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Introduction

    Electronic pet containment systems have kept pets safe in their gardens for more than 30 years.  To date, there have been over one million of these systems used successfully around the world.  The people who seek out these training aids are having problems managing their pet’s movements and are anxious for a solution.  
    Their problems could be as simple as the wrong choice of breed for their household or not having time to interact with their pet. In many cases, affordability of traditional fencing or fence repair is often a major obstacle to solving escaping behavior. 
     Hidden dog fences were created to be an affordable containment solution, simplifying the training of dogs in a timely fashion by nurturing core elements of how the animal processes information.
     Hidden fences are a behavioral barrier, more so than a fence. 
It could be argued, and potentially proven, that hidden fences are far more effective in containing dogs safely, than traditional fencing. Social animal behavior could, in some ways, be improved with dogs all maintaining the same habitat status. The ability to view other dogs or animals regularly without physical fences acting as blockades could, in fact, prevent aggressive behavior, recognizing overwhelming equality within proximity to each other.
With the growing problem of escaping pets, British pet owners have welcomed hidden fences with a great deal of praise. Some benefits of hidden fences are:
· Hidden dog Fences are affordable to the average wage earner.

· Relatively quick and permanent results

· Welfare benefits of pets safety outweigh the aversive

· May protect the relationship between pet and owner, preserving cynopraxic values

· Saves pets lives

· Saves money and resources re-housing lost or unclaimed pets from rescue centres
· May have an impact on unwanted pregnancies

· Allows pets freedom to move without restraint on entire properties

· Satisfies councils on wandering pets

· Protects native wildlife from domestic animal interaction.

      The Welsh assembly has a unique opportunity to assess electronic pet containment systems in a truly objective manner and gauge the benefits v the aversive. 
DogFence believes there is room for acceptance by the welfare community existing in Wales. DogFence concludes, with behavioral Veterinarian assistance and collaboration with The RSPCA, a significant plan could be developed whereas “hidden dog fences” are justified under certain conditions of distribution, i.e., on-site assistance (training) and instruction by the retailer, minimizing any severity of the aversive, and maximizing the positives and welfare initiative. 
     This initiative has proven to be successful in the United States and 33 additional developed nations where dog fences are legal; and by many organizations; namely, the ASPCA, Humane Society of America, Delta Society USA, numerous Veterinary colleges and Universities. 
DogFence would encourage a dialogue and/or workshop to further the possibility. A workshop also properly educates all involved to develop a logical approach to regulations and restrictions. 

    DogFence recommends that the Welsh Assembly and the Minister of Agriculture acquire a better understanding of hidden dog fences before implementing additional restrictions. A question to ask ones self would be a simple as: If hidden fences are so dangerous to animal welfare, then why does the industry worldwide continue to grow by 30% each year since conception 35 years ago? 
What is a Hidden Fence?
            The basic electronic pet containment system or “Dog fence” consists of a transmitter, boundary wire and a receiver.  The transmitter sends a coded FSK FM (FM signal on DogWatch brand only) radio signal through a wire that surrounds the area of a client’s property where the animal is to be safely contained.  A traditional pet collar is equipped with a small, lightweight receiver, which picks up the signal if the pet approaches the signal field.  An audible tone alerts the pet that it is approaching its boundary.  If the pet should ignore the tone and not retreat from the boundary, it will receive a customised, aversive static correction to reinforce the rule of avoidance taught during the training.  It is important to note that the owner is trained to train the pet (via instruction by a DogFence representative) to the boundary (visibly marked with white flags).  For the commencement of the training, the pet receives the audible warning only.  Only after the pet is showing acceptable signs of boundary recognition does the pet receive the correction from the collar. Dog Fence carefully assesses the level in which to start the dog on correction and attempts to minimize vocal recognition of the aversive. DogFence offers money-back pet containment guarantees (performance guarantees) and equipment warranties. 

          DogFence welcomes all discussion regarding this document.

About DogFence
 PROFILE: 

    DogFence have pioneered the concept of complete installation and full training services for electronic pet containment systems for the UK market. US vetinarians and dog behaviourists (Caesar Malon being the most well known in recent times) all advocate the use of electronic dog fences when installed and professionally trained by a qualified company.
    Since 2003, DogFence has been offering clients the practical and financially affordable option of the DogFence system. We currently have 2 authorised dealers based in the North West and Northern Ireland who also offer an identical service to the main DogFence office. DogFence main office service Wales.
All dealers and employees of DogFence are trained on specific operating procedures; 
· Comprehensive instruction on installation techniques and boundary configuration

· Boundary training and conditioning protocols focusing on reward based methods

· Programming education of the electronics

· Assessment techniques and methods. 
    DogFence prides itself on not being a web based company which distributes DIY (do-it-yourself) kits. DogFence has invested considerable effort and resources to provide customers an electronic pet containment solution focusing on on-site distribution, proper training and conditioning, resulting in minimal correction stimulation for the pet to recognise its new boundaries. 
  DogFence is the UK Distributor for the DogWatch brand product. The DogWatch product alone has successfully surrounded over half a million pets with freedom since 1990 and has 250 dealers worldwide. Industry wide including competitive brands boasts several thousand independent dealers worldwide.
     Since 2003, DogFence has successfully contained over 3 thousand dogs and cats without incident, primarily due to using reward based training methods in conjunction with the aversive of the hidden fence. 
 DogFence solely distributes the DogWatch product mainly due to its exceptional engineering, reliability and accuracy of timing and signal; however the attention to animal welfare features offered in the product is what DogFence was most impressed with.
     Consumer demand and reputation has provided DogFence with 30% growths annually.

   MISSION:

    The DogFence mission is to provide a safe and humane option of containing pets using positive and reward based behavioural training techniques in conjunction with the DogWatch Hidden Fence System. 
     A “balanced” approach to solving escaping behavioural issues is the cornerstone to our success.

   PARTNERS:

   Ward Chapman; 7 years of experience working directly in the electronic pet containment industry after having used a pet containment system for 2 years and attending the DogWatch training course in the United States and re-attending a dealer meeting each year in the US for product and training updates. 
    Currently in the UK, DogFence  is at 99.8% success rate of containing dogs and 100% containing cats. All of this was achieved with comprehensive on-site property assistance with the customer’s pet, using minimal correction levels thus maximising the animal welfare factor. 
Sam Chapman; 7 years of experience working directly in the electronic pet containment industry following after having used a pet containment system for 2 years and attending the DogWatch training course in the United States and re-attending a dealer meeting each year in the US for product and training updates. 

DOGFENCE, STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURE:
    DogFence has a strict policy regarding usage of the Dogwatch product. 
· A client that has a containment issue with their pet contacts DogFence.
· DogFence representative completes an assessment of the overall application and concludes if the dog fence will be a primary containment solution, and/or if other behavioural treatment methods will be necessary to improve behaviour.

· DogFence professionally installs the containment system after meeting the customer and again assessing the dog and the boundary to be “fenced”.
· Once the installation is completed, the pet and owner is instructed on the system focusing on several principles: 

        
1- The habitat has changed,

        
2- Where the change occurred, 

        
3- How to identify the new boundary

       
4- What action to take when encountering the boundary. 

        
5- Reinvent the property into a safe, positive place
· The pet training protocol begins under supervision throughout the entire process.
· All training sessions begin in “audible only mode (no shock).

