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The Study

In August, the City of Cockburn administered a community engagement survey to evaluate perceptions and concerns in regard
to dog management and exercise areas.

Scorecards invitations were sent to 2,000 randomly selected households (1,000 by mail and 1,000 by email).

373 randomly selected residents completed a scorecard reducing the sampling error to £5.07% at the 95% confidence
interval.

The City supported the survey with supporting promotions through its communication channels and respondents who had
previously chosen to opt-in to participate in research for the City were also invited to participate. A further 226 respondents
participated bringing the total to 599 respondents.

The final dataset was weighted by age and gender to match the ABS Census population profile. Data has been analysed using
SPSS. Where sub-totals add to £1% of the parts, this is due to rounding errors to zero decimal places.
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Sample Profile

% of respondents (weighted)

Suburb

Ward

Atwell

Aubin Grove
Banjup
Beeliar

Bibra Lake
Cockburn Central
Coogee
Coolbellup
Hamilton Hill
Hammond Park
Henderson
Jandakot
Leeming
Munster
North Coogee
North Lake
Port Coogee
South Lake
Spearwood
Success
Treeby
Wattleup
Yangebup
Out of area
East Ward
Central Ward
West Ward
QOut of area
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Random
Sample Optin
Male
Gender Female
Other
18-24
Age 25-34
35-54
55+
Have child 0-5 years
Have child 6-12 years
Ages of Have child 13-17 years
Children Have child 18+ years
No children
No response
Minority Disability
groups LOTE
Own 1 dog
Number of Own 2 dogs
dogs
Own 3 or more dogs
owned
Non-owner
. Own small dog
Sc:ze of Own medium dog
0gs Own large dog
owned
Non-owner
No response
Greyhounds Own greyhound

and Own restricted breed

restricted None of these
breeds No response
Obedience Obed!ence lra!n!ng
training No obedience training
attendance No response

LOTE = Language other than English

IV

T 58
I 22
I

. 19
I 20
I 36
20

| <1
I 28
| <1

| <1

70
I 29
I 50
21

I 0
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Strategic Overview

Managing Dogs Awareness of Dog Happiness with Dog
in Public Places Exercise Beach Zones Exercise Beach Zones

59

Performance Index Score

69

% Yes

Most important

« M t of d t - i - L.
anagement of dog waste Dogs off-leash in on Limited number of off-

+ Keeping dogs away from wildlife and nesting birds leash and prohibited leash doq exercise areas
" areas 9
/Bl Best performing E
o @
a + Keeping dogs away from wildlife and nesting birds Q
c
L2 - Management of dog waste o
O )
Requires improvement Owners’ lack of Owners not picking up
q P supervision and control dog waste
+ Dog behaviour of their dogs
« Owner supervision and control of dogs in off-leash areas
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Animal management issues | Concern v Effectiveness

Residents are most concerned with management of dog waste and keeping dogs away from wildlife and nesting birds.

There is room to improve the effectiveness in managing all issues.

Level of Effectiveness (Index Score)

100

75

50

25

25

50

Level of Concern (Index Score)

75

100

DOOOOOO

Ensuring dogs are kept on-leash in on-
leash areas

Owner supervision and control of dogs
in off-leash areas

Dog behaviour (dogs responding to
their owners’ commands, not jumping or
running up to people or other dogs, etc)

Keeping dogs out of ‘dogs prohibited’
areas

Keeping dogs away from wildlife and
nesting birds

Management of dog waste

Q. Overall, how would you rate your level of concern with the following issues? Base: All respondents, excludes no response (n = varies)
Q. And, in your opinion, how effective has the City of Cockburn been in managing these issues? Base. All respondents, excludes unsure and no response (n = varies)
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Overall performance | managing dogs in public places

Performance ratings
% of respondents

Positive Performance

85% of respondents gave the City a positive rating of okay or rating” '“(g;"oﬁ%g}r ¢

higher for the management of dogs in public places.

The Performance Index Score is 59 out of 100, indicating the
average score was between okay and good.

Overall performance index scores were lower among non-dog
owners (44) compared to dog owners (63).

LA

Excellent Good Okay

s

Poor Terrible

Variances across the community
Performance Index Score
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Q. Overall, how would you rate the City of Cockburn’s performance in managing dogs in public places (including

beaches, parks and reserves)? CATA LYS E @ 10

Base: All respondents. excludes ‘unsure’ and ‘no response’ (n = 540). * Positive ratina = excellent. aood or okay
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Community concerns | managing dogs in public place's"'\'

Concerns about dogs in public places

% of respondents
Dogs off lead in on lead/dog free
areas

Limited number off lead dog
exercise areas

Owners lack of supervision and
control of their dogs

Owners not picking up dog waste

Insufficient Ranger
patrols/enforcement
Limited number fenced exercise
areas
Owners not following rules /
ignoring signage
Dog attacks,

dangerous/aggressive dogs not..

