
January 31, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture ps j
2301 North Cameron Street f S ; ' - F
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 S: 3 \

Dear Ms. Bender:

Having purchased dogs from wonderful, ethical, breeders and boarded them in cleagair ' \~
conditioned/heated boarding kennels, owned and operated by animal loving, ethical 77,
professionals, I feel compelled to voice my opinion.

Although, perhaps, well Mentioned, the proposed amendments of December 16,2006 to the
Pennsylvania Dog Law Regulations greatly concern me.

I agree that inhumane and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, however, I
emphatically disagree with the proposed regulatory changes.

I believe these changes are impractical, will create a great burden from a financial standpoint,
will not be enforceable and, most importantly, will not improve the quality of the lives of the
dogs entrusted to the aforementioned, ethical breeders and boarding kennels.

These regulations will also require wholesale renovation, if not rebuilding of many kennels
already built in compliance with current federal and/or state standards. Small, boarding kennels,
and breeding facilities, whose care and conditions are far superior to those required by the
proposed new standards, would be unable to comply with the rigid commercial kennel standards.

These small breeders and boarding kennels would be forced out of business, face a loss of
income, and deprive their communities of their outstanding services.

I strongly urge that this proposal be withdrawn

Sincerely, ,



K & H Kennel
Jones Hill Rd

Middleburg, PA 17842

January 20, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in response to oppose the Dog Law Regulations Act 225 recently issued on
December 16, 2006. The current regulatory proposals in general are unenforceable and
extremely onerous when put into practice.

The proposed regulations call for kennels to be specific in regard to exercise and cleaning
records. These would require a substantial increase in manpower and time dedicated to
filling out written bureaucratic reports, and it would be impossible to verify their
accuracy. This change would also divert the small business owner's time away from
caring for their animals.

The bureau already requires the name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type of
sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and identification number be recorded for each and
every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away. If the department wishes to enforce
the law, they already have all information needed.

Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26 dogs in a calendar
year to the individual, it is impossible for the kennel to know if the individual is required
to have a Pennsylvania kennel license.

Additionally, kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of
Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on USDA standards. The
proposed changes of this section will require the demolition of licensed and inspected
kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned kennels. The average cost per
kennel will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 each.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded and the USDA standard be adopted in
Pennsylvania.

Yours Sincerely,

\t H itvAxX
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 22, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the Dog Law
Regulations Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006.1 personally think that
many of the changes are impractical and burdensome, and will not improve
the quality of life for dogs in kennels.

The proposed regulations will require a substantial increase in manpower
with many hours dedicated to filling out bureaucratic reports or
recordkeeping which the department already has.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with Pennsylvania Department of
Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on USDA
Standards. The proposed changes of this section will require the demolition
of Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected kennels and the rebuilding of
entirely new dimensioned kennels. There is no scientific basis for the
change; the average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and
$500,000.00 each.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in term of improving the
welfare of dogs. I urge that this proposal be rescinded and an approach
similar to the USDA standards be developed.

Yours truly,

Peachey Hill Goldens ; ^ ' H
9110NewburgRd ; ; : SS <
Newburg, PA 17240 ' - $ ?? CD



KEYSTONE KENNEL
20493 STONY RD

WILLOW HILL, PA 17271

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Ham'sburg, PA 171 10-9408 January 23, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in response to oppose the Dog Law Regulations Act 225 recently issued
on December 16, 2006. The current regulatory proposals in general are
unenforceable and extremely onerous when put into practice.

The proposed regulations call for kennels to be specific in regard to exercise and
cleaning records. These would require a substantial increase in manpower and time
dedicated to filling out written bureaucratic reports, and it would be impossible to
verify their accuracy. This change would also divert the small business owner's time
away from caring for their animals.

The bureau already requires the name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type
of sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and identification number be recorded for
each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away. If the department
wishes to enforce the law, they already have all information needed.

Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26 dogs in a calendar
year to the individual, it Is impossible for the kennel to know if the individual is required
to have a Pennsylvania kennel license.

Additionally, kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of
Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on US DA standards.
The proposed changes of this section will require the demolition of licensed and
inspected kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned kennels. The
average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 each.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded and the USDA standard be adopted in
Pennsylvania.

Yours Sincerely, i:/59 rg p X
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2559
K And R Kennel

4230 Chapman Hollow Rd
Mount Pleasant Mills, PA 17853

January 20, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in response to oppose the Dog Law Regulations Act 225 recently issued on
December 16, 2006. The current regulatory proposals in general are unenforceable and
extremely onerous when put into practice.

The proposed regulations call for kennels to be specific in regard to exercise and cleaning
records. These would require a substantial increase in manpower and time dedicated to
filling out written bureaucratic reports, and it would be impossible to verify their
accuracy. This change would also divert the small business owrier's time away from
caring for their animals.

The bureau already requires the name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type of
sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and identification number be recorded for each and
every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away. If the department wishes to enforce
the law, they already have all information needed.

Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26 dogs in a calendar
year to the individual, it is impossible for the kennel to know if the individual is required
to have a Pennsylvania kennel license.

Additionally, kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of
Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on USDA standards. The
proposed changes of this section will require the demolition of licensed and inspected
kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned kennels. The average cost per
kennel will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 each.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded and the USDA standard be adopted in
Pennsylvania.

Yours Sincerely,



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 22, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the Dog Law
Regulations Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006.1 personally think that
many of the changes are impractical and burdensome, and will not improve
the quality of life for dogs in kennels.

The proposed regulations will require a substantial increase in manpower
with many hours dedicated to filling out bureaucratic reports or
recordkeeping which the department already has.

fennels have been custom built to comply with Pennsylvania Department of
Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on USDA
Standards. The proposed changes of this section will require the demolition
^Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected kennels and the rebuilding of
ntirely new dimensioned kennels. There is no scientific basis for the
hange; the average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and
500,000.00 each.

le current proposed appears to be over idealistic in term of improving the
^lfare of dogs. I urge that this proposal be rescinded and an approach
nilar to the USDA standards be developed.

»urs truly,

W4
ler Peachey
8 Front Mountain Rd.
Seville, PA 17004
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 January 22, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act
225 which was issued on December 16, 2006.

The current proposed regulation changes have appeared to be
burdensome and beyond rulemaking. The proposals add completely new
categories and definition to the existing laws. These changes must be
addressed through the legislative process.

The proposals referencing housing and social interaction of dogs of
different sizes are contrary to good husbandry, socializing and training
practices. Furthermore, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry basis
for the amended space and exercise requirements.

In addition, the proposed regulations call for the temperature of the
kennel floor to be 50F° in the warm weather. Many kennels are air
conditioned to a comfortable 70F°. A dog sleeping on a 50F° floor can
develop hypothermia and become ill or die. For temperature, lighting,
cleaning, exercise, housing, and veterinary care, the attending
veterinarian should set forth and approve procedures specific for the
kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

The proposed changes above will require Pennsylvania's licensed and
inspected kennels to be demolished and rebuilt. The average cost will be
between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 per kennel, if the proposed laws are
adopted.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in term of improving
the welfare of dogs. I urge that this proposal be rescinded and an
approach similar to the USDA standards be developed. ; . ,

Yours sincerely, F;; :S g

Lydia S. Weaver
287 Cottontail Rd
Martinsburg, PA 16662

:o



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 23, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a kennel owner for a good number of years, I appreciate the fact that the bureau
has helped to improve the dog laws. With regard to the proposed dog law changes
Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006,1 have a few serious concerns.

The proposed changes would require the kennel owner to record every time a water
bowl or food pan is washed, every time the primary and secondary pen enclosures
are cleaned, the feeding and watering dates and times, etc. These excessive and
burdensome requirements will require a substantial increase in manpower with
many hours dedicated to filling out written bureaucratic reports and divert the small
business owner's time away from caring for their animals.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of Agricultures Dog
Law Enforcement standards that were based on USDA standards. The proposed
changes of this section will require the demolition of licensed and inspected kennels
and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned kennels. The average cost per kennel
will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 each.

