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FRAMEWORK GOVERNING STRAY DOGS IN 
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AUTHORED BY - S. SANTHOSH & MRS.V. ATHIRA 

 

 

INTRODUCTION 

The issue of stray dogs in India represents a complex and evolving legal challenge that lies at 

the intersection of animal welfare, public health, and administrative governance. The 

increasing population of stray dogs, particularly in urban areas, has led to growing concerns 

regarding public safety, including dog bite incidents and the spread of zoonotic diseases such 

as rabies. At the same time, India’s legal framework strongly emphasises the humane treatment 

of animals, creating a delicate balance between protecting human interests and upholding 

animal rights. This duality has made the regulation of stray dogs a contentious and legally 

intricate subject. 

This study undertakes a doctrinal analysis of the legal and regulatory framework governing 

stray dogs in India. It examines key legislations such as the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals 

Act, 1960 and the Animal Birth Control (Dogs) Rules, 2001 (as amended), which form the 

foundation of animal welfare law in the country. The research also explores the role of 

constitutional provisions, particularly Article 21 and Article 51A(g), in shaping the legal 

discourse on animal protection and public safety. Judicial decisions have been critically 

analysed to understand how courts have attempted to reconcile competing interests and provide 

clarity in the absence of uniform enforcement. 

The study identifies significant challenges in the implementation of existing laws, including 

inadequate infrastructure, lack of coordination among authorities, insufficient funding, and 

limited public awareness. Despite the adoption of humane population control measures such as 

sterilisation and vaccination, the effectiveness of these strategies has been hindered by 

administrative inefficiencies and inconsistent enforcement across different regions. The 

research further highlights the ongoing conflict between animal welfare advocates and sections 

of the public concerned with safety, which complicates policy formulation and execution. 

A comparative analysis of legal frameworks in jurisdictions such as the United States and the 

United Kingdom provides valuable insights into alternative approaches to stray dog 
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management. These systems demonstrate the importance of strong enforcement mechanisms, 

institutional capacity, and accountability in achieving effective regulation. In contrast, while 

India’s approach aligns with international standards of humane treatment, it lacks the necessary 

institutional support for successful implementation. 

The study concludes that although India possesses a progressive and well-intentioned legal 

framework, its practical impact remains limited due to systemic shortcomings. It emphasises 

the need for strengthening enforcement mechanisms, enhancing institutional coordination, and 

adopting innovative strategies such as identification systems and improved waste management 

practices. Public awareness and community participation are also identified as critical 

components for sustainable solutions. 

Ultimately, the research underscores the importance of developing a balanced and integrated 

approach that harmonises animal welfare with public safety concerns. Effective regulation of 

stray dogs requires not only legal reform but also administrative efficiency and societal 

cooperation. By addressing existing gaps and adopting best practices, India can move towards 

a more effective and humane system of stray dog management, ensuring coexistence between 

humans and animals within the framework of law. 

 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

The legal and policy dimensions of stray dog management have been widely discussed in 

academic literature, particularly in the context of animal welfare and public health. Scholars 

have examined the evolution of animal protection laws in India, emphasising the shift from a 

utilitarian approach to a rights-based framework that recognises the intrinsic value of animals. 

One of the foundational works in this area is by scholars analysing the Prevention of Cruelty 

to Animals Act, 1960, which establishes the legal basis for the protection of animals in India.¹ 

The Act reflects a legislative intent to prevent unnecessary suffering and promote humane 

treatment, thereby influencing subsequent regulations such as the Animal Birth Control Rules. 

The Animal Birth Control (Dogs) Rules, 2001 have been the subject of extensive analysis, 

particularly in relation to their effectiveness in controlling stray dog populations. Studies have 

highlighted that while the sterilisation and vaccination approach is scientifically sound, its 

success depends on proper implementation and sustained efforts.² However, practical 

challenges such as inadequate funding, lack of trained personnel, and poor infrastructure have 

limited its effectiveness. 

Judicial decisions have also been a significant source of literature, with courts playing a 
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proactive role in interpreting and enforcing animal welfare laws. The judgment in Animal 

Welfare Board of India v A Nagaraja (2014) marked a turning point by recognising the rights 

of animals and emphasising the principle of compassion.³ This case has influenced subsequent 

decisions relating to stray dogs, reinforcing the importance of humane treatment. 

