 ar.

Yderligere oplysninger om foreningen Hundens Tarv fas pa hiemmesiden (www.hundenstarv.dk),
eller ved henvendelse til foreningen.

Med venlig hilsen

Cifistian M. Birkemark )
Formand for bestyrelsen

Justitsminister! ‘
yroveimasanos. 2009 NR.sv3s o0
Akt.nr. /

Bank: Sydbank Konto nr. 0570 0001605283 CVR: 31655285
Hunden er menneskets bedste ven. Foreningens vision er at mennesket skal vaere hundens bedste ven.



s

‘310q
-suensury) vd swayniod 111 jpussuay
PaysajopI®es 1 1o Jurp[auw AASpIS JUU([
2103 SIS IpRISp | I 3[]e ‘gs30 Jal sou
-As 191 UaqedspunSes [0 19RA] Iey
3s[ je ‘sop[Ays Jutupjoy uiy ‘puny
-spids 9y us 3Jyqwau 19 13 '1q10]
SI®A 1B PIA I3 ‘aLeAsap ‘Iafoopuny
wos pn umu JIeu ‘Ie gg-07 wo 1s3i|
-pi1 19 pnqio} 1030u je jwmel add=zu
IoAlq ud 2193 e ployspuny 3239
W paw Ul Jey urupjoy UIljA] :[AIA}

1 21®A [eys uadul Je 10 0 “9spIs 1L -

"Jape[q 1 9pUl [oX1Ie SUIJSIeY 1 WO
2IawW 9s@[ [ ueY Jop gS30 USA] "pPnqioj
1o NUPUa XYl areq 12 uSBUIUSET AP
slpuiy S0 weq apiqueys So opunt
590] I [eNS 9pUNY SPIIA,, SISO
TVIS 1owd[qoid e ‘Ise] g[S so pe]
j19p 12 931 I1ap ‘aul|

USP Je 9pUd UdpUR UID I “JA{ "Uaul]
Je apus uspue usp 1 19331] yow[qoid
jB ‘1A wWos Idudw SurudIojade[iA(
ysue(] es3o Jopumsay YojFe} Say
o ‘wenswely udisiey uny apy1 Saf
Isuawl uaqgeyspunydes pawl §QO ‘uss
-sa1dsuonesuas I0J walj ‘uagedspuny
-3es [ anA] piAys sSued ua 10} So
‘JOpR[q 1 3pUI JOUWD WO [dYIIe SWALS
-WRA UQ)SIBY 2S®![ [B)S [ SouUAs Jof
"A[3s 815 1 p10

-AJ 12 19A9[q 19 USISEU USP BP ‘UIDEI
10] Uas[aMoNIo) 198niq a1 Fal off1a
paw 13 19 19
-LI9]  2Aysploj
-Jelg  uedUdWY
Jopue  jpue|q

/-llclll,ll'll.\\

u ud31 **uadl

IaA0 pn g3 Jipjuspourio] jap [eys Sued
suud(] ‘Surupjoy usp 10 NAnpn JaA13
Jey IoWWS[paW SAI0A Je 9[30ou B30
"pPnqioj 1Au 39 10} 1o ‘nu 381 uaSumu
-W2ISAY[0} 1B ‘WO JAIA} UdSul 15 Ia(]
"9SSAIQJUISPIILI] SAIop JB

19 19Y[0JP[OqpPO} WOS ‘IAPI[EY SI0A
Je oS18ueyje es 281] 19 1A Jo "a1a(o9p
-uny so I0J aYS [IA 19p I I9[[ay S
-9pues Iaqey Fof ‘punjuies saI0A 1 sy
-B]S SUap[oqpojJ Jopuni3 ‘s [1a Suple
I9[[9Y 19p e ‘ardyuered uey Saf 30
"Sin{sewrel j3 9pA| [1A 19p 18 ‘a1sjueIed
uey 39[ 'pjoqpoj 9pAqIO} 18 PoA ‘p[oA
-p1oqpoj} paw jows[qold 19s9] 1A 18 ‘[
9puUN[uAZou I2IBAS J9(] ‘USP WO I
souAs 3ol uspy 193IIA UspolaW ‘[OANN
‘punyaeid

Ud pus 2uL)s ‘opuny apjoy je Ipe|
-[11 19 2193u| I €S Jop IpIO} “Jouw
-91qoad 31s@] S 1A Jey ISpIS [I °.puny
-dwey suapu,, |1 19[){IAPN 19 UIPHWI]
-[oul 1 gs woOS ‘9pAqlo} je 1308l JIpue
s]3ou apury BS 1o uey Ig 9[Jou 2133
-1[1opA W) gs30 ‘wIAp 1A 19pAQIO} S
" punydwey suapn,, nu gsyje 19 30 ‘9
-paigpn J9A9[q 12981 AIPUE 19 UIPIS “Id
SHI9 L [Ing-1ld "8[q peqlo} au1d, 06 Je
uas[opuA3aq 114 ep ‘Sue3 up wop 1pnq
-10] apaa[[e Jiwau Jey 1A UL U
-opunyduwey pAqio,,, :9I®A BS 9[[nys
“1opundsuds 9)jop s1d[j2 3af siay ‘os
-[alegn urpy - puspunydurey pAgio,,
JuUdSUIUWI)S JOPPO] 4Py QUIIY
-niod 30 "do Suruwlsey[o} 91°l,,
uop joysid o ‘ouropisio] Ip[AJ 18n
) Iey uassaidsuonesuag -3asel uo)
-1eqap JIey uarowwos S0 33IgI0} IO

rewaxIg W Uensuy) e

**)pnqroy spunydwey]

2 A e g s

¥

"UAPIS P1} SIg J9 10J 2SOWIS]@ SOY uapuny jpuej uey uspis 3o safey
13012A Jey 50 ‘Ig { 10 1gnpy “feys] el [nof uo)siry Je 1931A010] PnUIs
19A9]q 19 I9P ‘LN JOLLID ], [9SSTY NOB[ SUUBWAN 95V :9p3[[IqopIsio,]

91 assewopuny 13p IeA gs 30
€1 ¢ uopunyaIfiwe;f je uruei],
m 159} 30 Juru®e) - AR SUOPUNE
¥ ""QI9PTIA JOAJ]

uopewajqoidopunyduwey]
€ PIO SUSPUBLLIO]

-Ploypuj

R j1sA[as®| pon) 'assaw
.ou_._:s ‘3o mc_cguvzﬁ;u_:Em._ “‘apunydwey
12p. Japjd N .,wE._ Bl xEn_ EuE SE_ :oE

- ; uaumgo ua, ﬁﬂ mua
E_._ ﬁ ..:.._uquo._ wo :u.;E& :E@: 12 a1
39p. 2119, *ppa4q B 5 2pfay '} g 1Rapps
=2q.:42.39p2|11q SIAY LW APISIO) U [1) 13ssed
19p g8 fuays3qauuny ayo 8al 1A ‘uapuny

Woupn __..E@..;umon 4219 “SIAH 124p8q
.._oa_n_ BE. .Evu___a E ‘wo uvun daf 1A J0pR(q

o

.Em PP Wos
bwnu... ﬁusa :: #E um:._n % 212AS 1adaw
12 u_u uaw “I9p3[|1q. Jpudwiid uajdal 1 Ja 12

| -1 tas0 'pd @) 10 193 RULIO)SqEYS
-vcm_ _oms Jﬁmxmu» 12~ Jued asuuap uny
ui__ 1 uuﬁ wo ._umB_uoE moq 19pa|j1q 3P 10

; _ £A0DAAH
s ra1a81pn
3] ch& #u&wz.ﬁo._ m__uEEE mvwo cnv_ﬂo.“
12 a8 uey 1.
-ugq msm: Bﬂ__ u_m:v_& uv uey ﬂm wo Japajq
o_vw__._os P -1y 8o HAY = 124949] URWI 38} JOH

uﬁw IeA uu_u mo .n_o _._uv_m._o.._ Jes, 281y Jey Sar
HBPawEu 6: mo ﬁﬂm um 13 9o ) 494 3DDIS mua

uum_gﬂ:vu_n B1J th

'6007°60°S 1 -avid
ALSTN TLL DF'T
-aNI JOd ANI'TAvVAQ

Jp’Ateisuapuny@)[- urunusyy
‘ UOSUd[ Funud] g
NP AIRISUSPUNYD)Q UBTISLIYO
Jreuwrodng ‘N uensuys

P’ AlRISUSPUNY@)IoPR[qSW[pawW
UQS[AIN 9HO(]

:3[eApnpelg

uosueH qf
USS[AIN IPI9H
:10jueajddng

apSo,] rumeg
TUII[PIUISIS[aIA)SIY

Np Alejsuopuny@){-ayyaidew-ouue
uosudf YL IB-ouUY
WI[PIWISIS[IIA)SAY

p* Ale)suspuny @)y ep!
wnney epJ

EREINN Y|

NP Alejsuapuny@)3-eurn
uossyeisno) eul],
PUBULIOJIS®BN

3P AIRISUIPUNYD)q UBHSLIYD
MIewoNIrg ‘A Uensuy)
JpUBULIO]

RGN ERINLEY: |




10 Iopeysue ap 1) ‘Soids 30 aoyaq
‘pigjpe sudpuny wos SFUIUAISAO]
[9ABS 1} qeyspuay dpus3Fe[punid 19
oAeY 16Q J[[V 11q [I} HONIGY }9 paut
poj 31| gd "puny 9pjoY Je |1 12U 1
U 7€ “I9SIA WOS WOIdIp 13 SAISAYID
[EYS UBW Je ‘WI0 ABDY )9 S3IZJpul [eys
I3[ -opod n opuny swsAjdwey-apyt
o3uew swwoy gs3o [1a Feysio} e
‘puny uo JIs 9JJeSUB 1B S10TIA[SUBA
15ue| so108 jop [ENS Ipw 10p I0]

s

*SO[0] Sa19p opal [exs awdnIjod
‘194 dojau 1ap Id ‘opuef asSIp 1 Aipe[[n
12 1aoerepunyduwey ep So ‘ronded ap
-9YS[e}H0} pawl sarauodull dUOPUE[ISE
vy opuny oSuepy "opuny Je ud)
-10duur 1 s1aSuispues 12381 warqoid

ofipuada 19 BIOOS WOS  [9AES
ysnouad — puniddeq jpudn Ud ey
[eHoA0 HOIS [ opuny yspewd(qord
9p 1® ‘I9SIA WOS ‘INSUSUI e[y 19 19
Ia(] ‘MU 19 J9p pud “ylewue( 1 dpuny
2l@Jpul Je 2IdI®AS JSuR] @A [BYS
19 “Iesumiopue] 19A0 pay3ia3eraq
oy uap wo 197821 s, NH gd do 131yery
jowurens gy je Ia paydinu ofpai]

"10fa1pioy
epey So do 3s@|q 1o udpnews[qold
-opunydwey Je ‘I0] JIeAsue 210)s 9P
uaSou wo JIey SUWIISIABPIO[QE], "apuny
wo JS[AYy wos }d3ou 9plA Je UIpn

¢

punyaxsnu So punydurey wos yAnpn
5811q Je pow pnqlioj Igj 19pejqensiy
g0 1g ey ivsiewmol je sIpI[gs
‘ed AImdpunul usssaidsuoljesuas
9AI3 (3{susi[eaIn 1[9Y) 1A [€YS IsB|UI(

“apuny[aysnu
g0 -dwey Je ua3durjappul
1 9[fo3 3e 8IS ISI1A IBY IoUEL SpaUUEPPN
pow I128UlUaI0] A[9§ "9)SdUD
uap gso you 19 jap uaw ‘Fesiy jarely
nu [upur ley uardxog -opunyduiey
wos salouyap Iagey apailq 30 1shiq
1pa1q pawl Iadel dFueur je ‘IAIGJpIW
Q11®ASIp wWOS ‘I98ulIasi[eI1ouds
arzmndod 10 }Anpn 1o 19 uaeu
assiq A'w punypeysnw,, ‘ puny
-dwey, wos jAnpn o[e 19jjeysje
oARY 1A [EYS 1SoWWRl 30 1518y

"I9ANRUId)[R
[Pp uo smE} Is Iag (gS uew
[B3S PBAY USJN '19pals dIpue sag3e|
SNY0J 18q BSIV "ISS[SaNAU 2IRA 18 JIS
151A — dwa ysuojsly wouudd — Iey
‘IpoeIopUNY WIS powr pnglo} 17

*91U9AIO] 18q 919310q
opadmalaqawiua)s  Wos  ‘I9JeInsal
ap [ ploy10j 1 S0 Jappisaq suranijod
wos ‘1ofuiuue] op S0 Iss[duUUEpPpPN
ap [0 PIoydo} 1 ijaqeidasoen 3[el0} F0
suipueyoquoidwis ua ‘Guruseaddey

us jpoyud oysued Io 1a8e[sI0]
WIANIWO« U2 10] 193B[SI0JA0]
areppie 151ipAeam o ey Saf A
‘Jouonesiueg10assatajul 30 y[0y3e} Je
[em 32 soy 1a9pgrwo gd UIPIA 2JUdY 1B
J0J paySiynuw rey ap e 30 ‘91F[eAIY[0]
10 a1ovnijod saloa je ‘Je Suimdeneq
1 80 -opuny WO USPIA SpuUISueUl
10] YAnpn 1o 2I®A BW 133L[SI0JA0T]

"181s a193ue|
gd pojge uddou 1012A P IOp Iey
7 YIS sues[aiedipusyaq [ pjoyusy
1 ‘1661 m do wos newsjqoxd
sunwes uop Sudeleu Iey 1a 10Ay ‘ep
1 9§ 1A Uey 19 ‘1§ d[Jou uny sparea
w001 usy “Iooel suisAjdurey SuiDfwio
o1 AB3 [66] ®BY USS[R18FIpuaeg

(SPTeNAU SIS IS1A
1Ry 19p ‘1661 1unl "9 je uds[eied
-Jpuadeq wWoOS pnqloj DwWwes
powr A0[ Au U9 SoU@Ipn IOLIOAH 'y

{AO] 9PUAIISISHD
apao[e us axuzjpn je gd a3uad
S0 pn seSnuq 19p [BYS IOLIOAH ¢

(Jos121081puayaq 30 0]
oudo sa1af vyt aroyuyod | 1952 T

{B1S10]
18 JI®AS BS 19 WOS ‘19p 19 peAH |

:owraynijod 231eds 1e
1 Saf soisuy ‘opunys3ur[[uspn 19 19]
-jeiswry apajae ysuep So ‘opunydwey
vd 193 1eqop susSep eq |, Upput
apuny ajuamU Bp oAy ‘4a3ui
-spdoy 40f a3y 4opjw3 [ YIS 1 19p
-pnqo,,, 17 NS 1§ sussiaiedipuadaq
1o juessaIaul Sieg ‘eso] So U],
ng nid owwderopuny Je jeipdo
3o ploy peqio} uasjaIedipuadag yery
1 USAO[SUWIEAJIAD [I 9s[a1838)puaxeq
us 21pgll (661 tunl "9 udQ@

v ..%1. - — “,.pr

2

“181s a1a3uz] gd 1S[oY
wos ja80u aIpue [1A P! IdeIapuny

9SSIA pow Ppnqioj 19 I10JI0AY
‘ed pnq o[fou oa1d 8ol 1A oynIE
suuap [ (9P 1A Iog 1owsjqoxd
osSIp o[[e s8] [lA 195e[SI0JA0]
S0 oy Ioowr  ysnewd[qoid, op
Ieyq 1oTin) oSuepy ‘usfoAloy 1 Apngio}
of 19 op ‘fou gu *rropuny 9AIS
-s0193e ‘10081 SAlSSeW ‘dpunyeysnu
‘opunydwey je ploy powr pnqioj
wo Fe[siojao] Swau 19 1B MYwo
10]5 — NYWO Paull J3[BA 19 USPID[SIAQ

6007 fel ‘WensW{e UsISIEY] J8 J9ANS

=3 JAPIA JIAJ UMD pewd[qordopunyduwed]



" LOLp P80F UOPPL eafm~
s sty LT
Lo 9 RAONES RS
asUap Wadief SUBH £
 admpdp /A WS

YppRIAq 9

WRIAQ NI

431pusapsu apudduia} ipnures 19 32(
-asjo[@)sieAsuE 30 JId3ulupjoy s1afo
-opuny 3JP}Ud wWIP 30 12qeYSuUIsd
$3J®I JO[d Sspuny )Nud udp

vd s019sM{0J I9P 1€ ‘IFIPUSAPSU 3P 19
‘sasg] [eys 1owalqold SIAH " uapnewt
-sjqoidopunydurey,, d 191 Sesn  19s
aloyuijod wos Sunryjojaq duawife usp
eaes e 98198eeq o sty 19 1_d

sAjdurey
10y jPmyye o jusweradwio) jopue
jpuelg "Sun 2FUBW JOUILIAISI] AE BIA
wWos “10uaS BS)[® — S[ELISJEL YSNIULT
spiatpur 30 1 S1s IopAuy adAjouan)
"opUsaspn SPIAIpUL 2 ES)[B — IS UeY
1A “op 1o odAjouey So ‘usrdojorq 103
USPUI SOPUSAUE SUIRGRI5og adKyoudd
Jo adAjoumy 2uI2qa139q 1 qeYSPUSY

