Bureaun of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

- First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, ete. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, 1 fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4. Talso commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relatmg to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
S. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect 1nvest1gat10ns for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of mterpretmg animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs; .
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing, Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
-~ for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 19,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

I respectfully submit this comment on the proposed changes to the Dog Law regulations.

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by. the American Society: for. the
Prevention of Cruelty to. Animals. (ASPCA) on-behalf of its: members, and incorporate. them
herein by reference Spec1ﬁca11y, I strongly support the following:

1. The penaltles in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an-individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

- 2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulatlons and is unable to
- qualify for a llcense

3.1 commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is boused in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double-the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. . If it houses three dogs, it must prov1de three
times the cage space etc.

4 I also commend the Department of Agnculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement. for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition




of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be

strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary. care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

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

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

2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect; ‘

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;

4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;

5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;

6. Basics of cruelty and neglect ‘investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities; '

7. Report-writing and record-keeping;

8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;

9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;

- 10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in

dogs;

11. Animal hoarders; and

12. Civil liability issues.

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

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

8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs




more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do bave a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
“breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

“~
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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

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretéry should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two ‘dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
. excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs; :
11. Animal hoarders; and
'12. Civil liability issues.

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply

~with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding comniunity suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted -above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration. -

Sincerely,

dw#@?




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 .

- February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog
Law Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve
conditions for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania.
It should also be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring
hobby breeders under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former
regulations (i.e. hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs
per year), will continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate
them herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed
kennels where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is
unable to qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
for doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can
be made to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in
Pennsylvania. This provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition
from breeders. This section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating
that where more than one dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure
must provide adequate space for all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs,
it must provide double the cage space that would be required for a single dog. If it
houses three dogs, it must provide three times the cage space, etc.

4. 1 also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
for including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical




condition of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care
should be strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper
veterinary care for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive
matting and excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care.
Inadequate grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions

. from excessive matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails
appropriately trimmed. Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog
wardens to order a veterinary check on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious
disease or parasite; or that appear to be in poor health where proof of current and proper
veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand
upon the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to ammal care,
cruelty and neglect;
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest
powers, proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and
shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect
in dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking
cages creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation
of the dogs more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition
between cages, it is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food,
water, and hair to fall onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as
the federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than
one-eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or
fiberglass. Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have
wire mesh flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the
enclosure to lie in a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural
adjustments. Resting boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to
allow the animal to have some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing
resting boards will result in fewer foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs.
A solid resting surface that is impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment
for the animal, provides a draft-free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A
dog feels most vulnerable when lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area
can contribute to anxiety. Humane standards and survival standards are separate, and
creating an environment that merely allows for survival does not necessarily make such
an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in
the proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the
engineering standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare
Act. Contrary to the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring
hobby breeders under the purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor,
board, shelter, sell, give away, or transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one
calendar year will be required to comply with the new regulations. As a result, true
hobby breeders are still exempt from the law. Good husbandry practices dictate that
anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more) should comply with certain
engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being of the dogs. The Dog
Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial breeding facilities.
Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to what the
breeding community suggests.

Once again, | commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed
and bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will
further ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Charlene Padworny
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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

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations. .

Furthermore, 1 fhlly support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions™ should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels

where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or para51te or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. - A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal Jaws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil Liability issues.
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is imperative that the
department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane Society police officers, to
ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are adequately enforced.

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to kie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Alreree
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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

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation. ‘

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc. ‘




4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect; '
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to péunds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort.of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific. foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, | commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes 1 have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
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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

- February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation. ' ‘ '

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
- where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4. T also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect; :
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology; v
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is imperative that the
department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane Society police officers, to
ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are adequately enforced.

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
~ is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. ‘Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
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Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the Ainerican Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21 A(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secrefary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4, T also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect; '
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs; .
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is imperative that the
department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane Society police officers, to
ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are adequately enforced. :

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests. '

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog
Law Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve
conditions for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania.
It should also be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring
hobby breeders under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former
regulations (i.e. hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs
per year), will continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate
them herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretéry should be mandating tofile suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed
kennels where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is
unable to qualify for a license. :

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
for doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can
be made to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in
Pennsylvania. This provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition
from breeders. This section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating
that where more than one dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure
must provide adequate space for all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs,
it must provide double the cage space that would be required for a single dog. Ifit
houses three dogs, it must provide three times the cage space, efc.

4. Talso commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
for including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical




condition of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care
should be strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper
veterinary care for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive
matting and excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care,
Inadequate grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions
from excessive matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails
appropriately trimmed. Moreover, the section should be amended to reguire dog
wardens to order a veterinary check on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious
disease or parasite; or that appear to be in poor health where proof of current and proper
veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand
upon the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901: '
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care,
cruelty and neglect;
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest
powers, proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and
shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect
in dogs; ‘
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and

dog wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is

- imperative that the department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane
Society police officers, to ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are

adequately enforced.