· The pet is then taught to recognise the training flags (markers) and warning beep. Once the pet displays signs of recognition of its boundary identifying the warning tone and marker flag a DogFence representative  programs and activates the correction feature of the receiver.

· The representative moves gently through the training levels – until a “response” to the stimulation is shown (some dogs will vocalize but this is very rare – some humans also vocalize when startled, this does not indicate pain, only recognition).
· Through temptations and distractions, risk and reward, the pet experiences the correction of its own doing. DogFence never call or force the pet into the “avoidance area”.
· Distraction training is used once the trainer/representative is satisfied that the pet understands where the “avoidance zone” is, and how to exit. Again the dog is never called or forced into this area.

· Training reinforcement continues for several days after as advised by DogFence and subsequent visits are offered within the call fee if required.
The History of Electronic Pet Containment

Electronic pet containment systems originated in the year 1973. The overall concept began due to humanitarian emotion from American Richard Peck. Peck was a salesman in Pennsylvania selling his company’s metal cutting and welding services. 

“I traveled the United States and everywhere I went, I literally saw hundreds of dogs that had been slaughtered by cars. They were all over the roadway,” Peck said years later. “I loved dogs and knew there had to be a way to stop this.”

In 1973, Peck partnered with an electronic engineer and patented the first electronic pet containment system. The collar was placed on a pet and received radio waves from a thin wire buried about six inches beneath the ground. The radio waves were transmitted through the wire from a transmitter protected inside the house. When the radio waves are received by the collar, it sends a brief uncomfortable static shock under the pet’s skin which deters the pet from traveling farther into a designated zone.

Always concerned for dog safety, Peck worked with the University Of Pennsylvania School Of Veterinary Medicine to conduct extensive research on the short-and long-term effects the new system would have on animals. The study proved it was extremely effective for influencing behavior of animals and keeping them contained in a specified area. Furthermore, the study proved that pets that were contained by an electronic pet containment system had no long-term ill effects from the corrections.

The late 1970s saw the popularity of housing tracts and development forbidding traditional fencing. This made it almost impossible to have a large dog so the new electronic pet containment system was immediately popular. Peck initially sold the systems through catalogs and direct mail. The growth of the company was very slow. There were only 50 systems sold the first year and were promoted by two nationally distributed dog magazines, Dogs and Dog Fancy.

Peck retired in the early 1980s and sold his company to private entrepreneurs outside of Philadelphia who invested in product improvements and named the product “Invisible Fence.” The engineering staff began refining the technology of the existing product. The company began selling a compact, lighter version of the receiver collar that went from 13 ounces down to 3 ounces so smaller dogs and cats could utilize the Invisible Fence solution. 
The first Invisible Fence Brand dealership was established in 1982 and was awarded to Ron Clark, who remains an Invisible Fence Brand Distributor today. Invisible Fence Brand dealers were governed by a code to distribute in a service platform. Management developed an aggressive growth plan and established 13 dealerships from Washington, D.C., north along the East Coast and eventually in California and Green Bay, Wisconsin. In the late 1980s, the company achieved more than a dozen patents in refining the technology. In 1987, the organization boasted sales over almost $4.5 million as the result of selling 17,000 systems. 

In 1990, the overall patent for the technology expired and paved way for many other companies to begin work on their own version of Invisible Fence. Many companies had rapid growth through many different distribution methods, i.e., via pet shops, catalogs and internet. Some adopted the service platform after consultation with leading animal behaviorists and trainers, realizing that a containment system can be more effective and humane with proper conditioning. Networks of dealers for many brands expanded drastically over the next couple of years covering the entire United States by the early 90s. Product improvements continued to be developed until dozens of patents had been developed. 

Today there are well more than 1 million electronic pet containment systems installed worldwide.

Animal Welfare and Dog Fences
               The definition of Animal welfare is very subjective and never one-dimensional. Most viewpoints and charters of animal welfare organisations are very similar, if not identical, merely with different phraseology. 
              Overall, it is the preservation of an ideal that animals should not suffer unnecessarily, whether they are companions, used for work, food or research. 
             The general definition that animals “not suffer unnecessarily” should reference the word ”suffer” cannot be limited to physical abuse, neglect or cruelty, but behavioural suffering is equally as important to recognise.  Physical harm or suffering is typically easier to identify and is obvious to most observers; however, behavioural suffering isn’t nearly as easy to define. Interestingly enough, behavioural suffering is usually most recognised by the pet owner or caretakers who are around the animal regularly. Many times a professional or animal behaviour consultant is used by pet owners to make a proper diagnosis or assessment, so they have a “definition” on what the animal is suffering.
Most caretakers of companion animals would, in most cases, claim they do their very best to uphold a reasonable standard of animal welfare and would not intentionally harm or traumatise their pets. So where does electronic pet containment fall into the equation? 
Initially the concept of an electronic collar worn by the pet, giving an aversive stimulus when attempting to breach its boundary would appear, on the surface, to be in contrast to animal welfare definition; however, the consequences and dangers the pet might experience outside its boundaries could be far more critical or terrifying.  If it’s assumed that the term “not suffer unnecessarily” was the preferred definition to follow, then it places electronic pet containment systems in a positive position, exhibiting the ability and means to prevent critical situations. 

It could be argued that most caretakers of companion animals would go to great lengths to protect their animals from injury or danger, but will stop short of anything they believe to be cruel. Dog fences are widely used throughout the world. Over 33 developed countries allow electronic pet containment systems to manage pets practically, affordably, and safely.  Caretakers, in great numbers throughout the world use hidden fences with confidence that they are safe and will contain there pet without sacrificing their welfare beliefs. Overall sales of Dog Fences have increased exponentially over the last 35 years which would indicate that welfare considerations are being met by pet owners and that they have chosen the hidden fence option as the best. This cannot be denied. Pet owner’s confidence and satisfaction after having the hidden fence solve their pet’s escaping problems have been extremely positive. The overall majority of pet caretakers consult with Dog Fence distributors directly, taking responsibility of solving the problems of escaping pets without seeking outside consultation. This allows caretakers the right to choose one or more of the many options to solve their pet’s behavioural issues without product or method discrimination. 
 
Most would agree that reward based training be the preferred option; yet aversive training balanced in combination with reward training would most likely be the more common method practiced by the everyday pet owner. Results would appear to be adequate in satisfying general behaviour issues. 
DogFence prides itself on its significant effort to excel in minimal aversive containment training. Although DogFence is a business, it’s also a group of individuals with a strong love for animals and animal welfare. Policy dictates, that sales and assessments be performed on-site, at the home or property where the pet lives. This allows for a series of questions that every DogFence representative conducts with the caretaker, assessing if the dog fence is the correct measure for the application. These questions provide the information to determine what methods can be implemented after the dog fence is installed to satisfy the other reasons why the pet had escaping behaviour in the first place. 
The Welsh Assembly may find it must proceed with several arguments relating to the benefits v the aversive of a containment system. Consideration would need to include all aspects of the situation.
Possible arguments for determining if a containment system is warranted:

· Is there a solution of containment that can be successful without the use of a containment system? i.e.: fixing existing fence, erecting a fence, chaining pet, etc.
· Is the pet at risk of harming itself?, i.e.: hanging itself on fence, getting stuck under fence, inflicting individual harm through panic behaviour, escaping resulting in injury or death, etc. 