2%

S

1ey wnwiun jo wos a1aniod
SOIOA B ‘opudigdjele XA BW 1R

{19103 je uaypeudjqoad
-opunydwey 3Jo opunydwey
pow Jeg 3}djul WoSs ‘punypigd
8o -8®AY U0 19 U2II[IaMNOY
-opuny] Je SuLesLI0ogarey paw Suelwo
oS1pjeywo] suassaid je ayaiaed
S1s 1ope| owaynijod SIAY “ysi8en
10 19p USW JOIIIAIOJ I9AI[q SUN{[0Jq
ouswie uap SIAY ‘11 9F1s je 3950U
ol 1o Ia( ‘owuI 9JSI1BY 1 IpIId[e
sagniq , punyaysnu,, 30 punyduey,,

ouraqaiSog -wioyulog gd a81d

U5 PoqUIENS WIOS ‘QI[I3MNPOY 0) pawt
uoposida SOUARU UQJJLD{SIOA0 Iapun
Jo1ur] 211 “yleurue( ! spunyduey wo
$}0q-, BI{EJ,, Ud Sopuly [o¥Ie SWuIes
[ "paywnp appaIip 30 swsindod wo
o[e} JOAE 10] Bp UBW UEY ‘9PoLI0Y 19

R

swogusAjdo SIAH “opunyduey wo

addni3spfoqre SUSFULIDZAI BYJ USUOLS
_-npjuoy_gd auoa Pyl [ia nredayjod

.

ysue Jwes 1edoyjo,] NSHSIEOS
stiizjeyowapledos  opunydurey
pow sjespul dpusgdwo sowaynjod
wo os®| §of uey siAe A[ENO[ UP |

i i - T

"ST30] 1 989w 19 WOoS
‘prjpedwey Uop Ioj SUIESPNIO}
a)saSuLl USp 1jeY 2AEY Je SpuIs uagou

uopn ‘1o0ex o3iuey Jo spunydurey
wos soufajaq Is0el IFI[[ISPE
1oAYy ‘Joddnu8 1 j[oppul ouepuny
10A1q  ‘os[opulido  SI90BI  93UI
op wo uapia gd [a3uew je punig3deq
gd ‘loq®ey opaiq 5o 15A1q  1peIq
1o pow aIpue ofuewl F0 IS[IRMNOY
‘peiswy  ‘ounuadry oo pouw
opis wo apis 1g3 Jop[ng ys[e8uy
1oAY proyspunydwey, 19p121do
10p 10 19pals ISSIA {1aIeAS jopury Ieq
uoBur usw ‘19FUI[appUl dAE] JB 130510]
1By IoqqnpysSuru®e) QJPUIIOUE A[IS

(SaAIfge s opunydurey,, spuasdnu
o [e¥s ‘Ig Ajoy [ do 1 19A3]
puny ud ep 30 ‘yye 19 joud[qoid e(q

;apuny 331[[9%s10J 9P J& USS[I[SPT
a8ej010] I N

sofadpn WOAH

Jpunydurey ud gs uap

10 ‘[asieA USpn I1aquue 19X0q U3 SIAH
jpunydurey us gs uap 10 ‘puny Alssewl
us wos Saugaleq uey puny ud SIAH
Jpunyjaysnu

Y

[puIsS1

uo o[ punydwey us By puny
1015A1QPaIq US UBLl ISU[NS UBPIOAH

Jpunyjaysnut us el
punydwey ud uew JOUPYS UEPIOAH
¢epuny

-dwrey Io I10Surpue[q/Iodel N|IAH
:yeny| 1 1opa2n pngloj

10 UOpUI SOIBASAQ BW SIASIPUIAPOU
wos ‘[gwsdieds - owaynifod M

pds opuagye} 3af 1ey a10plapuy

# Jw.‘

"

‘81s Iopuyyaq
uolo(> 10AY ‘usuUl] Je OpUd USpUE
uop 1 $95@] [BYS 19p — Iodel WIS
Je ploy pow pngioj 33 paul 354
o1 Jowra]qold [eys 10J19( gd 10puy
pus jouaSIUIUSHISN] PEAY  QuIIEs
uop 91®@A |IA Ud( Pel3adI[ uspuny Id
“MBJPUI IOAT[Q I9P AO] USNJIAY JOSUE()

*do331]
-JU3S@®A SO]3®S UIAO[OpUNY IPRIPIAC
1e 10] JWes J2191s1321 50 J93IRW puny
uis 9A®y je P 10§ "usS[oLIeISOPoq
12 ‘ol®Aa ouuny pund 21wWd4

“Jopau gd aseqerep Ud I SO[WES Juuny
1e8utusA[dQ  “19qeys[essIuLD|IsIo]
So ospniyseg seuald ‘10)s13219p
-uny Ysue( ‘IoUONESIUESI0ISSIAIUL
/198 UIUAIOJINSSAIP WU 3P [aqlewres
1o wouusd oys uey 1owdshs Je
USUONENSIUIWPY "USpUNY WOS IAPAOT



IeA 9139y Ioay
vd 19p oAy ‘19[30y

uspuny Wos ‘peuIasgp paw [gyspew
ud 301908[d 1BA Slaapriy Suluyens
W (] U9 I9A0 plepul 2AB[ IS
1oued 1oAY ‘[eyspew 1qI0j pleypuj -

‘uaJalgjapuny
Je uoneyoaoid, 1 Iopaypinyadeds
Ied 19 3ejpur I1ea uspnsa(
AIIRDIUL, SUSI010] 30 PaySIpA] ‘1010
30 puny wd[owW JIP[OYIO} IPIISI)
USp S ‘USWIWES JONDS AJ[q UIISI]

(as[aap-fou) surwmpuey -
(*Aso uaui|

Je pn 3is opjia ‘1oppigpos opuy)
duruse[worqord/uaszeu  3niq/80s -
(nupus
paw Pt 1o dis — [e9289] a8unq
30 oway uey uopuny je) poddy -
(18es1opun So peIaq 9A1q B
paA 841 1o uspuny je) Suusipugy -
preypuy -
SYoug -
(J9¥sauusW dpauwIaly ‘1ay1q ‘30)
'$¥2°3 Sun adijjoys10j pawr Jrjoro]
I9A11qQ uspuny 1) Suruenslipy -
axsouuow gd as[I -
(1opa3s of[ewss

" Je oBessed poa ysuyeird — Sues

Iapun uardigjopuny Feq wo IAPYAI
opuewwoy ed [eys uopuny) Seg -
doysmig -
A=q -
ns -
(speyd) Suuejoury -
PEuoy -

:19S[9AG 9pUaF L] JouBjWO
Iey 32IgI0) 1 1oy WouuadS! joIeA Iey
a1a1g3opuny 30 opuny jourweidolg

"‘uagep
gd puny us powr addo 1ea Ajas gsSo
I9p ‘Iopod 9judg Je130j0] je wLof 1
apuaplisyig MsApioN So uspueuno}
Je 3@saq opaey 1A Surupojue uay[iAY
1391891, 9p A9]q tunf /7 uap Sepio]
Jo1g10] 1 Joy 3Jued 1 pjoy ¢ yey
Iey 30 ‘uejs ey 1poS jowrwioy 19 1A

"Buruel(y 1 Sutuenspuny
9HE)S JB 1) I[[MYS AIR] SUSpUNY je
‘IA 9)[e1I0] J9pe[q JB Jowwnu 2)SPIS |

UIS[AIN 3H0( IV

1591 80 Suru®en — AIR], SUSPUNE]

LOLO LEOP 42

‘I 19A9] QIpue
IA WOS ‘paySI[odIIA UIP [1) }2INQR) UD
30 1owways gd umdel ey 10 1op 13ug|
I0AY “1p0O3 S I2104SN[1 19D 10} ‘800T
1 suzasiAe 1 3s@[ Iey 3of ‘a1spaq 1ap Je
1030U 19 IBAS SIOS®[ QuUUS(] 'PuBA 30
sy 210 gd 93ep 1 1 uorsuadspuny
19[S —~ 9S[99810] Ud 1912 — udpuny
wo “jo1ewsdigds 1an3jodieyo|
SQIOA J[[1IS J& PIW JB IPaNNn|s UIasE|
loAy ‘Ad1qIas®| 319 1 uaraynijod
9poleAs I1as®[ yspsuowny - ud

USW J0I0UIJIP SISULIRU I ISIA IBA
ugjjens ‘sejjens ajnys ‘qaidue [ yi8
Iap opuny je )opue JpuB[q JUIW UEY
30 ‘uoyynews|qoidapunydwey wo
SiAe 9[e)o] uap I pundspy 10 gd Sis
po3pn (9[|VJOUABU UIWI I3 SLIBASIP
wos) Ioyuljodieyo] uyg :IowWwWas
gd ungel 1 pe S1s a1xeq uey Joypjniod
Ud 1319qe] I0AY ‘IOIANSN[I SOUAS
3af wos uow ‘1affeop 1 IoysSNY OI
2112AS3p Jaf wos Ju0ISIy Ud ISpIs I,

"opuny aysnewa[qod apuaz
-9IpaA IauonyLysal 10) punds3uedpn
9IEBA [BYS USPIA QUUd( WS
oyuaisaq gd 193urjpuey 9jw9lsaq
a1ejpn Je 10J jalounuerdord yspousd
I uspuny ‘19qexsudada awmalseq paul
S3p@} puny 19Ayud ep ‘1eas gd Ses10]
30 IapUIASpIEJpUI 2IpUE }]9Y WO SO
QI2[UIOUOY IA [BYS ‘SIS@] [BYS , apuny
-dwey,, Suwpjwo jowoqoid SIAY

*2103 1 dweyopuny paul Jey joiul
Iop ‘opuny spaiq Iey wos ‘a1afoopuny
swwel suuny [lA 19p 30 Sunmpjlia
gueanoy poaw  SurpueyoquioidwiAs
Ud 9I®A [IA Fe[SI0JAO] o[[dmNe 19(]
‘(9d£joua3) jae je puniSSeq ed 1ey
uap Iaqeysusda ay[iay So ‘Sis 1a193do
uospuny uepioAy usw ‘(adKjou))
pn Ias puny ud uepioAy ‘1 pjund
-sgue3pn 198e) oI USUOISSOYSID B



Page 1 of 1

Michelle Argir

Fra: Maria Commerou
Sendt: 13. oktober 2009 09:51
Til: . Michelle Argir

Emne: VS: INTERRA

Vedhaeftede filer: 001.jpg

Til evt. videre foranstaltning i forbindelse med hundeudvalget...

Fra: Dorthe Jakobsen [mailto:info@deestaff.dk]
Sendt: 13. oktober 2009 09:49

Til: Maria Commerou

Emne: VS: INTERRA

Dear Maria

Vier medlemmer, dette er et VIGTIGT DUKOMENT, TIL HUNDE UDVALGET
Mvh

Dorthe jakobsen

Fra: w.bergerhausen [mailto:w.bergerhausen@orange.fr]
Sendt: 13. oktober 2009 05:53

Til: Dorthe Jakobsen

Emne: INTERRA

Is danmark member of the INTERRA?
There wrote on my request to our government too!

Wolf

Information from ESET NOD32 Antivirus, version of virus signature database 4501
(20091012)
The message was checked by ESET NOD32 Antivirus.

http://www.eset.com
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F ~ 73007 PARIS

Mr. Lo Promier Ministre,
dear Sir,

on bekalf of INTERRA, the Association of Terrierciubs of 14 Europsan sountries, we send
the foﬁmt&wﬁm@ concerning the French Adpugerous Dog’ Legislation;

there are onfy #ingerous dogs as ds D

Only theas dangerous individuals, ¥ sch can babund in ned

especially their keepers who ususli¥iBave catind the ds "

should be wbjsce of appropriate legl bans, :

As far a3.Kep3 10 combat dangerous dogs and their keepers ars concamed, the member

Gountries of INTERRA strongly support every appropriate messure, and it is expected that
Hhese.nidsures wil be consecs cutly. exsosted by Simthories

Like el other dog breeds, the Byll T past of our cultural heritage that

ought 10 be protected and to be kept to come.

L

A3 far as the legal steps congidered by the Frsmi:mmwazmd the mombers of
INTERRA want 0 poind out that — dus 1o g §00d charecter « the Staffordsbize Byl Terrier is
ever called , The clildren’s nurseman’ in the USA,

The disastrous maﬁgx of the German ,Dangerous Dog* Legisiation should be 2 deterrent to
broceed a3 miended,

s, EAEIR g S & A

R o AR

| Monique vas Brempt
INTERRA President
Address: Pavilioendreef 28
B~ 2970 &' Gravenwazel

R gH Y

S o

s .k mw a4 e s o tg st h ;“ép“‘ﬁéé&"xi&g'



Page 1 of 1

Maj-Britt Haastrup

Fra: Maria Commerou

Sendt: 8. oktober 2009 09:23

Til: £JOURDyrevelfaerdskontoret (951s35)
Emne: VS: retsudvalget

Fra: Dorthe Jakobsen [mailto:info@deestaff.dk]
Sendt: 6. oktober 2009 14:47

Til: Maria Commerou

Emne: retsudvalget

Til Retsudvalget

Jeg er som kennelejer saerdeles bekymret, da jeg over de senere ar, har brugt op mod 400.000 p3 at
importere godt og kvalificeret avlsmateriale. Jeg har brugt flere ar pa at fa mit flotte avlsprogram, til de
resultater jeg har i dag. Allerede for 2010, har jeg 37 skrevet op til hvalp, og jeg vil derfor gerne spgrge
retsudvalget om hvem der, hvis der mod bedrevidende, skulle komme et forbud mod den engelske
nationalrace Staffordshire Bull Terrier, skal betale og daekke mine tabte indtaegter?

For mig at se, virker det helt hen i vejret, at man pataenker at forbyde enkelte hunde i en gruppe, hvor der er
opstillet 42 godkendte racer? Vidste udvalget i gvrigt, at Dalmatineren har vaeret brugt som kamphund? Og
sddan er tilfeeldet med mange andre racer, men min egen er desvarre udstyret med det forkerte navn, da
den har Bull som mellemnavn. Jeg teenker ogsa pa de mange andre kenneler, som har FCl godkendte hunde,
som vil havne i en slem situation, hvis man pataenker at gennemfare et forbud.

Jeg haber ligeledes, at udvalget kan oplyse om et specifikt raceforbud ogsa gzlder internationalt godkendte
udstillinger, da Dansk Kennel Klub naeste &r, skal vaere vaert for Verdensudstillingen 2010 i Herning? Den
engelsk Staffordshire Bull Terrier skal have sit egen udstilling i forbindelsen med Verdensudstillingen, hvor
der forventes en deltagelse pa omkring 300 af racen fra hele Europa, hvor vi normalt herhjemme er omkring
65 til en normal udstilling, Vil et eventuelt forbud ogsa geelde hunde, som opholder sig kortvarigt i landet, vil
jeg da gerne papege, at ikke kun Dansk Kennel Klub vil skades p& gkonomien, men ogs& den i forvejen
skrantende turisme vil lide voldsomt, da mange hundeejere bade fra Norden og store dele af Europa i gvrigt,
holder ferie her i landet med deres hunde.

leg haber pd snarligt svar, da jeg star for at skulle parre en af mine taever, og endvidere har planlagt parring i
december samt marts og april naeste ar.

Med venlig hilsen
Dorthe jakobsen

faYe R NaNNa VAYaVaY
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Maj-Britt Haastrup

Fra: Maria Commerou

Sendt: 8. oktober 2009 09:32

Til: - £JOURDyrevelfzerdskontoret (951s35)
Emne: VS: France - 2nd category

Vedhaeftede filer: 001 Jpg

Fra: Dorthe Jakobsen [mailto:info@deestaff.dk]
Sendt: 7. oktober 2009 09:11

Til: Maria Commerou

Emne: VS: France - 2nd category

Hej Marie

Her er 2nd kategori for farlige hunde i Frankrig. Til hundeudvaiget
Mvh

Dorthe Jakobsen

Fra: w.bergerhausen [mailto:w.bergerhausen@orange.fr]
Sendt: 6. oktober 2009 20:54

Til: Dorthe Jakobsen

Emne: France - 2nd category

Votre message est prét a étre envoyé avec les fichiers ou liens joints suivants :
001
Message de sécurité

Information from ESET NOD32 Antivirus, version of virus signature database 4485
(20091006)

The message was checked by ESET NOD32 Antivirus.

http://www.eset.com

08-10-2009



Les chiens de la 2° catégorie
> Chiens de garde et de défense

American Staffordshire Terrier

Rottweiler

mumwnas é% nm‘e.s,. -=s o
m&u 150 @‘d’m&ﬁ

Obligations

# Tatouage dé | amm@k

@vmmnaw&:abq%(mma : mmmm als
mrage)dmméemmsé’amﬁ - prowent it {aparenancs
Sunction ; 458 £ ‘ e race répenonde Ne pes:
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Page 1 of 1

Maj-Britt Haastrup

Fra: Maria Commerou

Sendt: 8. oktober 2009 09:32

Tik: £JOURDyrevelfeerdskontoret (951s35)
Emne: VS: forbud

Fra: Dorthe Jakobsen [mailto:info@deestaff.dk]
Sendt: 7. oktober 2009 09:17

Til: Maria Commerou

Emne: forbud

Keere Marie

Bedes sendes til hunde udvalget

Undskyld alle mine mails, men som du kan se er det mig meget magtpéliggende at pavise at det er forkert
med alle disse forbud.

