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What does ‘One Health’ mean, in SOCIAL practice? CALGARY
.l soil cence & edicne . Efforts to reduce the occurrence of afflictions

_ that ‘interact synergistically within the context
Animal-human connections, “one health,” and the Of SpeC|f|C phySicaI and SOCiaI enVironments,

syndemic approach to prevention %

especially as a result of inequality within and
between human populations, to produce
excess disease burdens in...populations’

[i.e., human and/or non-human populations]
(Rock et al., 2009, p.993)
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What has ‘One Health’ meant, for social scientists? EALGARY

One world, one health? Social science

engagements with the one health agenda

One Health is a ‘generalised and flexible term
that captures the will to address the
complexities and interrelations that exist
between human, animal and ecological health’

‘to date the [One Health] approach...has
tended to offer few opportunities for serious
social scientific contributions or engagement’
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What has ‘One Health’ meant, for social scientists? EALGARY

Social Science & Medicine

I -'J
i ' 12%, March 20135, Pages 1-4

Omne world, one health? Social science

engagements with the one health agenda

‘This special issue [provides] an 4 tasks for social scientists:
opportunity for social scientists to reflect | 1) ‘Foregrounding uneven geographies’
on, respond to and develop 2) ‘Problem framing’

One Health in ways that are informed by a

T wd 3) ‘Analysing relations’
range of social science approaches.

4) ‘Re-distributing expertise’
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What does ‘One Health’ mean, in ETHICAL practice? CALGARY
H Social Scence & Medicine . more-than-human solidarity is...
Public health ethics and more-than-human

‘human activity directed towards...
assisting others, whenever cared-for
others include non-human animals,

plants, or places’
(Rock & Degeling 2015)

solidarity
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What has ‘One Health’ meant, for social scientists? EALGARY

‘[T]his special issue of Critical Public Health...collectively
explore[s] how certain theoretical perspectives in the

Critical Public Health

o s s i s, SOCIAI SCiENCES, OftEn termed posthumanism, might
POSA i B ety ol o kel productively be applied to public health research’

Simon Cohn & Rebecca Lynch

‘reinvigorate a key argument that some readers may
fear is disappearing from view — that talking about
health is talking about politics’

3 Key Points

1) The value of reframing

2) Health as relational

3) Questioning humanist assumptions in public health
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What has ‘One Health’ meant, for social scientists?

Critical Public Health

A G 15 (P | BT b il e IR LIS S LTy R LIS

Posthumanist critiqgue and human health: how
nonhumans (could) figure in public health

research = i iy % T | emvironmental palhution /

Carrie Friese & Nathalie Nuyts

= None of the top-10 cited publications
were by social scientists

= All of the top-10 journals for One
Health articles were medical or

veterinary (0 for social sciences) e S R oy e ——|
= Economics best represented amongst e B . Jf .
disciplines in the social sciences (i.e., _Ej Modiwbomit drcnes. e —.'r_i*"i; i g
cost-effectiveness EVALUATIONS) . ) - =
i = .
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What has EVALUATION vis-a-vis ‘One Health’ meant,
for THIS social scientist as a qualitative researcher?

Critlcal Public Health

il drird 1388 (Prov |l TRAD (D U BoTaRage STLTL YRR Lieal peirsp [y Spge il

Whao or what is ‘the public’ in critical public health?
Reflections on posthumanism and anthropological
engagements with One Health

Melanie |, Rock

1) What happens when people care for cats and dogs with diabetes mellitus?
2) What issues need attention when low-income people care for cats and dogs?
3) What surfaces when viewing dog-walking as ‘caring for self & others’?

4) Who cares for whom when local policies permit off-leash dogs in parks?

5) Who cares for whom in investigations and enforcement vis-a-vis animal laws?

6) How have public educators responded to aggression in dogs?