· Does the pets escaping behaviour pose an imminent threat to its environment or ramifications thereto? I.e.: potential cause of motor vehicle accidents, attacking native wildlife, displays of aggression to humans or other domestic pets due to fear and anxiety.

· Will the Pet will be free to move about the property with relatively sizeable space, unchained or uninhibited from movement. If not, and the pet is chained or restricted from freedom of adequate movement, could this not be perceived as a welfare issue?
· Laws prohibit wandering pets Fines could be too costly resulting in owner giving pet away or ending up at RSPCA, which the problem of escaping becomes habitual. Council may have pet euthanized.
·   Does the owner have the financial means of properly containing their pet? 

If not, inadequate fencing may be installed, possibly hazardous or unsightly to neighbours. 

        If not, Pet may continue to run loose or be given away. 

        If not, pet may be chained or kennelled, possibly euthanized (although rare).

· Is the critical risk of harm greater than the e-stimulus or aversive?

               This is ultimately a question of “do the ends justify the means”? Are we going to have a pet that is alive and unharmed versus a scared lost pet, dead, injured, stolen , being attacked by domestic pets or wildlife, catching disease, starvation or dehydration, poisoned or baited?
Countless research has be done through many publications regarding e-stimulus not causing physical damage, permanent or temporary, to the animals body  (Lindsay 2000); so the concern ultimately remains on the well-being of the pets. 
· Considering dog fences  (dog fences only-not remotes or bark control collars) sold in the UK, how many negative reports have been lodged about misuse or behavioural problems resulting from the systems?

If the percentage of these lodgements  even equals 1% , that  should be well below any alarming figure to warrant heavier restrictions that currently exist.
How Dogs Learn
Deciding Whether and When to use Aversive in a Training Program
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Discussion

        When behaviour is critical or poses significant risk to the pet’s safety, there are direct links to the use of an aversive. This demonstrates a level of truth that to maintain well-being and welfare of the animal in “life or death” situations (which many times is closely related to escaping behaviour), the “ends may justify the means”. This of course must still encompass the definition of “no unnecessary suffering”. 
 It could be argued that the term “ends justifying the means” could be used in many aspects of modern health care for pets. Everyday thousands of dogs around the globe are given microchips to help identify the pet if stolen or lost. The microchip is delivered into the dog’s body by way of needle injection. The injection pierces the skin and delivers the silicon microchip into the pet, where it is designed to remain for the rest of the pet’s life. Many dogs whimper or cry out in fright or pain when the needle is used. The vocal response to being injected with a syringe indicates a direct response due to actual intrusion into the body. Very few Vets or welfare officials would deny that micro-chipping is a great safety measure to ensure the return of a lost pet. The hidden fence then should be viewed as prevention, and in some cases- the cure. When the pet is conditioned to the dog fence and understands the boundary, then the possibility of the micro-chips usefulness becomes less needed. DogFence has many times witnessed less reaction when a pet receives the stimulus from a containment system. 
“ Though dogs may find ES (electrical stimulation) alarming at low levels and startling at medium levels, these stimulation levels are far les aversive or intrusive than many conventional corrections delivered by slip, prong, or halter collars. Even when ES is delivered at moderately high levels, the subjective sensation of momentary stimulation approximates the feeling of a standard sized rubber band stretched 5 or 6 inches away from the skin and sharply released on the wrist.” (Lindsay 2000-9,578)
   General vaccines and certain medications are delivered in the same manner as micro-chips, all designed for the benefit of the pet’s welfare, yet both are an invasive procedure which is causing a “level” of discomfort. This is justified in the same manner as a containment system. The containment system is designed to provide the aversive, and teach the pet to avoid the boundary completely. Arguably, the containment system may in fact be more humane as the pet has been conditioned and trained on the dog fence and has the choice to avoid the aversive correction. The same pets have no choice when it comes to medical procedures. 
Owners ultimately have the right to make judgments on their pet’s wellbeing. Dog fences should not be excluded or overly difficult to obtain, as long as some level of consultation is performed. We believe that an on-site visit by the representative satisfies this requirement.
Some philosophically object to the use of aversives as training tools and simply disregard dog fences as “draconian” or the dog fence “may” be used for misuse or abuse. In 7  years of direct involvement in the industry in this country, I have yet to witness or hear about hidden fences being used in such a manner. Dregs of society exist in all regions of our culture. If abuse of a pet is going to take place, an electronic collar isn’t going to provoke the abuser, the abuse would happen regardless. The difference is, someone willing to abuse a dog would find much cheaper alternatives. The word “may” can not be reliably used in any argument for or against an outcome. “May” is only a possibility, and doesn’t stand up against the numbers. 
“Traditional training collars and tools produce an aversive affect by various means, such as abruptly compressing or jabbing the neck (slip collar, prong collar), clamping around the muzzle and twisting the head and neck (halter collars), or sharply striking the dog’s body (eg, throwing objects). All of these techniques are relatively safe and humane when used properly but could damage the neck and throat is misused or abused” (Lindsay 2000)

There would appear to be a fair amount of discrimination of the use of hidden fences or e-collars in general, simply based on ignorance and/or perception. This can’t be basis for tougher restriction or regulation; however it does perhaps offer opportunity for better distribution practice by the distributor. DogFence has a proven platform of successful distribution practice which moves beyond government regulation, but self regulation with self preservation being a motivation.

 “What business would knowingly distribute a product or service that would result in its own detriment?” 

  “Clearly not one that wishes to stay in business.” 
               Animal welfare and DogFence ultimately strive to achieve a similar goal…to minimize physical and behavioural suffering and keep our pets alive. That’s the most responsible obligation we can provide.
Distribution

   DogFence promotes on-site installation and pet training as a more effective means of distribution of the DogWatch brand product. Pet owners are unable to purchase the DogWatch Hidden Fence system over the, internet, trade show, pet shops, etc. In order to purchase a system the consumer must speak to a DogFence representative so that the reason for containment can be established and the correct system recommended to the consumer if required. The origin of electronic collars and electronic containment systems in the UK was DIY or part installed (some companies have offered a semi- installation service via untrained tradesmen with no onsite training or customer support). Only when DogFence started in 2003, was there a comprehensive service provided for on-site instruction for containment systems. DogFence recognised the need for training of both customer and dog in order to give containment success. 
   The business plan focuses on creating a solid customer base built on trust and success. Customers feel as though they’ve received top service and DogFence was the best option for containing their pets. Many customers initially considered purchasing a DIY kit from other distributors; however, after careful review, found that incorrect set-up and training issues were their biggest concern. Customers are reassured that professional installation and emphasis on the pet’s understanding of the new boundaries was the preferred option. 
    Pet owners retaining the services of DogFence, are given estimate pricing with equipment options, installation, labour and materials, trainings and instruction. Pet owners are also given the only guarantee based on performance in the industry. DogFence offers a money back pet containment guarantee for up to the lifetime of the pet. DogFence believes this is a substantial effort to ensure that the customer always has a place to turn if maintenance problems occur, or if the pet isn’t responding to the containment system in the way it should.

In addition to the guarantee, DogFence offers an exclusive lifetime Equipment Warranty on all components of the DogWatch hidden fence. This is a replacement warranty. 