Insufficient bins/bags for dog
waste

Quality of dog exercise areas
(facilities, shade, surfaces etc)

Insufficient signage,
communication etc

Over-regulation in certain areas

Dogs off lead near roads / danger
of dogs being hit by cars

Need segregated/separate zones
within dogs exercise areas

Other

Q. If okay, terrible or poor, what are your main concerns?

The main concern in regards to managing dogs in public places is
dogs being let off-leash outside of off-leash areas. The lack of off-
leash dog exercise areas, lack of supervision by owners and
owners not picking up their dog’s waste are also concerns.

“Dogs always off-lead in on lead areas - my dogs don't like loose dogs
running up to them.”

“People Who Walk Their Dog Without A Leash dangerous for kids and
other dogs”

“More off leash areas are needed, and bigger open spaces for dogs to
run”

“Not enough off lead areas and restrictions around reserves when not in
use. Would love to throw the ball for my dog on a big oval when no sport
is on. He is very fast and hates short throws.”

“Dogs off-leash mixed with dogs on lead when people don't have a good
control over their dog(s) or dog doesn't have a reliable recall”

"Owners not taking responsibility. Multiple times found dogs off the lead
in on lead only parks. They also can't control their dogs which ran up to
my dog who was on the lead causing a dog flight. "

“My concern is dog owners not being responsible for dogs on leads and
picking up their dogs poo. I've seen many people dump the bags of poo
rather than put in bins or take with them.”

“Not enough bins with poo bags available in areas where people
regularly walk e.g. swamplands in Spearwood. It means there is lots of
dog poo left along the paths.”

N/
Base: All respondents who gave a terrible or poor rating for City's management of dogs in public places, excludes ‘no response’ (n = 250). CATA LYS E @ 1"

Chart shows responses mentionad spontaneously by 4% or more respondents.
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Concern about animal management issues

Residents are most concerned with management of dog waste and keeping dogs away from wildlife and nesting birds with index
scores of 81 and 77 out of 100, respectively.

Animal management issues | level of concern Index
% of respondents m High m Medium uLow Score
Management of dog waste 68 81
Keeping dogs away from wildlife and nesting birds 66 77

Owner supervision and control of dogs in off-leash

areas 69
Dog behaviour (dogs responding to their owners’
commands, not jumping or running up to people or 61
other dogs, etc)
Keeping dogs out of ‘dogs prohibited’ areas 57
Ensuring dogs are kept on-leash in on-leash areas 52

(. Overall, how would you rate your level of concern with the following issues? CATA LYS E @ 13

Base: All respondents, excludes 'no response’ (n = varies)
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Concern about animal management issues

Index score comparisons

Non dog owners are more concerned about most issues than other respondents, while dog owners are less concerned about dog
behaviour, keeping dogs out of prohibited areas and ensuring dogs are kept on-leash in on-leash areas.

Small dog owners are more concerned about keeping dogs away from wildlife and nesting birds, dog behaviour and ensuring dogs
are kept on-leash in on-leash areas than other respondents, while medium and large dog owners are less concerned about most
issues.

18 to 34 year olds are less concerned with all issues than other respondents while respondents aged 55 years and above are
more concerned with all issues listed.
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‘nsuring dogs are kept on-leash in on-leash areas 52145 78|58 37 46 |47

Q. How important do you think it is to: CATA LYSE @ 14

Base: All respondents, excludes ‘unsure’ and 'no response’ (n = varies)
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Effectiveness in animal management issues

Overall the City’s level of effectiveness in animal management issues is viewed a low to medium. The City is viewed as being most
effective in keeping dogs away from wildlife and nesting birds and in management of dog waste, both of these receiving an index
score of 45 out of 100.

Animal management issues | perceived effectiveness Index

% of respondents m High m Medium uLow Score
Keeping dogs away from wildlife and nesting birds 21 45
Management of dog waste 25 45

Keeping dogs out of 'dogs prohibited' areas 42
Ensuring dogs are kept on-leash in on-leash areas 39
Owner supervision and control of dogs in off-leash 34

areas

Dog behaviour (dogs responding to their owners'
commands, not jumping or running up to people or 11 32
other dogs, etc)

Q. And, i inion, h ffective has the City of Cockburn b i ing these i ? Y, \
Q. And, in your opinion, how effective has the City of Cockburn been in managing these issues CATA LYSE @ 15

Base: All respondents, excludes ‘unsure’ and 'no response’ (n = varies)
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Effectiveness in animal management issues

Index score comparisons

Non dog owners rated the City lower on all measures of effectiveness than other respondents, while dog owners rated the City
more highly in terms of keeping dogs away from wildlife and nesting birds, keeping dogs out of prohibited areas and ensuring dogs
are kept on-leash in on-leash areas.