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be seized by
the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new requirements for pen
sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the same dog into a humane society
not required to have the proposed new standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform
kennel requirements. In addition, small business owners are affected greatly and
their due process rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely, , / / y

Golden Glow Kennel m ' 1 ~-f~j
Box 36 Lot 29 Mountain Rd ?P'-4 -•-"-. F r i
Waterfall, PA 16689 ^ « i >"-{



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 19, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the
Dog Law Regulations Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006.
I personally think that many of the changes are
impractical and burdensome, and will not improve the
quality of life for dogs in kennels.

The proposed regulations will require a substantial
increase in manpower with many hours dedicated to filling
out bureaucratic reports or recordkeeping which the
department already has.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with
Pennsylvania Department of Agricultures Dog Law
Enforcement standards that were based on USDA Standards.
The proposed changes of this section will require the
demolition of Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected
kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned
kennels. There is no scientific basis for the change; the
average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and
$500,000.00 each.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in
term of improving the welfare of dogs. I urge that this
proposal be rescinded and an approach similar to the USDA
standards be developed.

Yours truly,

#6

Noah Hostetler
Rt 1 box 272
Tyrone, PA 16686
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January 20, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was issued
on December 16, 2006. I completely understand that substandard kennel conditions should not
be permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and costly.

These proposals call for change in definitions and requirements of licensed and inspected
kennels within the Commonwealth. These extensive changes must go through Pennsylvania's
House and Senate legislative processes.

The proposed regulations call for the temperature of the kennel floor to be 50F° in the warm
weather. Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F°. A dog sleeping on a 50F°
floor can develop hypothermia and become ill or die. For temperature, lighting, cleaning,
exercise, housing, and veterinary care, the attending veterinarian should set forth and approve
procedures specific for the kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of Agricultures Dog Law
Enforcement standards that were based on USDA standards. The proposed changes of this
section will require the demolition of licensed and inspected kennels and the rebuilding of
entirely new dimensioned kennels. The average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00
and $500,000.00 each.

The proposed changes would require a substantial increase in manpower with many hours
dedicated to filling out written bureaucratic reports and divert the small business owner's time
away from caring for their animals.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded and the USDA standard be adopted in
Pennsylvania.

Sincerely, .., (§, ^ '33



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 19, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the
Dog Law Regulations Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006.
I personally think that many of the changes are
impractical and burdensome, and will not improve the
quality of life for dogs in kennels.

The proposed regulations will require a substantial
increase in manpower with many hours dedicated to filling
out bureaucratic reports or recordkeeping. which the
department already has.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with
Pennsylvania Department of Agricultures Dog Law
Enforcement standards that were based on USDA Standards.
The proposed changes of this section will require the
demolition of Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected
kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned
kennels. There is no scientific basis for the change; the
average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and
$500,000.00 each.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in
term of improving the welfare of dogs. I urge that this
proposal be rescinded and an approach similar to the USDA
standards be developed.

Yours t r u l y ,Yours t r u l y ,

/

^w&, f% /?j}§:



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 19, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the
Dog Law Regulations Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006.
I personally think that many of the changes are
impractical and burdensome, and will not improve the
quality of life for dogs in kennels.

The proposed regulations will require a substantial
increase in manpower with many hours dedicated to filling
out bureaucratic reports or recordkeeping which the
department already has.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with
Pennsylvania Department of Agricultures Dog Law
Enforcement standards that were based on USDA Standards.
The proposed changes of this section will require the
demolition of Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected
kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned
kennels. There is no scientific basis for the change; the
average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and
$500,000.00 each.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in
term of improving the welfare of dogs. I urge that this
proposal be rescinded and an approach similar to the USDA
standards be developed.

Yours truly,

^ :\ - ,i



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 19, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the
Dog Law Regulations Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006.
I personally think that many of the changes are
impractical and burdensome, and will not improve the
quality of life for dogs in kennels.

The proposed regulations will require a substantial
increase in manpower with many hours dedicated to filling
out bureaucratic reports or recordkeeping which the
department already has.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with
Pennsylvania Department of Agricultures Dog Law
Enforcement standards that were based on USDA Standards.
The proposed changes of this section will require the
demolition of Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected
kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned
kennels. There is no scientific basis for the change; the
average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and
$ 5 0 0,0 0 0.0 0 e a c h.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in
term of improving the welfare of dogs. I urge that this
proposal be rescinded and an approach similar to the USDA
standards be developed.

Yours truly,

o? ! i !



2559
James S. Zimmerman

84 Hickory Lane
Ephrata, PA 17522

January 19, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in response to oppose the Dog Law Regulations Act 225 recently issued on December 16,
2006. The current regulatory proposals in general are unenforceable and extremely onerous when put into
practice.

The proposed regulations call for kennels to be specific in regard to exercise and cleaning records. These
would require a substantial increase in manpower and time dedicated to filling out written bureaucratic
reports, and it would be impossible to verify their accuracy. This change would also divert the small business
owner's time away from caring for their animals.

The bureau already requires the name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type of sale, breed, sex,
color, whelping date, and identification number be recorded for each and every dog sold, transferred,
adopted, or given away. If the department wishes to enforce the law, they already have all information
needed.

Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26 dogs in a calendar year to the
individual, it is impossible for the kennel to know if the individual is required to have a Pennsylvania
kennel license.

Additionally, kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of Agricultures Dog Law
Enforcement standards that were based on USDA standards. The proposed changes of this section will
require the demolition of licensed and inspected kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned
kennels. The average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 each.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded and the USDA standard be adopted in Pennsylvania. '"T'l

Yours Sincerely, ; j 7
i r
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67Mf. PWsaMfRd
Paradise, PA Z/?)6:2

January 19,2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender •--, %?, """J - JJ

2301 North Cameron Street 5 ^ S J l4

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 5 ; : ; ; JO rf]

Dear Ms. Bender, ' " < 4 %? }J_j

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was issued %q

December 16, 2006.1 completely understand that substandard kennel conditions should not be

permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and costly.

These proposals call for change in definitions and requirements of licensed and inspected kennels within

the Commonwealth. These extensive changes must go through Pennsylvania's House and Senate

legislative processes.

The proposed regulations call for the temperature of the kennel floor to be 50F° in the warm weather.

Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F°. A dog sleeping on a 50F° floor can develop

hypothermia and become ill or die. For temperature, lighting, cleaning, exercise, housing, and

veterinary care, the attending veterinarian should set forth and approve procedures specific for the

kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement

standards that were based on USDA standards. The proposed changes of this section will require the

demolition of licensed and inspected kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned kennels.

The average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 each.

The proposed changes would require a substantial increase in manpower with many hours dedicated

to filling out written bureaucratic reports and divert the small business owner's time away from caring for

their animals. I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded and the USDA standard be adopted in

Pennsylvania.

Sincerely,



ROY T. KING
RR 2 BOX 622

MIFFLINTOWN, PA 17059

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 171 10-9408 January 23, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in response to oppose the Dog Law Regulations Act 225 recently issued
on December 16, 2006. The current regulatory proposals in general are
unenforceable and extremely onerous when put into practice.

The proposed regulations call for kennels to be specific in regard to exercise and
cleaning records. These would require a substantial increase in manpower and time
dedicated to filling out written bureaucratic reports, and it would be impossible to
verify their accuracy. This change would also divert the small business owner's time
away from caring for their animals.

The bureau already requires the name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type
of sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and identification number be recorded for
each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away. If the department
wishes to enforce the law, they already have all information needed.

Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26 dogs in a calendar
year to the individual, it is impossible for the kennel to know if the individual is required
to have a Pennsylvania kennel license.

Additionally, kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of
Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on USDA standards.
The proposed changes of this section will require the demolition of licensed and
inspected kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned kennels. The
average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 each.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded and the USDA standard be adopted in
Pennsylvania.