7) How have policy-makers responded to aggression manifested by dogs?
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Off-Leash Dogs in Public Parks — the Case of Calgary

SSM - Population Health

Ll T )
) Wal , December 2016, Pages 237-243

Changes in visitor profiles and activity
patterns following dog supportive
modifications to parks: A natural
experiment on the health impact of an

urban policy

&

KEY FINDINGS for HUMAN POPULATION
from 4 parks in different neighbourhoods

1) Designating off-leash areas in parks lowered
the intensity of children’s activity.

2) Park visitors with dogs were less active
overall than those without dogs

UNIVERSITY OF

CALGARY
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Off-Leash Dogs in Public Parks — the Case of Calgary CALGARY

KEY FINDINGS for DOG-WALKERS and DOGS THEMSELVES
from 4 parks in different neighbourhoods

Landscape and Urban Planning

Rlil

I'chgat'-.-‘ﬂ”cing__ dng—’rim]illg and |v:1£fling 1) Creating Off_leash park areas d|d nOt ConSiStently
policies in urban parks: Insights from a . d ki

natural experiment designed as a INCrease dog-walking.
longitudinal multiple-case study

2) Creating off-leash park areas did not consistently
increase dog-fouling.

3) Physical and social environments influenced frequency
of dog-walking and of dog-fouling — more so than did
leashing policies

11
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Off-Leash Dogs in Public Parks — the Case of Calgary CALGARY
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Critical Public Health

h

KEY FINDINGS for ‘ONE HEALTH’ PROMOTION

ERSAC DA 1558 (Print) | 855 MAT (Dnlne) Mairnal homenage: BRI 1!

Public engagement and community participation
in governing urban parks: a case study in changing

sggﬁimph&mentingapﬂliq addressing off-leash \/ C|ty Of Calga ry engaged FESIdentS — W|th

earie Rock,Chis Degeln, Tary M. Graham, Are M. Toshey. Do and without dogs of their own —in
formulating a new off-leash policy

v’ City of Calgary engaged residents in
implementing the new policy within
several neighbourhoods

12



&

UNIVERSITY OF

Off-Leash Dogs in Public Parks — the Case of Calgary CALGARY
o [ ——— KEY FINDINGS for ‘ONE HEALTH’ PROMOTION
bl
T " |n the first summer under the new policy,

Public engagement and communi articipation

Wt s s nders  the City ultimately designated an off-leash

dogs | area in 1 park (of 3 existing parks where the

Rk ECo R Mo City had proposed off-leash designations)

= A disadvantaged neighbourhood surrounds
this new off-leash park.

13
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Off-Leash Dogs in Public Parks — the Case of Calgary CALGARY

Critical Public Health

KEY FINDINGS for ‘ONE HEALTH’ PROMOTION

TEAN G050 {Frwein Ll DL ol il Peiovs o SSELIEL Vs Liiltrvierog e T vt 0

. . A n
Public engagement and community participation
in governing urban parks: a case study in changing
and implementing a policy addressing off-leash
dogs
Melanie ). Rock, Chris Degeling, Taryn M. Graham, Ann M. Toohey, Dawn
Rault & Gavin R, McCormack

|

Public engagement, as practiced by
policymakers, can diverge from community
participation, as endorsed in health
promotion

We should revise the meaning of

‘community’ and of ‘public’ — to account
for the influence of non-human beings

14



Off-Leash Dogs in Public Parks — the Case of Calgary

UNIVERSITY OF

. Critical Public Haaith
m e e e e e e e

Mblbtw.nﬂ

bty

mmm;mn rh.lmeuug;ln changing
Imghmmmrpﬂ\qﬂnwn;nﬂm

Wi . Boca, (o Dgeimy, Targs A Gowham, frey M Toskey Dusen

Bt | Lo @ Wil

i

Devolving substantial decision-making powers 10 ¢itizen groups o community agencies. on all matters without ditizen consubtation (scept when begally required),
Example technigues: Involvement of ditizen groups with political support to delegate power. technique: Public notices.