Mvh

Dorthe jakobsen

Countries like France currently consider that this efficient reponse necessarily includes
restrictions (or banning) of certain breeds of dogs, that are considered "dangerous".

Through information and communication, this site aims to show that such "dangerous
dogs" laws are:

- Scientifically unfounded

- Unefficient

- Unfair and partial,

and that the solution to the dog bites/agression problem is elsewhere.

Our wish is therefore to demonstrate that "tried and tested" alternative solutions exist to
avoid penalizing certain dog breeds and their owners.

To help put forward this educationnal and informative approach, this groupment brings
together a number of dog specialists (breeders, trainers, veterinary surgeons,
behaviourists etc...), who know the situation and are aware of the necessity to presenta

common position so that we can, in time, eliminate every notion of racial categorization.

Josh 84 -

Mb%
(4C)




Page 1 of 1

Maj-Britt Haastrup

Fra: Maria Commerou

Sendt: 8. oktober 2009 09:32

Til: . £JOURDyrevelfzerdskontoret (951s35)
Emne: VS: France - category 1

Vedhaeftede filer: 001.jpg

Fra: Dorthe Jakobsen [mailto:info@deestaff.dk]
Sendt: 7. oktober 2009 09:10

Til: Maria Commerou

Emne: VS: France - category 1

Hej Marie

Her er kategori nr. 1 af forbudte hunde i Frankrig eller med restriktioner
Til hunde udvalget

Mvh

Dorthe Jakobsen

Fra: w.bergerhausen [mailto:w.bergerhausen@orange.fr]
Sendt: 6. oktober 2009 20:49

Til: Dorthe Jakobsen

Emne: France - category 1

Votre message est prét a étre envoyé avec les fichiers ou liens joints suivants :
001 ‘
Message de sécurité

Information from ESET NOD32 Antivirus, version of virus signature database 4485
(20091006)

The message was checked by ESET NOD32 Antivirus.

http://www.eset.com

N _10.7°nNAa



Les chiens de la 1" catégorie
LS S

Lo Caedd

Pitbull Boerbull

Interdictions # Tatouage de lanimal
# L'acquisition, 2 cession # Vaccination antirabique (conire

{gratuite ou ondreuse), I3 rage) datant de moins d'un an,

Fimpartation, lrroduction sur e Senction : 439 & d'omesde

tertoare miétroptlitain, dans leg ; sl

dépanements ¢Outre-mer et # Assurance responsabiling civle

Saint-Plers-et-Miquelon, spécifique

Sumetion : & mais de peivon o 8000 £ Saction ; 435 £ domende

& Declaration on Maits

4 taccéds aux liewx publics, aux vt “Reéglementation™}

transports &n commun, sux RN ST e

) % : ¢ Satnitlon ; 738 € obiveds

lecaux ouverts au public Le | gﬁg

statinement dans les parties # Présentation du récépissé de

cormeriunes des immethles dédaration

; 7 A 3o bl '
crffectifs est égagea“em profube e .
Senctian : 150 € Famends - ! )
& Les chigns doivent toujours Stre
Obligations prormenés muselés et tenus en
taisse par une personne majeune

# Stérilisation définitive pour fes Sanctinn | 150 & d'amende

males et les femedles, par voig
chigrgicale uniquement of de
mariére irdversible,

Sanction - § mois O prisen ol O €
& amrendy



Page 1 of 3

Maj-Britt Haastrup

Fra: Maria Commerou
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Emne: Vedrgrende den kommende aendring af hundeloven, grundet kamp- og muskelhunde

Til Retsudvalget og Justitsministeren

Staffordshire Bull Terrier er kendt i mange lande som The Nannydog, og er en meget yndet
familiehund i mange lande verden over. Det fremgdr tydeligt af det vedlagte Europakort, som
illustrerer, at Staffordshire Bull Terrier IKKE er forbudt nogen steder. Dog er der i enkelte
delstater i Tyskland, restriktioner pa racen, men i alle disse lande, lever Staff'en som en elsket
del af familien. Racen i 1935 blev anerkendt af den Engelske kennelklub - den fgrste af racen
fandt til Danmark i 1959, og i den tid som er gdet, har racen ikke haft plads i det grimme
statistikker. De gange der har stdet Staffordshire Bull Terrier i en trykt avis eller netavis, har
det veeret grundet journalisten, som ikke har haft styr pa sin racekendskab, og billederne i de
samme medier, fremstar sjzldent i overensstemmelse med sandheden.

Derfor kan det heller ikke accepteres, at man sidestiller Staffordshire Bull Terriers, med
gruppen af Pit Bull og andre tvivlsomme racer, da det er uhyre FA eksemplarer af racen, som er
uden stamtavler. Det er jo den vaesentligste forskel - ophavet kan spores, og man kan finde
frem til opdreettere og hunde i linerne - det er naesten umuligt med bl.a. Pit Bulls og hunde
generelt uden stamtavler! Vi mener derfor heller ikke, at racen kan sidestilles i en sddan grad,
at der skal nedsattes sarregler og restriktioner, da der siden racens anerkendelse, har veeret
udfert at stort tidskraevende og dybt serigst avlsarbejde, som har gjort Staffordshire Bull
Terrieren til den hengivne familiehund, den er kendt som i dag. Det er uacceptabelt, at man
henkaster racenavne i en gruppe, og ikke undersgger deres ophav, men kun vurderer dem pa
navn.

I forhold til de opstillede serregler som er fremkommet fra Dansk Kennel Klub, har vi
betankeligheder ved opsattelse af en sluseldge? Det er noget nar ufremkommeligt for
redningspersonel, hvis de skal passere en sluseldge, hvor ldgerne i sagens natur skal sikre at
der ikke er direkte gennemgang til en matrikel. Vi er ydermere beteenkelige ved, at man vil
patvinge visse hunde over en vaegtgranse pd 15kg at beere mundkurv. Mundkurven er
beregnet som en ngdlgsning for hunde med adfeerdsmaessige forhold som ggr, at de ikke evner
normal adfzrd, eller er til fare for dem selv eller deres omgivelser. Mundkurvetvang uden
egentlig berettigelse, anses for absolut ungdvendigt for vores race, set i lyset af at man gennem
de senere &r har gennemfgrt mentaltest pa netop Staffordshire Bull Terriers, med fantastiske
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resultater.

Staffordshire Bull Terrier udggr en stor del af de hunde, som skal bedgmmes pd DKK
udstillinger efter fastsatte racestandarder, angivet af FCIL. Der er altid ro i omradet, hvor
hundene venter pé deres tur til bedgmmelse. Det hgrer til blandt sjeldenhederne, at der er uro
blandt hundene, som tager det fantastisk, selv nar de skal sta tet i udstillingsringen. Et sted
hvor hunde ellers udszttes for stressfaktor af en kaliber, hvor mange andre hunde bukker
psykisk under, og lader sig overtage af deres naturlige drifter - dette oplever vi yderst sjeldent
med Staffordshire Bull Terriers.

Bade ejere og opdrattere af Staffordshire Bull Terriers, kender deres hunde og racen generelt,
som ekstrem keerlige og tro mod deres omgivelser. En Staff kender som sadan ikke forskel pd
mennesker, og ser alle som en mulighed for kel og klap uden forbehold. Selv som helt sma
hvalpe, kan den harmoniske Staff, tage det med ro og slikke et barn meget nznsomt pa hovedet
eller hzenderne i hengivenhed, sd det virker meget uovervejet, at racen er pategnet i kategorien
”Farlige hunde”.

Der bgr ses pa gvrige muligheder, som retsudvalget kan kommentere og argumentere overfor
Justitsministeren omkring:

1. Stamtavle tvang pd kamp- og muskelhunde racer - Ved at indfgre dette, vil de
stambogs fgrende organisationer have kontrollen og overblikket over, hvor mange
eksemplarer som befinder sig i landet. Listen over hunde pa en sadan tvangsliste,
kan nemt udvides. Hunde som ikke har papirerne i orden skal tvangs neutraliseres,
s& de ikke indgar i avl og spreder deres gener.

2. Scannere til politiet, s de hurtigt kan afggre, om en given hund er registreret i
Danske Hunderegister. Er hunden ikke det, fgres hund og ejer til nzermeste dyrlaege,
som chipper, registrerer og neutraliserer hunden, si den ikke kan indgd i avl.
Regningen skal hundefgrer betale, s& man ikke kan paberabe sig, at det eren anden
som ejer hunden, for at undga patale og krav. '

3. Chip ID kort til ALLE hunde, farveinddelt efter optagelse i kennelklubberne, ogsa
geldende for blandingshunde, som ogsa kan tildeles egen farve. Denne
foranstaltning kan nemt handteres af Dansk hunderegister, som i forvejen besidder
databaserne over registrerede hunde, og med en stramning til opdreetterne, kan
ALLE hunde registreres inden de er 8uger. Sammenholdt med scannere til politiet,
kan det nemt pavises, om en hund er som anfgrt pa et kort, da scanneren vil finde
chippen - derved ingen bedrageri med kortene. ‘

4. Heftige bgder. Den bedste og eneste méade at ramme de personer, som har udset
farlige hunde som en levevej, er pé deres gkonomi.

Indfgrsel af stamtavletvang pa diverse racer, kan uden tvivl vaere et stort skridt pd vejen frem
mod sikre hundeejere. Det er noget som kan indfgres ganske nemt og hurtigt. Ved at tvinge
stamtavlerne pa visse racer, kan man eksempelvis give politiet konkrete og/eller yderligere
befgjelser til at fierne de hunde, som ikke har papirerne i orden. Dernzst vil det give langt
bedre muligheder, for at holde kontrol med, hvor mange hunde der rent faktisk findes. Det er
der reelt ingen ide om, som det foregar i dag, for selvom det er et krav, at hunde skal
registreres i Dansk Hunderegister, er det langt fra alle som er det. Og det kan ikke komme bag
pa nogen, at en hund som er kbt fra bagagerummet af en bil pd en rasteplads, sikkert ikke er i
handerne pa en kompetent person, 0g derfor heller ikke er registreret - det kan blive en
realitet, ved at give stgrre befgjelser som kan fjerne og aflive eller omplacere hunden, inden
den udggre en reel risiko.
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Den overvejende grund til, at vi kan se forbud som en panisk ngdlgsning, er alle de hunde som
vil finde vej til de danske gader, ved at forbyde de racer, som flere og flere forsgger at avle til
bedre familiehunde. Der findes eksempelvis allerede ulve hybrider i Danmark, og disse er langt
farligere end de utilpassede hunde, som alt for unge mennesker far lov til at gd med pa
gaderne. For folk som vitterlig gnsker nogle givne racer, vil de forsgge at avle med andre racer,
og registrere dem som blandinger. Derfor hjzlper det ikke at stoppe hundene - deter
menneskerne med den syge tankegang som skal stoppes.

Med venlig hilsen

Dorthe Jacobsen - opdreetter af Staffordshire Bull Terriers / Kennel DeeStaff

Lotte Michelsen - mentalbeskriver af Staffordshire Bull Terriers / underviser i Projekt Barn
og Hund under DKK / Kennel Enodden

Bettina Frederiksen - opdrztter af Staffordshire Bull Terriers / Kennel Wenk Staff
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Netherlands REMOVE thelr ban on Pit Bulls

category: Legal and Legrslatron :

by Tara, ‘

On Monday the 9th of June Gerda Verburg the Dutch Minister of Agriculture lifted the ban on Prt Bulls in
the Netherlands. The taw had been in place for 15 years. The main reason for the lift was because it was
found to be ineffective. : '
Now existing laws will be enforced.. These mclude makmg sure dogs are on lead and the promotron of
education programs. There is also aplan for a temperament evaluatron process for dogs displaying any
aggressive tendencies.

“RAD exempted purebred dogs that were regrstered in Holland, such as the Amerrcan Staffordshire Terrier
and the Staffordshire Bull Terrier. The policy was apphed to non-registered dogs on the basis of their
appearance as being of the “pit bull type”. These characteristics included a powerful build, a square
head, a pointed tail and a short coat. Genuine pit bulls (American Pit Bull Terriers) are not recognized as a
real breed in Holland, and therefore they could not be regrstered as purebred" says International Friends,
Best Friends Network. : ‘ 355
Rottweilers were added to the law in 2000 and this breed will also be removed

Sadly however many innocent dogs have died since this law was introduced in 1993. Dog were not assessed
before being euthanised. The criteria for destroying the dog was simply based on how the dog looked.

This is of course the problem with BSL or Breed Specific Legislation. It simply does nothing to protect
human or dog and leads to the destruction of innocent dogs based on breed or appearance while the
breeding of fighting dogs or aggresswe dogs goes underground. Not. forgettmg the heartbreak caused to
many dog owners who had to allow their loyal pets be destroyed. 2y , ,

The Netherlands have excellent, structured animal welfare laws and offer considerable help and :
assistance to many animal welfare organisations in other EU countries offering homes to many stray and
unwanted dogs. This law was not in line with their other ammal welfare laws and it'is best that is has now
been scrapped.

We support the Netherlands demsron to get rid of this law and hope that other EU countries will follow
suit and realise that BSL {Breed Specific Legislation) does not work. We need education and the promotion
of responsible ownership. Punish the deed not the breed. ~

Kilde: http://dogtrainingireland.ie/bIog/2008/08/03/netherlands-remove-their—ban-on-pit-buIls/



BEST BREEDS F

By Sarah Whitehead and Dr John Bradshaw

Recently, reseachers at Squthampton University’s Anthrozoology Institute

published a canine character guide, which ranked breeds by certain traits,

such as aggression, reactivity and so on. Drawing on their findings, we asked

the Institute Director, Dr John Bradshaw, and behavioural expert, Sarah

Whitehead to offer readers some general advice on what kind of dog to
choose for a child, and then to gvé us ten suitable breeds. :

hoosing a dog can be a Anthrozoology Institute at the University differences in behaviour as well, although
bewildering business; it is of Southampton recently carried out 2 these are much less fixed than physical
particularly important to get the  survey of veterinarians and other dog characteristics such as the type of coat.  ©
decision right when choosing a behaviour cxperts, comparing the way This is because puppies learn a lot of ;:
first dog tor a child or teenager. that each of the most popular breeds their behaviour from their mother, their ;

Should it be a pedigree dog ora  tends to behave. It is taken for granted littermates, other dogs they come across, 4
crosshreed, 2 dog or 2 bitch, a puppy ora that the appearance of a dog is largely and, of course, their owners. Yet many of - &
slightly older dog which has determined by its genes - no-onc the kinds of dog availabie today were
already reccived some : expects to mate 2 Labrador with 2 originally bred for their tendencics to &
training? Don't forget m—— . Labrador and get a litter of behave in different ways - Collies for
that good Chihuahuas! herding sheep, Terriers and Hounds for
breeding, It is easier to hunting, Retrievers, Pointers and Spanicls
socialization and ignore the for finding and retricving game. This does :

fact that not mean that these breeds automatically -
there are  behave in a particular way, rather that it 3
breed is easier to bring out particular types of

training are just
as, if not more

important,

than what the behaviour, either deliberately or .

breed looks 1 accidentally.
§likc orits ; , =

possile breed | THE IMPORTANCE OF THE TW0 ‘T'S B
§ characteristics. ‘ ) i
s To help with The two most important characterisies
& choosing the for a child’s dog are probably ease of

training, and the ability to tolerate the
sometimes unpredictable behaviour of
other children. In the survey, no major
differences emerged between any of the
most popular breeds in the ease with
which they could be taught to obey
simple commands, such as the recall. For
basic training, it is the technique used
that makes the difference, not the breed
of the dog. However, the survey did find
that female dogs are thought to be
slightly easier to train than males.
Another of the
questions asked in
the survey was
i. how likely cach
breed was 10
snap at a child
that provoked it.
It is obviously
important that a

8 breed and sex
g of the dog. the
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chiid should have a dog that will not
react aggressively when a less dog-wise
friend accidentally upsets it.

There are two basic kinds of dog which
may have a tendency to snap at children.
The first are the guarding breeds,
specifically bred to defend what they see
as their own ‘family’ (which may include
other dogs as well as people) against
intruders. Some members of these breeds
may be inclined to threaten people that
they don't know well, particularly if they
are on their home territory, and also if
they behave in an unexpected way. The
commonest of these breeds are the
Rottweiler, the Dobermann and the
German Shepherd. Parents should think
very carefully before allowing a child to
own any of these, although some German
Shepherds can be docile.

The second kind of breed to avoid is
those that tend to be very reactive, so
that they over-react when confronted
with a situation they don't understand.
Most of the Terriers come iato this
category, as do many of the Toy breeds.
Both these types of dog are relatively
small in size, and might for this reason be
thought suitable for children, but their
temperament really should rule them out.
A few other breeds with a reputation for
snappiness should also be mentioned; the
Corgi, Cocker Spaniel and Border Collie
are all unsuitable as children’s dogs,
unless selected and trained by an expert.