Yours Sincerely, . P%N ^ p&

k ;f^



Amber Ridge Farm
126 Belvidere Corner Road
Mount Bethel, PA 18343

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement SS
Arm: Ms. Mary Bender B" • M
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture U? :
2301 North Cameron Street ' • ••••
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 ....'',;..::.;

Dear Ms. Bender: c { '••<'
Since 1967,1 have been involved seriously with Brittanys. Some would say thatthey%

are a very important part of my life. They are my own pets, hunting dogs, field trial dogs,
show dogs and my best companions. I have this farm, motorhomes, horses, trailers and
raise birds due to them. I've had Dual Champions, show champions, hunting dogs and
companions. Some type dog has been part of my life since age ten. Recently, I was hit
by a drunk driver but my involvement hasn't ceased. I've been show chairmen for my
club and attend as many functions as able plus support all clubs throughout the U.S.
including dog rescue. Some of my best friends are dog people.

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the Pennsylvania dog law
regulations issued on December 16, 2006. I believe that inhumane and substandard
kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but I do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if
adopted. Many are impractical, excessively burdensome and costly, unenforceable,
and/or will not improve the quality of life for the dogs in these kennels.

Examples of problems with the proposal are the following: Smaller breeders and dog
owners who maintain their dogs in their own residential premises but are covered by the
Pennsylvania dog law, who provide care and conditions far superior to those required by
the proposed new standards, would be unable to comply with the rigid commercial kennel
standards. The record keeping requirements with respect to exercise, cleaning, and other
aspects of kennel management are excessively burdensome and serve no useful purpose,
as it would be impossible to verify their accuracy in all but the most egregious
circumstances. Such egregious circumstances already violate existing regulations.
The above is quite far from a complete list of the deficiencies with the proposed
regulations.

I, also, associate myself with the more detailed comments on this proposal by the
Pennsylvania Federation of Dog Clubs. The Bureau has tacitly conceded that its current
regulations have not been adequately enforced. If, after implementing its recently
announced enhanced enforcement program, the Bureau finds it is still unable to prevent
inhumane treatment of dogs because of specific deficiencies in the existing regulations, it
should cite these specific deficiencies and propose changes based on them. The current
proposal appears to be merely a laundry list of ideas for improving the environment for
dogs that has no connection to specific instances in which the welfare of dogs could not
be secured and no basis in science or accepted canine husbandry practices. I
STRONGLY URGE THAT THIS PROPOSAL BE WITHDRAWN.

Sincerely,



2559

Janet Martin
549 Hahnstown Rd
Ephrata, PA 17522

January 20, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act 225 which
was issued on December 16, 2006.

With a full understanding that the bureau is trying to improve substandard kennel
conditions, I am not in agreement that most of the changes are necessary.

The proposed record keeping would require me to write down the date and time I
washed each food and water bowl, every time a pen is cleaned; each individual
outside run is cleaned, etc. It would be better for me to have my general daily
procedures that I routinely follow, in writing. This is similar to how the USDA
regulations are worded.

The proposed changes would also require the demolition of Pennsylvania's licensed
and inspected kennels. Yet, there is no scientific basis for the change. In addition,
the average cost to rebuild kennel will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00

I sincerely urge that this proposal be withdrawn, as the beneficial outcome will be in
question if the proposal is adopted.

Yours truly,

31



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 12, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

1 am writing to express a few concerns that 1 have with regard to the proposed
Dog Law Act 225, which was issued on December 16, 2006.

I appreciate that fact that the bureau has helped to improve the dog laws in the
past several years. However, the current proposed regulation changes have
appeared to be intentionally burdensome and go far beyond mere rulemaking.
The proposals add completely new categories and definition. These changes must
be addressed through the legislative process.

The proposed changes require the kennel owner to record every time a water
bowl or food pan is washed, every time the primary and secondary pen
enclosures are cleaned, and the feeding and watering dates and times, etc. All
these burdensome and excessive requirements will require a substantial increase in
manpower with many hours dedicated to filling out written bureaucratic reports
and divert the small business owner's time away from caring for their animals.

The Departments direction and intentions are neither attributed as accepted
canine husbandry practices nor substantiated by science. The Department should
base their changes on education to improve the industry. 1 request that this
proposal be withdrawn.

Paul Rieff
152 Reading Road
East Earl, PA 17519



Daryl Martin
2294 Broadway
Milton, PA 17847

January 20, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act 225 which
was issued on December 16, 2006.

With a full understanding that the bureau is trying to improve substandard kennel
conditions, I am not in agreement that most of the changes are necessary.

The proposed record keeping would require me to write down the date and time I
washed each food and water bowl, every time a pen is cleaned; each individual
outside run is cleaned, etc. It would be better for me to have "my general daily
procedures that I routinely follow, in writing. This is similar to how the USDA
regulations are worded.

The proposed changes would also require the demolition of Pennsylvania's licensed
and inspected kennels. Yet, there is no scientific basis for the change. In addition,
the average cost to rebuild kennel will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00

I sincerely urge that this proposal be withdrawn, as the beneficial outcome will be in
question if the proposal is adopted.

Yours truly,

( 0 ^ /%?«W%L
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David Martin
187 County Line Road
Milton, PA 17847

January 20, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act 225 which
was issued on December 16, 2006.

With a full understanding that the bureau is trying to improve substandard kennel
conditions, I am not in agreement that most of the changes are necessary.

The proposed record keeping would require me to write down the date and time I
washed each food and water bowl, every time a pen is cleaned; each individual
outside run is cleaned, etc. It would be better for me to have my general daily
procedures that I routinely follow, in writing. This is similar to how the USDA
regulations are worded.

The proposed changes would also require the demolition of Pennsylvania's licensed
and inspected kennels. Yet, there is no scientific basis for the change. In addition,
the average cost to rebuild kennel will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00

I sincerely urge that this proposal be withdrawn, as the beneficial outcome will be in
question if the proposal is adopted.



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 12, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed
Dog Law Act 225, which was issued on December 16, 2006.

I appreciate that fact that the bureau has helped to improve the dog laws in the
past several years. However, the current proposed regulation changes have
appeared to be intentionally burdensome and go far beyond mere rulemaking.
The proposals add completely new categories and definition. These changes must
be addressed through the legislative process.

The proposed changes require the kennel owner to record every time a water
bowl or food pan is washed, every time the primary and secondary pen
enclosures are cleaned, and the feeding and watering dates and times, etc. All
these burdensome and excessive requirements will require a substantial increase in
manpower with many hours dedicated to filling out written bureaucratic reports
and divert the small business owner's time away from caring for their animals.

The Departments direction and intentions are neither attributed as accepted
canine husbandry practices nor substantiated by science. The Department should
base their changes on education to improve the industry. I request that this
proposal be withdrawn.

Yours sincerely, , „ jj __/L _ j g -; p^

CD
Norman Hurst
1381 Union Grove Road
East Earl, PA 17581



May's Kennel
220 Rt 36 South
Duncansville, PA 16635

January 20, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act 225 which
was issued on December 16, 2006.

With a full understanding that the bureau is trying to improve substandard kennel
conditions, I am not in agreement that most of the changes are necessary.

The proposed record keeping would require me to write down the date and time I
washed each food and water bowl, every time a pen is cleaned; each individual
outside run is cleaned, etc. It would be better for me to have my general daily
procedures that I routinely follow, in writing. This is similar to how the USDA
regulations are worded.

The proposed changes would also require the demolition of Pennsylvania's licensed
and inspected kennels. Yet, there is no scientific basis for the change. In addition,
the average cost to rebuild kennel will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00

I sincerely urge that this proposal be withdrawn, as the beneficial outcome will be in
question if the proposal is adopted.

Yours truly,

|!&.,,W ,XL,f. ^ ; , ^ J , ^

— / - ^ \ - ^ : ;
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 24, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed Dog Law Act
225, which was issued on December 16, 2006.

I appreciate that fact that the bureau has helped to improve the dog laws in the past several
years. However, the current proposed regulation changes have appeared to be intentionally
burdensome and go far beyond mere rulemaking.
The proposals add completely new categories and definition. These changes must be
addressed through the legislative process.

The proposed changes require the kennel owner to record every time a water bowl or food
pan is washed, every time the primary and secondary pen enclosures are cleaned, and the
feeding and watering dates and times, etc. All these burdensome and excessive requirements
will require a substantial increase in manpower with many hours dedicated to filling out
written bureaucratic reports and divert the small business owner's time away from caring
for their animals.