Owners of large dogs and owners who haven’t taken their dog to obedience training rated the City more highly in most areas.

People from LOTE backgrounds rated the City more highly in terms of keeping dogs away from wildlife and nesting birds,
management of dog waste and keeping dogs out of prohibited areas, however this group rated the City lower in terms of ensuring
dogs are kept on leash in on leash areas.
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Q. And, i inion, h ffective has the City of Cockburn b i ing these i ? Y, \
Q. And, in your opinion, how effective has the City of Cockburn been in managing these issues CATA LYSE @ 16

Base: All respondents, excludes ‘unsure’ and ‘no response’ (n = vares)
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Animal management issues

Dog owners vs Non-owners
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Dog owners

Effectiveness Score

100

(=]

- 5

4 6
-
20 40 60 80 100

Concern Score

OJORORORORO

Ensuring dogs are kept on-leash in on-
leash areas

Owner supervision and control of dogs
in off-leash areas

Dog behaviour (dogs responding to
their owners’ commands, not jumping or
running up to people or other dogs, etc)

Keeping dogs out of ‘dogs prohibited’
areas

Keeping dogs away from wildlife and
nesting birds

Management of dog waste

Q. Overall, how would you rate your level of concern with the following issues? Base: All respondents, excludes no response (ranges from n = 442 to n = 445)

Q. And, in your opinion, how effective has the City of Cockburn been in managing these issues? Base: All respondents, excludes unsure and no response 18
(ranaes fromn =277 ton = 373)
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Animal management issues | Concern v Effectiveness

Non-owners

Ensuring dogs are kept on-leash in on-
leash areas

Owner supervision and control of dogs
in off-leash areas

Dog behaviour (dogs responding to
their owners’ commands, not jumping or
running up to people or other dogs, etc)

Keeping dogs out of ‘dogs prohibited’
areas

Effectiveness Score

Keeping dogs away from wildlife and
nesting birds

Management of dog waste

OJORORORORO

20 40 60 80 100

Concern Score

Q. Overall, how would you rate your level of concern with the following issues? Base: All respondents, excludes no response (ranges from n = 107 to n = 108)

Q. And, in your opinion, how effective has the City of Cockburn been in managing these issues? Base: All respondents, excludes unsure and no response 19
(ranaes fromn =76 ton = 87)
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Visitation and designated areas
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Visitation | Parks and reserves

Parks and reserves visited in the past 12 months

% of respondents

CY O'Connor Beach
Jan Hammond Park
Woodman Point View
Yarra Vista Reserve
Jervoise Bay

Dixon Reserve
Mctaggart Cove
Powell Reserve
Macfaull Park
Pipeline Reserve
Hagan Park
Hargreaves Park
Bassett Reserve
Costa Park

Manning Park

Bibra Lake

Jubilee Park

SEC Transmission Line
Rinaldo Reserve
Bishop Park

Milgun Reserve
Calleya Dog Park
Purslane Park

Jarvis Park

Monaco Park
Ramsay Park
Enright Reserve
Bavich Reserve
Southwell Park

Q. Over the past 12 months, which of the following dog exercise parks and reserves have you visited?

Base: All respondents, excludes 'no response’ (n = 587)

6
6
5
5
4
4
4
4
4
4
4
3
3
3
3
3
3
2
2
2
2

w

43 Ferres Reserve
Steiner Park

Wheeler Reserve
Isted Reserve

Davilak Oval

Santich Park

Levi Park

Beeliar Oval

Meller Park

Mamillius Park
Barrow Park

Smart Park

Hobbs Park

Atwell Reserve

Briggs St

Temptest Park

North Lake

Srdarov Reserve
Radonich Park

Glen Mia Park
Edwards Park

Len Packham Reserve
Matilda Birkett Reserve
Beale Park
Other

None of the above

_\_L—L—L_L_L_L_k—L_l_L_L_L_L_L_L_L_\_\_L_\.Nmm

14
18
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Visitation | Beaches

Residents have mostly visited CY O’Connor Beach with a dog, Coogee Beach without a dog and many have
not visited Ngarkal Beach.

CY O’Connor Beach had the highest overall level of visitation followed by Coogee Beach.