  DogFence believes it satisfies Delta Society USA Charter on electronic containment system description* (see below) and believes that such a policy should be adopted in the UK.
*Delta Society Charter 3.11
Electronic containment systems – consisting of a transmitter, hidden wire, and collar with battery-operated receiver – are intended to prevent a dog from leaving an area. In most systems, the dog hears a warning tone near the boundary. If the dog keeps moving forward, the collar delivers a shock or a spray of citronella. 

Though widely used, these systems do have a potential for misuse and abuse. They are not recommended for dogs with existing fear or aggression problems. The dog may be injured or traumatized by other animals crossing or approaching the boundary.* The system itself is not a training technique, but depends on proper setup and training to function in a humane manner. Unlike remote training collars, these systems are not dependent on human timing and consistency in delivering the aversive. 

Trainers should learn the specifics of any product they are considering using or recommending. System specifications change frequently. The boundaries should have visible markers to serve as a reminder. A training program should first teach the desired behavior – stopping short of the boundary – before introducing the collar. And the system should safeguard against a dog being trapped in the correction area, or outside the yard, by fear of repeated punishment. 
*The dog may be injured or traumatized by other animals crossing or approaching the boundary – DogFence disagrees with this statement, generally pets attached by badgers are not contained on the fence – most customers using a DogFence system will exclude the dog from areas where potential risks lie.

Pet owners are given on-site assistance, owners and operating manuals, instructional DVD, multiple contact details including:  contact numbers, email, website.
DogWatch Hidden Fence Systems
        DogFence only distributes the DogWatch Hidden Fence brand. www.dogwatch.com
DogWatch has displayed an enormous dedication to engineering safe protocols into their containment systems. To Date, DogWatch has the only FM (Frequency Modulation) Digital signal on the market worldwide. The FM digital signal *“SafeLink” prevents any stray signals from Televisions, telephones, garage door openers, Air conditioning units , etc. which might activate an AM (Amplitude Modulation) signal. DogWatch conforms to both CE and RoHOS. 
Dogwatch has 250 dealers worldwide and has established the single largest independent distribution network worldwide. 

*More information can be supplied upon request

Engineering

Correction “stimulation”

Correction levels and PPS (pulses per second)

PPS on levels 1-3 can be changed from 11, 16, 26 seconds 

Levels can be changed (by dealer only) from 0 to 5.

Levels on R7 receivers have been engineered with voltage levels for all sizes and temperaments of pets, however, have many choices for PPS, as to correct in a more startling manner versus intensity. 

Setting 0      Tone only-no correction
Setting 1      1.0 KV*   at  11pps, 16pps, 26pps 

Setting 2      3.0 KV     at  11pps, 16pps, 26pps

Setting 3      4.0 KV     at  11pps, 16pps, 26pps
Setting 4      3.0 KV     at  11pps, 16pps, 26pps AutoMemory

Setting 5      4.0 KV     at  11pps, 16pps, 26pps AutoMemory
Setting 6      4.8 KV     at  41pps 
Setting 7      4.5 KV     at  61pps 
*Kilovolts

Correction “feel”

· Correction Pulses are harmless to animals

· Contact posts cannot burn skin

· Dog skin resistance is much higher (20-25 times) than that of humans, as dogs have no sweat glands.

· Correction voltage is about one-fourth that of static electricity shock that you get around your house or in your car.

· There is very little current sent to animal

· Corrections can be felt differently through PPS (pulses per second). Voltage can remain low, yet be more startling with more PPS. Thusly, gaining success of stimulation without higher correction levels. Perception differs from reality.
Receiver size

R7 receiver

4.9cm long x 1.8cm wide x 3cm tall

37 grams 

Collar Receiver Features

· Audible Tone – warns pet with tone prior to giving a correction

· 20 receiver correction settings – Allows for customised stimulations for the individual pet.

· Microprocessor receiver programmability – All receivers can be programmed individually.

· Tone only feature – No correction

· Auto Shutdown – Automatically shuts down after 15 seconds of correction if animal cannot retreat from signal zone
· Tattle-Tale Feature – Indicates to owner if pet has approached the boundary within a 24 hour time slot

· AutoMemory – Records if pet has approached the boundary, if so, receiver will up the setting 1 level, then return to original settings within 24 hours. AutoMemory is a programmable feature.

· FastReact – Measures the speed of the pet and reacts to the signal field within .125 of a second

· Low Battery and software status LED – Reminds customer that the battery is low and needs to be replaced. Battery needs replacement at 8 months. Indicates if receiver is working properly.
· Safelink( FM Digital Signal – won’t pick stray radio signals and unintentionally activate receiver
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Transmitter Features
· 72-Hour Battery back up – Stays in operation even during power failure. Automatically recharges when power is restored.
· Audible and Visual Security Alerts – Lets customer know if there is a wire break
· Loop Monitor Display – (LMD) indicates exact signal field width from the wire and displays on the transmitter face. Indicates if there are issues with the wire and/or signal transmission.
· External and internal lightning and surge protection – Exact technology used by Telstra®. Prevents damage to the transmitter and/or FM digital signal to the receiver.
· Safelink( FM Digital Signal – won’t pick stray radio signals and unintentionally activate receiver

· Signal range control – The signal from the transmitter can develop anywhere from 6 inches from the wire to 12 feet.
[image: image4.jpg]



Training and Conditioning to Hidden Dog Fences

     A great deal of research and observation has gone into the training protocol of electronic pet containment systems. Reward based training in conjunction with the dog fence is the cornerstone of the success when using a hidden fence containing pets safely and without incident. 
     Pet owners are instructed on the philosophy and concept of the dog fence and are made to understand why there is a process to achieve the goal of containment. Customers are given “homework” on lessons to adapt their pets to living on a property using a hidden fence system. 

Dog Training Protocol

      DogFence visits the customer and the dog to train both to use and understand the system
· First step of training – audible and visual association, redirection and retreat (no correction)

· Second step of  training – Temptation and distraction, risk versus reward (correction –low level start, assess)

· Third step of training – temptation and distraction, reward and positive play (assess correction level)

      We focus on 5 principles at the beginning of the protocol, to help the dogs understanding of its new boundaries:

        1- The habitat has changed,

        2- Where the change occurred, 

        3- How to identify the new boundary (audible and visual)

        4- What action to take when encountering the boundary. (Retreat and avoidance) 

        5- Maintain properties positive perception using reward based training methods
Step 1

It’s standard protocol to begin the training straight after the install. It’s important to utilize natural landmarks of the property to distinguish the pet’s boundary. Natural hedge lines or fence lines are great for giving the pet a visual reference point to identify. It’s an added bonus to exercise this method, as typically the hedge may contain, badgers, or ticks and other dangers that the pet need not be exposed to. 
            Once the boundary wire has been configured and installed, the transmitter is programmed and tested throughout the entire property. After testing, white marker flags are placed in position where the pet will see the flags in close proximity to when it hears the audible tone emitting from the receiver. This is critical, because the pet must associate the two as one and the same. The combination of the two is a powerful audio/visual message on how to identify its new boundary. The white flags are almost always placed just inside the signal edge where the receiver will begin to “beep”. The flags are spaced approx 1 metre apart from one another and sometimes may be even closer depending on the application. The marker flags only operate as a visual cue as to where the signal edge is revealed.
Several objectives are present during the conditioning. The dog needs to understand key elements; if signs of recognition aren’t present after a few sessions, changes are made so it won’t be subject to learning in a method of misunderstanding and punishment. 
       The owner and the pet are then invited to take part in the training. The trainer instructs the owner that the pet must be on lead at all times when outside until the next session. This maintains control of the dogs movements so there are no inconsistencies. DogFence requires the owner supply “flat” nylon collar for use during the training and DogFence supply a long 6ft training lead. Due to the quick redirection required to develop a sense of urgency, halter collars are not recommended because they have the potential for injuring the dog’s neck if jerked by accident. 