The Departments direction and intentions are neither attributed as accepted canine
husbandry practices nor substantiated by science. The Department should base their
changes on education to improve the industry. I request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours sincerely,

John Ivan Stoltzfus
774 Evans Road
Narvon, PA 17555



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 22, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing to express a few concerns that 1 have with regard to the proposed
Dog Law Act 225, which was issued on December 16, 2006.

I appreciate that fact that the bureau has helped to improve the dog laws in the
past several years. However, the current proposed regulation changes have
appeared to be intentionally burdensome and go far beyond mere rulemaking.
The proposals add completely new categories and definition. These changes must
be addressed through the legislative process.

The proposed changes require the kennel owner to record every time a water
bowl or food pan is washed, every time the primary and secondary pen
enclosures are cleaned, and the feeding and watering dates and times, etc. All
these burdensome and excessive requirements will require a substantial increase in
manpower with many hours dedicated to filling out written bureaucratic reports
and divert the small business owner's time away from caring for their animals.

The Departments direction and intentions are neither attributed as accepted
canine husbandry practices nor substantiated by science. The Department should
base their changes on education to improve the industry. I request that this
proposal be withdrawn.

Yours sincerely, f/Jgi.{C04n [/^yA~

Slate Hill Farm -J3 - 20
8781 Otterbein Church Rd. ; ' - c
Newburg, PA 17240 S ;: i



Floyd Martin
12117 SR 304
Mifflinburg, PA 17844

January 20, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act 225 which
was issued on December 16, 2006.

With a full understanding that the bureau is trying to improve substandard kennel
conditions, I am not in agreement that most of the changes are necessary.

The proposed record keeping would require me to write down the date and time I
washed each food and water bowl, every time a pen is cleaned; each individual
outside run is cleaned, etc. It would be better for me to have my general daily
procedures that I routinely follow, in writing. This is similar to how the USDA
regulations are worded.

The proposed changes would also require the demolition of Pennsylvania's licensed
and inspected kennels. Yet, there is no scientific basis for the change. In addition,
the average cost to rebuild kennel will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00

I sincerely urge that this proposal be withdrawn, as the beneficial outcome will be in
question if the proposal is adopted.

Yours truly,

33



Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 27, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli, " ••

I am writing in response to the Dog Law Act 225 that was issued on December
16, 2006, of which I have several disagreements. The regulatory proposals
in general are very difficult and costly to enforce, extremely onerous, and
not feasible when put in to practice.

The new proposal only permits a licensed kennel to buy from another licensed
kennel. This is fraud for the following reasons:

1. Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26
dogs in a calendar year to the individual, it is impossible for the kennel
to know if the individual is required to have a Pennsylvania kennel license.

2. It is unlawful for the department to regulate and inspect kennels
outside of Pennsylvania.

3. The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Dog Law Enforcement Bureau
already requires the name, address, acquisition date., disposition date, type
of sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and identification number be
recorded for each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away.
If the Department wishes to enforce the law, they already have all
information needed.

The proposals referencing to housing and social interaction of dogs of
different sizes are contrary to good husbandry, socializing and training
practices. Moreover, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry basis for
the amended space and exercise requirements.

The current proposal claims to be a general list of ideas to improve the
breeding environment for dogs, which are neither substantiated by science
nor attributed as accepted canine husbandry practices. A better idea would
be for Pennsylvania to adopt USDA type standards.

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Sincerely,

Wil-K^
Di/ck & Jane ' s Spot
|/42 Rose Lane
Jew P a r i s , PA 15554



Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 22,2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the Dog Law Act 225 that was issued on December 16,2006, of which I have
several disagreements. The regulatory proposals in general are very difficult and costly to enforce,
extremely onerous, and not feasible when put in to practice.

The new proposal only permits a licensed kennel to buy from another licensed kennel. This is fraud for
the following reasons:

1. Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26 dogs in a calendar year to
the individual, it is impossible for the kennel to know if the individual is required to have a
Pennsylvania kennel license.

2. It is unlawful for the department to regulate and inspect kennels outside of Pennsylvania.

3. The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Dog Law Enforcement Bureau already requires
the name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type of tale, breed, sex, color, whelping
date, and identification number be recorded for each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted,
or given away. If the Department wishes to enforce the law, they already have all information
needed.

The proposals referencing to housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary to
good husbandry, socializing and training practices. Moreover, there is no scientific or accepted
husbandry basis for the amended space and exercise requirements.

The current proposal claims to be a general list of ideas to improve the breeding environment for dogs,
which are neither substantiated by science nor attributed as accepted canine husbandry practices. A
better idea would be for Pennsylvania to adopt USDA type standards.

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours Sincerely,

a
Country Lane Kennel

206 Evergreen Dr.
Ridgway, PA 15853



Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 22,2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the Dog Law Act 225 that was issued on December 16, 2006, of which I have
several disagreements. The regulatory proposals in general are very difficult and costly to enforce,
extremely onerous, and not feasible when put in to practice.

The new proposal only permits a licensed kennel to buy from another licensed kennel. This is fraud for
the following reasons:

1. Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26 dogs in a calendar year to
the individual, it is impossible for the kennel to know if the individual is required to have a
Pennsylvania kennel license.

2. It is unlawful for the department to regulate and inspect kennels outside of Pennsylvania.

3. The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Dog Law Enforcement Bureau already requires
the name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type of sale, breed, sex, color, whelping
date, and identification number be recorded for each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted,
or given away. If the Department wishes to enforce the law, they already have all information
needed.

The proposals referencing to housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary to
good husbandry, socializing and training practices. Moreover, there is no scientific or accepted
husbandry basis for the amended space and exercise requirements.

The current proposal claims to be a general list of ideas to improve the breeding environment for dogs,
which are neither substantiated by science nor attributed as accepted canine husbandry practices. A
better idea would be for Pennsylvania to adopt USDA type standards.

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours Sincerely,

Connie Winter's Kennels ^ ^
495 Winterfield Rd
Indiana, PA 15701

FT]



2559
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 27, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the Dog Law Act 225 that was issued on December
16, 2006, of which I have several disagreements. The regulatory proposals
in general are very difficult and costly to enforce, extremely onerous, and
not feasible when put in to practice.

The new proposal only permits a licensed kennel to buy from another licensed
kennel. This is fraud for the following reasons:

1. Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26
dogs in a calendar year to the individual, it is impossible for the kennel
to know if the individual is required to have a Pennsylvania kennel license.

2. It is unlawful for the department to regulate and inspect kennels
outside of Pennsylvania.

3. The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Dog Law Enforcement Bureau
already requires the name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type
of sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and identification number be
recorded for each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away.
If the Department wishes to enforce the law, they already have all
information needed.

The proposals referencing to housing and social interaction of dogs of
different sizes are contrary to good husbandry, socializing and training
practices. Moreover, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry basis for
the amended space and exercise requirements.

The current proposal claims to be a general, list of ideas to improve the
breeding environment for dogs, which are neither substantiated by science
nor attributed as accepted canine husbandry practices. A better idea would
be for Pennsylvania to adopt USDA type standards.

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

YOBXS Sincerely,

Dishong's Puppies 'S -̂  *™rj
12591 Rt 30 North g% -,i ^
Huntington, PA 15642 ;••;- ; 3 j•••-,;



Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 31, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the Dog Law Act 225 that was issued on December
16, 2006, of which I have several disagreements. The regulatory proposals
in general are very difficult and costly to enforce, extremely onerous, and
not feasible when put in to practice.

The new proposal only permits a licensed kennel to buy from another licensed
kennel. This is fraud for the following reasons:

1. Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26
dogs in a calendar year to the individual, it is impossible for the kennel
to know if the individual is required to have a Pennsylvania kennel license.

2. It is unlawful for the department to regulate and inspect kennels
outside of Pennsylvania.

3. The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Dog Law Enforcement Bureau
already requires the name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type
of sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and identification number be
recorded for each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away.
If the Department wishes to enforce the law, they already have all
information needed.