Provacing a senace via CRI2en QrOUps Of COMMUNIY a0ences. 's ﬁ? /0’_

= : mmlmlﬂlmmﬁfm want to know.
Example techniques: Imolvement of citizen groups with poitical support to wﬁmmm"{:’mm

dedegate power,

Delegating limsted dectsion-miaking powers in a particular area or project.

wmmdﬁmmwm Mmhmm:mmwm

Example technique Leaflet

Providing information in a limited manner with the onus often placed on
: citizens to respond. Example techniques: Public meeting, surveys.

mmnmmmm

Providing a customer-oriented service,
Example techniques: Stakeholder committees, design game.

Example techniques: (omment cards, one-on-one interviews.

Discurssing fssues with citizens prior to Laking action, Examiple techniques: (itizen panels, district

Inwiting citizen groups to draw up proposals for official consideration,
circles, focus groups, opionmeter, Lser panels, and stakeholder grouprs.

Example techniques: (itizen juries. participatory planning, priority-setting exercises

15
Inage and captions adapted from Davidson (1998 Davidson, S. (1998) & Heritage and Dooris (2009).



Off-Leash Dogs in Public Parks — the Case of Calgary @

Cratieal Pubslic Waalth
________ B OLAs established as a policy issue, asinfluenced by Resulting policy/jurisdiction analysis
rtwlwmwn;nunimmun:ygl;ﬂdﬁamP pet/owner behaviour; park design/management; considered dog population/licensing data;
n gevernang wrban parks: a case study in changing PR " - A
a6 gt & pollcy sddresaing offessh land overuse/degradation; and media coverage GIS spatialmapping;and publicengagement
dogs
R W Aaccam © LA B Tt B | Mobilization
Telephone survey wasdeemed
representstive of public Council commissioned
opinion (dog-owners andnon- City-wide review of
dog-owners) and legitimzed OlLAs
OlLAs
Public representation Institutionalization/
Autonomization
Support for enharcementato Council called for &
existing OLAs and designation 1
of new OLAs was conlirmaed SOA
vi poditive reactons ta draft
wersion of DLAMP
*® Public engogement axlminating in OLAMP enfailed
“inform™and “consuk™ (see Figure 1)
Mnmmmf
Dog-owners patcpated more than Saversl Caydepanmentswere brought into new
non-dog-ownars in consultation, lationships with one another, induding Parks; Animal
especialyviaonkne surcey & Bylaw Services, Infrasructure & Information Sardces;
Customar Services & Communications, and Community
& Nelghbourhood Sarvies
16

k Note: OLAs = “Off Leash Areas”; OLAMP = “Off-Leash Area Management Plan”; Image adapted from Latour (1999).
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Off-Leash Dogs in Public Parks — the Case of Calgary
— /N

Park-spedific consulations, asper OLAMP, induded

Consultancy hired, via call for proposals,
ki to coordinate public engagementand reporting outdoor signsto publicize online and open house options;
e e S e e T W T, ol g H f
under OLAMP, withinvolvement from City staff displays at openhouses|e.g, slideshows, maps, written
commentsfrom other citizens); and opportunitiesfor

Public engagerment and community participatson
dialoguewith City staff and consukants

in gewverning urban parks: a case study in changing
and implementing a policy addressing off-leash
dogs

hwiaran | Bosch_ Chein Dagmiing, Taryn M. Grahamn, ke B, Toofwy, Daws
M & Gl &L M prrrch

—_——

Mobilization

Under OLAMP, Director of Parkswas
authorized todesignate OLAs, but
only following sy i lysis,
park-spedficanalysis, and

Participationin open houses was
interpreted assupport for public

consultation process under
OLAMP N
public engagement
i Autonomization
Wiews expressed viafeedback
forms [at open howses and mu“:mm
onling)wasdeamed
reprasentmive of public opinion
“OLAMP explicity endorses “injorm = and

“consult” prt could extend o “porticipote/empowsr,”
whereas the predecessor policy implicitly endorsed
“participate/empower” [we Figure 1)