       The dog fence receiver is programmed so it’s only on audible tone only (90% of the time. We’ve discovered some breeds actually do far better when a light correction from the collar is delivered when the dog recognises the flags for the first time, establishing that the flags are a negative) . This allows the dog to be signalled at the flags, but no or light aversive is given.
      Two techniques are usually followed for most breeds. 

· Audio/Visual recognition

· Redirect and Retreat

   The first technique generally takes two people, one to hold the dog approximately 1.5 metres away from the flags, and the other to hold the receiver in the signal field waving the marker flags. It’s important that no verbal commands are used during this process. The dog will need to focus on the two signals without distraction. If the owner or whomever interrupts the process by speaking to the dog, the dog will remove its attention away from the flags and tone and may associate the person holding the collar as part of the process. The “human” aspect must be kept to a minimum throughout the whole process. This technique is used around the entire boundary. Within a short period, the dog should be somewhat suspect of the audible tone and flags and begin to show signs of apprehension. If it’s viewed that the dog is showing signs of excessive fear, the training is lightened up with more playtime and less emphasis on the boundary, only occasionally making an approach.
  The second technique is more hands on and requires a good deal of skill and timing. The collar is placed on the dog. After a quick run around the safe zone of the interior of the property, the owner allows the dog to make an approach to the boundary (preferably on its own initiative), and allow it to hear the beep while wearing the collar. Typically, the dog will tilt its head in curiosity. The owner then gives a very quick, but gentle “pop” of the lead; then a quick redirection and retreat back to the centre of the property approximately 2 metres. It’s important to note that the “pop” and “redirection” is not meant to be a correction. It’s meant to stop the dog from going further after hearing the signal near the flags, and finish the process by retreating backwards.

        This technique is to be performed about the entire boundary for just a few minutes. If the owner detects boredom, speed up the tempo of the training so it is more entertaining for the dog.
        DogFence then determines when the dog is ready to move onto stage 2 of the training.

Stage 2

        Stage 2 is where the dog first feels the correction.. This session focuses on how well the dog understands his boundaries by showing slight apprehension to the flags and tone.
       The DogFence trainer programs the correction level that is sufficient to create a “startled” effect by the dog once it enters the boundary.
.
       Interestingly enough, many times it takes significant effort to get the dog near the boundary on this day due to them demonstrating respect and avoidance already, even without the aversive.
       DogFence then sets up a series of events that are designed to tempt the dog to escape. This can be relatively easy or difficult depending on the dog’s prior escaping habits. On many occasions, another dog is used on the opposite side of the boundary fence, yet far enough away so that it’s not in the proximity of where the dog will receive its first correction. The reason for this is we don’t want the dog on the containment system to associate the dog on the opposite side of the fence with the correction. Many tools of distraction are used, but never toys or family members. Toys are a play thing and shouldn’t have anything to do with aversive training. Family members are the dog’s support system and the most important part of its life. If any type of cynopraxic bonding had developed, DogFence does its best effort to preserve it.

      The dog is then exposed to the correction with a mild setting and the use of a low level distraction, i.e., leaving a gate open, making noise in the hedge, etc. The dog approaches the boundary and receives its first aversive stimulus. 90% of the time, the dog is aware that it’s receiving a sensation and moves backwards, but with medium urgency. Partially it’s unsure if it felt anything at all. The dog is quickly brought into the centre of the garden and praised with medium play.
     The temptations are increased to prove to the dog that there is a matter of risk versus reward. Many times the dog has already decided that it’s more interested on playing on the inside than dealing with his boundaries. The sessions can sometimes be somewhat anticlimactic. 

     At this juncture, the owner may be able to have the dog off lead, while supervised, in the garden. This luxury is only granted under certain criteria, and if the situation appears to be less critical than at the beginning. Ultimately, DogFence makes an assessment if this is the course of action. The dog would have had to display good recognition of the boundary and show convincing signs of avoidance.

Stage 3

       Stage 3 occurs several days to 1 week after the correction day. This allows for positive play in the garden and gives the owner the chance to observe behaviour and report back to DogFence. At this stage, DogFence determines if the correction level is sufficient to contain the dog and if the behaviour has softened regarding escaping. Many times DogFence will introduce a surprise temptation, to observe if the dog chooses the safety of the garden or take the risk for the perceived reward. Adjustments or techniques are implemented, but in most cases, the dog at this point is ready to be off lead and unsupervised. DogFence then activates the containment guarantee. 

*Additional information or on-site demonstrations are welcomed and can be supplied upon request.
       A typical schedule for the owner to follow to reinforce the training is about twice a day for roughly ten minutes each session. Most of the ten minutes is walking about the property and creating a positive atmosphere for the dog, i.e., playing, running, sniffing, etc. Factually, only around 2 to 3 minutes are used for the boundary training, the rest of the time is spent playing. 

DogFence - Cat Training Protocol (patent pending)
     Escaping cats are an increasing issue around the UK. They can not only be injured themselves, but cause significant damage and injury to native wildlife. Their prey drives are almost impossible to control under average circumstances and are under constant scrutiny by wildlife preservationists. Cats are also targeted for being subject to major acts of cruelty and abuse by some uncompassionate UK citizens. 

     If there were a way to control a cat’s movements and keep them to their garden, many of the worrisome aspects of cat ownership would virtually be eliminated. It’s an almost impossible task to allow a cat the property to roam, yet keep it from wandering away. Cat enclosures work well but are awkward, unattractive and costly. A typical mesh cat enclosure can cost several thousand pounds. Reports of frustration by cats being enclosed are not unusual. Documented cases of cats developing significant behavioural issues from being confined by physical structures exist. DogFence can contain a cat on most any property up to ¼ acre for under £500.00. This cost includes training, equipment, and installation.

    The typical cat training is done completely off lead. As leads usually disarm and threaten cats, we prefer to disassociate the owner from the process. DogFence adopted this DogWatch training method 18 months ago.

    The system is installed around the boundary with careful consideration of the cat’s abilities to escape. Visual permanent landmarks are used for the cat to be able to identify the boundary in an easier manner. 

    Once the system is installed, it’s not activated for one week. The cat’s receiver collar is an elastic style collar with flexibility for comfort and safety. 
    First: The cat is restricted to the home for 1 week, without being allowed outside. This creates a controlled environment for the cat. 

     Second: A place is determined by the cat owner and DogFence. as to where they wish the cat avoid in the home, i.e.: cooker top, worktop, fish tank, etc.


      Third: DogFence places an indoor transmitter near the object and programs the transmitter to send a small signal surrounding the object. The object is then surrounded with marker flags. 
     The owner, everyday for 1 week, places something yummy in the centre of the flags (human food, i.e.: chicken, steak, fish, etc.); something the owner would prefer the cat not be tempted by or consume. The cat’s regular food is placed in its normal location without any proximity to where the flags are. 