The proposals referencing to housing and social interaction of dogs of
different sizes are contrary to good husbandry, socializing and training
practices. Moreover, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry basis for
the amended space and exercise requirements.

The current proposal claims to be a general list of ideas to improve the
breeding environment for dogs, which are neither substantiated by science
nor attributed as accepted canine husbandry practices. A better idea would
be for Pennsylvania to adopt USDA type standards.

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours Sincerely,Yours Sincerely,

Dick & Jane's Spot
142 Rose Lane
New Paris, PA 15554



Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 26, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the Dog Law Act 225 that was issued on December 16, 2006, of which I have
several disagreements. The regulatory proposals in general are very difficult and costly to enforce, extremely
onerous, and not feasible when put in to practice.

The new proposal only permits a licensed kennel to buy from another licensed kennel. This is fraud for the
following reasons:

1. Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26 dogs in a calendar year to the
individual, it is impossible for the kennel to know if the individual is required to have a Pennsylvania kennel
license.

2. It is unlawful for the department to regulate and inspect kennels outside of Pennsylvania.

3. The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Dog Law Enforcement Bureau already requires the
name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type of sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and
identification number be recorded for each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away. If the
Department wishes to enforce the law, they already have all information needed.

The proposals referencing to housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary to good
husbandry, socializing and training practices. Moreover, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry basis
for the amended space and exercise requirements.

The current proposal claims to be a general list of ideas to improve the breeding environment for dogs,
which are neither substantiated by science nor attributed as accepted canine husbandry practices. A better
idea would be for Pennsylvania to adopt USDA type standards.

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours Sincerely,

Cry West
7811 AntolikRd
Girard, PA 16417

- ' )



Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 27, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the Dog Law Act 225 that was issued on December
16, 2006, of which I have several disagreements. The regulatory proposals
in general are very difficult and costly to enforce, extremely onerous, and
not feasible when put in to practice.

The new proposal only permits a licensed kennel to buy from another licensed
kennel. This is fraud for the following reasons:

1. Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26
dogs in a calendar year to the individual, it is impossible for the kennel
to know if the individual is required to have a Pennsylvania kennel license.

2. It is unlawful for the department to regulate and inspect kennels
outside of Pennsylvania.

3. The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Dog Law Enforcement Bureau
already requires the name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type
of sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and identification number be
recorded for each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or. given away.
If the Department wishes to enforce the law, they already have all
information needed.

The proposals referencing to housing and social interaction of dogs of
different sizes are contrary to good husbandry, socializing and training
practices. Moreover, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry basis for
the amended space and exercise requirements.

The current proposal claims to be a general list of ideas to improve the
breeding environment for dogs, which are neither substantiated by science
nor attributed as accepted canine husbandry practices. A better idea would
be for Pennsylvania to adopt USDA type standards.

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours Sincerely,

Donna's Pets Kennel ,s;-;:̂  :;:;; (]]
36 Rulin Kennel Lane i":t.:j '̂  C I
Enon Valley, PA 16120 \ ;; ,%, n i
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101 January 31, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act 225 which was issued on
December 16, 2006.

The current proposed regulation changes have appeared to be burdensome and beyond rulemaking. The
proposals add completely new categories and definition to the existing laws. These changes must be
addressed through the legislative process.

The proposals referencing housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary to good
husbandry, socializing and training practices. Furthermore, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry
basis for the amended space and exercise requirements.

In addition, the proposed regulations call for the temperature of the kennel floor to be 50F° in the warm
weather. Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F°. A dog sleeping on a 50F° floor can
develop hypothermia and become ill or die. For temperature, lighting, cleaning, exercise, housing, and
veterinary care, the attending veterinarian should set forth and approve procedures specific for the
kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

The proposed changes above will require Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected kennels to be
demolished and rebuilt. The average cost will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 per kennel, if
the proposed laws are adopted.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in term of improving the welfare of dogs. I urge that
this proposal be rescinded and an approach similar to the USDA standards be developed.

Yours sincerely,

/ ^ ^ % <^*%^%^ _ __

Mary/Zimmerman % -3 j J
840"6eWerlandRd g g ?* FT!
East Earl, PA 17519 w 7 ):LJ



Josh Kanagy gg
400S.DryhouseRd
Belleville, PA 17004

January 20, 2007

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to oppose the Dog Law Regulations Act 225 recently issued on
December 16, 2006. The current regulatory proposals in general are unenforceable and
extremely onerous when put into practice.

The proposed regulations call for kennels to be specific in regard to exercise and cleaning
records. These would require a substantial increase in manpower and time dedicated to
filling out written bureaucratic reports, it would be impossible to verify their accuracy.
This change would also divert the small business owner's time away from caring for their
animals.

The bureau already requires the name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type of
sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and identification number be recorded for each and
every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away. If the department wishes to enforce
the law, they already have all information needed.

Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26 dogs in a calendar
year to the individual, it is impossible for the kennel to know if the individual is required
to have a Pennsylvania kennel license.

Additionally, kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of
Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on USDA standards. The
proposed changes of this section will require the demolition of licensed and inspected
kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned kennels. The average cost per
kennel will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 each.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded and the USDA standard be adopted in
Pennsylvania.

Yours Sincerely, g ^ JJ

^ ^ H^Lw^^



Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 22, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the Dog Law
Regulations Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006.1 personally think that
many of the changes are impractical and burdensome, and will not improve
the quality of life for dogs in kennels.

The proposed regulations will require a substantial increase in manpower
with many hours dedicated to filling out bureaucratic reports or
recordkeeping which the department already has.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with Pennsylvania Department of
Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on USDA
Standards. The proposed changes of this section will require the demolition
of Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected kennels and the rebuilding of
entirely new dimensioned kennels. There is no scientific basis for the
change; the average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and
$500,000.00 each.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in term of improving the
welfare of dogs. I urge that this proposal be rescinded and an approach
similar to the USDA standards be developed.

Yours truly,

Peachey Kennels r R Z~ =&
145 Mill Rd # B d >S
Allensville, PA 17002 ;: ,4 hi



Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 22, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the Dog Law
Regulations Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006.1 personally think that
many of the changes are impractical and burdensome, and will not improve
the quality of life for dogs in kennels.

The proposed regulations will require a substantial increase in manpower
with many hours dedicated to filling out bureaucratic reports or
recordkeeping which the department already has.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with Pennsylvania Department of
Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on USDA
Standards. The proposed changes of this section will require the demolition
of Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected kennels and the rebuilding of
entirely new dimensioned kennels. There is no scientific basis for the
change; the average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and
$500,000.00 each.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in term of improving the
welfare of dogs. I urge that this proposal be rescinded and an approach
similar to the USDA standards be developed.

Yours W y , C ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^

Daniel J Peachey
4220 E. Back Mountain Rd z= Q - Q
Belleville, PA 17004 '§M y P p



Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 22, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the Dog Law
Regulations Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006.1 personally think that
many of the changes are impractical and burdensome, and will not improve
the quality of life for dogs in kennels.

The proposed regulations will require a substantial increase in manpower
with many hours dedicated to filling out bureaucratic reports or
recordkeeping which the department already has.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with Pennsylvania Department of
Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on USDA
Standards. The proposed changes of this section will require the demolition
of Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected kennels and the rebuilding of
entirely new dimensioned kennels. There is no scientific basis for the
change; the average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and
$500,000.00 each.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in term of improving the
welfare of dogs. I urge that this proposal be rescinded and an approach
similar to the USDA standards be developed.

^/tZcA&uYours truly, o\uAk&J

m
Lyd io,.' Peachey r;^Z ,,!., ^

4220 E. Back Mountain Rd s l ''~~?
Belleville, PA 17004 ; ;; !: nri
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was
issued on December 16, 2006.1 completely understand that substandard kennel conditions
should not be permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and

These proposals call for change in definitions and requirements of licensed and inspected
kennels within the Commonwealth. These extensive changes must go through
Pennsylvania's House and Senate legislative processes.