Beaches visited in the past 12 months
% of respondents

30 - .
North Coogee Dog Beach ' " Visited with a dog
32 m Visited without a dog
46 Have not visited
CY QO'Connor Beach _ 19
20
4
Ngarkal Beach 13

12
Coogee Beach _ 47

Woodman Point

—_

-]
(43
g

25
33
Woodman Point Dog Beach 11
30
Q. In the past 12 months, which of the following beaches have you visited with or without a dog? , :
Base: All respondents, excludes 'no response’ (n = 564) CATA LYS E
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Awareness of dog exercise / prohibited zones

Were you aware of these zones before this survey?
% of respondents

Where
can | take

my DOG?

Variances across the community
% of respondents who were aware of the zones listed on the map
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The following sign shows zones along the coastline where dogs are permitted on and off leash, and where dogs are not

permitted. These zones were introduced in 2016. CATA LYS E @ 23

(. Were vou aware of these zones before this survey? Base: All respondents. excludes 'no response’ (n = 548)
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Happiness with dog exercise / prohibited zones

Are you happy with the designated zones along

the coast?
% of respondents

Where
can | take
my DOG?

Variances across the community
% of respondents who were happy with the zones listed on the map
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Q. Are you happy with the designated zones along the coast (where dogs are permitted on and off leash, and where

dogs are not permitted)? CATA LYS E @ 24

7Y

Base: All respondents. excludes ‘unsure’ and 'no response’ (n = 478)
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Suggested Council action plan:

Changes and suggestions for dog exercise / prohibited zones

Changes and suggestions
% of respondents

Woodman Point/Ammunition
Jetty to be off leash

Increase / improve off leash
areas

More beaches/coastal areas to
be off leash

Well behaved / trained dogs
should not be restricted

Greater enforcement of
restrictions, rules etc

Get nd of exclusion zones /
dog free areas

Open part of Coogee
beach/Port Coogee to dogs

Dog owners should be
responsible for their animals

Decrease in dog friendly / on
leash beaches

Too many restrictions on
where dogs can be taken

More on lead / dog friendly
beaches

Other

Q. If you are not happy with these zones, please describe your concerns and suggested changes.

Base: All respondents (n = 599)

Chart shows resnonsas mentinnad snontaneonuslv by 1% or more resnondents Chart does nof show “No resnanse”

The main changes and suggestions mentioned by the community
are related to the area around Woodman Point and the
Ammunition Jetty and availability of off leash beaches and other
areas.

“I would like dogs to be allowed off leash at the woodman Point dog
beach. there seems little point in taking your dog to the beach if it has to
be on a leash.”

“I think the south end of beach past the woodman's point jetty could be
off leash keeping the area around the jetty on leash.”

“More of the Woodman Point / Jervoise bay beach should be off lead for
dogs - only on the southern side. | would like to see all the southern side
open to dogs off leash and all of the northern side kept for dogs on
leash.”

“More off leash areas are needed”
“I think the leash zone should be off leash”

“There are not enough areas where dogs can be let off the leash and to
run around at beaches. | thought there were, until | saw the coastal
zones.”

“I would prefer more off leash dog beaches near me as | have a dog but
do also Understand that people without dogs wouldn't want them on the
beach”

“I do not think dogs should be on leash at the beach. When they
socialise off leash they are better behaved as they are less stressed.
Dog beach areas should be off leach or prohibited. | think you should

convert leashed areas to off leash.”

CATALYSE < =
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Community sentiment
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Community sentiment | exercise areas and equipment

Community sentiment | exercise areas and facilities
% of respondents %, Total

mStrongly agree mAgree = Neutral = Disagree m Strongly disagree agree”

Fenced dog exercise areas should have an area for big

dogs and an area for smaller, timid dogs 69

More dog agility and exercise equipment should be

provided in parks and alongside footpaths 50

I'm happy with the availability and mix of on-leash, off-

leash, fenced and dogs prohibited areas 39

There are enough fenced dog exercise areas within the
City of Cockburn

IEREE -

L o 2
— w [ e -
2 3|2 ¢ @ £ £ w N -4 -
6|5 S| 3 =|® £ b 5O e RE B 0 T s P,
. . 2 £ 8|2 o9 2 = o 4 5 5 2 o ol o © ElwlE =z L5 ¢
Community Variances 63 vo/2 8 28 25 g2 % £ 2zF > > 5L/ 322 33
% Total agree § 2 8 S e 016 5= 2% o o 5 3 §I gl R S 5 w5 0O
P4 5l 2573 28 2 5z 252860 jugz”
- 40
< Zleo 2 5|8 ° R
z
reas for big dogs and smaller, timid dogs 69 |72 55|85 66 67|71 72|63 73|70 67 65 56 71|73 67 66|68 63|83 69 56|65 76
Jog agility and exercise equipment 50|55 25|46 58 56|55 56 |48 51 |53 41 55 37 48|64 47 37 |54 |71 |54 46 49|50 50
lappy with the availability and mix of areas 39 (38 39|42 39 33 |36 46|39 38 |36 45 44 42 45|43 34 3949 |59 42 36 38|42 32
‘nough fenced dog exercise areas 22118 41|23 19 15(17 24 |24 19|19 32 26 7 23|22 20 24|22 ,12|26 20 20|23 20