At the same time, scholars have pointed out the tensions between animal rights and public 

safety. Public health studies have highlighted the risks associated with stray dog populations, 

particularly the spread of rabies, which remains a major concern in India.⁴ These studies 

emphasise the need for effective population control measures and coordinated public health 

interventions. 

Comparative literature from jurisdictions such as the United States and the United Kingdom 

provides insights into alternative approaches to stray animal management, including shelter-

based systems and stricter enforcement mechanisms. These studies suggest that a combination 

of legal regulation, administrative efficiency, and public participation is essential for effective 

management. 

Despite the growing body of literature, there remains a gap in comprehensive doctrinal analysis 

focusing specifically on the legal challenges in implementing stray dog laws in India. This 

study seeks to address this gap by examining the legal framework, identifying shortcomings, 

and proposing reforms. 

 

1.3 SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY 

The study holds considerable importance in both legal and policy contexts. It contributes to the 

understanding of animal welfare laws and their interaction with public safety concerns. By 

analysing the legal framework governing stray dogs, the study provides insights into the 

challenges faced by authorities and the need for reform. 

From a policy perspective, the study offers recommendations for improving the 

implementation of existing laws and enhancing coordination among stakeholders. It also 

highlights the importance of balancing competing interests, ensuring that both human and 

animal rights are protected. 

 

1.4 RESEARCH PROBLEM 

The existing legal framework governing stray dogs in India, while comprehensive in theory, 

suffers from significant challenges in implementation. The lack of clarity regarding 

responsibility, inadequate enforcement mechanisms, and conflicts between animal welfare and 
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public safety create legal uncertainty and hinder effective management. 

 

1.5 RESEARCH QUESTIONS 

1. Whether the current legal framework effectively addresses the issue of stray dogs in 

India? 

2. How can a balance be achieved between animal welfare and public safety? 

3. What are the challenges in implementing stray dog control laws? 

4. What legal reforms are necessary to improve the system? 

 

1.6 HYPOTHESIS 

The study hypothesises that although India has a well-developed legal framework for the 

protection and management of stray dogs, its effectiveness is significantly limited by poor 

implementation, lack of coordination among authorities, and absence of clear accountability 

mechanisms. 

 

1.7 RESEARCH METHODOLOGY  

This study adopts a doctrinal research methodology, focusing on the analysis of legal texts, 

judicial decisions, and academic literature. 

Primary sources include statutes, rules, and case laws. Secondary sources include books, 

journal articles, reports, and online materials. 

Method of Analysis 

The study involves critical examination and interpretation of legal principles, supported by 

comparative analysis where relevant. 

 

1.8 RESEARCH GAP 

While significant literature exists on animal welfare and public health, there is limited doctrinal 

research focusing specifically on the legal challenges in implementing stray dog laws in India. 

This study aims to bridge this gap. 

 

1.9 RESEARCH LIMITATIONS 

The study is limited to doctrinal analysis and relies on secondary data. It does not include 

empirical fieldwork. Additionally, variations in implementation across states may limit the 

general applicability of findings. 
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LEGAL AND REGULATORY FRAMEWORK GOVERNING STRAY 

DOGS 

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

The issue of stray dogs in India cannot be understood in isolation from its historical and 

theoretical foundations.1 The evolution of laws relating to animal welfare and public safety 

reflects broader societal attitudes towards animals and the State’s role in regulating human-

animal interactions. Historically, the management of stray dogs was guided by utilitarian 

considerations, focusing primarily on public safety and disease control. However, over time, 

there has been a significant shift towards recognising the intrinsic value of animals and the 

need for humane treatment. This transformation is evident in both legislative developments and 

judicial interpretations. This chapter examines the historical evolution of laws relating to stray 

dogs and explores the theoretical frameworks that underpin modern legal approaches. 

 

3.2 HISTORICAL EVOLUTION OF ANIMAL WELFARE LAWS IN INDIA 

The legal regulation of animals in India has its roots in colonial legislation, which primarily 

focused on preventing cruelty and maintaining public order. Early laws were largely influenced 

by British legal principles and reflected a limited concern for animal welfare. The primary 

objective was to regulate human behaviour rather than to recognise animals as entities 

deserving of protection. 

The enactment of the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960 marked a significant 

milestone in the development of animal welfare laws in India.¹ This legislation represented a 

shift from a purely utilitarian approach to a more humane and welfare-oriented framework. The 

Act established legal standards for the treatment of animals and created institutional 

mechanisms such as the Animal Welfare Board of India to oversee its implementation. 