The proposed regulations call for the temperature of the kennel floor to be 50F° in the warm
weather. Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F°. A dog sleeping on a 50F°
floor can develop hypothermia and become ill or die. For temperature, lighting, cleaning,
exercise, housing, and veterinary care, the attending veterinarian should set forth and
approve procedures specific for the kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of Agricultures Dog Law
Enforcement standards that were based on USDA standards. The proposed changes of this
section will require the demolition of licensed and inspected kennels and the rebuilding of
entirely new dimensioned kennels. The average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00
and $500,000.00 each.

The proposed changes would require a substantial increase in manpower with many hours
dedicated to filling out written bureaucratic reports and divert the small business owner's
time away from caring for their animals.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded and the USDA standard be adoptecLin
Pennsylvania. , g ;3 HI

Sincerely, :9 % 7 { ;



Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilii, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 31, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilii,

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the Dog Law
Regulations Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006. I personally think that
many of the changes are impractical and burdensome, and will not
improve the quality of life for dogs in kennels.

The proposed regulations will require a substantial increase in manpower
with many hours dedicated to filling out bureaucratic reports or
recordkeeping which the department already has.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with Pennsylvania Department
of Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that "were based on USDA
Standards. The proposed changes of this section will require the
demolition of Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected kennels and the
rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned kennels. There is no scientific basis
for the change; the average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00
and $500,000.00 each.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in term of improving
the welfare of dogs. I urge that this proposal be rescinded and an
approach similar to the USDA standards be developed.

Yours truly,

Alta B. Rissler _,.... S ; c ^
121 North Maple Avenue E | Iji \X\
Leola, PA 17540-9702 U /, —



145 Mill Road
Ephrata, PA 17522

January 30, 2007

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to oppose the Dog Law Regulations Act 225 recently issued on
December 16, 2006. The current regulatory proposals in general are unenforceable and
extremely onerous when put into practice.

The proposed regulations call for kennels to be specific in regard to exercise and cleaning
records. These would require a substantial increase in manpower and time dedicated to
filling out written bureaucratic reports, it would be impossible to verify their accuracy. This
change would also divert the small business owner's time away from caring for their animals.

The bureau already requires the name, address, acquisition date" disposition date, type of
sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and identification number be recorded for each and
every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away. I f the department wishes to enforce
the law, they already have all information needed.

Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26 dogs in a calendar year
to the individual, it is impossible for the kennel to know if the individual is required to have
a Pennsylvania kennel license.

Additionally, kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of Agricultures
Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on U5DA standards. The proposed
changes of this section will require the demolition of licensed and inspected kennels and the
rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned kennels. The average cost per kennel will be between
$30,000.00 and $500,000.00 each.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded and the U5DA standard be adopted in
Pennsylvania.

Yours Sincerely,



Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101 January 22, 2007

RE: Proposed Changes to PA Dog Law Regulations (36 Pa. B. 7596)

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,
I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act
225 which was issued on December 16, 2006.

The current proposed regulation changes have appeared to be
burdensome and beyond rulemaking. The proposals add completely new
categories and definition to the existing laws. These changes must be
addressed through the legislative process.

The proposals referencing housing and social interaction of dogs of
different sizes are contrary to good husbandry, socializing and training
practices. Furthermore, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry basis
for the amended space and exercise requirements. *

In addition, the proposed regulations call for the temperature of the
kennel floor to be 50F° in the warm weather. Many kennels are air
conditioned to a comfortable 70F°. A dog sleeping on a 50F° floor can
develop hypothermia and become ill or die. For temperature, lighting,
cleaning, exercise, housing, and veterinary care, the attending
veterinarian should set forth and approve procedures specific for the
kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

The proposed changes above will require Pennsylvania's licensed and
inspected kennels to be demolished and rebuilt. The average cost will be
between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 per kennel, if the proposed laws are
adopted.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in term of improving
the welfare of dogs. I urge that this proposal be rescinded and an
approach similar to the USDA standards be developed.

Yours sincerely, === ]A —n

Vicksburg Kennel Q J ; .A >;4
955 Beaver Run Rd 1 £:• .'..." 4 "
Mifflinburg, PA 17844 # - S : ^—
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 26, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Regulations Act
225 issued on December 16, 2006.1 personally think that many of the changes are
impractical and burdensome, and will not improve the quality of life for dogs in kennels.

The proposed regulations will require a substantial increase in manpower with many hours
dedicated to filling out bureaucratic reports or recordkeeping which the department
already has.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with Pennsylvania Department of Agricultures
Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on USDA Standards. The proposed
changes of this section will require the demolition of Pennsylvania's licensed and
inspected kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned kennels. There is no
scientific basis for the change; the average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00
and $500,000.00 each.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in term of improving the welfare of
dogs. I urge that this proposal be rescinded and an approach similar to the USDA
standards be developed.

Yours truly,

S <& S Kennel
383 Memorial Road s ;
Lititz, PA 17543 g;#
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Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attn: Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender:

Please clean up Pennsylvania's cruel puppy mills, which brutalize dogs and tarnish the
state's image. I respectfully urge you to adopt the new, more humane regulations for
commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. Further, I fully support the detailed
comments submitted by The Humane Society of the United States regarding more
humane regulations.

Sincerely,

Lorna Murray /

XC:
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101
Fax: 717-783-2664
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Marvin Newswenger
340 East Brubaker Valley Road
Lititz, PA 17543

January 30, 2007

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act
225 which was issued on December 16, 2006.

With a full understanding that the bureau is trying to improve substandard
kennel conditions, I am not in agreement that most of the changes are
necessary.

The proposed record keeping would require me to write down the date and
time I washed each food and water bowl, every time a pen is cleaned; each
individual outside run is cleaned, etc. It would be better for me to have my
general daily procedures that I routinely follow, in writing. This is similar to
how the USDA regulations are worded.

The proposed changes would also require the demolition of Pennsylvania's
licensed and inspected kennels. Yet, there is no scientific basis for the
change. In addition, the average cost to rebuild kennel will be between
$30,000.00 and $500,000.00 each.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be withdrawn, as the beneficial outcome
will be in question if the proposal is adopted.

# 5 m
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 24, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed Dog Law Act
225, which was issued on December 16, 2006.

I appreciate that fact that the bureau has helped to improve the dog laws in the past several
years. However, the current proposed regulation changes have appeared to be intentionally
burdensome and go far beyond mere rulemaking.
The proposals add completely new categories and definition. These changes must be
addressed through the legislative process.

The proposed changes require the kennel owner to record every time a water bowl or food
pan is washed, every time the primary and secondary pen enclosures are cleaned, and the
feeding and watering dates and times, etc. All these burdensome and excessive requirements
will require a substantial increase in manpower with many hours dedicated to filling out
written bureaucratic reports and divert the small business owner's time away from caring
for their animals.

The Departments direction and intentions are neither attributed as accepted canine
husbandry practices nor substantiated by science. The Department should base their
changes on education to improve the industry. I request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours sincerely,

Spruce Hill Kennels
400 S. Dryhouse Rd ^ 4 g / l # J (%J
Belleville, PA 17004 \ | /^GuA—a ^ ^ ^
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 26, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

As a kennel owner for a good number of years, I appreciate the fact that the
bureau has helped to improve the dog laws. With regard to the proposed dog
law changes Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006,1 have a few serious
concerns.

The proposed changes would require the kennel owner to record every time a
water bowl or food pan is washed, every time the primary and secondary pen
enclosures are cleaned, the feeding and watering dates and times, etc.
These excessive and burdensome requirements will require a substantial
increase in manpower with many hours dedicated to filling out written
bureaucratic reports and divert the small business owner's time away from
caring for their animals.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of
Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on U5DA
standards. The proposed changes of this section will require the demolition
of licensed and inspected kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new
dimensioned kennels. The average cost per kennel will be between
$30,000.00 and $500,000.00 each.

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be
seized by the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new
requirements for pen sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the
same dog into a humane society not required to have the proposed new
standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform kennel requirements. In
addition, small business owners are affected greatly and their due process
rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

Hickory Creek Kennel s >S ,
900 Alpine Rd E3:;: r °
Bridgeville, PA 15017
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Noah G Martin Kennel

762 Center Church Road
East Earl, PA 17519

January 30, 2007

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act
225 which was issued on December 16, 2006.