Q. How strongly do you agree or disagree with the following statements: CATA LYS E @ o7

Base: All respondents, excludes ‘unsure’ and ‘no response’ (n = vanes) * Total agree = strongly agree + agree
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Community sentiment | information and education

Community sentiment | exercise areas and facilities
% of respondents % Total

m Strongly agree mAgree = Neutral «Disagree m Strongly disagree agree*
There is sufficient signage indicating where dogs are
permitted on and off-leash 58
There is sufficient information about responsible dog 45

management rules and guidelines

There is sufficient promotion and provision of dog
obedience training

]
[x%]

=
o o
£ © E ¢ E g £ w O - o
3/ g/58s/sf LE5ge2TEE e 2SO Bl
A . =] — L o o o = c
Community Variances %ggggggﬁggg%%gzgaggEgiggg
% Total agree %gz%fgﬂggﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁggl&?;)ggggggo
SefT2 ey g 253 g3 2880 ds 2"
< z UE) K @ a © L ©r g I o
= O o
z
iignage indicating where dogs are permitted 58 |59 50|58 60 57|57 63|60 56|56 65 61 54 55|61 53 60(51|64 60 53 61|56 61

Vformation about responsible dog management |45 |46 38 |51 49 34 |41 59 |40 49 44 49 41 40 53 44 43 48 473949 30 47|45 44
.';?;}‘;’;0”a”dp""’if’io”"fd"g”be‘”e"ce 22123 17|20 24 24|23 22118 26|21 27 24 21 23|20 24 20|21(17|22 20 25|21 23

Q. How strongly do you agree or disagree with the following statements: CATA LYS E @ 28

Base: All respondents, excludes ‘unsure’ and ‘no response’ (n = vanes) * Total agree = strongly agree + agree
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Preferred sources of information

Residents prefer to receive information and updates via signs or banners in parks, reserves and beached,
followed by social media and the City of Cockburn website.

Preferred sources of information
% of respondents

Signage or banners in parks, reserves and beaches |G 54
Social media (Facebook, Instagram, etc) NG 42
City of Cockburn website [NNENEGEEEEEN 40
enewsletters [N 31
Printed newsletters / flyers [ GGG 24

Smart phone app I 20
Informal chats with rangers or community engagement.. JINNNEGNIE 15

Booths or presentations at community events [ 7
Organised talks, seminars and training sessions [l 6
email | 1
Local newspaper | 1
Other JJ 1

None / not interested in this type of communication [l 4

Q. How would you prefer to receive information and updates about animal management, obedience training, or

other animal related events/services in the City of Cockburn? CATA LYS E @

Base: All respondents. excludes 'no response’ (n = 530).
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Preferred sources of information

Community variances

Preferences vary across the community. For example, people with children aged 13 years and above have the
highest preference for signage or banners in parks, reserves and beaches, while people with children aged 5
years and below have the lowest preference for this type of communication.

People aged 18 to 34 years have the highest preference for receiving information via social media while people
aged 55 years and above have the lowest preference for this type of communication.

£ @ o o © o o T4 -

= . c o [ O ] ‘T 1 oo E g et

5| e % g S - g § o5 o o § 3 3 2 ; oo g :i" w E g g £

S 2 SloglostsE ® @ 2 = = 8T = % % @ 5| =2 = 28 =

H : © o 5 o 5 e @ F ¢ [ £ G = m @ a

Community Variances % o S|v229o@Ees= 5 6 2 o 6§ 9% 3 i1 89 v £ B|§ S
% of respondents E18 ¢l O S°a" e 2z 2 o g ® w 50 S 5§ 2|