Aliiance-building|
|

Parik-spedfc conmkations were inidated, Cigizans fwith ard without dogs) could altar

regarding enhancements to exising OLAs relationships with one another and with the City
and designmion of new OLAs via park-spedfic conmukations, especially vin
feedback forms [at open houses and online)

k Note: OLAs = “Off Leash Areas”; OLAMP = “Off-Leash Area Management Plan”; Image adapted from Latour (1999).
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Off-Leash Dogs in Public Parks — the Case of Calgary

' Critical Public Health
A 54 e T e g

Public engagement and community participation
in governing urban parks: & case study in changing
and implementing a policy addressing off-leash
dogs

liwiare | Wosch, Chin Dueiieg, Taryn b Gratusss, An ML Toohiy, Davws
it & Garyin B ol e

Outdoor signage publicizing public engagement (Photograph credits: Lindsay Burton and Kenda Swanson)
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From ‘the Calgary model’ to an Evaluative Framework

Policies on pets for healthy cities: a conceptual
framework Preventing
Melanie J. Rock, Cindy L. Adams, Chris et
Degeling, Alessandro Massolo, Gavin R. McCormack
Health Promotion International, Volume 30, Issue 4,

December 2015, Pages 976—986

Licensing &
identifying
pets

nuisances from

\ One Health

F T —

v /

Meeting
emotional &
physical needs
of pets

Government response to
the Parliamentary Inquiry
into the legislative and
regulatory framework
relating to restricted-breed
dogs

September 2016

UNIVERSITY OF

CALGARY

Providing
veterinary
services for
pets

~.

Procuring pets
ethically

19



From ‘the Calgary model’ to an Evaluative Framework CALGARY

Chapter 3 ypuman Well-be;"g
Toward “One Health” Promotion :
Melanie Rock & Chris Degeling

Book Editor(s): Merrill Singer

First published: 15 April 2016
https://doi.orq/10.1002/9781118786949.ch3

Pet Welfare

0



From municipal data to One Health surveillance - @

in Calgary as ‘model city’ for dog policy CALGARY

‘| animals Serious dog bites primarily occur at
Insights about the Epidemiology of Dog Bites in a H}ELGARY home SEYS Unwersﬂv Df Calgarv Stlld‘{
Canadian City Using a Dog Aggression Scale and bl

Administrative Data

STEFHAMIE BABYCH Ly ¥

Niamh Caffrey - =0, Melanie Rock '22 &, Olivia Schmidtz !, Doug Anderson 4,
Malissa Parkinson * and Sylvia L. Checkley 135 €

2019, 9(6), 324; https://doi.org/10.3390/ani9060324

21




Coordination lacking vis-a-vis aggression in dogs —

even in Calgary as ‘model city’ for dog policy

SNl Social Science & Medicine
F t,.i - Wil g Aupust 2017, Papes 126-133

Dog-bites, rabies and One Health:
Towards improved coordination in
research, policy and practice

https://vet.ucalgary.ca/home/news-updates/anatomy-dog-bite-when-where-and-why-dogs-bite

e

= Rabies prevention connects, in lived
experience, with dog-bite prevention

= Public policies and healthcare
professionals tend to disregard dog-
bite injuries in rabies control

&

UNIVERSITY OF

CALGARY
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Media stories about dog-bite injuries: @

IIIIIIIIIIII

. . .. CALGARY
Who - or what - is to blame? Role for preventive policies?

i e services

5 v K8 yoars . hospitl

‘When the dog bites”: What can we learn Char eS tb 11
about health ;1(.‘1‘1;1[':1]1]1‘_.' from newspaper g pl u
dogsisien

[ ] [ ]
coverage in a ‘model city’ for dog-bite bltlng
prevention? 1 ™

{inc Serious

injuries attac brﬁfgs

g2t OWICT officers
C al g _aI'Yd t§10mes

woman

23



‘Animal Control’ AND/OR ‘Social Control’ in dog policies? @
Preliminary thoughts concerning Montreal, QC