With a full understanding that the bureau is trying to improve substandard
kennel conditions, I am not in agreement that most of the changes are
necessary.

The proposed record keeping would require me to write down the date and
time I washed each food and water bowl, every time a pen is cleaned; each
individual outside run is cleaned, etc. It would be better for me to have my
general daily procedures that I routinely follow, in writing. This is similar to
how the USDA regulations are worded.

The proposed changes would also require the demolition of Pennsylvania's
licensed and inspected kennels. Yet, there is no scientific basis for the
change. In addition, the average cost to rebuild kennel will be between
$30,000.00 and $500,000.00 each.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be withdrawn, as the beneficial outcome
will be in question if the proposal is adopted.

Yours truly,

s
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Linda Nolt
PO Box 2372
Martindale, PA 17549

January 30, 2007

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act
225 which was issued on December 16, 2006.

With a full understanding that the bureau is trying to improve substandard
kennel conditions, I am not in agreement that most of the changes are
necessary.

The proposed record keeping would require me to write down the date and
time I washed each food and water bowl, every time a pen is cleaned; each
individual outside run is cleaned, etc. It would be better for me to have my
general daily procedures that I routinely follow, in writing. This is similar to
how the USDA regulations are worded.

The proposed changes would also require the demolition of Pennsylvania's
licensed and inspected kennels. Yet, there is no scientific basis for the
change. In addition, the average cost to rebuild kennel will be between
$30,000.00 and $500,000.00 each.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be withdrawn, as the beneficial outcome
will be in question if the proposal is adopted.

Yours truly,

m

9



2559

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 22, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

1 am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed
Dog Law Act 225, which was issued on December 16, 2006.

I appreciate that fact that the bureau has helped to improve the dog laws in the
past several years. However, the current proposed regulation changes have
appeared to be intentionally burdensome and go far beyond mere rulemaking.
The proposals add completely new categories and definition. These changes must
be addressed through the legislative process.

The proposed changes require the kennel owner to record every time a water
bowl or food pan is washed, every time the primary and secondary pen
enclosures are cleaned, and the feeding and watering dates and times, etc. All
these burdensome and excessive requirements will require a substantial increase in
manpower with many hours dedicated to filling out written bureaucratic reports
and divert the small business owner's time away from caring for their animals.

The Departments direction and intentions are neither attributed as accepted
canine husbandry practices nor substantiated by science. The Department should
base their changes on education to improve the industry. I request that this
proposal be withdrawn.

Yours sincerely,

% L̂Â _jULJU < ^ x X ^ ^ l A ^ -

Spotlight Kennel
2120 Columbia Ave.
Lancaster, PA 17603
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2559
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 31, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed Dog Law Act
225, which was issued on December 16, 2006.

I appreciate that fact that the bureau has helped to improve the dog laws in the past several
years. However, the current proposed regulation changes have appeared to be intentionally
burdensome and go far beyond mere rulemaking. The proposals add completely new
categories and definition. These changes must be addressed through the legislative process.

The proposed changes require the kennel owner to record every time a water bowl or food
pan is washed, every time the primary and secondary pen enclosures are cleaned, and the
feeding and watering dates and times, etc. All these burdensome and excessive requirements
will require a substantial increase in manpower with many hours dedicated to filling out
written bureaucratic reports and divert the small business owner's time away from caring for
their animals.

The Departments direction and intentions are neither attributed as accepted canine
husbandry practices nor substantiated by science. The Department should base their
changes on education to improve the industry. I request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours sincerely,

u.
David S. Stoltzfus
5646 Umbletown Rd. S si ™n

Gap, PA 17527 . gg g pp
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14*h Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 31, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed Dog Law Act 225,
which was issued on December 16,2006.

I appreciate that fact that the bureau has helped to improve the dog laws in the past several years.
However, the current proposed regulation changes have appeared to be intentionally burdensome
and go far beyond mere rulemaking.
The proposals add completely new categories and definition. These changes must be addressed
through the legislative process.

The proposed changes require the kennel owner to record every time a water bowl or food pan is
washed, every time the primary and secondary pen enclosures are cleaned, and the feeding and
watering dates and times, etc. All these burdensome and excessive requirements will require a
substantial increase in manpower with many hours dedicated to filling out written bureaucratic
reports and divert the small business owner's time away from caring for their animals.

The Departments direction and intentions are neither attributed as accepted canine husbandry
practices nor substantiated by science. The Department should base their changes on education
to improve the industry. I request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours sincerely,

The Dog Den- Boarding Kennel
101 S. Groffdale Rd
Leola, PA. 1.7540
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Mustang Poms Kennel
Rd 1 Box 89H Mutt Rd.
Litchfield, PA 18840 2 5 5 9

January 26, 2007

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act 225
which was issued on December 16, 2006.

With a full understanding that the bureau is trying to improve substandard kennel
conditions, I am not in agreement that most of the changes are necessary.

The proposed record keeping would require me to write down the date and time I
washed each food and water bowl, every time a pen is cleaned; each individual
outside run is cleaned, etc. It would be better for me to have my general daily
procedures that I routinely follow, in writing. This is similar to how the USDA
regulations are worded.

The proposed changes would also require the demolition of Pennsylvania's
licensed and inspected kennels. Yet, there is no scientific basis for the change.
In addition, the average cost to rebuild kennel will be between $30,000.00 and
$500,000.00 each.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be withdrawn, as the beneficial outcome will be
in question if the proposal is adopted.

Yours truly,

ZO
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 22, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

1 am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed
Dog Law Act 225, which was issued on December 16, 2006.

I appreciate that fact that the bureau has helped to improve the dog laws in the
past several years. However, the current proposed regulation changes have
appeared to be intentionally burdensome and go far beyond mere rulemaking.
The proposals add completely new categories and definition. These changes must
be addressed through the legislative process.

The proposed changes require the kennel owner to record every time a water
bowl or food pan is washed, every time the primary and secondary pen
enclosures are cleaned, and the feeding and watering dates and times, etc. All
these burdensome and excessive requirements will require a substantial increase in
manpower with many hours dedicated to filling out written bureaucratic reports
and divert the small business owner's time away from caring for their animals.

The Departments direction and intentions are neither attributed as accepted
canine husbandry practices nor substantiated by science. The Department should
base their changes on education to improve the industry. 1 request that this
proposal be withdrawn.

Yours sincerely,

Snairs Kennel
Moore Avenue
Mount Union, PA 17066 S= e
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Needlepoint Kennel
151 Needlepoint Rd 2 5 5 9
Evans City, PA 16033

January 26, 2007

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act 225
which was issued on December 16, 2006.

With a full understanding that the bureau is trying to improve substandard kennel
conditions, I am not in agreement that most of the changes are necessary.

The proposed record keeping would require me to write down the date and time I
washed each food and water bowl, every time a pen is cleaned; each individual
outside run is cleaned, etc. It would be better for me to have my general daily
procedures that I routinely follow, in writing. This is similar to how the USDA
regulations are worded.

The proposed changes would also require the demolition of Pennsylvania's
licensed and inspected kennels. Yet, there is no scientific basis for the change.
In addition, the average cost to rebuild kennel will be between $30,000.00 and
$500,000.00 each.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be withdrawn, as the beneficial outcome will be
in question if the proposal is adopted.

Yours truly,

51
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IRRC
Attn: Mr. John H. Jewett
14th Floor Harristown 2
333 Market St.
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 30, 2007

RE: Proposed Changes to PA Dog Law Regulations (36 Pa. B. 7596)

Dear Mr. Jewett,
I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed Dog Law
Act 225, which was issued on December 16, 2006.

I appreciate that fact that the bureau has helped to improve the dog laws in the past
several years. However, the current proposed regulation changes have appeared to be
intentionally burdensome and go far beyond mere rulemaking.
The proposals add completely new categories and definition. These changes must be
addressed through the legislative process.