It is also rather risky to choose a
crossbreed or mongrel for this purpose.
These are usually cheaper and easier to
come by than pedigree dogs; the animal
shelters are full of uawanted dogs of
uncertain parentage, and many can be
very appeialing to children. However, even
first crosses, where both parents are of a
defined breed, do not necessarily behave
in a way which is somewhere between
the two parents, and it is ¢ven more
difficult to predict the temperament of
mongrels whose history is unknown.

The breeds with the most suitable
ternperament for children tend to be
small- or medium-sized, and are docile,
placid and even-tempered - often referred
10 as ‘bomb-proof™! These include many of
the Retrievers, Pointers and Seuters that
are renowned as good, all-round family
dogs. Among the Spanicls, the Cavalier
King Charles and the English Springer
* can make a good choice.The Greyhound
and the Whippet tend to be quiet around
the housc, although both were bred to
run and need nlenrv of exercise Of the

Terriers, the Staffordshire Bull Terrier is
the breed rated best with children;
despite their superficial similarity to the
Pit Bull Terrier, Staffies can make
excellent family pets.

Finally. the decision whether t0 go for a
dog or a bitch? The survey found that
bitches tend to be better with children
than males, but this tendency is reduced
if the male dog has been castrated.
Bitches are inclined to have ‘mood .
swings' when they are in season, 5o it is
advisable to have any children’s dog
neutered. If this is done, the sex of the
dog is probably a less important factor
than its breed.

THE SOCIALIZATION FACTOR

Overall, there is no such thing as a
‘perfect’ dog, let alone one that is
specifically perfect with children. Breed
specific behaviour is greatly influenced,
both exacerbated and diminished. by
environmental factors - where the puppy
was born, what the parents were like and
how much socialization it has had before
being collected by its new owners.

This makes meeting the mother, and
the, father too if possible, absolutely
essential. Puppies do need to be born and
raised in a domestic environment - they
need to have been exposed to all the
kinds of things which they will have to
cope with later on - and this includes
children! Of course, socialization does
not stop when you pick up your npew
puppy.This is then your chance to get it
out and about to meet as many children
as possible, nat just your own, and to
have pleasant interactions with them,
before the age of 12 wecks.

Of course. there are always two sides to
the equation. One side is the dog - the
other - the children themselves! Taking on
a dog. no matter what breed, age or
characteristics, is very much like taking
on another child. Do you really have the
time, financial resources and space to
take on such a2 commitment? Do you
really want a dog for the right reasons?
Arc the kids ready to take their share of
the responsibility, or are they too young.
too busy or too involved with homework
{or members of the opposite sex) to care
once the novelty has worn off?

Take some time to think about the
decision. Visit friends who have dogs and
discuss both the advantages and :
disadvantages with them. Find your local
APDT (Association of Per Nag Trainers)

A youngster’s relationship with thelr
first dog Is one of the most important
stages in their developing respect for
animol life.

member, and have a chat with them too.
Magy of them run a ‘test drive a dog
scheme’ whereby prospective puppy
owners can go and meer a puppy of the
breed at puppy class before buying.
Finally. if there are any elements about
mixing dogs and kids about which you
are unsure, take a deep breath and
rethink. For the sake of a few days
reconsideration. a goldfish may save you a
great deal of time, expense and sanity!

TEN BREEDS
FOR CHILDREN

Cavalier King Charles Spaniel

Photos left and above: Sally Anne Thampson

A big personality in 2 small frame,
Cavaliers are generally kind and loving
little dogs. They relate well to gentle
children, and are still keen to go for long
country romps with the more boisterous
ones.

Cavaliers do need more coat care than
averioe whirh mav nir same families off
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Like so many of the pure breeds, they
also suffer from hereditary diseases -
heart complaints and epilepsy to name
but two. It is essentiai that a puppy is
chosen from parents which have
undergone rigorous testing for such
defects - and even then there are no
guarantees.

Of cheerful disposition, Cavalicrs make
the perfect starting point of dog
ownership for many families - it's a shame
that so many people are put off by the
small size and lack of macho image!

Labrador Retriever

Think of the ad man's dream, and think of
the Labrador. Black, yellow or chocolate
(brown), Labs are¢ presented as the
ultimate in ‘wash and wear’ family pet. It
is true that they are a ‘go-anywhere’ kind
of dog - but vou may need to take them
there twice - the second time to
apologize!

Good socialization and training is
needed to teach these dogs to control
their natural enthusiasm for life, and to
greet people and children at ground level
- not chest height. Most are excellent
with children, regirding them as the
perfect food dispensing machines, which
builds the bond if nothing else! However,
Labradors do need firm but gentle
control if they are not to lead the kids
into bad habits and over-excitability.

Theyv slobber, love mud and chew
" vigorously as puppies and adolescents.
An active family, totally committed to
exercise and training is required to reap
the full reward of these lovely dogs.

Once known as being the perfect family
pet, Golden Retrievers are currently
experiencing something of an image
crisis. While the vast majority are placid,
outgoing and cheerful, although a little
stubborn, a small but potent minority
have tarnished the good reputation of the
breed.

Possessive aggression, general
moodiness and an unwillingness to be
handled are amongst the behavioural
problems presented all too commonly to
behaviour counsellors across the country.
Sadty, the very popularity of the breed
has probably been their downfall, leaving
unsuspecting prospective puppy buyers
vulnerable to buying puppies from puppy
farms or outlets where temperament is
less important than financial gain.

Bought from a reliable source, or from
a pet home where the temperaments of
bath mother and father are known to be
100 per cent reliable, a sound Goldie can
be the most affable, adorable and good
natured pet any family could wish for.
Early socialization is essential with this. as
with any breed, and sensible carly contact
with lots of other dogs is particularly
important for males.

Don't forget that Golden Retrievers are
working dogs - they nced lots of outdoor,
off-lead exercise, even when it's raining.
Like most Gundogs, Goldies love to
retrieve, and adore water. They also shed
lots of beautiful golden hair, all over your
best suit and the carpet. This is definitely
not a breed for the house-proud!

English Setter

Elegant and sweet-natured, Serters are
generally overiooked when considering

may be because their long silky coats
require regular maintenance. or simply -
because they have not been pushed into °
public consciousness by the ad man.The
combination has meant that, up to now,
they have also been largely overlooked
by the puppv farmers and indiscriminate
breeders, which in turn means that the
breed’s temperament has been mostly
unscathed. =
English Setters are biddable, gentle and }. 3
affectionate. However, they can also be a
bit scatty and nced lots of gentle training. :

No dog should ever be teased by =
children, but Setters are particularly 8 i<

sensitive.

Staffordshire Bull Terrier

Happy, outgoing and with a wicked sense
of humour, Staffics are one of the clowns =
of the dog world. Well bred, well ‘
socialized and sensibly integrated into a
family with some common-sense ground
rules, Staffies really can represent a
bomb-proof dog with kids. In fact, their
sense of humour may mean it's more like
taking on an extra child than simply
buying a dog.

Staffies are usually tolerant to the point
of martyrdom with children, which
means that the kids are the ones that
need to be trained how 1o handle the
dog, not the other way around. However,
they are not alwavs known for the same
friendly behaviour with other dogs - and
this means that walking one always
requires adult supervision.

? Being a Terrier, some will also become
2 over-excited on hearing squealing

4 sounds, and may decide that fast

> movements and high-pitched noises need

to be dealt with in Terrier-type fashion.



English Springer Spanel

Photo: Marc Henrie, ASC

Spaniels in general are always appealing.
The Cocker could once be relied upon to
provide safe family companionship, but
sadly. the survey indicated this is no
longer the case. Springers are, as the
name suggests, springy! They are full of
energy and enthusiasm. but this is
projected in a good natured way, really in
an attempt to be loved by all. They are
incredibly "busy” dogs who need both
mental and physical stimulation if they
are not to devise their own brand of
cntertainment - such as destroying the
furniture to pass the time when yvou are
out.

Springers are working Gundogs
through and through.They will repay
kind. fair and effective training one
hundred times over and build a
wonderful relationship with those that
take the time to channel their natural
instincts in appropriate ways, Older, more
responsible children may get the best out
of a Springer, but will need an
experienced adult to guide them.

Greyhound

Phota: Marc Hentie, ASC

Gentle and calm. most Greyhounds are
sensible vnough to traia a child in a short
space of time. However. they do not
appreciate being leapt upon. nor being
subjected to loud noises. They are usually
happy to take part in family activities, but
dn not object to being left at home for a

recr fne chAaet masiada aleloa

Photo: Suily Anne Thampson

Greyhounds are usually easy to walk -
rarely pulling on the lead. However, many
are unable to resist the sight of a fast
moving object heading into the distance,
and this makes them unsuitable in
households where rabbits or guinea pigs
are already pets, unless they have been
brought up with them from an early age.
Many will also chase cats outside the
home environment. and this means that
great care may be needed if exercising
them off-leash.

Boxer

If there was ever a breed that never
grows up, the Boxer is it! Great fun for a
family with a vast sense of humour, loads
of encrgy and furnishings they do not
care about. All dogs tend to reflect the
behaviour of those around them. If your
kids are unruly and rowdy. the dog will
be too. but Boxers take this behaviour
and magnify it ten times over before
reflecting it back.

Some adult male Boxers can be feisty
with other dogs, so lots of carly
socialization, as always, is required.
Equally. some early training - of both kids
and the puppy - is essential if the adult
members of the household wish to retain
their sanity.

Whippets

Whippets may be smaller than their
Greyhound cousins, but they are gentle,
affectionate and intelligent, making them
suitable as companions and training
partners for gentle and understanding
children. However, it is important to
point out that they will not appreciate
being man-handled, and may be
somewhat touch or sound-sensitive.

Basset Hounds

In the survey, Basset Hounds were also
considered to be good with children, as
they are non-reactive, generally placid in
nature and unlikely to be snappy.
However, they are not known for their
love of exercise, and like good periods of
uninterrupted sleep. Their sheer body
shape also makes them vulnerable to
being injured if a small child were to fall
on them, and this has to be a
consideration.

FURTHER
DETAILS

Association of Pet
Trainers (APDT).

Send -

‘hoto: R. Wilibie
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One-hundred-and-twelve small animal veterinarians and 56
dog care professionals were asked to rate the behavioural
characteristics of 49 breeds of dog, and to compare males and
females by means of a 13-point questionnaire. From their
replies, factor analysis was used to extract three underlying
traits, labelled aggressivity, reactivity and immaturity. On the
basis of these traits, eight groups of breeds were derived.
Membership of these groups did not correspond exactly with
any of the four existing breed classification systems (Mégnin,
the Fédération Cynologique International, ancient breeds and
Kennel Club of Great Britain), but significant differences
between Kennel Club groups were found on all three traits.
Male dogs were rated higher than females on both aggressivi-
ty and immaturity; the components of reactivity were also
rated higher in males, apart from the demand for affection
which was rated higher in females. Females were also consid-
ered easier to train than males.

THE information available to prospective purchasers of pure-bred
dogs can come from 2 variety of sources, including their past
experience of individual pets, and whatever breeders, trainers and
veterinarians can tell them about the typical characteristics of var-
ious breeds. It is reasonably easy to obtain accurate information
about physical characteristics, such as the size the dog will attain
when fully grown, and the amount of grooming it will require.
However, behavioural characteristics, which are usually an equal-
ly important factor in determining the success of the relationship
between a dog and its owner, are less easy (0 assess and compare
objectively, and as a result can be given too little emphasis when
choosing a breed. One reason is that the behavioural characteris-
tics of a breed vary considerably more than its appearance,
because the latter is closely controlled by the breed standard.

This variation in behaviour is a result of a complex interplay
between genetic variation and the social environments experi-
enced by individual dogs (McCune and others 1995). However,
the heritability of breed-specific behaviour was established at least
three decades ago, most notably in the Bar Harbor project directed
by Scott and Fuller (1965). Their pioneering work was not fol-
lowed up, probably because their methods were very time-
consuming. In over a decade of study they concentrated on five
breeds (basenji, beagle, American cocker spaniel, fox terrier and
Shetland sheepdog). A re-analysis of their data by Cauell and
Korth (1973) indicated nine distinct traits, some of which were
breed-specific. More recent studies have focused on the suitability
of various breeds for specific purposes, for example, guide dogs
(Goddard and Beilharz 1985), or on behaviourally interesting but
uncommon breeds, for example, Anatolian shepherd dogs,
(Coppinger and others 1987). As an alternative to the direct
recording of the behaviour of representative samples of dogs, the
combined experiences of people familiar with many breeds can be
used. Although no formal validation of this process has been pub-
lished for dogs, it has been shown that reliable descriptions of
individual differences between other domesticated animals can be
derived from ratings of ‘personality traits” made by people famil-
iar with the animals concerned (Manteca and Deag 1993).

J. W. S. Bradshaw, Ba, PnD, D. Goodwin, BSc, PiD. A. M. Lea, BSc,
S. L. Whitehead, BA, Anthrozoology Institute, School of Biological
Sciences, University of Southampton, Bassett Crescent East. Southampton
SO16 7PX

The study reported here was based on a survey of breed charac-
teristics conducted by Hart and Hart (1985) in the usa and made
widely available in both the UsA and the United Kingdom (Hart
and Hart 1988). It was considered that their study should be repli-
cated in Britain for two reasons: first, because some of the breeds
popular in the UK had not been considered, for example, the cava-
lier King Charles spaniel and Jack Russell terrier, and secondly,
because the considerable reproductive isolation between popula-
tions of nominally identical breeds in the UK and USA may have
led to behaviourally distinct populations.

Materials and methods

The survey was carried out by postal questionnaire. In total,
168 questionnaires were completed by 56 veterinarians from north
east England, 56 veterinarians from southern England and 56 non-
veterinarians from the UK. The latter group included behaviour
counsellors, dog trainers and animal charity officers.
Questionnaires returned with more than one question unanswered
were ignored and a duplicate was sent out to another respondent
from the same group. The breeds were selected from the 50 com-
monest breeds in the UK, as determined from a household audit
supplied by the Waltham Centre for Pet Nutrition. They included
two breeds not recognised by the Kennel Club of Great Britain
(KCGB) at the time of the survey, the Jack Russell and the lurcher
(greyhound-cross). The latter was excluded as being too heteroge-
neous, leaving 49 breeds. These breeds were divided into groups
of seven per respondent, using a balanced incomplete block
design (Cochran and Cox 1957) which was repeated three times to
produce 24 sets of rankings for each breed. ‘

The questionnaire contained 13 questions, identical apart from
necessary changes in wording to the questions used by Hart and
Hart (1985) in their telephone survey, which covered the following
traits; excitability, watchdog behaviour, snapping at children, play-
fulness, aggression towards other dogs, general activity, obedience
training, excessive barking, dominance over the owner, destructive-
ness, demand for affection, ease of housetraining and territorial
defence. The respondents were asked to rank the seven breeds from
the lowest to the highest level of expression of each behaviour (tied
ranks were permitted), and also to state whether males or females
of the breeds were more likely to exhibit that behaviour.

The breed rankings were converted to scores (scales -1-35 to0
+1-35: Fisher and Yates 1963) before analysis by a two-factor
(breed and class of respondent) analysis of variance, principal fac-
tor analysis with varimax rotation (sas 1985), and cluster analysis
(spss/pC 1992).

Results

With one exception, there were no significant differences
between the three groups of respondents, and their results were
pooled for analysis. The differences between the behaviour of the
sexes were all significant (P< 0-01, except for playfulness P< 0-05:
Fig 1). Females were rated higher for obedience training, and for
being more demanding of affection and more house trainable.
Males were rated slightly higher on playfulness, and considerably
higher on all the other criteria. Destructiveness was the only ques-
tion for which the groups of respondents differed: eight behaviour
experts, but only one veterinarian, rated females more destructive
than males, such that the experts results taken alone, were not
significant at P<0-JQ, although they still agreed in the general
direction of males Being more destructive than females.
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FIG 1: Gender analysis of the 13 behavioural traits. OBED Obedience
training, AFFEC Demand for affection, HSTR Ease of housetraining,
PLAY Playfulness, GENACT General activity, DESTR Destructiveness,
SNAPCH Snapping at children, EXCIT Excitability, EXCESBK
Excessive barking, WTCHDG Watchdog behaviour, TERDEF
Territorial defence, DOMOWN Dominance over owner, AGGDOG
Aggression towards other dogs

All the questions produced significant separations between the
breeds by analysis of variance (P<0-0001) except obedience train-
ing, P=0-23, which was excluded from further analysis. The
remaining 12 questions were combined by principal factor analy-
sis with varimax rotation, yielding four factors which were inter-
pretable in terms of the original questions (Table 1). Factor 1,
labelled aggressivity, accounted for 39-7 per cent of the variance
and was associated with territorial defence, dominance over the
owner, watchdog behaviour, and aggression towards other dogs.
Factor 2, labelled reactivity, accounted for 25-2 per cent of the
variance and was associated with excessive barking, excitability
and demand for affection; snapping at children was equally
weighted on both factors 1 and 2. Factor 3, labelled immaturity,
accounted for 23-0 per cent of the variance and was largely associ-
ated with playfulness, destructiveness and general activity (the
last characteristic was also loaded on factor 2). Factor 4 accounted
for 9-5 per cent of the variance and was largely associated with
ease of housetraining; it did not separate the breeds as reliably as
did factor 3 (ease of housetraining and obedience training) in the
survey of Hart and Hart (1985). Factors 1 to 3 accounted for 88
per cent of the total variance, and the groupings of the UK breeds
were therefore based on the first three factors only.