      Fourth: Allow cat freedom to move about the home in regular fashion. This training is usually very tedious and boring as the cat may not realise any change has been made at this point. (It’s not permitted to force the cat to the area, as this counters our objective). The cat’s receiver collar is programmed on a very low correction level with the tone activated upon entry to the flags.

      The same technique used with the dog whereas the flags are shaken at the sound of the beep is performed to give the cat the indication that something is different. Again…no voice commands.
Bring attention to flags and tone once daily. Once the cat discovers this new alteration in its home, it typically wanders over to the flags where the food smells exceptionally good. As it moves closer and hears the tone, it will then receive the small correction. The cat will jump backwards. Consistent observation concludes that in almost every case, the cat becomes suspicious of the flags, yet will investigate further.  Typically the cat chooses to return for another attempt at the food hours later when everyone is asleep. 
(This is meant to condition the cat without owner or human interaction. The more we can disassociate owners from the process, protects the relationship of pet and owner, and becomes a phenomenon).
 Once one week has passed with the owner repeatedly placing yummy food scraps into the centre of the flags, the report from the customer is usually “kitty walks around it, and as soon as it hears the tone, backs away.”


     Fifth: Flag the outside loop with a lot of flags (spaced about every 2 feet) 

     Sixth: Allow the cat to exit the house without help, and observe him walk out on in the yard. Allow freedom to wander around without much attention, but careful observation. If the cat suspects you are up to something, he’ll shut down and not do anything for hours.

  Seventh: allow the cat to get a correction by curious approach, escape attempt or by temptation. 
In most cases, the cat has retreated back when hearing the tone and without correction. Many times the cat sees the flags flapping away in the wind and realises “it’s here as well”, and simply walks back into the home.
     This form of training protects the pet/owner relationship, is based on complete observation and association, and so far has been 100% effective containing cats without incident or trauma. 

    *Additional information or on-site demonstrations are welcomed and can be supplied upon request.

DogFence Company’s Response to the 

 The announcement on 25 June 2008 of the draft regulations to introduce a ban on the use of electric-shock dog collars in Wales.
    On the 25th of June 2008, the Minister of Rural Affairs announced  that there were proposals in place to ban the use of electronic collars in Wales. The deadline for submissions in defence of the use and sale of electronic collars in Wales is 27th May 2009.
     DogFence Company objects to regulations and restrictions for the use and sale of electronic collars and most especially, dog fence containment systems. The Assembly has presented one sided viewpoints which offers only the potential negatives of electronic collars. The Bureau did not mention, in a single case, the thousands of dogs per year in the UK alone on dog fences, that have been spared from euthanasia due to behavioural issues, or becoming lost or killed in the road due to extreme escaping behaviour.

     The fact is, the negatives that have been presented are exactly the same that obedience trainers and welfare organisations claim may occur with any style of training tool. Slip collars and halter collars, which are widely used throughout the pet industry and pet owners, have the same potential to create a possible behavioural consequence as an electronic collar; however they rarely ever do.

     “Traditional training collars and tools produce an aversive affect by various means, such as abruptly compressing or jabbing the neck (slip collar, prong collar), clamping around the muzzle and twisting the head and neck (halter collars), or sharply striking the dog’s body (eg, throwing objects). All of these techniques are relatively safe and humane when used properly but could damage the neck and throat is misused or abused” (Lindsay 2000).
“These training aids are also known as choker chains, slip chains, slip collars. They have been around for years but in recent years many purely positive or food trainers have frowned on their use citing “cruel and punishing for dogs”. Like any training aid or method, correction collars have their place in a balanced training program. The function of a correction collar when used properly is to let the dog know the exact moment it has made a mistake during the training process. This is done by way of sound (the take up of the chain when pulled) and tactility (by way of the slight tap on the dog’s neck). These training aids when used correctly are safe and can have an immediate result on a dog pulling, jumping up uncontrollably, showing aggression, and being generally disobedient. Good trainers will use these training aids just as they would also use, head halters or soft training collars depending on the dog & handler”.
Michael Tucker

President- Australian Association of Professional Dog Trainers, Inc 

Correction Collars

      The Assembly clearly doesn’t believe that the general public are capable of reading instructions (which come standard with any brand of electronic collar), but are also incapable of providing the best solution for their pets behavioural issues or safety. 
     The Assembly, we believe, is not looking at the electronic collar issue properly and objectively.   It would appear there has been little or no research performed on the current shape of the industry in the UK. If it had been, there would be a clear understanding that the benefits of electronic collars have on animal welfare far outweighed any potential negatives. Whether there has been outside pressure by select groups to make electronic collars more difficult to use or purchased remains to be seen; however if so, there must be substantial research and observation to determine if the loss of some of these great training aids will cause more harm to the domestic pet world than good. 
  DogFence currently has over 3000 dogs and cats on containment systems whom would now very likely be dead, as their escaping behaviour became so critical that even traditional kinds of fences we insufficient to contain the animal properly and safely.
     DogFence would also state the evidence is clear that the Assembly has assessed electronic collars taking into consideration that electronic collars on the market are very different from one another; i.e.: Electronic training remote collars, Bark control collars, and hidden fence containment systems. All of these units and tools have vastly different purposes and some rely on human timing of their operation, making them more susceptible to mishandling. However, dog fences are critical to the safety of dogs with escaping issues and are the most popular and safest of all the electronic collars available. Restrictions on dog fences should either be lifted, or allow the distributor to self regulate its operating procedures, reviewed by the Assembly. 
The restrictions proposed for the dog fence lead us to believe that the users will buy low cost Asian units from the internet. These units do have the inbuilt safety features of the DogWatch systems (safety shutdown features, flexible training levels, multi antenna) and run on an AM radio frequency. These low cost units come with no customer support for the user and are a one size fits all products. Therefore, a timid dog or cat will receive the same correction as an avid escaper. There is no facility to turn off the correction on these units (a very important stage of training) and most of these units are only supplied with 20 – 25 training flags, additional cable is sold on its own, therefore the visual markers for the pet are not present.

 
In our opinion this will lead to incorrect usage, “dog out” situations and will be detrimental to the user and dog/cat in the future due to lack of training and poor product. It is not recommended to install a dog fence system for a limited period of time. Many breeds will return to their escaping behaviour leaving the owner with no option but to re-home or euthanize the dog after the 2 month period has expired, if and when the escaping behaviour returns. Remote Training collar and Anti-Bark training collars are an additional training support mechanism, the hidden dog fence is not deemed hidden training fence, as it is designed as a permanent and long term product, hence DogWatch systems come with a lifetime containment and equipment guarantee.
 Proposed regulations to allow limited use of the systems are confusing and bizarre  – how can we say it is OK to use this system for 2 months but after  the two month  period  has expired the user is breaking the law? It is clear that the Assembly recognises that dog fences offer a safe and humane solution to escaping issues by virtue of the fact that they endorse the use of the product for a limited time only. The correction is usually only received during the training period (approx 7 days) whereafter the dog will respond to the audible warning. There is no real argument for the user not to continue to use the fence after the 2 month period provided the dog has been correctly trained. The limited usage greatly discourages a user from having the system professionally and safely installed and trained. The draft regulations have not been fine tuned enough, and also have discriminatory towards a certain kind of behavioural tool which has a negative perception; but is backed by many, if not all, of consumers that have purchased a containment system from DogFence.
Many potential users will, therefore, decide to use a “traditional” electric stock fence – firstly the voltage on these systems is significantly higher (min 2 joules on stock fencing) which means that the pet will encounter a much larger voltage that used on a dog fence system. Secondly with “traditional electric stock fence there is a danger to people (small children in particular) coming into contact with the boundary wire. This type of fencing does not give an all round security to the user (driveways etc) and offers no audible warning before the dog or cat receives the electric shock. If the assembly is to limit the use of electronic dog fences then we suggest that restrictions are also put in place for the use of stock or ping type fencing for domestic pets.

