
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
^e^^a^^^a^^of^^^^^ f. ̂ ^,:,, ,..*,-

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a concerned citizen of the state of Pennsylvania, I respectfully submit this comment on the
proposed changes to the Dog Law regulations.

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposmg aniehdjhents to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dbg§ housed and |red in &$^^ Wmyhm^, U sho0#10
be mm am th* r̂eposie^ ̂  a a W ^ # # g % # y b # # f s
under jt&e Acfc T ^ same jje^lfe v ^
&#|g#e###'^9:'ti^:$ll^^^!^;^^^«F &# # # ^ # ##^#1
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

:..,.!y5W-k\.' it,:;,VA*-t

Rlrlhliitn^ submitted by the American Society Ar&e
^e^ei^Or^p£JCru^|sto Anmiais ^ p i J A ) on beh#of its members, and incorporate them
:Mre& by #&renc& S p e c # # # I s#r*gly support t&e f p # w # :

1. The penalties in § 21.4(l)(iii) Ar *%ilure of an individual to comply with hcensure
provisions" should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where #% kennel is not in compliance with the Standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify # a & e n s e ;

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important chmge that cam be made
to inwove the ̂  Was
provision should rerflain in the reg^dations regar0ess of opposition from h r e e l ^ This
section shouldf&iuflher stfmg#medbyMdmga^p^^^
dog is W#edim a primary emcloWe-t^ must provide^ aie<pate sja^efor
all dogg; For instance, if the entdosure hb#^s two dogs, it must provi& d # b k &e c#e
space that wqWdW mqfm& fat a single deg. If it homes # e e dogs, it most p # m # # # e
times the cage space, etc.



4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law &i&rcemdritfbr
including a provision that requires the dog \varde;is to ^
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state mat the owner must provide '̂ pfoofof current arid^properveterinary care
for title dog." This provision should also be aniended to include ex<£ssive malting fnd
excessively long toenails as inflations M\^ W ^ ^ ^ m ^ ^ # e / ' W # q # e
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including sldn lissioris ftom ekeessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately tm#ied.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease of parasite; Of that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current arid proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifyirig the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areasshould be added mto the regWations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S.§ 459-901:

1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;

2. sytegind federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
aridneglect;

3. State laws relating to dangerous ̂ ogs;
4. State and federal law Ala#g to lack o#ake#

5. § ta#an^&de#
6. Basics;;:.'of cruelly *^d^n| | lect in#s%qtipris $ r

referral to appr#fiateiWtip^#s; ;

7. Repxfrt>witi^
8. Overview of # e legal sy##m, court structure and

te##iology; ? '
9. Basics of" înterpreting animal behavior;
10. Iden#cation of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in

dog;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate arid work with law enfbfceriient when applicable. It is imperative iiat the
department work with law enforcement and specifically Humane Society police officers, to
ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law aie adequately enf^

7. A new section should be added to the regulations requiring that a licensee must have
enough employees to catty out the level of husbandry practices and care required by the Act
and its regulations, Additionally, tie employees who provide for care arid husbandry or
handle animals should be supervised by an individual who has the knowledge, background,
and experience in proper husbandry and care of dogs to supervise others. The licensee must
be certain that the supervisor and other employees can perform to such standards.



8. Stacking primary enclosures on tpp of one another should bg prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural enSdronment M |ie dogs. Additionally, it nMss bbsercationM tifife dogs
more difficult and creates san^ t^^blems . Even with a tray # par#ph be#e# it
is likely that the partitions riiaf overffow, causing feees, urine, food, water, and lair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal We#re Act, which requires tha tm$t##W
eighth of an inch in diameter 49 gauge) cr coated witn a material suoh â  plastic or ̂ erglass.
Language should flso be added requ^
flooring also have & resting bp##pf#6cieht sizeto #p#^ach d^gmlhe enclo#eto&in
a fuM lateral ̂  m ^ n # m # pos^^^00a^: Resting
boards are necessgy to provi% for the coinfprt ofthe&g and io':a#w)% animal to nave
sometime away # # lj%g 0 n % a ^ fW&g: I ^ y i t e ^ ^
foot lesions and o # r foo^ and leg Injuries to # d^& . .A^o##:##g^s#m' # # is
impervious to mpisjtureis also a more natural #0ronmghtfor th^ an#&, provides a draft-
free surface anda^esmedogtp retain its body' heajt;A dog ^ e l ^s | ;vu |n^i ie When
lying down, and forcing a dbg to He over an exposed am#can cont#n# tpamae%. Humane
standards andsurvival s#id%&#esep^a%#^
for survival does notnecessari^m&sucharj^e^^

10. Contrary to what the breeding m d u ^ s i a ^
proposed regulations do have a.scientific fpund|||pn. the s^nj^dsi jnj Ilhe jpragpb$ed
regulalons ̂  fflk^ aldh to ̂  the engineering
standards up to par w i ^ Enot a b i ^ ^ t ^ ^ C o # % t o
the h o ^ breeders' eottteniion, ̂  #d#$he
purview # # : # p ^ # m : Q^^-Jb^^^-^^';|^»gi^~&n^pl^^.Sfi^i^^£^^li^:^^\9^-..^^^r.jbc
transfer a cW%&#g#^ \ % M # # W d to!e|p|dy
w i t l i i ^ i i i s . As;a:r#u%'t#io1#^bf#W:are':8##&y%m%/#w,
Good hu^bah^ pr |^
should co^np^wii^^tin ef^^ #d w#b##g
of the dogs, Ihe I5og Law and its regWationsare aimed at r|gula|% la |pr anil commercial
breeding##lies. #erefore, the ne^ regA4ation$ w # not aA^hWy^#eeders, contrary to
\vhatthtl>reeding #mmunily suggest '

Once again, I commend &e Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania's comme;rcMk#nels. %he changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,


