FOR IMMEDIATE DISTRIBUTION

LIBERALS PROPOSING INEFFECTIVE LEGISLATION THAT WILL 

COST MUNICIPALITIES MILLIONS OF DOLLARS 

Liberals are manipulating facts and public trust

Toronto, ON, October 21, 2004 –In an effort to deflect Ontarians focus from rising taxes and broken election promises, Attorney General Michael Bryant and the McGuinty Liberal’s have launched a sensationalized campaign to ban pit bulls that is undemocratic, will cost municipalities MILLIONS of dollars to enforce and will not solve the dangerous dog situation in Ontario.

Breed Specific Legislation Stomps on Rights of Ontarians Under the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms
“Up to this point in time, Mr. Bryant has made a deliberate choice to consult with individuals and organizations support his biased agenda.  He has presented incorrect and sensational information to the media and public,” said Julie King Political Action Chair, The Staffordshire Bull Terrier Club of Canada.  “He has excluded important stakeholders in the democratic process including the Ontario Veterinarian Medical Association and has not allowed open public hearings” 

There is no statistical data that supports that Ontarians want pit bulls banned.  The government of Ontario has not commissioned a survey that supports their claim that the majority of Ontarians want Breed Specific Legislation, nor have they held a referendum to vote on the matter.  A tally of feedback in the Toronto Star’s Speak Out forum shows  that 70% of voters oppose the proposed ban.
According to a recent poll taken by CityTV on October 15th, 54 per cent of participating Ontarians disapprove of the pit bull ban.  Additionally, approximately 5,500 people have signed the Toronto Humane Society’s petition to stop the pit bull ban http://www.PetitionOnline.com/newban2/.  This is 1,500 more people than Mr. Bryant required to table the proposed pit bull legislation.

Crippling Economic Costs of Breed Specific Legislation
The McGuinty Liberals have not thoroughly investigated the crippling economic costs of breed specific legislation.  Fines levied, will not pay to enforce the legislation.  Municipalities across Ontario will have to find alternate means to pay for this legislation.  
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Based on cost estimates for Prince George, MD, Ontario's municipalities should expect the new legislation to cost millions. In Prince George, population 800,000, expenses after revenues were deducted was $524,509 for 2001-2002. With a population of 12 million, the cost in Ontario would equate to $7,867,635. Given the rural nature of many of Ontario's communities, it is reasonable to assume that the costs would be higher still. This is a burden that municipalities cannot afford under the current tax structure.  

“One cannot help but draw parallels to the Federal Liberals Gun Registry legislation.  The initial estimate for the cost of that program was $2 million dollars.  To date, the Gun Registry has cost Canadian taxpayers over $2 billion dollars and the costs continue to rise, “said Julie King.

Breed Specific Legislation is a Band Aid Solution 

Breed Specific Legislation does not stop dangerous dog bites.  In the four years immediately following the pit bull ban in Winnipeg, pit bull bites dropped to one-to-two incidents per year but the overall number of dog bites INCREASED
.  This also happened in England after Breed Specific Legislation was introduced.

The Ontario Veterinary Medical Association does not advocate legislation naming specific breeds of dogs as being vicious.  OVMA encourages and supports responsible genetic selection, rearing and training of dogs to control aggression
.  The Toronto Humane Society also believes that breed bans are not the answer to dog bites and aggressive behaviour
.  Additionally, the National Companion Animal Coalition, who counts amongst its members, the Canadian Ministry of Agriculture has published a statement presenting a similarly dim view of breed specific bans

“As long as irresponsible breeders and owners encourage hostile activity, the problem will not be resolved.  If pit bulls are banned, the wrong people will simply train dogs of another breed to be aggressive.  The problem of dog attacks and dangerous dogs is best dealt with through a comprehensive program of education, training and legislation encouraging responsible ownership of all breeds,” said Julie King Political Action Chair, The Staffordshire Bull Terrier Club of Canada.   

Bryant Statistics Distorted 

Attorney General Michael Bryant and the McGuinty Liberal’s proposed Breed Specific Legislation is fundamentally dishonest because it is based on fear, popular prejudice and inaccurate, obscure statistics: 

· On October 15, Mr. Bryant quoting U.S. statistics stated, “Pit bulls represent just 1 per cent of the U.S. dog population but they accounted for between 48 and 56 per cent of serious dog attacks."  According to researchers at the Atlanta-based Centers for Disease 
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Control (CDC), who have done the most work on dog bites that it is impossible to determine which breeds of dog are the most dangerous because no one knows how many dogs of each type there are
.  Official dog licence data can't be used because many dog owners don't register their dogs.  Do pit bulls represent just 1 per cent of the U.S. dog population? The truth is no one knows. 

· On October 15, Mr. Bryant was quoted as saying “pit bulls account for between 48 and 56 per cent of serious dog bites in the U.S.”  According to Mr. Bryant's staff, he got this statistic from an obscure Washington state publication called Animal People, which reported from its own non-statistically representative "original investigative coverage" that of 59 vicious repeat offender dogs it found, 28 (48 per cent) were pit bulls.  A more accurate, scientific statistic from the CDC reported in 1996 that out of 199 dog bite fatalities recorded in the U.S. over a 17-year period, pit bulls accounted for 60, or a little less than 30 per cent of the bites.  That same data indicates that pit bull related fatalities have steadily declined over the past 15-years, while Rottweiler related fatalities have steadily increased over the same period.

Mr Bryant ignored important statistics from the City of Toronto.  In the first eight months of 2004, the city of Toronto recorded 669 dog bite incidents.  Of these, 91, 14 per cent, were attributed to pit bulls type dogs.  This represents only 3 per cent of the 2,905 pit bulls registered in Toronto and this does not take into account the high number of unregistered dogs in this population.  97 per cent of Toronto pit bulls present no risk to either humans or other animals.  Moreover, according to City of Toronto Animal Services , German Sheppard’s were responsible for 17 per cent of reported dog bites. 

###

For more information or to schedule an interview with a representative from the Staffordshire Bull Terrier Club of Canada or pit bull owner, please contact:

Sylvia Sicuso 

The Staffordshire Bull Terrier Club of Canada

sylviasicuso@look.ca 

416-918-0557

�In Winnipeg the overall number of bites in 1990 (the year when the ban was introduced) was 214 compared to 275, 264, 256, and 301 for the years of 1991-1994.  More importantly, Winnipeg's statistics show a sharp increase in bites.


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.ovma.org/pdf/dangerous_dogs_policy.pdf" ��http://www.ovma.org/pdf/dangerous_dogs_policy.pdf� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.torontohumanesociety.com/inthenews/ban.html" ��http://www.torontohumanesociety.com/inthenews/ban.html� 


�U.S. Centers for Disease Control, 1996 study