In the context of stray dogs, earlier practices often involved culling as a means of population 

control. However, growing awareness of animal rights and advancements in veterinary science 

led to the adoption of more humane methods. This shift was formalised through the 

introduction of the Animal Birth Control (Dogs) Rules, 2001, which prioritised sterilisation 

and vaccination over elimination.² 

Judicial intervention has also played a crucial role in shaping the evolution of animal welfare 

                                                      
1. 1 Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960. 

2. Animal Birth Control (Dogs) Rules, 2001. 

3. World Health Organization (WHO), Rabies Reports. 
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laws. Courts have increasingly recognised the importance of protecting animals from cruelty 

and have interpreted existing laws in a manner that promotes humane treatment. This evolution 

reflects a broader societal shift towards recognising the moral and ethical obligations of humans 

towards animals. 

 

3.3 GROWTH OF STRAY DOG POPULATION ISSUES 

The rise in stray dog populations in India is closely linked to socio-economic and 

environmental factors. Rapid urbanisation, inadequate waste management, and lack of effective 

population control measures have contributed to the proliferation of stray dogs. Urban areas, 

in particular, provide abundant food sources through unregulated garbage disposal, enabling 

stray dog populations to thrive. 

The increase in stray dog populations has led to significant public health concerns, including 

the spread of rabies and incidents of dog bites. India accounts for a substantial proportion of 

global rabies cases, highlighting the urgency of addressing this issue.³ These concerns have 

brought the issue of stray dogs into the legal and policy domain, necessitating the development 

of regulatory frameworks. 

The growth of stray dog populations has also intensified conflicts between different 

stakeholders, including local communities, municipal authorities, and animal welfare 

organisations. While some advocate for stricter control measures, others emphasise the need 

for humane treatment and protection of animal rights. This conflict underscores the complexity 

of the issue and the need for a balanced approach. 

 

3.4 THEORETICAL FRAMEWORKS 

3.4.1 Animal Rights Theory 

Animal rights theory is based on the premise that animals possess intrinsic value and are 

entitled to certain rights, independent of their utility to humans. This perspective challenges 

traditional views that treat animals as property and emphasises the need for legal recognition 

of their interests. 

In the Indian context, this theory has influenced judicial decisions that recognise the dignity 

and welfare of animals. Courts have emphasised that animals are entitled to live free from 

unnecessary suffering and that humans have a moral and legal obligation to protect them. This 

approach aligns with constitutional principles such as compassion towards living creatures. 

However, the application of animal rights theory in the context of stray dogs raises complex 
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questions, particularly when animal rights conflict with human safety. While the theory 

advocates for the protection of animals, it must be balanced against the need to ensure public 

health and safety. 

3.4.2 Animal Welfare Theory 

Animal welfare theory represents a more pragmatic approach, focusing on the humane 

treatment of animals rather than granting them absolute rights. This theory acknowledges that 

animals may be used by humans but emphasises the need to minimise suffering and ensure 

their well-being. 

The legal framework governing stray dogs in India is largely based on this theory. The 

Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960 and the Animal Birth Control Rules reflect a 

welfare-oriented approach, promoting humane methods of population control. This approach 

seeks to balance the interests of humans and animals, making it more practical for 

implementation. 

3.4.3 Public Safety Doctrine 

The public safety doctrine emphasises the responsibility of the State to protect citizens from 

harm. In the context of stray dogs, this doctrine justifies the regulation of animal populations 

to prevent risks such as dog bites and the spread of diseases. 

This doctrine is particularly relevant in urban areas, where the presence of large stray dog 

populations poses significant risks to public health. The State’s obligation to ensure safety may 

sometimes conflict with animal welfare principles, leading to legal and ethical dilemmas. 

The challenge lies in reconciling these competing interests and ensuring that measures taken to 

protect public safety are proportionate and humane. 

3.4.4 Ethical Considerations in Animal Control 

Ethical considerations play a crucial role in shaping legal approaches to stray dog management. 

Questions relating to the morality of culling, the rights of animals, and the responsibilities of 

humans are central to this issue. 

Modern legal frameworks increasingly recognise the importance of ethical principles, such as 

compassion, dignity, and respect for life. These principles are reflected in both legislation and 

judicial decisions, which emphasise the need for humane treatment of animals. 