< 257 § < T fpI N
lgnage orbanners n parks, reserves and 54|54 54 (51 51 56|53 55|54 53|53 49 50 69 64|51 54 55|50 |67 |51 57 54|54 52
ocial media (Facebook, Instagram, etc) 42 |47 22139 49 54|51 38 |34 49 |45 44 43 34 35|62 45 18 49|53 |44 42 40|37 54
ity of Cockburn website 40|38 48|35 43 32|36 42|36 43|40 39 32 36 46|36 44 3843|5342 39 38 (40 40
newsletters 31133 25|38 34 24|33 32|35 28(34 27 29 31 22|40 29 25|26 (4033 31 30|33 26
rinted newsletters / flyers 24125 21|28 24 26|21 32|25 23|20 27 34 26 20|18 24 3013|1923 24 25|26 19
mart phone app 20123 7 (32 20 23|26 13|16 23|21 14 20 19 19|24 17 19|33 |27|22 20 15|19 21
iformal chats with rangers or community '
ngagement officers 15114 21 (14 17 13|13 1518 12|14 11 16 33 14| 8 17 21 |/15|11|15 12 18|15 15
ooths or presentations at community events 7'5 13|13 7v 4|5 7|7 7/6 7 11 1 8/3 8 83 7 7 6|7 5
rganised talks, seminars and trainingsessions | 6 7 3|7 7 7|7 8 5 8|8 2 4 3 8|7 5 7 9 5|6 7
lone / not interested in this type of
ommunication 411173 1 11 2|4 5|6 4 0 0 1|1 4 8,83 |5 2 6|5 3
Q. How would you prefer to receive information and updates about animal management, obedience training, or . \
other animal related events/services in the City of Cockburn? CATA LYS E @
Base: All respondents. excludes no response’ (n = 530).
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Community sentiment | restrictions and enforcement

Community sentiment | exercise areas and facilities
% of respondents % Total

m Strongly agree mAgree = Neutral = Disagree m Strongly disagree agree*

Dogs should be on-leash at all times in public places 23 - 37

Stronger action should be taken against dog owners
who do not follow rules and guidelines for responsible
dog ownership

Dogs should be allowed off-leash on ovals when not in
use for organised sport

(o))
i [
» sl & 5| € C N o,
5 5 £ 535§ £ § S 6@ 222 o |pEoE
, . 2/ 53|/% 92 5 a9 4, 252 0 L, 28 ¢ ¢ =lws 2 g E ¢
Community Variances 652 2/2 & 2|y 3 2|2 2 2 £|> 3> 5 k|2 2 38 ¢
% Total agree # o 8| ° 5/ e 8 =g b 96 § 9y F B 9w L B 5§
/o 10O g i) [s] -? = £ ] @ i=] L o o w @ | 1 [Tyl — — (1] [= @ 4
-0 c [G] 3 o | O @ = 5 - g % w o o 0O w @ g
— [e] E - Py @ O T m = — o) (&}
< Z|p @ %o © r 1+ =T
= O o
z
ction against dog owners who donotfollow |76 | 75 93 (80 66 78|76 63|78 75|74 85 77 73 85|70 78 82|78|86 |78 78 75|74 80
logs allowed off-leash on ovals when notinuse |64 |73 25|62 75 80|70 80 66 61|65 61 64 71 53|73 60 58|65 |69 50 67 65|63 64
Jogs on-leash at all times in public places 37129 68|42 27 23|30 28|37 3734 42 42 30 50|21 38 5241|3442 32 3838 35

Q. How strongly do you agree or disagree with the following statements: CATA LYS E @ 31

Base: All respondents, excludes ‘unsure’ and ‘no response’ (n = vanes) * Total agree = strongly agree + agree
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Suggested Council action plan:

Changes and improvements needed to be the best place for dogs

Suggested changes and improvements

% of respondents
Better enforcement and Ranger
presence
IVore / better fenced dog exercise
areas

More responsibility by owners

More / better off leash areas

Better signage/information regarding
different zones
Owner education/training courses
(dog handling/control)
IMore bins/bags/to assist with owners
picking up dog waste
IVlore / better dog parks and exercise
areas

Dogs allowed on sporting grounds
and ovals when no sport 1s on
Quality of dog exercise areas

(facilities, shade, surfaces, fencing ..

Dogs allowed off leash at specific
times

More dog friendly beaches

Segregated/separate zones within
dogs exercise areas

Dogs to be kept on leash
Other

Nothing OR none

Q. Thinking about everyone's needs, and understanding that some people love dogs and others do not like to be around dogs, for the
Ccity of Cockburn to be the best place for dogs what changes and improvements are needed?

Base: All respondents, excludes 'no response’ (n = 366). Chart shows responses mentioned spontaneously by 4% or more respondents.

The main changes and improvements suggested by the
community are better enforcement and Ranger presence and
more and/or better fenced dog exercise areas.

“The rangers need to be more visible and enforce the dog regulations .”