The distribution of the breeds with respect to each of these
three factors was approximately continuous, so that conventional
agglomerative hierarchical cluster analysis (Everitt 1993) failed to
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TABLE 1: Loadings for each of the 12° questions on the first four vari-
max-rotated principal factors. Figures In bold indicate the questions
used to derive labels for each factor

Question Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4
TERDEF 0-9686 0.0840 0-1283 0-0762
DOMOWN 0-9108 0.1670 0-1719 -0-0484
WTCHDG 0-8870 0-2008 0-2778 01117
AGGDOG 0-8732 -0-0909 0-2029 -0-0584
SNAPCH 0-6333 0-6003 -0-0430 0-2361
EXCESBK 0-2556 0-8436 0-1804 -0-2995
EXCIT 0-3368 0-8003 0-3527 -0-1993
AFFEC -0-2889 0.7650 0-1055 0-2499
PLAY 01194 0-2146 0-8843 0-3227
DESTR 0-2736 0-0152 0-8158 -0-0415
GENACT 0-1830 0-4065 0-7628 0-0357
HSTR 0-0487 -0-1261 0-1316 07743
Variance explained 4-1050 2.6090 2-3810 0-9783

*One question, on trainabiiity, was omitted from the factor analysis because
the analysis of variance between breeds was nor-significant

TERDEF Termitorial defence, DOMOWN Dominance over owner, WTCHDG
Watchdog behaviour, AGGDOG Aggression towards dogs, SNAPCH Snapping
at children, EXCESBK Excessive barking, EXCIT Excitability, AFFEC Demand
for affection, PLAY Playfuiness, DESTR Destructiveness, GENACT General
activity, HSTR Easa of housetraining

produce discrete groups. Eight hypothetical combinations of
behavioural characteristics (Table 2) were therefore generated to
produce initial cluster centres (Quick Cluster initial matrix itera-
tion 5 procedure in SPSS/PC 1992). These were chosen by in-
spection of the extreme scores on each factor, which revealed that
certain combinations were not represented by any breed; for
example, high aggressivity was not found in combination with
either low or high reactivity, and high immaturity was found
mainly in combination with average reactivity. Seven of the eight
cluster centres were chosen to match the extreme combinations of
characteristics on each factor that were close to those of actual
breeds (Table 2, groups A-G). The eighth cluster centre, the
combination of average scores on all three factors, was included
to produce a group of breeds with no extreme characteristics
(Table 2, group H). '

Existing breed classifications

Four existing classification systems were examined to see
whether their groupings might be behaviourally distinct. The first
of these was the system of Mégnin (Mégnin 1897 cited in Fiorone
1978), who classified the breeds of the day by separating them
into four broad morphological types, described as mollossoid
(heavy boned), lupoid (wolf type), braccoid (hound type) and
graioid (greyhounds). Since then many breeds have been modified
and new breeds have been developed, some of which are difficult
to classify absolutely because they show the characteristics of two

TABLE 2: The 49 breeds of dog, divided according to their similarity to the hypotheticai set of characteristics listed for each group®

Group Characteristics Breeds

A High aggressivity, average reactivity, low immaturity Rottweiler, German shepherd, dobermann, bull terrier

8 High aggressivity, average reactivity, high immaturity Jack Russell, corgi, cocker spaniel, West Highland terrier, Caim terrier, fox
terier, border coflie

C Average aggressivity, low reactivity, low immaturity British bulldog, chow, great dane, Airedale

D Average aggressivity, high reactivity, low immaturity Toy poodie, Yorkshire terrier, chihuahua, miniature poodie, papiflon, miniature
dachshund, pekingese, lhasa apso, pomeranian, shih tzu, standard dachshund

E Low aggressivity, average reactivity, high immaturity Engfish setter, Irish setter, English springer spaniel, golden retriever, daimatian,
labrador, boxer Iy

F Low aggressivily, low reactivity, low immaturity Greyhound Eaglistroe

G Low aggressivity, high reactivity, low immaturity ing s shanel, cavaller King Charles spaniel, Shel

H Average aggressivity, average reactivity, average immaturity Samoyed, standard poodie, rough collie, oid Ei miniature

schnauzer, border terrier, beagle, Staffordshire bull terrier, Scottish temier

* Within each group, the breeds are listed in order of similarity to that set of characteristics. The lagt-pne or two breeds listed in each group are its least typical

and tend towards inclusion in group H (average on all traits)
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TABLE 3: Comparison of the breed groupings in four existing classifi-
ceﬂonsystems,uslngmcbehavlowdfactorscoresasdeﬁnedbythis
study.Thabreedsrepresemedinmlssmdyweregroupedaccordingto
their classification by the four existing systems, and significant separa-
tions between the groups for each of the three behaviourai factors are
shawn (one-way analysis of variance and Duncan’s muitiple range test)

System Aggressivity Reactivity immaturity
Mégnin B<M=L M<t.=B NS
(3,47 0-00001T 0-01

cs Sz<Gd Gd<Sz/Tr NS

(8, 47) 0-0001 0-05

FCi EH<Gd Gd>Pt NS

(5. 43) 0-05 0-1

KCGB Wi/Tr>Oth Ty>0th Gu/Tr>UtHd/Ty
(6. 48) 0-00001 0-01 0-001

* Number of groups as defined by each classification system, followed by
number of breeds representing thase groups contained within tha survey

1 Probability of no significant difference between groups

8 Braccoid, M Mallossoid, L Lupoid, Sz Spitz, Gd Guard dog. Tr Terrier, EH
English hunting dog, Pt Pets. wk Working dog, oth Others, Ty Toy, Gu
Gundog, ut Utility, Hd Hound, ca Clutton-Brock, FCI Fédération Cynologique
Intemational, KCGB Kennet Club of Great Britain

or more groups. These breeds were, therefore, classified into sub-
groups by Fiorone (1978), recognising the contribution of the fun-
damental types to their emergence. Six of the breeds in this study
fell into two such subgroups. For the purpose of the analysis, in
accordance with the convention adopted by Fiorone, they were
grouped with the ancestral groups that were considered to have
contributed most to their formation, because very small groups
had to be excluded owing to statistical constraints. As the graioids
were represented by only two breeds in the survey, they were
omitted from the analysis.

The Clutton-Brock system is based on ancient functional link-
ages and yielded eight groups; gundogs, guard dogs, herding dogs,
spitz dogs, terriers, spaniels, hounds and toy dogs (Clutton-Brock
1588). The greyhounds were again omitted from the analysis
because they were represented by only two breeds.

The remaining systems were competition groupings, the
Fédération Cynologique International (FC1), and the KCGB. The
five FCI groups used were shepherd dogs, guard and work dogs,
terriers, English hunting dogs and pets. Dachshunds, small hounds
and greyhounds were under-represented and therefore omitted.
The KCGB groups were hounds, gundogs, terriers, utility, working
and toy dogs; only the Jack Russell was ungrouped.

In order to test whether these groupings were associated with
behavioural differences between the breeds, those breeds repre-
sented in the survey were grouped according to their classification
under each of the four systems. The average factor scores for each
group were then compared by using one-way analysis of variance
and Duncan’s multiple range test. The statistically significant dif-
ferences and the direction of the trends are shown in Table 3.

Discussion

All of the questions produced a significant separation between
the breeds except for obedience training. This result was markedly
different from the American study in which obedience training
constituted one of the three major factors accounting for the
majority of the variance in the 13 behavioural traits. This differ-
ence may be due to a different emphasis in the use of dogs in the
two countries; in the USA the working potential of some guarding
and watchdog breeds may be regarded as more important than in
the UK, where their role as companions may be more valued.
Apart from the reversed orders of factors | and 2, and 3 and 4 the
factors in this survey corresponded fairly closely to the four fac-
tors identified by Hart and Hart (1985) from the same set of ques-
tions. This was the expected result, since the factors extracted
depend on the questions asked, which were devised to cover the
information owners need when choosing a pet,

A comparison of the behaviour of the sexes produced signifi-
cant differences in all cases. with females being considered more
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demanding of affection, more housetrainable and generally more
trainable, and males scoring higher in the remaining 10 categories.
As a number of these other categories are associated with undesir-
able traits in a companion animal, such as dominance over the
owner, destructiveness and excessive barking, this difference
should be considered when choosing the sex of a pet. However,
when choosing the sex of a working guard dog the same factors
may act in the favour of male animals.

Although trainability was generally rated higher in females, it
did not separate the breeds. Questions contributing to the aggres-
sivity and immaturity factors were ranked consistently higher in
males than females. The components of reactivity were all more
prevalent in males, except for the demand for affection which was
more prominent in females. This possible subdivision of this trait
did not emerge in the breed differences.

The three factors may provide an indication of the possible reac-
tions of different breeds to a range of stimuli likely to be encoun-
tered in the home environment. For example, a breed with a high
score for aggressivity may prove a very good burglar deterrent. but
may also prevent welcome visitors from entering the home; and a
breed with a combination of average and high scores for reactivity
and immaturity may prove an excellent companion. but become dis-
tressed, and possibly destructive, if left alone for any length of time.

All of the clusters (Table 2) included breeds from more than
one conventional grouping, but many of the groups contained
breeds of similar build and in some cases similar size. Group A
contains three large breeds, plus one former fighting breed, the
bull terrier, which has bulldog (mastiff type) in its ancestry (the
bull terrier was the last to be added to the group and is also close
to groups C and H in behavioural characteristics). Group B con-
tains mainly small terriers, generally lower in aggressivity, higher
in reactivity and higher in immaturity than the large guarding dog
breeds in group A. The breeds in group C have diverse origins,
and may represent breeds that resemble each other through con-
vergent breeding. Group D contains toy dogs, poodles and
dachshunds, and group E medium-sized, playful, ‘family’ dogs.
Group F contains both of the greyhound types, and group G is
characterised by two closely-related breeds of oriental spaniel.
The final cluster, group H, consists of breeds exhibiting average
scores for all three factors, and is a rather motley collection with
similar behavioural characteristics, but diverse or gins.

It is possible that the groupings of some of the breeds may have
been influenced by published material, for example the popular
press, as well as by the direct experience of the respondents. Such
a bias could be eliminated by the direct "behavioural testing of
large numbers of individuals from each breed, but this is unlikely
to be practicable.

All four existing classification systems agreed closely with the
groupings of breeds according to aggressivity (P<0-05 to
0-00001), marginally with reactivity (P<0-1 to 0-01) and only the
KCGB agreed with the groupings according to immaturity
(P<0-001). It appears that aggressivily is the most significant dif-
ference between the behaviour of the functional groups, which is
not surprising when the different attributes of guard dogs and lap
dogs are considered. Behaviours contributing to reactivity and
immaturity have persisted to a smaller extent within the functional
groups. This suggests either that a greater variation in these traits
may be due to specific differences in the use of individual breeds
within the major groupings, or that the traits may have less influ-
ence on the breeds" ability to perform the defining function. It is
possible that there may be differences in the behaviour of the
same breeds between countries, because the classification system
most closely corresponding to the behavioural groupings of the
breeds in this study was that of the KCGB. rather than the French
FCI system. The Mégnin morphological groups appeared to corre-
late significantly with behaviour for the first two factors. suggest-
ing a possibly ancient link between behaviour and physical type.
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@ chiens de race
, &,dangc‘rcux

1 ddoit coe précisé que ce type de chien ne reldve pas des catcgories dnomint ¢s W
Paredte des Munistres de Plotérienr et de UAgricaliure of de b Péche du 2¥ qvril 1999, public o
Journal Officiel du 3 avril 1999,

| ¥ &mﬁfmm bull tsmw” km&m ;}m m i@
’ e viguenr, Le teste de cote riponse a &6 public
aioesd du 3 fovrier 2001,

ciwmg P 1pnl|calion du dr-ponnf .
Youroal O cnd :

B o'en We psas meins que, outre ane ressemblance ‘worphologique
types de chicny appartenant it i des catégories visées par Ia foi p° 995 é&i
Farrdsd pricid, i:a M'—a-: 1 de cetie e de chiens ext rbs proche
danimmux qui ¥y sont mwntionnés. Ceei expligue gue les agents fm’
manifester queliue hésitation,

Enfin, sagissant de la brochure & laquelle vous vous référer, aditde pour Iappllc mon
des textes relatifs aux chiens susceptibles détre dangereus. & vous iforme W ceblect ¢
depus plusieurs mois sccompagnde d'un crratym yus miroduit kit précision exposée

Jo vout prie de eroire. Monsieur fo Conseiller Munivipal. § Fassurance de mes
sentitsients fes naeitleurs,
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Question N° : 47948 de Mme Idrac Anne-M:_irle ( Union pour la démocratie frangaise- QE
Alliance - Yvelines )

Ministére interrogé :  [intérieur

Ministére attributaire : fagriculture et péche

Question publiée au JO le : 19/06/2000 page : 3642
Réponse publiée au JO le : 05/02/2001 page: 774
Date de changement d'attribution : 06/11/2000

Rubrique : animaux
Téte d'analyse : chiens
Analyse : races réputées dangereuses. loi n° 99-5 du 6 janvier 1999. application

Mme Anne-Marie Idrac attire 'attention de M. le ministre de l'intérieur sur
I'arrété du 27 avril 1999 relatif aux chiens dits « dangereux ». En effet, une
race de chien inconnue en France y semble inscrite a tort. Cette race, « le
Staffordshire Terrier », n'existe plus officiellement depuis 1972, date a
laquelle elle fut rebaptisée « Americain Staffordshire Terrier ». Ce chien

Texte de la (trés peu représenté en France mais extrémement populaire en Grande-
QUESTION : Bretagne et en Afrique du Sud) subit de plein fouet cette incohérence parce
que son nom « le Staffordshire Bull Terrier » ou « Bull Terrier du
Staffordshire » rappelle fortement celui inscrit dans l'arrété. De nombreux
propriétaires se font réguliérement interpeller a ce sujet par les forces de
l'ordre. Elle lui demande quelles mesures le Gouvernement compte prendre
[pour clarifier le dispositif.

La loi n° 99-5 du 6 janvier 1999 relative aux animaux dangereux et errants
et a la protection des animaux, dans son chapitre premier, renforce le
pouvoir des maires en matiere de prévention vis-a-vis des animaux
dangereux, €tablit un dispositif préventif et répressif a 1'égard de la
détention et de l'utilisation parfois déviante de certains types de chiens dits
potentiellement dangereux. Pour son application, 1'arrété du 27 avril 1999
établit la liste des types de chiens susceptibles d'étre dangereux. Selon la
gradation des mesures administratives li€es a leur détention, deux catégories
ont été fixées par cet arrété. Les chiens de premiere catégorie ne
comprennent pas de chiens de race mais font référence a des types

Texte de la morphologiques de certaines races, ces chiens étant produits & partir du
REPONSE : croisement de ces races. S'agissant de la liste des chiens de deuxieéme
catégorie, il a été nécessaire d'y faire figurer les races de chiens dont la
morphologie s'apparente a celle des chiens de premiére catégorie
communément appelé « pit-bulls » ou « boerbulls », notamment afin
d'éviter que la détention délinquante des chiens de races ne se substitue a
celle des chiens de premiére catégorie. La différence des mesures
d'application de la loi entre ces deux catégories réside dans le fait que les
chiens de premiere catégorie sont soumis a la stérilisation et a une
interdiction de circulation dans les lieux publics, et ceux de la deuxiéme
catégorie, qui répondent a une sélection et a un contrdle génétique et
comportemental strict, sous 'égide de la société canine, a une simple

Fom——— — S ——




déclaration en mairie et au port de la muselidre et de la laisse sur la voie
publique. En tout état de cause, la liste des chiens de deuxiéme catégorie,
qui ne comprend pas les chiens de race staffordshire bull terrier, a été
volontairement limitée afin d'assurer l'effectivité de la réponse donnée aux
problémes des chiens susceptibles d'étre dangereux. La race canine
staffordshire bull terrier, parfaitement distincte de I'american staffordshire

terrier et beaucoup plus petite, ne présente pas de dangerosité particuliére et

est effectivement ['une des races de compagnie les plus appréciées en

Grande-Bretagne. Cette race non impliquée dans les tres graves agressions

n'a pas de raison de figurer dans la deuxieme catégorie. Afin d'assurer

une bonne application de ce dispositif, les forces de l'ordre et les services de
contrdle ont regu une documentation illustrée présentant les différents types
de chiens. En outre, les sessions de formation de ces agents sont assurées au

UDF 11 REP_PUB lie-de-

niveau local.
_—-—“_——___——————_—_—__—__——_____——_“———_—___J
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Accueil particuliers > Loisirs > Animaux > Quelle est la liste des chiens susceptibles d'étre dangereux ?

OS DROITS ET DEMARCHES : Loisirs

€ Quelle est la liste des chiens susceptibles d'étre
dangereux ?