At the same time, ethical considerations must be balanced with practical realities, including 

resource constraints and public safety concerns. This requires a nuanced approach that 

integrates legal, ethical, and policy considerations. 
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3.5 DEVELOPMENT OF LEGAL PROTECTION FOR ANIMALS 

The development of legal protection for animals in India has been influenced by both domestic 

and international factors. Legislative reforms, judicial activism, and increased public awareness 

have contributed to the strengthening of animal welfare laws. 

The recognition of animal welfare as a legal and moral issue has led to the expansion of 

protections and the establishment of institutional mechanisms for enforcement. However, 

challenges remain in ensuring effective implementation and addressing emerging issues such 

as stray dog management. 

 

3.6 CRITICAL ANALYSIS 

The historical and theoretical analysis reveals that the legal framework governing stray dogs is 

shaped by competing ideologies and practical considerations. While the shift towards humane 

treatment represents significant progress, it has also introduced challenges in balancing animal 

welfare with public safety. 

The coexistence of multiple theoretical frameworks, including animal rights, welfare, and 

public safety, creates complexity in legal interpretation and implementation. This complexity 

is further compounded by socio-economic factors and institutional limitations. 

 

3.7 CONCLUSION 

The historical evolution and theoretical foundations of stray dog regulation highlight the 

dynamic nature of this area of law. The transition from utilitarian approaches to humane and 

welfare-oriented frameworks reflects changing societal values and increased recognition of 

animal rights. 

However, the challenges associated with stray dog management require a balanced approach 

that integrates legal principles with practical considerations. By understanding the historical 

context and theoretical underpinnings, it is possible to develop more effective and equitable 

solutions to this issue. 

 

ROLE OF JUDICIARY IN REGULATING STRAY DOGS 

5.1 INTRODUCTION 

The judiciary in India has played a pivotal role in shaping the legal framework governing stray 

dogs, particularly in resolving conflicts between public safety and animal welfare.2 In the 

                                                      
1. 2 Animal Welfare Board of India v A Nagaraja (2014) 7 SCC 547. 
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absence of clear and uniform implementation of statutory provisions, courts have frequently 

been called upon to interpret laws, issue directions, and ensure compliance with constitutional 

principles. Judicial intervention has been instrumental in defining the scope of animal rights, 

clarifying the duties of authorities, and balancing competing interests. This chapter examines 

the role of the judiciary in regulating stray dogs through an analysis of key judicial decisions 

and the principles emerging from them. 

 

5.2 JUDICIAL APPROACH TO ANIMAL WELFARE 

Indian courts have consistently recognised the importance of animal welfare as an integral part 

of the legal system. The landmark judgment in Animal Welfare Board of India v A Nagaraja 

marked a significant development in this regard. In this case, the Supreme Court emphasised 

that animals have a right to live with dignity and free from unnecessary pain and suffering.¹ 

The Court interpreted statutory provisions in light of constitutional values, particularly Article 

51A(g), which imposes a duty on citizens to show compassion towards living creatures. 

This judgment expanded the scope of animal rights and established that welfare laws must be 

interpreted in a manner that promotes humane treatment. Although the case did not directly 

deal with stray dogs, its principles have been widely applied in subsequent cases involving 

animal welfare. 

 

5.3 JUDICIAL INTERVENTION IN STRAY DOG REGULATION 

Courts in India have frequently addressed issues relating to stray dogs, particularly in cases 

involving public safety concerns and implementation of the Animal Birth Control Rules. In 

People for Elimination of Stray Troubles v State of Goa, the court examined the legality of 

measures taken by authorities to control stray dog populations.² The case highlighted the 

tension between public safety and animal welfare, with the court emphasising the need for 

humane methods of population control. 

Similarly, in Municipal Corporation of Greater Mumbai v People for Elimination of Stray 

Troubles, the Supreme Court addressed the issue of stray dog management and the 

implementation of sterilisation programmes.³ The Court recognised the importance of the 

Animal Birth Control Rules and directed authorities to ensure their effective implementation. 

These cases demonstrate the judiciary’s proactive role in addressing gaps in implementation 

                                                      
2. People for Elimination of Stray Troubles v State of Goa. 

3. Municipal Corporation of Greater Mumbai v People for Elimination of Stray Troubles. 
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and ensuring that authorities comply with legal requirements. 

 

5.4 CONFLICT BETWEEN PUBLIC SAFETY AND ANIMAL RIGHTS 

One of the central issues in judicial decisions relating to stray dogs is the conflict between 

public safety and animal rights. Courts have been required to balance the right to life and safety 

of citizens under Article 21 of the Constitution with the protection of animals under statutory 

and constitutional provisions. 