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking
cages creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation
of the dogs more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition
between cages, it is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food.
water, and hair to fall onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as
the federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than
one-eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or
fiberglass. Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have
wire mesh flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the
enclosure to lie in a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural
adjustments. Resting boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to
allow the animal to have some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing
resting boards will result in fewer foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs.
A solid resting surface that is impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment
for the animal, provides a draft-free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A
dog feels most vulnerable when lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area
can contribute to anxiety. Humane standards and survival standards are separate, and
creating an environment that merely allows for survival does not necessarily make such
an environment humane. - .

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in
the proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the
engineering standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare
Act. Contrary to the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring
hobby breeders under the purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor,
board, shelter, sell, give away, or transfer @ cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one
calendar year will be required to comply with the new regulations. As a result, true
hobby breeders are still exempt from the law. Good husbandry practices dictate that
anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more) should comply with certain
engineering-standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being of the dogs. The Dog
Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial breeding facilities.
Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to what the
breeding community suggests.

Once again, 1 commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed
and bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will
further ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.-

Sincerely, L / % S
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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

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog
Law Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve
conditions for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania.
It should also be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring
hobby breeders under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former
regulations (i.e. hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs

per year), will continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate
them herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed
kennels where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is
unable to qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
for doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can
be made to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in
Pennsylvania. This provision should remain in the regulations regardiess of opposition
from breeders. This section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating
that where more than one dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure
must provide adequate space for all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs,
it must provide double the cage space that would be required for a single dog. If it
houses three dogs, it must provide three times the cage space, etc.

4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
for including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical




condition of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care
should be strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper
veterinary care for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive
matting and excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care.
Inadequate grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions

- from excessive matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails
appropriately trimmed. Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog
wardens to order a veterinary check on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious
disease or parasite; or that appear to be in poor health where proof of current and proper
veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand
upon the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care,
cruelty and neglect; '
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest
powers, proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to'pounds and
shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of mterpretmg animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect
in dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking
cages creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation
of the dogs more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition
between cages, it is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food,
water, and hair to fall onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as
the federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than
one-eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or
fiberglass. Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have
wire mesh flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the
enclosure to lie in a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural
adjustments. Resting boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to
allow the animal to have some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing
resting boards will result in fewer foot lesiong and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs.
A solid resting surface that is impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment
for the animal, provides a draft-free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A
dog feels most vulnerable when lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area
can contribute to anxiety. Humane standards and survival standards are separate, and
creating an environment that merely allows for survival does not necessarily make such
an environment humane.

10.. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in
the proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the
engineering standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare
Act. Contrary to the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring
hobby breeders under the purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor,
board, shelter, sell, give away, or transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one
calendar year will be required to comply with the new regulations. As a result, true
hobby breeders are still exempt from the law. Good husbandry practices dictate that
anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more) should comply with certain
engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being of the dogs. The Dog -
Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial breeding facilities.
Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to what the
breeding community suggests.

Once again, | commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed
and bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will
further ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely, (Q&Uéd\/\g&ék (2 }(ét ,7///,\/%
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January 26, 2007

Independent Regulatory Review Commission Y’\ | gvasen

Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman - 0o td

333 Market Street, 14th Floor A L
Harrisburg, PA 17101 ' M CC@W@ /s La{g ; ﬂ 17233
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, | 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 |
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 | routinely follow, in writing. This is similar to how the USDA
regulations are worded.

The proposed changes would aiso 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.

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

Yours truly,

Mo
éf

O T2 e~




2559

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman

333 Market Street, 14" 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, I 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,

Heidabrandt Kephel
275 Ridge Rd
Darlington, PA 16115




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn:- Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
‘hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation. '

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, efc.




4. Talso commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.

~ Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

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

1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and

owner responsibilities;

2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty -and neglect investigations for

_referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of i mterpretmg animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;

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

w

W

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
-eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulatioris are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

L0 ’u/ %/




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog
Law Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve
conditions for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania.
It should also be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring
hobby breeders under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former
regulations (i.e. hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs
per year), will continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate
them herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be 1ncreased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed
kennels where the kennel is not in comphance with the standards in the regulations and is
unable to qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
for doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can
be made to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in
Pennsylvania. This provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition
from breeders. This section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating
that where more than one dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure
must provide adequate space for all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs,
it must provide double the cage space that would be required for a single dog. If it
houses three dogs, it must provide three times the cage space, etc.

4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
for including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking
cages creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. - Additionally, it makes observation
of the dogs more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition
between cages, it is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food,
water, and hair to fall onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as
the federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than
one-eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or
fiberglass. Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have
wire mesh flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the
enclosure to lie in a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural
adjustments. Resting boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to
allow the animal to have some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing
resting boards will result in fewer foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs.
A solid resting surface that is impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment
for the animal, provides a draft-free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A
dog feels most vulnerable when lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area
can contribute to anxiety. Humane standards and survival standards are separate, and
creating an environment that merely allows for survival does not necessarily make such
an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in
the proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the

“engineering standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare
Act. Contrary to the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring
hobby breeders under the purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor,
board, shelter, sell, give away, or transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one
calendar year will be required to comply with the new regulations. As a result, true
hobby breeders are still exempt from the law. Good husbandry practices dictate that
anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more) should comply with certain
engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being of the dogs. The Dog
Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial breeding facilities.
Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to what the
breeding community suggests.