@ Code rural article L211-12

@ Arrété du 27 avril 1999 établissant
la liste des types de chiens
susceptibles d'étre dangereux

Les types de chiens susceptibles d'étre dangereux sont
répartis en deux catégories :

o lére catégorie : les chiens d'attaque
e 2e&me catégorie : les chiens de garde et de
défense

1- Les chiens d'attaque

Relevent de la 1ére catégorie les chiens non inscrits a
un livre généalogique reconnu par le ministére de
I'Agriculture et assimilables par leurs caractéristiques
morphologiques aux chiens de races :

o Staffordshire terrier et American Staffordshire
terrier (ces deux types de chiens sont
communément appelés "pit-bulls") ;

o Mastiff, communément appelés " boer-bulls ",

e Tosa.

2- Les chiens de garde et de défense

Relevent de la 2éme catégorie les chiens suivants,
inscrits au livre généalogique reconnu par le ministére
de 1'Agriculture :

« les chiens de race Staffordshire terrier ;
o les chiens de race American Staffordshire
terrier

Attention : la 2éme catégorie n'inclut pas les

Staffordshire Bull Terriers, race plus petite

et sans dangerosité avérée ;

o les chiens de race Rottweiler ;
« les chiens de race Tosa.

Relévent également de la seconde catégorie les chiens



ressemblant aux chiens de race Rottweiler, qui ne sont
pas inscrits & un livre généalogique reconnu par le
ministre de l'agriculture.

Bon A savoir : les éléments de reconnaissance des
chiens de la 1&re et de la 2eme catégorie ci-dessus
mentionnés figurent en annexe de l'arrété du 27 avril
1999.

@ Sachez que le détenteur d'un chien inscrit sur cette
liste doit remplir des conditions et accomplir des
formalités.

Voir aussi :

Quelle démarche doit effectuer le détenteur d'un chien
Qgjsceptible d'étre dangereux ?

Quelles conditions faut-il remplir pour détenir un chien
95‘.—l;sceptible d'étre dangereux ?

Quelle est la réglementation applicable aux chiens

ad'attaque exclusivement ?

© La Documentation frangaise, 01 Juin 2008 - Réf. : F1839

Tapez un ou plusieurs mots, ex. : contrat de travail
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Monsieur BERGERHAUSEN
# L Clos des Oliviers »

80 av. de Lattre de Taseugny

( 16400 CAN‘NES 5

Nous avons bien regu votre coustier qui & retenu toute notre attention. Cleat avee beaucous
retard que nows vous répondons et vous wﬁm&é& ien voulolr nous en exciiser.

Vm mwrm une come ée t’wésé&z Ministre de Fltérieur et du Mi istre &
i i,'&ﬁﬁw&&@< i

Tél, 01 43 38 54 01
B.P 125 - 75223 PARIS CEDEX 03




French Republic

Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries
Dept of Animal Health & Welfare

Animal Protection Office

Our ref : PSA/4-LB

Person dealing with this matter : Erick KEROURIO
Extension : 84.75 :

Letter to : Mr D B Levy
SBT KC Liaison Officer
etc

Subject : Inclusion of dogs of the Staffordshire Bull Terrier breed
Paris, 15 November 2000
Dear Sir

You drew the attention of the Prime Minister to the possible inclusion of dogs

of the Staffordshire Bull Terrier breed in the list of dogs covered by the
implementation of law no 99-5 dated 6 January 1999 relating to the ownership of
potentially dangerous dogs.

In France, the list of such dogs was determined by the decree dated 27 April
1999 which laid down two categories according to the scale of administrative
measures connected with ownership of such dogs.

Category 1 covers dogs which have structural and behavioural characteristics
which recent experience has shown requires the strict implementation of special
measures laid down by the legislative authority.

Category 1 does not include specific breeds of dog but refers to the similarity
of form and structure with certain breeds, these dogs being bred as a result of
crossing such breeds.

As regards the list of dogs in Category 2, it was necessary to include breeds of
dog of a form and structure which resembles that of dogs in Category 1 commonly
known as "pit-bulls” or "boerbulls", in particular in order to prevent the

illegal ownership of Category 1 dogs, as specified and restricted therein, being
replaced by ownership of breeds of dog of similar appearance.

The difference between the two categories in terms of implementation of the law
is that Category 1 dogs must be neutered and must not be taken into public
places and those in Category 2 - which comply with strict behavioural and
genetic tests under the auspices of the Central Canine Society - must be
registered at the town hall and must wear a muzzle and a lead in public.



In any case, the list of Category 2 dogs - which does not include the
Staffordshire Bull Terrier - was deliberately restricted in order to ensure the
effectiveness of the French governmental and legislative response to problems of
potentially dangerous dogs.

The government chose not to amalgamate pedigree dogs with accidental or
deliberate cross-breeds resulting in dogs which look like certain dogs of the
mastiff-type breeds. ‘

Law 99-5 dated 6 January 1999 contains a number of provisions in addition to
those relating to the maintenance of public safety in view of the growing animal
presence in our towns and is mainly concerned with regulating the trade in pet
animals in order to reduce and control breeding by feral dogs and cats in
France.

All these provisions should lead to pet owners taking greater responsibility
with regard to the community but also to the enhancement of the breeding of and
trade in pet animals.

Yours faithfully
Hubert CALAMY

Chief Veterinary Inspector
Dept of Animal Health & Welfare
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Verdict de la Cour Internationale de Justice des Droits de I’ Animal
du 7 mai 2001
Dans le cas de la persécution et la destruction de chiens en Allemagne

Verdict

Les accusés Gerhard Schréder, chancelier allemand, Joseph Fischer, vice-chancelier, Johannes Rau,
président de la République fédérale allemande, Wolfgang Thierse, président du Bundestag, Otto Schily,
ministre fédéral de lintérieur, Herta D&ubler-Gmelin, ministre fédéral de la justice, Renate Kinast, ministre
fédéral responsable de la protection des animaux et 35 autres décideurs allemands ont été reconnus
coupables par le jury de la Cour International de Justice des Droits de 'Animal des faits suivants:

. Au lieu de combattre la discrimination raciale des chiens et celle de leurs maitres, ils
I'encouragent au contraire.
. lls sont coupables d'avoir toléré pendant des années l'utilisation abusive des chiens comme

arme de combat et de ne pas l'avoir interdite par voie legislative, en dépit d'avertissements répétés
des milieux de la protection animale. Par leur négligence et leur incapacité en qualité de législateurs,
ils sont largement responsables des accidents impliquant des chiens pervertis par des individus
criminels au moyen de méthodes de dressage cruelles et perverses.

. lls sont coupables de mépriser le role du chien en tant qu'individu et de partenaire social de
nombreux humains, et coupables de condamner par des décisions officielles des milliers de chiens a
des souffrances physiques et psychiques et & I'extermination.

. lls sont coupables d'avoir soumis une partie de la population allemande, par des dispositions
législatives ciblées et systématiques et des manipulations de I'opinion publique, & une hystérie
collective faite de dénonciations, de marginalisation et de détresse psychique.

. lls sont coupables de pénaliser gravement une partie de la population allemande par des
augmentations massives d'impéts sur les chiens.
. Les autorités fédérales allemandes ont été reconnues coupables par la Cour de porter

atteinte aux droits fondamentaux des citoyennes et citoyens en Allemagne, droits inscrits dans la
Constitution, par une loi fédérale répressive a I'endroit des chiens et de leurs propriétaires.

. lls sont coupables d'avoir mis en vigueur une [oi contraire a la Constitution allemande et
préjudiciable & une large partie de la population allemande.

. Tous les accusés sont coupables de revenir & des méthodes d'un passé funeste en
promouvant devant l'opinion internationale une politique raciste implacable a l'égard des chiens et
de leurs propriétaires et de brosser de I'Allemagne une vision aux relents totalitaires. .

. lls sont coupables de donner a la jeunesse allemande et internationale un exemple
traumatisant de destruction de liens sociaux, de barbarie et de violence. lls sont coupables de
vouloir imposer leur funeste loi sur les autres Etats européens.

Vu ce qui précéde, la Cour demande Papplication immédiate des propositions suivantes de l'accusation,
propositions quelle estime justifiées.

1. Suppression de toutes les prescriptions des Laender d'Allemagne concernant les listes de
races canines discriminées et linterdiction d'euthanasie de chiens pour simple appartenance a une
race. Suppression sans contrepartie de la nouvelle loi du 12 avril 2001 sur la répression de chiens
dangereux.

2. Réhabilitation publique des chiens discriminés et de leurs maitres. Toute discrimination (tests
de comportement, impdts de “chiens de combat", interdiction d’'acheminement dans les transports
publics, obligation d'une marque discriminatoire pour chiens et maitres et autres mesures), est a
abolir.



Pour les chiens recueillis dans les refuges suite aux ordonnances discriminatoires, des mesures
seront prises et des moyens mis & disposition afin que leur soient assuré, dans les cas extrémes, un
hébergement & vie dans des conditions adéquates et conformes aux droits de I'animal qui favorisent
leur chance d’étre replacés.

3. Des chiens suspects par leur comportement doivent étre soumis a un test de caractére,
scientifiquement fondé en matiére cynologique, pratiqué par un groupe d’experts en comportement
canin, assermenté et qui ceuvre habituellement en pleine légitimation.

4. Propriétaires et éleveurs de chiens seront contrdlés par une législation stricte. L'usage abusif
de chiens par des méthodes de dressage provocant Iagressivité et/ou dressage en vue de combat
de chiens, ainsi que le mauvais traitement et le mauvais hébergement, sont a punir sévérement.

Pour les chiens au comportement agressif inadéquat, des programmes de resocialisation seront a mettre en
place. Une euthanasie sans douleur de tels chiens ne peut intervenir que pour autant qu'ils soient
manifestement dangereux et qu'aucun programme de resocialisation n‘ait réussi.

La proposition de la défense d’instaurer un office de défense pour chiens, notamment la nomination
d’avocats de chiens par le gouvernement fédéral & la demande des organisations reconnues de défense
d’animaux, est aux yeux de la Cour non seulement raisonnable mais indispensable.

Enfin, la Cour lance un avertissement solennel & tous les autres pays de ne pas suivre le déplorable
exemple allemand.

Genéve le 7. mai 2001

Le verdict est envoyé a:

Conseil de 'Europe
Cour européenne
Cour européenne des droits de 'homme

e tous les accusés

e tous les Gouvernements de UE
s Commission de 'UE

e Parlement européen

e« ONU

e Unesco

*
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Verdict of the International Court of Justice of the Rights of the Animal from May 7, 2001
In the case of persecution and the destruction of dogs in Germany
Verdict

The defendants Gerhard Schréder, German chancellor, Joseph Fischer, vice-chancellor,
Johannes Rau, president of the German Federal republic, Wolfgang Thierse, president of
the Bundestag, Otto Schily, federal minister of I interior, Herta Déaubler-Gmelin, federal
minister for justice, Renate Klinast, federal minister responsible for the protection of the
animals and 35 other German decision makers were recognized guilty by the International
jury of the Court of Justice of the Rights of I' Animal of the following facts:

« Instead of fighting the racial discrimination of the dogs and that their Masters, they [
encourage on the contrary.

* They are guilty to have tolerated years of abusive use of the dogs as arms with combat
and not to have prohibited by legislative way, in spite the repeated warnings of the
mediums of animal protection. By their negligence and their incapacity in the capacity as
legislators, they are largely responsible for the accidents implying of the dogs perverted by
criminal individuals by means of cruel and perverse methods of raising.

« They are guilty to scorn the role of the dog as the many individual and management and
labor human ones, and culprits to condemn by official decisions of the thousands of dogs
to physical and psychic sufferings and the extermination. "

* They are guilty to have subjected part of the German population, by targeted and
systematic legislative measures and handling of the public opinion, with a made collective
hysteria of denunciations, marginalisation and psychic distress. ‘

* They are guilty to seriously penalize part of the German population by massive increases
of taxes on the dogs.

» The German federal authorities were recognized guilty by the Court to attack the basic
rights of the citizens and citizens in Germany, rights registered in the Constitution, by a
repressive federal law with place of the dogs and their owners.

* They are guilty to have put into force a contrary law at the Constitution German and
prejudicial with a broad part of the German population.

« All the defendants are guilty to return to methods d' a disastrous past while promoting in
front of I' international opinion a racist policy relentless with no regard of the dogs and their
owners and to brush the German a vision with the totalitarian relents.

« They are guilty of giving to German and international youth a traumatisant example of
destruction of social links, cruelty and violence. They are guilty to want to impose their
disastrous law on the other European States. Considering what precedes, the Court asks
for the immediate application of the following proposals of the charge, proposals which it
considers justified.



1. Suppression of all the regulations of Laender Germany concerning the lists of
discriminated canine races and d' prohibition; euthanasia of dogs for simple membership
of a race. Suppression without counterpart of the new law of April 12, 2001 on the
repression of dangerous dogs.

2. Public rehabilitation of the discriminated dogs and their Masters. Any discrimination
(tests of behavior, taxes of " dogs of combat" , prohibition of routing in public transport,
obligation d' a discriminatory mark for dogs and Masters and other measurements), is to
be abolished. For the dogs collected in the refuges following the discriminatory ordinances,
of measurements will be taken and the means placed at the disposal so that are ensured
to them, in the extreme cases, a lodging with life under conditions adequate and in
conformity with the rights of I' animal which supports their chance to be replaced.

3. Suspect dogs by their behavior must be subjected to a test of nature, scientifically
founded out of cynologic matter, practised by an group of expert in canine behavior, sworn
in and which usually works in full legitimation.

4. Owners and stockbreeders of dogs will be controlled by a strict legislation. Any improper
use of dogs by methods of raising provocant aggressiveness and/or raising for combat of
dogs, as well as the ill treatment and bad lodging, are to be punished severely. For the
dogs with the inadequate aggressive behavior, programs of resocialisation will be to set
up. An euthanasia without pain of such dogs can intervene only for as much as they are
obviously dangerous and no program of resocialisation has succeeded. The proposal of
defense to found an office of defense for dogs, in particular the nomination of lawyers of
dogs by the federal government at the request of the recognized organizations of defense
of animals, is with the eyes of the Court not only reasonable but essential.

Finally, the Court launches a solemn warning to all the other countries not to follow the
deplorable German example.

Geneva 7. May 2001
The verdict is sent to:

« all defendants

« all Governments of the EU

* Commission of the EU

* The European Parliament

* UNO

* UNESCO

* The Council of Europe

e European court

* European court of the human rights
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Forord

Narverende undersogelse kom i stand gennem et samarbejde mellem Dyrenes Beskyttelse og
Institut for Produktionsdyr og Heste under Det Biovidenskabelige Fakultet, Kabenhavns Universitet
(tidligere Den Kgl. Veterincer- og Landbohgjskole).

En undersogelse udfert af fagdyrlege Jorgen Mikkelsen og publiceret i 1999 viste, at op imod % af
de hunde, som bliver aflivet p& danske dyreklinikker, bliver aflivet pd grund af adfardsproblemer.
Der er nu giet 8 ar siden denne undersogelse blev foretaget, og der har siden da varet en stigende
interesse for adferd og adfardsproblemer hos hunde. Samtidigt tilbyder flere og flere hjlp til
hundeejere, der har problemer med deres hunds adfzerd. Det var derfor interessant at undersege, om
andelen af hunde, som bliver aflivet pa grund af adferdsproblemer, har &ndret sig markant.

I de senere &r har der varet en stigende interesse for de sdkaldte "muskelhunde”, hvoraf nogle af
racerne har en baggrund som kamphunde — f.eks. Amerikansk staffordshire terrier. Fra forskellige
sider har der varet forlydender om, at disse racer udger en sterkt stigende andel af de hunde, som
aflives pa danske dyreklinikker. Det har derfor varet et af formalene med nzrvaerende undersggelse
at se nermere pd, hvor stor en andel kamphunde udger, af de hunde som aflives.

Udover at undersege, hvor mange og hvilke hunde som i dag aflives pd grund af adferdsproblemer,
har formélet med narverende undersogelse varet at undersoge forekomsten af en rakke
medicinske eller fysiske lidelser hos forskellige hunderacer. Ved at kombinere de indsamlede data
med de data, som blev indsamlet ved den tidligere underseggelse, blev det muligt at fi statistisk
signifikante resultater for mange racer.

Maélet var at indsamle data vedrerende 1.500 hunde eller mere, som blev aflivet pd danske
dyreklinikker. Dette mél blev dog ikke helt ndet, da der kun blev indsamlet data for 1.236 hunde.
Jeg forventede ikke at opnd data for samme antal hunde, som Jorgen Mikkelsen gjorde i sin
undersogelse. Der var pa det spergeskema, som blev anvendt ved n®rvarende undersegelse, en
raekke supplerende sporgsmal, som dyreklinikkerne skulle tage stilling til. Desuden kunne skemaet
se uoverskueligt ud, da det i videst mulig omfang var opbygget af felter, hvor p& forhdnd definerede
kategorier kunne afkrydses. Dette kan have skreemt mange klinikker fra at melde sig til at deltage i
undersggelsen. Nogle af de klinikker, som valgte at deltage, meldte til gengzld, at skemaet var
meget hurtigt og nemt at udfylde, hvilket ogsé var formalet med den valgte udformning. Og den
starste del af de deltagende klinikker har da ogsa varet meget trofaste. Faktisk gik indsamlingen af
data hele tiden bedre efter en lidt treg start.