In several cases, courts have emphasised that neither interest can be given absolute priority. 

Instead, a balanced approach is required, taking into account the specific circumstances of each 

case. This has led to the adoption of principles such as proportionality and reasonableness in 

determining appropriate measures. 

 

5.5 JUDICIAL PRINCIPLES EMERGING FROM CASE LAW 

The analysis of judicial decisions reveals several key principles that guide the regulation of 

stray dogs. 

5.5.1 Principle of Animal Welfare 

Courts have consistently upheld the principle that animals must be treated with dignity and 

compassion. This principle limits the use of coercive measures and promotes humane methods 

of population control. 

5.5.2 Principle of Public Safety 

At the same time, courts recognise the State’s duty to protect citizens from harm. This principle 

justifies regulatory measures aimed at controlling stray dog populations and preventing public 

health risks. 

5.5.3 Doctrine of Proportionality 

The doctrine of proportionality requires that measures taken by authorities must be reasonable 

and not excessive. For instance, indiscriminate culling may be considered disproportionate if 

less harmful alternatives are available. 

5.5.4 Principle of Natural Justice 

Judicial decisions emphasise the importance of fairness and due process in implementing 

regulatory measures. Authorities must act in accordance with legal procedures and ensure 

transparency in decision-making. 

5.5.5 Duty of Authorities 

Courts have repeatedly highlighted the responsibility of municipal authorities to implement 
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sterilisation and vaccination programmes effectively. Failure to discharge this duty may result 

in judicial intervention. 

 

5.6 ROLE OF JUDICIARY IN POLICY FORMULATION 

In addition to interpreting laws, the judiciary has played a significant role in shaping policy 

relating to stray dogs. Courts have issued directions to authorities regarding the implementation 

of sterilisation programmes, establishment of shelters, and conduct of awareness campaigns. 

Judicial directions have often served as a catalyst for policy reforms, prompting authorities to 

take action and address deficiencies in the system. However, the reliance on judicial 

intervention also highlights the shortcomings of administrative mechanisms. 

 

5.7 CHALLENGES FACED BY THE JUDICIARY 

The judiciary faces several challenges in dealing with stray dog-related cases. One of the 

primary challenges is the absence of clear and uniform legal standards, which leads to 

inconsistent decisions. Different courts may adopt varying approaches, resulting in legal 

uncertainty. 

Another challenge is the complexity of the issue, which involves scientific, ethical, and 

administrative considerations. Courts must rely on expert opinions and evidence, which may 

not always be readily available. 

The increasing number of cases also places a burden on the judicial system, highlighting the 

need for effective administrative solutions. 

 

5.8 CRITICAL ANALYSIS 

The role of the judiciary in regulating stray dogs has been both significant and transformative. 

Through its decisions, the judiciary has strengthened animal welfare laws, clarified the duties 

of authorities, and emphasised the need for a balanced approach. 

However, judicial intervention alone cannot address the underlying issues. The effectiveness 

of legal regulation depends on proper implementation by authorities and active participation 

by stakeholders. The lack of uniformity in judicial decisions also underscores the need for 

clearer legislative guidelines. 

 

5.9 CONCLUSION 

The judiciary has played a crucial role in shaping the legal framework governing stray dogs in 
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India. By interpreting laws in light of constitutional values and addressing conflicts between 

public safety and animal welfare, courts have contributed to the development of a balanced and 

humane approach. 

However, the challenges associated with stray dog regulation require a coordinated effort 

involving legislative reform, administrative efficiency, and public awareness. While the 

judiciary will continue to play an important role, the responsibility for effective implementation 

ultimately lies with the executive and legislative branches. 

  

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS 

7.1 CONCLUSION 

The regulation of stray dogs in India represents a complex legal and policy challenge that 

requires balancing competing interests of public safety and animal welfare.3 Over the years, 

India has developed a legal framework that reflects a humane and progressive approach 

towards animals, particularly through statutes such as the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals 

Act, 1960 and the Animal Birth Control (Dogs) Rules. However, despite the existence of these 

legal provisions, the persistent issues associated with stray dog populations indicate significant 

gaps in implementation and governance. This chapter consolidates the findings of the study, 

evaluates the effectiveness of the existing legal framework, and proposes recommendations for 

improving the regulation of stray dogs in India. 