The proposed changes require the kennel owner to record every time a water bowl or
food pan is washed, every time the primary and secondary pen enclosures are cleaned,
and the feeding and watering dates and times, etc. All these burdensome and excessive
requirements will require a substantial increase in manpower with many hours dedicated
to filling out written bureaucratic reports and divert the small business owner's time away
from caring for their animals.

The Departments direction and intentions are neither attributed as accepted canine
husbandry practices nor substantiated by science. The Department should base their
changes on education to improve the industry. I request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours sincerely,

Sudol's Boarding & Grooming Kennel £ ;"R 3
RR2 Box -73 . . g g
Watsontown, PA 17777 g:;:; CD
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman A K f£ €|
333 Market Street, 14th Floor ^ ^
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 26, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the Dog Law Act 225 that was issued on December 16, 2006, of which I have
several disagreements. The regulatory proposals in general are very difficult and costly to enforce, extremely
onerous, and not feasible when put in to practice.

The new proposal only permits a licensed kennel to buy from another licensed kennel. This is fraud for the
following reasons:

1. Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26 dogs in a calendar year to the
individual, it is impossible for the kennel to know if the individual is required to have a Pennsylvania kennel
license.

2. It is unlawful for the department to regulate and inspect kennels outside of Pennsylvania.

3. The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Dog Law Enforcement Bureau already requires the
name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type of sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and
identification number be recorded for each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away. If the
Department wishes to enforce the law, they already have all information needed.

The proposals referencing to housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary to good
husbandry, socializing and training practices. Moreover, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry basis
for the amended space and exercise requirements.

The current proposal claims to be a general list of ideas to improve the breeding environment for dogs,
which are neither substantiated by science nor attributed as accepted canine husbandry practices. A better
idea would be for Pennsylvania to adopt USDA type standards.

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours Sincerely,

David Zimmerman Kennel
360 Peach Rd
Ephrata, PA 17522
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 31, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the Dog Law Act 225 that was issued on December
16, 2006, of which I have several disagreements. The regulatory proposals
in general are very difficult and costly to enforce, extremely onerous, and
not feasible when put in to practice.

The new proposal only permits a licensed kennel to buy from another licensed
kennel. This is fraud for the following reasons:

1. Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26
dogs in a calendar year to the individual, it is impossible for the kennel
to know if the individual is required to have a Pennsylvania kennel license.

2. It is unlawful for the department to regulate and inspect kennels
outside of Pennsylvania.

3. The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Dog Law Enforcement Bureau
already requires the name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type
of sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and identification number be
recorded for each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away.
If the Department wishes to enforce the law, they already have all
information needed.

The proposals referencing to housing and social interaction of dogs of
different sizes are contrary to good husbandry, socializing and training
practices. Moreover, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry basis for
the amended space and exercise requirements.

The current proposal claims to be a general list of ideas to improve the
breeding environment for dogs, which are neither substantiated by science
nor attributed as accepted canine husbandry practices. A better idea would
be for Pennsylvania to adopt USDA type standards.

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours Sincerely,

Dishong's Puppies Of Johnstown
571 Coleman Ave. ^ g rg
Johnstown, PA 15902 :?H "~"!
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2559Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 31, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the Dog Law Act 225 that was issued on December
16, 2006, of which I have several disagreements. The regulatory proposals
in general are very difficult and costly to enforce, extremely onerous, and
not feasible when put in to practice.

The new proposal only permits a licensed kennel to buy from another licensed
kennel. This is fraud for the following reasons:

1. Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26
dogs in a calendar year to the individual, it is impossible for the kennel
to know if the individual is required to have a Pennsylvania kennel license.

2. It is unlawful for the department to regulate and inspect kennels
outside of Pennsylvania.

3. The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Dog Law Enforcement Bureau
already requires the name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type
of sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and identification number be
recorded for each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away.
If the Department wishes to enforce the law, they already have all
information needed.

The proposals referencing to housing and social interaction of dogs of
different sizes are contrary to good husbandry, socializing and training
practices. Moreover, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry basis for
the amended space and exercise requirements.

The current proposal claims to be a general list of ideas to improve the
breeding environment for dogs, which are neither substantiated by science
nor attributed as accepted canine husbandry practices. A better idea would
be for Pennsylvania to adopt USDA type standards.

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours Sincerely,

Dishong's Puppies FB<B -^ C&(
12591 Rt 30 North gg=' ^ ^ '
Huntington, PA 15642 Q § ; I J
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2559
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 27, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the Dog Law Act 225 that was issued on December
16, 2006, of which I have several disagreements. The regulatory proposals
in general are very difficult and costly to enforce, extremely onerous, and
not feasible when put in to practice.

The new proposal only permits a licensed kennel to buy from another licensed
kennel. This is fraud for the following reasons:

1. Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26
dogs in a calendar year to the individual, it is impossible for the kennel
to know if the individual is required to have a Pennsylvania kennel license.

2. It is unlawful for the department to regulate and inspect kennels
outside of Pennsylvania.

3. The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Dog Law Enforcement Bureau
already requires the name, address, acquisition date', disposition date, type
of sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and identification number be
recorded for each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away.
If the Department wishes to enforce the law, they already have all
information heeded.

The proposals referencing to housing and social interaction of dogs of
different sizes are contrary to good husbandry, socializing and training
practices. Moreover, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry basis for
the amended space and exercise requirements.

The current proposal claims to be a general list of ideas to improve the
breeding environment for dogs, which are neither substantiated by science
nor attributed as accepted canine husbandry practices. A better idea would
be for Pennsylvania to adopt USDA type standards.

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours Sincerely,

TannerDishong (J _.,.., ?S
1234 Flemming Summit Rd
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2559
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 31, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the Dog Law Act 225 that was issued on December
16, 2006, of which I have several disagreements. The regulatory proposals
in general are very difficult and costly to enforce, extremely onerous, and
not feasible when put in to practice.

The new proposal only permits a licensed kennel to buy from another licensed
kennel. This is fraud for the following reasons:

1. Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26
dogs in a calendar year to the individual, it is impossible for the kennel
to know if the individual is required to have a Pennsylvania kennel license.

2. It is unlawful for the department to regulate and inspect kennels
outside of Pennsylvania.

3. The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Dog Law Enforcement Bureau
already requires the name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type
of sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and identification number be
recorded for each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away.
If the Department wishes to enforce the law, they already have all
information needed.

The proposals referencing to housing and social interaction of dogs of
different sizes are contrary to good husbandry, socializing and training
practices. Moreover, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry basis for
the amended space and exercise requirements.

The current proposal claims to be a general list of ideas to improve the
breeding environment for dogs, which are neither substantiated by science
nor attributed as accepted canine husbandry practices. A better idea would
be for Pennsylvania to adopt USDA type standards.

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours Sincerely,

TannerDishong (j gf5 cd O
1234 Flemming Summit Rd rS':H A tVi
Commodore, PA 15729
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission 2559
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 26, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

I am writing in response to the Dog Law Act 225 that was issued on December 16, 2006, of which I have
several disagreements. The regulatory proposals in general are very difficult and costly to enforce, extremely
onerous, and not feasible when put in to practice.

The new proposal only permits a licensed kennel to buy from another licensed kennel. This is fraud for the
following reasons:

1. Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26 dogs in a calendar year to the
individual, it is impossible for the kennel to know if the individual is required to have a Pennsylvania kennel
license.

2. It is unlawful for the department to regulate and inspect kennels outside of Pennsylvania.

3. The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Dog Law Enforcement Bureau already requires the
name, address, acquisition date, disposition date, type of sale, breed, sex, color, whelping date, and
identification number be recorded for each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted, or given away. If the
Department wishes to enforce the law, they already have all information needed.

The proposals referencing to housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary to good
husbandry, socializing and training practices. Moreover, there is.no scientific or accepted husbandry basis
for the amended space and exercise requirements.

The current proposal claims to be a general list of ideas to improve the breeding environment for dogs,
which are neither substantiated by science nor attributed as accepted canine husbandry practices. A better
idea would be for Pennsylvania to adopt USDA type standards.

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours Sincerely,

^ 31

Creekside Ken
162GreenleafRd
Danville, PA- 17821 _ r-o
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