Forst og fremmest tak til Dyrenes Beskyttelse, som har finansieret n@rverende undersegelse, samt
Jorgen Mikkelsen, Abyhaj Dyreklinik, der har stillet det originale dataset fra hans undersogelse til
min rdighed, s& en sammenligning med resultaterne fra n@rvaerende underspgelse blev mulig.

Demast tak til projektets faglige folgegruppe, som foruden Jergen Mikkelsen bestod af dyrlege
Ingeborg Malbak, Dyrehospitalet i Kebenhavn, dyrevernsinspektor, dyrlege Lotte Brink, Dyrenes
Beskyttelse samt professor Jan Ladewig og lektor Bjorn Forkman, Institut for Produktionsdyr og
Heste, Det Biovidenskabelige Fakultet, Kobenhavns Universitet. Jan Ladewig og Bjorn Forkman
har vearet behjelpelige med kritisk gennemlasning og kommentarer til manuskriptet til denne
rapport. Desuden tak til direktionssekreter Bodil Riis, Dyrenes Beskyttelse, som har lest sproglig
korrektur manuskriptet.



Tak til dyrlegestuderende Anna Johansson, som har hjulpet mig med at ringe rundt til de
dyreklinikker/-hospitaler, som var blevet skriftligt kontaktet i forbindelse med undersogelsen, men
ikke meldte tilbage, om de kunne tenke sig at deltage i underspgelsen.

Tak til Dansk Hunderegister for at stille oplysninger om postnummer, race, kon og tidspunktet for
registrering for alle hunde i registret til min radighed.

Tak til Dansk Kennel Klub for omtale af undersegelsen i medlemsbladet Hunden ved
undersogelsens start, til Dansk Veterincertidsskrift for at bringe en artikel om undersggelsen i maj-
nummeret 2006 samt til Lise Lotte Christensen, Dansk Kennel Klub, som for undersggelsens start,
var behjzlpelig med at finde oplysninger frem om antallet frem om udviklingen i antallet af hunde
stambogsfart i Dansk Kennel Klub.

Sidst, men ikke mindst, tak til de 42 dyreklinikker/-hospitaler, som har veeret behjzlpelige med at
udfylde de mange spergeskemaer, som danner grundlag for n@rvaerende undersegelse.

Jorgen Damkjer Lund, 2007



Resumé

Hovedformélene med undersggelsen var 1) at undersege, om andelen af hunde aflivet pa danske
dyreklinikker, som blev aflivet pd grund af adfzrdsproblemer, har @ndret sig vasentligt fra den
tilsvarende andel fundet af fagdyrlege Jorgen Mikkelsen i en undersegelse publiceret i 1999, samt
2) at afdzekke faktorer, som kan have betydning for, om ejeren veelger at lade hunden aflive. Jorgen
Mikkelsens undersegelse var baseret pd data indsamlet i perioden fra juli 1997 til april 1998.

Nazrvarende undersegelse blev udfert som case-kontrol-unders@gelse baseret pa 1.236
sporgeskemaer udfyldt pa 42 dyreklinikker/-hospitaler i perioden fra 16-3-2006 til 24-3-2007. Til at
belyse raceforskelle med hensyn til aflivning af forskellige arsager, anvendtes en kontrolgruppe
bestaende af hunde registreret i Dansk Hunderegister korrigeret for antallet af hunde, som métte
forventes dede eller aflivet uden at veere frameldt registret.

Andelen af hunde, hvor adferdsproblemer var érsag eller medvirkende arsag til aflivningen, var
22,0 %, mens den tilsvarende andel i Jorgen Mikkelsens undersogelse fra 1999 var 23,8 %.
Forskellen er dog ikke statistisk signifikant. Derimod sas en signifikant stigning fra 71,5 % til 78,8
% i andelen af hunde, hvor medicinske eller fysiske lidelser var arsag eller medvirkende arsag til
aflivningen, samt et signifikant fald fra 7.4 % til 5,6 % i andelen af hunde, hvor andre forhold end
sygdom eller adfzrd var rsag eller medvirkende drsag. Da der i nogle tilfzelde var angivet mere end
én &rsag til aflivning, summerer andelene af hunde aflivet af de forskellige &rsager op til mere end
100 %.

Ca. 2/3 af de hunde, som blev aflivet pa grund af adfeerdsproblemer, var hanhunde, og 2/3 blev
aflivet pa grund af aggressionsproblemer, hvilket svarer helt til undersogelsen fra 1999. Andelen af
hunde, hvor frygtsomhed eller angst var arsag eller medvirkende arsag til aflivningen, var dog
signifikant hgjere i nerverende undersogelse (3,4 % vs. 2,1 %), mens andelen af hunde, der blev
aflivet pa grund af problemer med at vare alene hjemme, var signifikant lavere (2,4 % vs. 3,7 %).
Desuden s8s en signifikant stigning i andelen af hunde aflivet pa grund af andre adferdsproblemer
end aggression, frygtsomhed/angst eller problemer med at vere alene (5,5 % vs. 4,0 %).

Blandt de hunde, hvor adferdsproblemer var &rsag eller medvirkende &rsag til aflivningen, sds i
nzrverende undersogelse en signifikant sterre andel af hunde, hvor aggression var kombineret med
andre adferdsproblemer (12,6 % vs. 8,1 %).

Ved sammenligningen af &rsager til aflivning inden for de forskellige racer anvendtes en
kombination af data fra nzrverende undersggelse og data fra Jergen Mikkelsens undersggelse fra
1999. Ved beregning af odds ratio (OR) for aflivning blev racen Labrador retriever anvendt som
referencegruppe.

Hos folgende racer var andelen (%) af hunde, hvor aggression var arsag eller medvirkende 4rsag til
aflivningen, sarlig hej: Sankt bernhardshund (45,0 %; OR = 17,0), Chow chow (41,2 %; OR =
12,2), Samojedhund (38,9 %; OR = 5,8), gruppen af Pinschere (33,3 %; OR = 5,8) samt Rottweiler
(31,8 %; OR =11,2).

En stor hund kan gere mere skade, hvis den optraeder aggressivt, end en lille hund og har derfor
starre risiko for at blive aflivet, hvis den optreder aggressivt. Men der var ogsd mindre racer, hvor



andelen af hunde aflivet pd grund af aggression var hej — f.eks. Cocker spaniel (26,0 %; OR = 6,4)
og Dansk/svensk gardhund (25,5 %; OR = 3,9), som bliver stadigt mere populer.

Hos visse hunderacer blev en meget stor del af hundene aflivet pd grund af bestemte medicinske
eller fysiske lidelser. For eksempel blev 46,2 % af alle Schnauzere aflivet pa grund af neoplasier
(OR = 3,1), 31,3 % af alle Cavalier king charles spaniels pa grund af hjerte-/lungelidelser (OR =
5,4) og 28,6 % hundene tilherende racen Newfoundland pa grund af problemer med muskler eller
led (OR =3,4). ‘

Andelen af kamphunde og kamphundeblandinger, som blev aflivet pd grund af aggression, var i
nzrverende undersogelse 4,7 gange sterre andelen andre racehunde og blandinger aflivet af denne
arsag.

14,8 % af de hunde, som blev aflivet p grund af adferdsproblemer, var forsogt behandlet for disse
problemer forud for aflivningen. Denne andel var ikke signifikant forskellig fra andelen forsegt
behandlet i undersegelsen fra 1999 (16,3 %). Men blandt de hunde, som var forsggt behandlet, var
signifikant flere hunde ordineret lydighedstraening (5,9 % vs. 2,0 %), og signifikant flere hunde
havde modtaget anden behandling end medikamentel behandling, neutralisering eller
lydighedstrening (10,4 % vs. 4,9 %). Denne anden behandling omfatter blandt andet
adferdsradgivning af ejeren samt adferdsterapi.

Blandt de hunde, som blev aflivet pa grund af medicinske eller fysiske lidelser, sis i forhold til
resultaterne fra undersegelsen fra 1999 en signifikant sterre andel af hunde, som blev aflivet pa
grund af problemer med muskler eller led (20,1 % vs. 7,5 %) samt neoplasier (17,5 % vs. 12,8 %)
og en signifikant mindre andel aflivet med diagnosen alderdomssvakkelse (29,3 % vs. 32,6 %).

Sammenlignet med tever (T) sds hos hanhunde (H) signifikant mindre andel aflivet pi grund af
lidelser i genitalapparatet (H/T=0,19), neoplasier (H/T=0,57) og endocrine lidelser (H/T=0,52). Til
gengeld blev en signifikant storre andel af hanhundene aflivet pa grund af problemer med muskler
eller led (H/T=1,22), aggression (H/T=1,74) samt anden adfeerd end aggression, frygtsomhed eller
angst samt separationsproblemer (H/T=1,93).

Nér hunde, hvor neutraliseringsstatus ikke var angivet, blev regnet som intakte, sis i sammenligning
med undersogelsen fra 1999 en signifikant stigning fra 12,2 % til 19,0 % i andelen af hanhunde,
som var kastrerede, samt en signifikant stigning fra 10,3 % til 20,2 % i andelen af tever, der var
steriliserede. Stigningen i andelen af neutraliserede hunde er interessant i lyset af, at en
undersggelse fra 2006 har vist, at neutralisering, i modstrid med den gzngse opfattelse, kan oge
risikoen for adfeerdsproblemer.

Sammenlignet med kastrerede hanhunde (N) sis hos intakte hanhunde (I) en signifikant lavere
andel aflivet pd grund af aggression (I/N=0,69), frygtsomhed eller angst (I/N=0,49) samt andre
adfeerdsproblemer end aggression, frygtsomhed/angst og separationsproblemer (I/N=0,58). Blandt
intakte hanhunde sas desuden en signifikant mindre andel aflivet pi grund af endocrine lidelser
(I/N=0,44).

Sammenlignet med steriliserede tever (N) sis hos intakte tever (I) en storre andel aflivet pa grund
af lidelser i genitalapparatet (I/N=6,21) samt separationsproblemer (I/N=3,76). Desuden sis en
tendens til, at en sterre andel af de intakte tzver blev aflivet pd grund af aggression (I/N=1,57;



p=0,0577). Til gengzld blev en signifikant mindre andel af de intakte tever aflivet pa grund af
hjerte-/lungelidelser (I/N=0,61) samt problemer med muskler eller led (I/N=0,53).

Den ggede opmarksomhed pa adferdsproblemer i de senere &r har tilsyneladende ikke haft effekt
pa andelen af hunde, som aflives p4 grund af adfeerdsproblemer. Arsagen kan vere, at hovedparten
af de adferdsproblemer, som forer til aflivning, er aggression. En meget stor del af ejerne af de
aggressive hunde oplyste til dyrlegen, at de oplevede, at hunden ikke advarede for snappen eller bid
(28,8 %), at aggressionen ikke kunne forudsiges (34,8 %), ogfeller at adferden forekom
uprovokeret (34,8 %). Det har formentligt betydet, at ejerne ikke folte sig trygge ved hunden,
hvilket kan have haft indflydelse pa beslutningen om at f4 hunden aflivet.

Aggressionsproblemer afviger fra andre adferdsproblemer — dels ved, at en aggressiv hund er til
fare for sine omgivelser, dels ved, at hvis aggressionen er uforudsigelig og ikke skyldes medicinske
eller fysiske lidelser, kan den vere vanskelig at behandle. Det er ikke muligt med sikkerhed at sige,
om behandlingen har hjulpet, for hunden snapper eller bider igen. Dette er et szrligt stort problem,
hvis hunden kan finde pa at optrede aggressivt over for bern. Hvis antallet af hunde, som bliver
aflivet p& grund af aggressionsproblemer, skal nedbringes vasentligt, mé der derfor geres en stor
indsats for at forebygge problemerne.

Hovedparten af stigningen i andelen af hunde, hvor frygtsomhed eller angst var &rsag eller
medvirkende &rsag til aflivningen, set i forhold til undersogelsen fra 1999, sis blandt de yngste
hunde. Det tyder p4, at der er sket en stigning i andelen af hunde, som ikke er blevet tilstreekkeligt
socialiseret, hvilket ber give anledning til bekymring.

Andelen af hunde med kamphundebaggrund blandt de aflivede hunde var lidt hgjere, end man
skulle forvente ud fra deres andel af de hunde, som var registreret i Dansk Hunderegister (2,10 %
vs. 1,69 %), men kamphunde og kamphundeblandinger var ved aflivningen betydeligt yngre end
andre racer og blandinger, hvilket formentligt delvist skyldes, at hovedparten af kamphundene i
Danmark er meget unge pa grund af den sterkt stigende interesse for visse kamphunderacer. Den
skave aldersfordeling betyder, at kamphundenes andel af de aflivede hunde mé forventes at stige i
de kommende ar, mens andelen af de aflivede kamphunde, som bliver aflivet pd grund aggression,
ma forventes at falde.

Underspgelsen viste, at forskelle pd den relative hyppighed af aldersrelaterede lidelser og
problemer, herunder adferdsproblemer, mellem de enkelte racer, betyder, at der er store forskelle
mellem raceme p&, hvor leenge hundene kan forvente at leve. Specielt hos racer, hvor en stor del af
hundene aflives i en ung alder pd grund af adferdsproblemer, er den forventede levealder lav. For
eksempel kan mindre end 50 % af hunde tilherende racen Sankt bernhardshund forvente at nd en
alder af 5 &r.

Stigningen pa 170 % i andelen af hunde, som blev aflivet p& grund af problemer med muskler eller
led, set i forhold til undersggelsen fra 1999, er sd markant, at &rsagen ber undersgges nermere.
Desuden ber bidde opdrettere og hundeejere vere opmarksomme pé, at der hos visse racer
tilsyneladende er en serlig stor hyppighed af bestemte lidelser eller problemer.

Blandt de aflivede hunde var andelen af hunde, som udelukkende blev aflivet pa grund af andre
arsager end sygdom eller aggression, meget lav. Derfor var genplacering som alternativ til aflivning



kun relevant for relativt f4 hunde. Den udbredte antagelse, at mange hunde aflives af
bekvemmelighedsarsager, kunne ikke bekrzftes.

Der var relativt store forskelle mellem landsdelene med hensyn til fordelingen af &rsager til
aflivning. For eksempel sds den laveste andel af hunde aflivet pa grund af aggression p4 Bornholm
(10,4 %) samt i Kabenhavn, Frederiksberg og omegn (12,4 %), mens den hgjeste andel sis 1 et
omrdde bestdende af Senderjylland og dele af Syd- og Vestjylland (23,7 %).

De fundne forskelle mellem landsdelene med hensyn til fordelingen af &rsager til aflivning kan
afspejle geografiske forskelle med hensyn til hundenes rolle i familien samt racefordelingen blandt
hundene. I forbindelse med en forebyggende indsats med henblik pé at nedbringe antallet af hunde,
der aflives pa grund af adferdsproblemer, ber folgende forhold derfor undersgges nermere: 1) folks
bevaegegrunde for at anskaffe sig hund, 2) hvilke forventninger forskellige hundeejere har til
hunden og dens plads i familien, 3) hvilke overvejelser ejerne gjorde sig, da de valgte en hund af
lige netop den race, samt 4) hvorledes det er muligt at n forskellige malgrupper.
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1. Baggrund

1.1. Aflivning p4 grund af adfaerdsproblemer

I en undersegelse fra 1999 (26) foretaget af Jorgen Mikkelsen var adfzrdsproblemer arsag eller
medvirkende arsag til knap 1/4 af alle aflivninger af familiehunde pé ca. 200 danske dyreklinikker 1
Danmark. For 2/3 af hundene, som blev aflivet pga. adfzrdsproblemer, var &rsagen aggressiv
adferd. Og 2/5 af hundene blev aflivet, inden de var fyldt 3 ar.

Forudsat, at langt de fleste familichunde ender deres dage hos dyrlaegen, og at populationen af
hunde er nogenlunde stabil, betyder det, at op mod 1/4 af alle danske hunde pa et tidspunkt i deres
liv vil give si alvorlige adferdsproblemer for deres ejere, at hunden bliver aflivet. Hvis 1) der er
550.000 hunde i Danmark (9), 2) en hund i gennemsnit lever i 10 &r, og 3) langt de fleste hunde
ender deres dage hos dyrlegen, vil lavt regnet 10 - 15.000 hunde hvert &r blive aflivet pga.
adfaerdsproblemer.

Figur 1.1. Anmeldte skader forvoldt af hunde
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Kilde: Forsikringsoplysningen

Siden ovennzvnte undersogelse blev lavet, er der kommet langt mere fokus pd adferd og
adfzrdsproblemer hos hunde. Stadigt flere - bade med og uden en veteriner baggrund - tilbyder
hjelp til mennesker, som har problemer med deres hunds adferd.