 

7.2 FINDINGS OF THE STUDY 

The study reveals that India possesses a relatively comprehensive legal framework governing 

stray dogs, which aligns with international standards emphasising humane treatment and non-

lethal population control. The shift from traditional methods such as culling to sterilisation and 

vaccination reflects a significant advancement in animal welfare jurisprudence. 

However, one of the primary findings is that the effectiveness of this framework is severely 

limited by poor implementation. Many municipal authorities lack the necessary resources, 

infrastructure, and technical expertise to carry out sterilisation and vaccination programmes 

effectively. As a result, the stray dog population continues to grow in several regions, 

undermining the objectives of the law. 

                                                      
1. 3 Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960. 

2. Animal Birth Control (Dogs) Rules, 2001 (as amended 2023). 

3. World Health Organization (WHO), Rabies Control Guidelines. 
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Another important finding is the lack of coordination among authorities. The involvement 

of multiple agencies, including municipal bodies, veterinary departments, and animal welfare 

organisations, often leads to overlapping responsibilities and administrative inefficiencies. This 

fragmentation hampers effective enforcement and accountability. 

The study also identifies a significant conflict between animal welfare and public safety 

concerns. While laws emphasise the protection of animals, rising incidents of dog bites and 

public health risks have led to demands for stricter control measures. This conflict is reflected 

in judicial decisions, which attempt to balance these competing interests but often result in 

inconsistent outcomes. 

Additionally, the study highlights the lack of uniformity in enforcement across different 

states and municipalities. While some urban areas have implemented effective programmes, 

others continue to struggle with inadequate facilities and limited awareness. 

The comparative analysis further reveals that countries such as the United States and the United 

Kingdom have achieved greater success through stronger enforcement mechanisms, better 

infrastructure, and clearer accountability frameworks. In contrast, India’s approach, while 

humane, lacks the institutional capacity required for effective implementation. 

 

7.3 SUGGESTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

In light of the findings, several measures are necessary to strengthen the legal and regulatory 

framework governing stray dogs in India. 

One of the most important recommendations is the need to strengthen the implementation of 

existing laws. Municipal authorities must be provided with adequate financial and technical 

resources to carry out sterilisation and vaccination programmes effectively. Establishing clear 

timelines and monitoring mechanisms can improve accountability and ensure consistent 

enforcement. 

The study also recommends enhancing institutional coordination among various 

stakeholders. A centralised framework or nodal authority could be established to oversee stray 

dog management programmes, ensuring better coordination between municipal bodies, 

veterinary departments, and animal welfare organisations. 

Another key recommendation is the introduction of clear liability and accountability 

mechanisms. Defining the responsibilities of authorities and imposing penalties for non-

compliance can improve enforcement and reduce administrative inefficiencies. 

The adoption of modern identification systems, such as tagging or microchipping of dogs, 
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can help track populations and reduce the incidence of stray animals. This approach, 

successfully implemented in other jurisdictions, can improve management and accountability. 

The study further emphasises the importance of public awareness and community 

participation. Educational campaigns should be conducted to promote responsible behaviour, 

including proper waste management and humane treatment of animals. Community 

involvement is essential for the success of population control programmes. 

Strengthening infrastructure and veterinary facilities is another critical requirement. 

Establishing shelters, improving access to veterinary care, and training personnel can enhance 

the effectiveness of control measures. 

Additionally, the study suggests the need for legal clarity and uniform guidelines. Addressing 

ambiguities in existing laws and ensuring uniform implementation across states can reduce 

conflicts and improve consistency. 

Finally, promoting international cooperation and adoption of best practices can help 

improve the Indian framework. Learning from successful models in other countries can provide 

valuable insights into effective strategies for managing stray dog populations. 

 

7.4 CONCLUSION 

The regulation of stray dogs in India is a complex issue that requires a balanced and holistic 

approach. While the existing legal framework reflects a commitment to humane treatment and 

constitutional values, its effectiveness is limited by challenges in implementation, coordination, 

and enforcement. 

The findings of this study highlight the need for comprehensive reforms that address both legal 

and administrative aspects. Strengthening institutional capacity, enhancing public awareness, 

and adopting innovative solutions are essential for achieving sustainable outcomes. 

Ultimately, the goal of stray dog regulation should be to ensure harmonious coexistence 

between humans and animals, guided by principles of compassion, legality, and public safety. 

By implementing the recommended measures and fostering collaboration among stakeholders, 

it is possible to develop a more effective and equitable system for managing stray dog 

populations in India. 
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