2016-06-08

Death of
Christiane
Vadnais

2016-06-18

Mayor Coderre
promises to ban
pitbulls throughout
metropolitan
Montreal

e

2017-12-20

Mayor Plante
reverses plans for a
pitbull ban in
Montreal

2018-08-20

Montreal’s city council
introduces a new policy on
dogs

UNIVERSITY OF

CALGARY

2018-06-13

Gov’t of Quebec adopts a new policy on
dogs and public health

24



‘Animal Control’ AND/OR ‘Social Control’ in dog policies?
Preliminary thoughts concerning Montreal, QC

Pre-2016: 2016 -2018: 2018...
Policy fragmentation (vs. Increased Implementation of
integration, integration, a new policy to
coordination) coordination within investigate, prevent,
metropolitan and monitor dog-
Montreal aggression incidents

&

UNIVERSITY OF
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2016-06-18 2018-08-20
Mayor Coderre Mayor Plante suspends plans
announces plans to for a pitbull ban, with
ban pitbulls in reference to ‘the Calgary
Montreal model’

25



Thanks for the invitation & for your attention... ENEARY
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Thanks to my parents... EATEARY

Father (George W. Rock — in the audience!)

Mother (P. June Rock née Milsap)
22 August 1945 — 8 April 2019
https://netcommunity.ucalgary.ca/RockMemorial
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Thanks to team members.....

PhD Students & Alum

Post-Doctoral Fellows

Master’s Students & Alum

UNIVERSITY OF

Taryn Graham, MA, PhD
(U-Calgary)

Dawn Rault, MA, PhD
(U-Calgary)

Ann Toohey, MSc, PhD
(U-Calgary)

Juliette di Francesco, MPH
PhD in progress (w. S-Kutz, U-Calgary)

Cheryl Travers, MPH
PhD in progress (w. C-Degeling, U-Wollongong)

Valli-L. Fraser-Celin, MLS, PhD
(McGill + U-Guelph)

Morgan Mouton, MA, PhD
(Science Po + U-Paris-Est)

Niamh Caffrey, MSc, PhD
(U-Edinburgh, U-PEI)

Abigail Barth, BA, MSW
(U-Calgary)

Amberlee Boulton, BA

MSW in progress (U-Calgary)
Jovan Lottis, BA, MSW
(U-Calgary)

Kimberly van Patten, BA,MSW
(U-Calgary)

Tessa Baker, DVM, MSc
(w. S-Kutz, U-Calgary)
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Thanks to my collaborators & keystone sponsors... @
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SSHRC Insight Development Grant, #430-2016-00078 Q'Brien Institute for Public Health
Multispecies families, communities and publics in a 'model city' for companion animal welfare

Principal Investigator: MJ Rock | Co-Investigator: O Solomon

CIHR Open Operating Grant, #MOP-130569
Social justice and pet ownership
Principal Investigator: MJ Rock | Co-Investigators: CL Adams & C Degeling

CIHR Open Operating Grant, #MOP-123380
A province-wide qualitative study of animal bylaws | Principal Investigator: MJ Rock

CIHR-IPPH Population Health Intervention Research Operating Grant, #GIR-112745
A ‘natural experiment’ study of off-leash areas | Principal Investigators: MJ Rock and GR McCormack

&ﬁ'

)
SSHRC Standard Research Grant, #410-2004-2152
Patients, models and therapeutic agents: Animal-human relationships in Western health care. C| H R | RSC
Principal Investigator: MJ Rock | Co-Investigators: E Mykhalovskiy and T Schlich Canadion Institutes of  Instituts de recherche

Health Research  en santé du Canada

I* Social Sciences and Humanities Conseil de recherches en (‘1 dhl
Receaarch Cniinecil of C.anada aciances hiimaines dii C.anada Ja na 2
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Now, over to all of you... EATERRY

= With thanks to research participants For more information and further

(whom | cannot name as per research ethics) discussion...
ORCID: 0000-0003-2436-3159

= With thanks to partnered organizations ResearcherID: A-4703-2010

.!. Calgary oy Scopus Author ID: 8944311000

Alberta Health | |
Services ———-

mrock@ucalgary.ca
www.ucalgary.ca/mrock
@rock m

#’mi
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