Men samtidigt er sket store @ndringer i populariteten af de forskellige hunderacer. F.eks. ses en
stigende interesse for fysisk staerke hunderacer — populert kaldet “muskelhunde”. Der er ofte tale
om racer, der har en baggrund som kamphunde. Disse racer synes iser at tiltale yngre mennesker,
og man ma forvente, at de ofte ikke ved, hvad de har med at gore. Desuden synes antallet af hunde i
Danmark igen at stige efter flere ar, hvor der har varet et konstant fald.
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1.2. Forekomst af bidskader

Den hyppigste arsag til, at hunde bliver aflivet pga. adfardsproblemer, er som n®vnt ovenfor, at de
har optrddt aggressivt (26). Det skyldes formentlig, at en aggressiv hund kan vare til fare for sine
omgivelser. Antallet af bidskader kan give en indikation af, hvorledes forekomsten af aggressiv
adfeerd hos hunde har udviklet sig i de senere &r - og dermed til dels ogsd, hvordan det kan tznkes
at have pavirket antallet af aflivninger.

Ifolge Forsikringsoplysningen er antallet af anmeldelser af skader forvoldt af hunde generelt géet
ned de seneste 12 &r. Séledes er der sket et fald fra 19.273 1 1995 til 12.934 i 2006 (13) (figur 1.1).
Dette svarer til en nedgang pa 33 %. Den storste del af nedgangen skete dog for 2000 - 2001,

Figur 1.2. Antallet af bidskader i perioden 1989 - 2004
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Kilde: Ulykkesregistret. Indberetninger fra 5 skadestuer

I 2000 var der 546.000 hunde i Danmark (9), og de forvoldte tilsammen 14.273 anmeldte skader
svarende til 26,1 skader/1.000 hunde/ar.

Halvdelen af de anmeldte skader er typisk bidskader. I 2003 fik omkring 7.000 mennesker
erstatning efter at vare blevet bidt af en fremmed hund.

Itolge Ulykkesregistret, Statens Institut for Folkesundhed udger bidskader 64 % af skader forvoldt
af hunde, som medferer skadestuekontakt (19). Over perioden 1990 - 1999 blev antallet af
bidskader indberettet fra 5 skadestuer nesten halveret (figur 1.2). P& landsplan faldt antallet af
registrerede skader fra 9.000 til 5.000. Fra 1998 til 2003 har antallet imidlertid ligget nogenlunde
konstant (19) - svarende til 9,2 bidskader/1.000 hunde/ar eller 9,3 bidskader/10.000 indbyggere/ar
(baseret pd befolkningstallet i Danmark 1. januar 2003 (10)).
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Over perioden 1990 — 2003 faldt antallet af bern under 15 ar, der segte hjelp pa en skadestue som
folge af hundebid, fra 2.513 til 1.015 (36). Dette svarer til et fald pd hele 60 %. I 2000 var antallet af
bern, der sogte hjzlp pa en skadestue 1.295 svarende til 2,4 bern/1.000 hunde/ar.

Bidskader sker i 59 % af tilfeldene hos mend. Skaderne er nogenlunde ligeligt fordelt pa de
forskellige aldersgrupper. Dog ses de lidt mere sjzldent hos personer over 60 ar (19). Bidskaderne
er kun i 2 % af tilfzldene s alvorlige, at de forer til indleggelse. Bidskader, der forer til
indlaggelse, rammer fortrinsvis bern 1 aldersgruppen 0-54r(19).

Hos bern i aldersgruppen 0 — 4 ar findes skaderne i 68 % af tilfeeldene pa hals og hoved. Hos bern 1
aldersgruppen 10 — 14 4r er det 25 % af skaderne, som er rettet mod disse legemsdele, og hos
voksne er det ca. 10 % (19).

Der findes ikke i Danmark en samlet opgerelse af, hvilke racer der forarsager flest bidskader. Men
ifslge en australsk undersegelse (35) har Scheeferhund, Dobermann, Bull Terrier og Rottweiler 4 - 5
gange hejere risiko for at fordrsage bidskader end andre almindelige racer. Man skal dog veere
forsigtig med at overfore disse resultater til danske forhold — bl.a. p& grund af mulige forskelle 1
racesammenstningen, maden at holde hund pa samt linier inden for de racer, som holdes.

1.3. Antal og racesammensztning af hunde 1 Danmark
Ved den seneste opgerelse 1 2000 var der som nzvnt ovenfor 546.000 familichunde i Danmark (9),

og der var hund i hver femte danske familie (tabel 1.1). Ser man pa hold af familiedyr generelt, er
der en udpraeget sammenhaeng mellem keledyr og familier med bern. Siledes holdt kun 28 % af
familierne uden bern familiedyr, mens andelen af familier med bern, der holdt familiedyr, var 58 %.
Desuden medforte stigende bernetal stigende grad af familiedyr i familien (9).

Tabel 1.1. Antal familier med hunde og antal hunde (Danmarks Statistik (9))

Opgjort 2000 Antal familier med Antal hunde Pct. familier —med
hunde hunde
Hunde i alt 449.000 546.000 20
sma 154.000 175.000 7
mellem 136.000 162.000 6
store 191.000 209.000 8

Antallet af hunde har gennem en lengere arrekke veret stigende, men i starten af 90'erne indtradte
en stagnation i det samlede antal. I 1991 blev bestanden af hunde saledes ansliet til at vaere 590.000
(33).

Nu synes hundens popularitet igen at stige, idet der i lobet af en periode pa halvandet ar er blevet
registreret ca. 70.000 nye hunde i Dansk Hunderegister. Dette svarer til en stigning i antallet af
registrerede hunde pa 14 %. Ifelge Dansk Hunderegister er de 10 mest udbredte hunderacer i
gjeblikket (2005):

1. Labrador retriever (66.000)
2. Schaferhund (42.000)
3. Golden retriever (21.000)
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Cairn terrier (10.100)

4. Dansk-svensk gardhund (13.000)
5. Cocker spaniel (12.900)

6. Ruharet hensehund (12.800)

7. Rottweiler (10.300)

8.

9

. West highland white terrier (9.900)
10. Ruhdret gravhund (9.300)

1.4. Trends i de forskellige hunderacers popularitet

1.4.1. Generelle tendenser

Racefordelingen blandt hundene i Danmark har @ndret sig dramatisk gennem é&rene. Sdledes har
antallet af hunde af visse store racer - f.eks. Schaferhund, Rottweiler, Dobermann og Boxer -
stambogsfort i Dansk Kennel Klub varet faldende gennem de seneste 20 ar (oplysninger fra Dansk
Kennel Klubs medlemsblad Hunden).

Scheeferhunden er dog stadig populer, idet den er den nasthyppigst forekommende race blandt
hunde registreret i Dansk Hunderegister - dog efter at have ligget pa ferstepladsen i mange &r.
Forstepladsen er nu overtaget af Labrador retriever, hvis popularitet gennem &rene har ligget pa et
hejt niveau, men har svinget lidt op og ned. Golden retriever er stadig meget populr, men antallet
af stambogsforte hunde er faldet til ca. 1/3 i perioden fra 1973 til 2002. I samme periode har der
varet et moderat fald i antallet af Ruhdret honsehund, som er meget populer blandt jegere.

Blandt de sma racer har der varet et konstant fald i antallet af stambogsfarte Dvergpudler og
Cocker spaniels gennem de sidste 30 &r. Racerne West highland white terrier og Cairn terrier blev
derimod utroligt populere op gennem 80'erne, hvor der skete nasten en firdobling i antallet af
stambogsfarte hunde. Gennem 90'erne faldt antallet dog lidt igen og synes nu at ligge pa et stabilt
hejt niveau. Til sammenligning er antallet af stambogsforinger af Yorkshire terrier i perioden fra
1986 til 2002 faldet til ca. 1/5.

I perioden 1973 - 2002 skete der generelt et fald i antallet af stambogsferinger af Korthdret
gravhund - bortset fra en mindre stigning i starten af 80'erne. Antallet af stambogsforinger af
Langhdret gravhund og Langharet dvaerggravhund toppede henholdsvis 1 starten og midten af
0'erne. Siden er antallet faldet gradvist. Siden midten af 80'erne er der ogsé sket et fald 1 antallet af
stambogsferinger af Ruhdret gravhund, men knap sa udtalt.

I de seneste ar har der veret stigende interesse, iser blandt yngre personer, for visse hunderacer,
som er fysisk sterke — heriblandt racer, der har en baggrund som kamphunde. Desuden er der 1
ajeblikket en sterkt stigende interesse for de helt sma hunde som f.eks. Chihuahua og Mops.

Generelt kan man sige, at nar der ses bort fra hunde af blandingsrace, domineres bestanden af hunde
stadig af relativt fA racer, som dog for de flestes vedkommende nyder dalende popularitet. Blandt de
mindre hyppigt forekommende racer synes folks interesse at stige og sprede sig over flere og flere
racer, og for mange af disse racers vedkommende synes folks interesse at vare bestemt af
modeluner. Det er et problem, idet folks kendskab til disse racers egenskaber mé forventes at vare
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manglende eller 1 bedste fald begrenset.

1.4.2. Hunde med kamphundebaggrund

En af de racer, som er blevet meget populere i de senere &r, er Amerikansk staffordshire terrier,
som i praksis er sver at skelne fra Pit bull terrier, der er forbudt at holde i Danmark. De to racer er
nert indbyrdes beslegtede, idet begge nedstammer fra racen Staffordshire bull terrier, der
oprindeligt kommer fra England. Da racen kom til USA, blev den splittet op i to racer: Pit bull
terrier og Amerikansk staffordshire terrier. Den sidstn@vnte race blev stambogsfert. Eksempler pa
andre racer, der gar under betegnelsen kamphund er:

Akita inu, Alano espariol, Amerikansk bulldog, Anatolsk hyrdehund, Boerboel, Boston terrier, Bull
mastiff, Bull terrier, Ca de bestiar, Cao fila de sao miguel, Cane corso italiano, Centralasiatisk
ovicharka, Kaukasisk ovtcharka, Dogo argentino, Dogo canario, Dogue de bordeaux, Engelsk
bulldog, Fila brasilleiro, Great japanese dog, Manchester terrier, Mastiff, Mastin espanol, Mastino
napolitano, Shar pei og Tibetansk mastiff. Dertil kommer Tosa, der ligesom Pit bull terrier er
forbudt at holde i Danmark. Det er ligeledes forbudt at holde blandinger, hvor en af disse (eller
begge) racer indgér (4). Nar kamphunde omtales i denne rapport, er det disse racer, som der
henvises til. Det er uden for formalet med denne rapport at tage stilling til, om de enkelte racer ber
betragtes som kamphunde eller ;.

1.4.3. Import af hunde

Modeluner kan pludselig skabe en efterspergsel efter bestemte racer, der er si stor, at den ikke kan
deekkes med hunde opdrettet i Danmark. Det betyder, dels at priserne pa hvalpe stiger, og dels at
der kommer bade legal og illegal import af hvalpe fra udlandet.

[ forbindelse med keb af importerede hvalpe, kan den kommende ejer ikke pa forhand sikre sig, at
hvalpen er blevet tilstreekkeligt socialiseret til mennesker, samt at den ikke er taget for tidligt fra sin
moder. Hvis hvalpen er taget for tidligt fra sin moder, er der oget risiko for tidlig ded og udvikling
af alvorlige adfeerdsproblemer (31).

En af de racer, som importeres i stort omfang, er Amerikansk staffordshire terrier. Det er et
problem, fordi hundenes genetiske baggrund kan vere usikker. I nogle tilfelde kan der for
eksempel vare tale om Pit bull terrier eller blandinger med denne race. Det betyder, at der kan
findes et antal hunde af racen Pir bull terrier eller blandinger med denne race i Danmark — seiv om
det er forbudt at holde disse hunde (4).

Om importerede hunde generelt har storre risiko for at blive aflivet pga. adferdsproblemer end
dansk opdrattede hunde, vides imidlertid ikke.

1.5. Hunde af blandingsrace

I 1999 udgjorde hunde af blandingsrace ca. 16 % af samtlige hunde registreret i Dansk
Hunderegister (21). Men i registret regner man med, at selvom registreringen er lovpligtig, sa er det
kun ca. 80 % af en &rgang, som faktisk bliver registreret. I forbindelse med racehunde, som kommer
fra opdrettere under Dansk Kennel Klub, er registreringsproceduren pabegyndt allerede, nér
hvalpen overdrages til dens nye ejer. Derfor vil alle hunde, som kommer fra disse opdrattere, vaere
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registreret. Men man ma regne med, at det ikke er alle hvalpe, som kommer fra uorganiserede
opdrattere — herunder hvalpe af blandingsrace, som bliver merket og registreret. S& andelen af
blandingshunde- er reelt hejere end de 16 % ifelge Dansk Hunderegister. Séledes regner man med,
at blandingshunde udger ca. 1/3 af samtlige hunde i Danmark.

1.6. Forekomst af adfeerdsproblemer

Ifolge en amerikansk undersogelse (8) havde 87 % af de adspurgte hundeejere i gennemsnit 4,73
adferdsproblemer med deres hunde, mens 13 % angav, at de ikke havde nogen problemer. Selvom
der nzppe er stor forskel pd danske og amerikanske hunde, kan resultatet af denne undersogelse
ikke umiddelbart overfores til danske forhold - bl.a. fordi der kan vare stor forskel pa danskeres og
amerikaneres holdning til og tolerance over for problemadfzerd hos hunde.

I 2000 - 2001 blev gennemfort den forste store undersogelse af forekomsten af adferdsproblemer
hos familiehunde i Danmark (21). Knap 28 % af de adspurgte hundeejere erkendte, at de havde
problemer med deres hunds adferd, mens 17 % angav, at de tidligere havde haft problemer.

Figur 1.3. Praevalens af adfaerdsproblemer erkendt af ejeren
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Figur 1.4. Praevalens af mulig problemadfaerd
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Det hyppigste adferdsproblem var angst for skud, torden o.l. (figur 1.3). Ordnet efter faldende
hyppighed fulgte 1) aggression rettet mod andre hunde, 2) manglende lydighed, 3) alene-hjemme
problemer, 4) aggression rettet mod fremmede mennesker, 5) aggression rettet mod bern i familien,
6) aggression rettet mod voksne i familien, 7) frygtsomhed over for andre hunde og 8) frygtsomhed
over for fremmede mennesker. '

I forbindelse med adferdsproblemer er det vigtigt at skelne mellem hundens faktiske adferd, og

om ejeren opfatter denne adfzerd som et problem. Saledes opfattede kun mellem 1/5 og 1/3 af de
ejere, hvis hunde udviste adfeerd, som er karakteristisk for de hyppigst forekomne
adfzrdsproblemer, dette som et problem (figur 1.4).

1.7. Hjzlp til losning af adfeerdsproblemer
T ovennavnte undersegelse havde kun 22,9 % af de hundeejere, der erkendte at have problemer med

deres hunds adferd, segt hjzlp til at fi problemerne lost. Figur 1.5 viser, for de enkelte typer af
adferdsproblemer, den andel af hundeejerne, der havde sagt hjzlp.

I undersogelse fra 1999 (26) af arsager til aflivning af hunde blev kun 16 % af de hunde, som blev
aflivet pga. adfzrdsproblemer, forsogt behandlet inden aflivningen. I hovedparten af tilfeldene
bestod behandlingen udelukkende af lydighedstraning, kastration, behandling med psykofarmaka
og/eller hormonbehandling. Mindre end 5 % af de hunde, som blev aflivet pga. adferdsproblemer,
havde modtaget andre former for behandling — herunder professionel veteriner adferdsradgivning
til ejeren og adferdsterapi. Dette pé trods af, at det er muligt at tilbyde adferdsterapi, som kan
bedre eller lase mange problemer.
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Risikoen for aflivning pga. adfardsproblemer vil naturligvis vaere athengig af, hvilke problemer
der er tale om. Alene-hjemme problemer, der som navnt ovenfor er blandt de hyppigst
forekommende adferdsproblemer i Danmark, forer relativt sjeldent til aflivning, men hvis hunden
er aggressiv over for mennesker eller andre hunde, udger den en reel fare for sine omgivelser.
Forudsat, at hundens aggression opfattes som et problem af ejeren, er der derfor forholdsvis stor
risiko for, at hunden bliver aflivet.

1.8. Mere fokus pa adferdsproblemer

I 1998 var adferdsproblemer arsagen til omkring hver 4. aflivning af hunde pa danske dyreklinikker
(26). Siden har der varet langt mere fokus pd adfaerd og adferdsproblemer hos hunde. Der er
kommet mange hundebgger om opdragelse og trening af hunde, og pd internettet er der meget
information om problemer med hunde. Desuden har antallet af personer, der tilbyder hjlp til ejere
af hunde med adferdsproblemer, varet stigende.

1 1996 blev Dansk Selskab for Klinisk Veterincer Etologi (DSKVE) stiftet. DSKVE er et forum for
dyrlager med interesse for klinisk veterinr etologi og har bl.a. til formal at fremme kendskabet til
veterinzr etologi - sivel blandt kolleger som blandt offentligheden - samt at medvirke til
efteruddannelse inden for det etologiske omrade. Det betyder, at folk i stigende grad vil kunne fa
kvalificeret hjelp i forbindelse med adferdsproblemer, nir de henvender sig til dyrlegen. I
undersggelsen fra 1999 (26) blev overraskende mange hunde aflivet pa grund af adferdsproblemer,
uden de forinden var forsggt behandlet. Dette forhold er dog formentlig pad vej til at ®ndre sig
markant med stiftelsen af DSKVE.
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