Below are the proposed regulations. DogFence will respond in Bold text.

The Animal Welfare (Electronic Devices) (Wales) Regulations 2009
3 (1) A person commits an offence if he or she –

(a) attaches an electronic device to a dog or cat;

(b) causes an electronic device to be attached to a dog or a cat; or

(c) is responsible for a dog or a cat to which an electronic device is attached

(2) Nothing in these Regulations prohibits the insertion and reading of a microchip for the purpose of identifying a cat or a dog, where that is done in accordance with good practice.

The assembly accepts that in some cases the term “ends justifying the means” as it clearly recognises the benefits of micro chipping. Everyday thousands of dogs around the globe are given microchips to help identify the pet if stolen or lost. The microchip is delivered into the dog’s body by way of needle injection. The injection pierces the skin and delivers the silicon microchip into the pet, where it is designed to remain for the rest of the pet’s life. Many dogs whimper or cry out in fright or pain when the needle is used. DogFence has many times witnessed less reaction when a pet receives the stimulus from a dog fence system. The micro chip is an effective method of reuniting lost or stolen pets but does not solve the solution of keeping the pet safe at home in the first place. Clearly the assembly agrees that in safety may come with a degree of temporary discomfort; therefore there is an argument for the use of an electronic device for a dog or cat for containment purposes, as any discomfort is minimal and temporary.
Defenses
4 It is a defense for a person accused of an offence under regulation 3 to show that the electronic device-
(a) was not capable of causing an electric shock to the animal;

(b) was attached by or under the direction of a veterinary surgeon; or

(c) was attached in accordance with regulation 5.

(a) This statement seems to advocate the use of spray and sonic collars. Spray collars and sonic collars can be used for certain behavioral issues. DogFence have and still stock citronella spray fences, however, these fences are not suitable for most dogs. The escaping behavior is rarely or only temporarily curtailed by using a “spray fence”.

(b) First the Assembly must be specific in regards to what in fact, constitutes a “defense” to wear an electronic collar. What would a Veterinarian be searching for when assessing the physical suitability of a pet? How would a vet assess the RELIABLE temperament of a dogs suitability to wear a collar, when it’s performed out of his environment and in a clinical environment? ) How many vet’s have been trained in the use of electronic pet containment or training collars? Who determines who is qualified?  The proposed regulations will be  that these devices can be used on recommendation by a vet does not indicate or give an explanation on what exactly the veterinarian is assessing during the examination regarding the physical characteristics of the dog in question for the suitability for wearing an electronic collar. What, in fact are they looking for? The statement is vague and incomplete on how a vet or trainer would conclude what constitutes a dog’s physical suitability for an electronic collar. Before any such restrictions would be imposed, this should be clearly defined and substantiated with evidence that supports the initiative.

The Assembly also should be aware that a dog cannot be properly and reliably assessed on its temperamental state in a clinical environment. The Assembly is asking for a dog owner to bring their dog into a vet office and out of its normal lifestyle, to be assessed on whether or not it’s behaviorally sound for the use of a collar. This becomes a circle with no end. If the dog is suffering from a behavioral problem in the first place, then bringing into a clinical situation for assessment becomes unreliable and untrustworthy.  
Unless the Assembly is going to initiate a dog training and behavior course through its departments to train vets in the use of training collars? The advocated use of electronic collars varies from different practices, and even between vets in the same practice. At present collars are recommended and used by personal opinion – this means that the customer can simply find a veterinary practice that will advocate the use of the electronic device.
Fencing Systems

5. – (1) A person may attach an electronic device to a cat or a dog if-

(a)  any electric shock to the animal is caused or to be caused by virtue of the animals proximity to a boundary marked by a physical barrier.

The above statement endorses the use of traditional stock fencing for use with domestic animals. The Assembly has not taken into consideration the amount of voltage output of traditional stock fencing verses the voltage output on a dog fence. On the absolute maximum level available the voltage received would be 0.00133 joules (a traditional stock fence starts at 2 joules and can go considerably higher). To date we have several dogs with both heart conditions and epilepsy that have been safely contained (with their vets permission). There is an enigma; the Assembly is clearly advocating the use of high voltage stock fencing which gives the dog no warning and is using a significantly higher voltage.
The DEFRA report for livestock states.

“Stock can be encouraged to investigate an electric fence by attaching unfamiliar and highly visible objects to it” 

These methods are never used in training for the dog fence – the dog is never encouraged or called over the boundary – it is always the dog who leads the way. The training is humane and the results effective. Once trained most dogs will react to the audible warning only and most will avoid the audible only (beep area). The use of dog fence containment system is in our opinion more humane and effective when dealing with escaping behavioural issues.  Electric tape fencing does not give an all round security to the user (driveways etc) and offers no audible warning before the dog or cat receives the electric shock. If the assembly is to limit the use of electronic dog fences then we suggest that restrictions are also put in place for the use of stock or ping type fencing for domestic pets.

b) The physical barrier is clearly visible to the dog.
 We agree in part, when installing a containment system, the boundary is clearly marked using the training flags and it is standard practise to follow the existing boundary demarcation line, i.e hedge or fence. Driveways, however offer dogs an easy escape route and whilst most properties do have gates for barriers to prevent escape from these areas this does not allow for mistakes due to delivery men, children or visitors. The dog fence containment system offers a total solution and the dog is trained to know where the boundary lies (the training is adapted for driveways).
(c) the boundary marked by the physical barrier is entirely outdoors; and 
With cat training it is important to commence the training in a controlled environment; the use of an indoor system has radically changed the training method for cats and now offers users a safe and humane method of cat training for containment systems. Dog owners will also use the indoor systems to keep pets away from certain areas – bins, children’s rooms etc. A dog trained to an outdoor containment systems adapts effortlessly to an indoor system and we can see no reason for this exclusion.

(d) the device is attached to the animal for a period of no more than 2 months from the on which it was first attached.

Firstly we would request that the Assembly clarify this statement – is this intended to mean that the electronic collar must not be worn continuously for a period of 2 months of does this statement intend that the user can only install the containment system for a period of 2 months?

If the Assembly intends that the collar should not be worn for continuous a period of 2 months this statement would in fact need to be amended – DogFence do not advocate the usage of a containment collar for a period of more than 14 hours – the collar should be removed each day for at least a 10 hours period. When installing the DogFence system the customer is given full instructions of the correct fit and use of the containment collar. In our opinion pre-longed use of the collar would constitute abuse.