“Rangers need to enforce existing rules relating to dogs on leashes and
using unauthorised areas...”

“Stricter regulation on onlead beaches eg woodman point”

“I would like to see more rangers patrolling areas where dogs should be
on a leash”

“More ranger patrols due to owners of aggressive dogs being off leash”

greater enforcement and fines for owners who allow their dogs to be
off lead in public areas such as local parks and footpaths.”

“fine those who let their dogs crap in parks where kids play.”

‘more fenced areas for dogs with separated areas for small/ timid dogs
and bigger/ boisterous/ confident dogs.”

“Bigger enclosed exercise areas so that dogs can exercise properly
without having to use open areas where they are at risk of running up to
people or running across roads.”

“Big space where dogs/people can easily avoid each other or give a

wide berth to each other are great. Area with equipment for dogs to
safely exercise...”

CATALYSE < =
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Parks and reserves visited in the past 12 months

Community variances

% L E =] @ 8 c 92 g, ch s 0 w s 2 o

Community 2|28 58585252, o8 T 9@ o g 3 § 2w g s 8|5 ¢

Variances 815 38 ﬁ%%%%ég.gﬁg e e 5 6 56§ 3 5 7 § § > 5 z|t 5

%ofrespondents | & | 8 £ (§°8°8°g85¢5 Lleo 2 22 24 o B 0O g &5 2|«

< z = z T &1 7 “ 0

Y O'Connor Beach 43 145 30 |36 53 49 |51 36|39 46 (44 41 57 47 30 45 45 37 40 |61 |26 40 63 |43 42
an Hammond Park 27131 6 |37 28 32|32 29|27 26|29 20 21 31 20 40 28 10|29 |36 |44 24 10|22 34
JoodmanPointView | 26 | 26 26 | 18 27 33 |29 23 |26 26|29 19 30 26 16|28 24 26|18 |22 |14 28 34|26 25
arra Vista Reserve 1M{13 2 |20 12 1213 14|10 12|14 11 11 7 5 |15 11 5|5 |8 |11 14 6 [10 11
ervoise Bay 10 111 8 5 10 16 |13 7 9 11{10 7 13 17 12,8 13 10| 8 |17 5 13 12|12 8
ixon Reserve 1010 9 | 9 13 2 9|10 9|12 11 9 6 3 /8 13 7|1 |3 |1 5 249 10
Ictaggart Cove 108 178 9 8|9 6|11 910 11 156 3 6|6 11 11,8 |15/ 4 7 19| 9 10
owell Reserve 9|8 13|7v 7 12|11 5|8 119 13 11 3 & |7 9 13|5 |11 2 10 16| 9 9
lacfaull Park 6|7 4|7 8 8/8 3|5 7|8 4 4 9 1,6 6 7 |11|20/1 5 135 9
ipeline Reserve . 6 - 7 2 8 5 9 g8 4 7 517 1 8 9 4 8 8 1 2 0113 1 3|16 6
agan Park 5/6 1/5 66 6/6 6|4 6|5 8 7 1 5|5 4 5|3 |71 13 1|5 5
argreaves Park 5/6 0|1 66 6|5 7|4 5|5 2 3 8 3|7 4 3|7/|16]1 10 3[4 5
asselt Reserve 414 6|1 6 3|4 3|5 4|4 66 7 3 9|2 5 7|2|0|4 88 3|5 3
'osta Park 4/!5 1,6 3 9/5 6|6 3|5 2 8 1 2,8 3 2|14 |1 12 0|3 6
lanning Park . 4 - 5 0| 4 3 7 5 5 2 514 3 8 3 3 3 6 2 | 6 0 0 1 10| 4 4
ibra Lake 414 0|2 6 5|5 4|3 4|5 3 3 1 6|3 3 50|01 9 04 3
ubilee Park 413 512 4 2/4 3|3 4|3 6 3 4 0|5 4 26|38 1 1[4 3
EC Transmission Line 4 | 4 1 1 5 3|4 4|58 3|3 1 3 8 3|5 3 22|09 2 03 4
inaldo Reserve 414 1,2 5 4|4 5|4 3|5 3 A1 1 513 4 3|7 |11|2 7 2|4 2

C , whi i i e you visited? 7,

.o e s, e s et e CATALYSE &
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% of respondents

Variances

ishop Park

lilgun Reserve

alleya Dog Park

urslane Park

arvis Park

lonaco Park

amsay Park

nright Reserve

avich Reserve

outhwell Park

erres Reserve

teiner Park

/heeler Reserve

ited Reserve

iavilak Oval

antich Park

evi Park

eeliar Oval

leller Park

Q. Over the past 12 months, which of the following dog exercise parks and reserves have you visited?

Base: All re
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Community
% of respondents

Variances

lamillius Park

arrow Park

mart Park

obbs Park

twell Reserve

riggs St

emptest Park

orth Lake

rdarov Reserve

adonich Park

ilen Mia Park

dwards Park

en Packham Reserve

1

latilda Birkett Reserve

eale Park

ake Coogee

angebup Lake

17 0

14
18

ither

12 43

one of the above

Q. Over the past 12 months, which of the following dog exercise parks and reserves have you visited?

Base: All re
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Beaches visited in the past 12 months

Community variances

2, 8|y 2, 8 c 2 YT $le o T
Community §§%533582_§gm%§§§§§§§¥§mg§"EEg
Variances 805‘3’553’328:26EA‘EE%E’E):?R%B%@%EE
) " o B ° 53 Plemew®m = o O 3] @ o o+ | e 5 ®m 5 |l g O
% of respondents e 8 ¢ T o %8“3“ -1 = % o 2|d w B O S 0§ 2|k
< z t% © z T T % T o
North Coogee Dog Beach | 30 | 36 4 |20 45 34 |39 36 26 33 |30 28 49 34 27 |31 34 23 28 |44 22 27 39|30 30
$ CY O'Connor Beach 21/16 41| 9 17 21|16 17|24 1820 30 30 17 15|23 16 24|19|29|13 15 34|20 22
£  Ngarkal Beach 13232 28|42 29 29|33 27[30 33|30 29 25 34 35(33 33 2938|2539 35 21|32 31
Z | Coogee Beach |46 |56 4 |47 64 54|59 49|43 50|48 33 60 57 37|56 48 33|43 |57 |35 50 52|44 50
% Woodman Point 1913 44|11 15 1213 13|23 16|20 25 24 11 19|18 16 25|24 |44 |13 11 33|20 17
” | Woodman Point Dog Beach | 20 | 20 23 |27 17 17 |19 22|20 20|19 24 16 20 28|19 21 21|27 |10|26 22 13|21 19
© North Coogee DogBeach | 4 ' 5 0 6 3|6 5|3 5|6 3 0 3|7 3 3/4|12|1 4 6|4 5
S | CY O'Connor Beach 13| 9 28(9 8 13|11 7 |14 11|12 30 17 3 8 |16 10 13| 8 |29| 7 8 23|13 11
3 Ngarkal Beach 38|41 2848 40 39|43 37|37 39|37 35 45 47 43|38 41 36|54 |40|41 44 30|38 40
S Coogee Beach 12(16 2|9 18 15[13 21|14 11[11 14 21 21 11|10 16 10| 8 [19[10 15 11[13 12
§ Woodman Point 47 |41 T4 |42 41 39 |41 41 |47 47 |42 59 69 55 52|44 50 48 | 38 159 40 42 59|51 41
g Woodman Point Dog Beach | 19 | 20 15|29 19 16 21 15 19 18 21 13 6 g8 2016 18 22 |36 |19 22 22 1318 20
North Coogee Dog Beach 17120 2 118 19 26120 24 |15 19,20 11 17 16 17|20 17 14 |12 |15 |11 23 16 |17 17
2 | cY o'Connor Beach 31|26 55|18 30 24|26 26|35 28|29 42 43 27 30|28 32 35|27 43|26 26 42|33 30
2 Ngarkal Beach 25|27 18|41 26 20|28 25|24 26|27 25 22 23 25|22 25 28|41|20|28 29 20|26 25
§ Coogee Beach :33 40 4 |36 43 43|42 4129 37:33 26 46 35 34:41 34 24|25 26:32 40 2732 36
& Woodman Point [11]7 26]5 8 5|6 10[14 8|12 10 13 11 6|8 9 15[11[15|7 8 16[12 8
Woodman Point Dog Beach | 30 | 29 32 |34 28 26 30 26 30 29 27 37 31 29 33 25 33 30 42 40 32 30 28|31 27
E::ﬁ:;::t;ﬁ 21?;@2;?;?;&::jlz:mgfr;:;ofﬁ!:-ﬁnf :;j:hes have you visited with or without a dog? CATA LYS E @

344 of 356
Document Set ID: 9559384
Version: 2, Version Date: 21/08/2020




OCM 9/07/2020 ltem 17.1 Attachment 2

www.catalyse.com.au

Office 3, 996 Hay Street, Perth WA 6000

PO Box 8007, Cloisters Square WA 6850

°
W

Phone +618 9226 5674 ‘ A I A LYS E

Email: info@catalyse.com.au

ABN 20 108 620 855
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