If the Assembly intend that containment fence should only be installed for a period of 2 months DogFence disagree strongly with this statement. Firstly, how can the Assembly advocate the use of a fence for a defined period only? By endorsing the use of the dog fence, the Assembly recognises the benefits of the system and agrees that these systems are not cruel or inhumane. The statement is a contradiction, either the hidden fence is suitable for use on domestic pets or it is not suitable. Also this short window means that the user will buy the cheapest throw away system possible. These systems do not usually meet with the following criteria:

(i) the power of the collar must not exceed either 15 milliamps root mean square or 100

milliamps single pulse with a maximum duration of 3 milliamps per second; and

(ii) the length of the stimulation period must be limited by an automatic safety cut-out;

and

(iii) the collar must provide for variable levels of static stimulation; and

(f) the collar contacts have safe, rounded points; and

(g) the distance between the collar contact points does not exceed 60 millimeters. 
Minimal corrections are  usually only received during the training period whereafter the dog will respond to the audible warning. There is no real argument for the user not to continue to use the fence after the 2 month period provided the dog has been correctly trained. The chances of correction after the training period are minimal if the dog has been correctly trained on the system. The limited usage greatly discourages a user from having the system professionally and safely installed and trained, therefore the stress to pet will be increase. The low cost DIY systems do not all have flexible training levels – a timid dog does not require the same stimulation as a determined dog. The draft regulations have not been fine tuned enough, and also have discriminatory towards a certain kind of behavioural tool which has a negative perception; but is backed by many, if not all, of consumers that have purchased a containment system from DogFence.

    There are  36 developed countries  that do not have bans or restrictions, several being the USA, Canada, France, Spain, New Zealand, England, Ireland.

    DogFence agrees that there is an argument about developing a more strategic distribution system or “licensing” system. DogFence have such a system currently in place which is self regulated and has proven successful. This method enables to DogFence to perform the transaction of a hidden fence system on-site at the owners property. This allows for greater responsibility; however also brings more accountability to DogFence as a retailer. Those whom wish to distribute in Wales, should perform all sales transaction on-site, and offer instruction on the systems use. In regards to hidden dog fences, the distributor would not only be obligated to install the product, but offer instructions on the use of the system, via the manufacturers instructions. Depending on privacy laws, the distributors would then be obligated to register the product to the customer with the customers vet. This action would be done on a time table, perhaps quarterly. This would maximise the proper use of the hidden fences and, in turn, minimise the welfare concerns. 
        Discovering the underlining reason why the pet is escaping helps determine whether the use of a containment system is part of the solution to stop the behaviour. “Part of the solution” is a significant factor with regards to the use of a hidden fence. The containment system itself is only a part of the whole, when properly changing the behaviour of the pet. Using a containment system merely provides the aversive needed to deter the “act” of escaping and stop the escaping. The desire for escaping may still exist thereafter. Even though the hidden fence may stop the problem of escaping, and on the surface may appear to have solved the problem; typically there is still work to be accomplished. At DogFence, we instruct the pet owner on many techniques to create a “positive environment and habitat” on the property. This can include actual training techniques, food or toy rewards, play, etc. DogFence may even consult with outside parties to assist in this process. DogFence believes that customers need to be able to choose the solution that best suits their lifestyle and situation. By restricting pet owners the freedom to implement the hidden fence as a containment option, may bring unsavoury results due to delaying the process. 

  The America Society for the Prevention of Cruelty of Animals (ASPCA), 

  Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (OSPCA), 

  Delta Society USA, 

  Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals International (SPCA),

The use of the Invisible Dog Fence is approved by the American Kennel Club.

Conclusion
Before any regulations or restrictions are implemented a certain logic has to be justified. We believe that the Assembly does not make a compelling argument for the proposed regulations and has indeed failed to convince 1.) the Industry, 2.) Veterinarians and 3.) pet owners. 

At this stage, many of hidden dog fences customers have been contacted regarding the proposed restrictions and the response has not been favorable. In fact, many believe this is simply  that the Assembly is now interfering with their right to choose the best care for their pets. 

After careful review of the document: The Animal Welfare (Electronic Devices) (Wales) Regulations 2009; The content and objection to the use of electronic collars is mainly an objection of the use of positive punishment for behaviour modification, period. The same behavioural consequences that is “possible” from an electronic collar, is “possible” from any type of training tool which is a correction device.

Out of the 36 developed countries that electronic collars are sold only 4 have either restricted or banned (certain) electronic collars. That currently leaves 32 countries without restrictions. Australia, United States of America, England, Scotland, France, Spain, Portugal, Canada, Mexico, Andorra, Belgium, South Africa, Ireland, Italy, Argentina, Brazil, Caribbean, Hong Kong, New Zealand, Bermuda, Netherlands, Sweden, Switzerland, Chile, Israel, Cyprus, Costa Rica, Estonia, Finland, Latvia, Lebanon, Poland, Lithuania, Russia, Hungary, Japan.

The following societies do not support legislation or bars on electronic collars:

  The America Society for the Prevention of Cruelty of Animals (ASPCA), 

  Ontario Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (OSPCA), 

  Delta Society USA, 

  Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals International (SPCA),

The use of the Invisible Dog Fence is approved by the American Kennel Club.

  Discovering the underlining reason why the pet is escaping helps determine whether the use of a containment system is part of the solution to stop the behaviour. “Part of the solution” is a significant factor with regards to the use of a hidden fence. The containment system itself is only a part of the whole, when properly changing the behaviour of the pet. Using a containment system merely provides the aversive needed to deter the “act” of escaping and stop the escaping. The desire for escaping may still exist thereafter. Even though the hidden fence may stop the problem of escaping, and on the surface may appear to have solved the problem; typically there is still work to be accomplished. At DogFence, we instruct the pet owner on many techniques to create a “positive environment and habitat” on the property. This can include actual training techniques, food or toy rewards, play, etc. DogFence may even consult with outside parties to assist in this process. DogFence believes that customers need to be able to choose the solution that best suits their lifestyle and situation. By restricting pet owners the freedom to implement the hidden dog fence as a containment option, may bring unsavoury results due to delaying the process. 
      We sincerely hope the Animal Assembly look at electronic containment systems as a positive and humane step to solving escaping behaviour. As mentioned before, DogFence welcomes any research or workshops that may be initiated, and believes it has the experience to assist in such a project.  
       Recognising objections to aversive conditioning, DogFence is sympathetic to other views regarding training techniques and philosophies; however, by implementing restrictions on the availability of containment systems, the Assembly implies that these systems are somewhat dangerous to the pets health. To be able to do that, it must be proven with consistency that they are dangerous. It would appear that hidden dog fences have been labelled guilty before being proven innocent. 
   DogFence strongly agrees in allowing pet owners a choice in methods for solving behavioural issues; yet also is aware that some methods require patience and knowledge before exercising them. 
       As mentioned many times in this submission document, DogFence incorporates both reward based philosophy and aversive conditioning to maintain a “balance” of methods. 

      In conclusion, we believe that the little research in which contributed to the development of these draft regulations is biased and misinformed in regards to what consumers and pet owners are looking for when solving their pets behaviour issues. An electronic pet containment system saves pets lives. We at DogFence have over 3000 dogs and cats on containment systems whom were once escape artists and whose behaviour was critical. We saved these pets from certain destruction and/or injury. How can this not be defined as animal welfare?
We can be reached anytime to discuss electronic containment systems and other electronic training aids, and welcome any further involvement. We invite and welcome any member of the Assembly or Organisation that supports this legislation to attend a training session for a DogWatch hidden fence system. 
Ward & Samantha Chapman

DogFence

(01628) 476475

ward@dogfence.co.uk
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