Once again, | commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed
and bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will
further ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agnculture
Attn; Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, 1 fully sﬁpport the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(ii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions™ should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. T commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania.
This provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4, 1 also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary
care for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand
upon the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect; :
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal- law relating to lack of arrest
powers, proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating: to pounds and
shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited: Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the
dogs more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between
cages, it is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair
to fall onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is

impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft- -

free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and

bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration. ‘

Sincerely,
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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

February 13, 2007

RE: Comments on. proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

I respectfully submit this comment on the proposed changes to the Dog Law regulation
First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog L
Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
1. The penalties in § 21.4(1) (iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with lice

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement fo

4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement f
5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and owner responsibilities;

2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty and neglect;

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;

4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers, proper use of searc
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;

6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for referral to approprlate aut
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;

8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and terminology;

9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;

10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in dogs;

11. Animal hoarders; and '

12. Civil liability issues.

6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department an
7. A new section should be added to the regulations requiriné that a licensee must

8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stackin
9. The section‘on wire meéh flooring should be amended to make it at least as stric
10. Céntrary to what the breeding industry states; the engineering standards specif
Once again, I commend the'Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforc

Sincerely,

Tl
2286 FAaro

http://www.aspca.org/site/DocServer/letter.txt?docID=10401 2/19/2007




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Pennsylvania Department of Agrlculture L
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender . oo
2301 North Cameron Street e
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

et
T R

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulati;)ns
Dear Ms. Bendér,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I;fqlly support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penaltiés in § 21.4(1)ii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoih operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
- on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests. :

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
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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

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

As a concerned citizen of the state of Pennsylvania, I respectﬁﬂly submit this comment on the
proposed changés'to the Dog Law regulatxons ' e

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furtherrore; T fully - support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals'(ASPCA).on behalf of its members, and mcorporate them
herein by reference Speclﬁcally, I strongly support | the followmg :

1. The penal‘ues in § 21. 4(1)(111) for “fa11ure of an md1v1dual to comply Wlth llcensure
provisions” should be mcreased from $25 to $300 per v101at10n to $25 to $300 per day of
vzolatzon '

2. The Seeretary should be mandating tof"ﬁ_le suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license '

3. I commend the Department of Agnculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doublmg the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the: regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs ‘For ‘instance; if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
h space that would be requlred for a smgle dog If 1t houses three dogs 1t must prov1de three
times the cage space; etc. SR ATy




4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to ammal care, cruelty
and neglect;
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
' terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
- Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulatlons will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests. .

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and

bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.
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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

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations. '

Furthermore, I fully -support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly suppoﬂ the followmg v

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “fallure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in comphance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision s hould r emain i n t he r egulations r egardless o f o pposition from breeders. T his
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space: that: would be required for.a smgle dog If it houses three dogs, it must pr0v1de three
tlmesthecagespace ete:: P e - e




4. T also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to-§ 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901: »
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort. of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in.the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
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January 24, 2007

Arthur Coccodrilli, Chaitman

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
333 Market Street, 14t Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the overly restrictive rules and
regulations that are proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively serve to shut down or severely curtail the activities of the concerned,
caring and law-abiding breeders in Pennsylvania. The extensive number of regulations
outlined in this proposal and the limited time allotted prevents the proper consultation and
review of these regulations with our kennel veterinarian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment petiod.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, my goal and the goal of other law-abiding breeders is to raise the
best quality and healthiest puppy possible. This is not the issue. Unfortunately, the issue
created by this proposal is my rights as a citizen of this state to own property, and my rights
to be afforded due process guaranteed by the provisions of our state’s constitution. The
vagueness of this proposal causes great concern that my rights as a citizen will be omitted by
the bias opinion of those who will hear my side of the story.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am concerned that these ovetly burdensome regulations will
have severe unforeseen consequences. These include reduced number of breeders willing to
deal with the excessive administrative burden caused by these regulations. The shortages of
puppies and resulting higher prices, which will encourage the import of oversea and out of
state puppies. The ensuing shortages will provide a lucrative opportunity for those who
operate beneath the law to fill these shortages. Those who participate in this black market
will find the rewards well worth the risk. Additionally, the economic loss to the state will be
in the millions, and will go far beyond the breeder to include pet supply retailers, cities who
sponsor shows, and state tax revenue.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appeats to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfate. You only have to consider the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a “service” to be exempt from
these regulations. I immediately question the intent behind those who are pushing the
governor on this issue. What sense does it make to remove animals from a substandard
facility and place them in another substandard facility? None! Furthermore, this proposal
has no incentives or educational programs for the breedets. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives of those supporting this proposal are mote
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely, M <-> / W
35% Bell Rd
CheisTinnp PA 17509




PAw TICULAR PETS BOARDING KENNEL
880 RT519 _ _
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JANUARY 30, 2007

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY REVIEW COMMISSION
ATTN: ARTHUR COCCODRILLI, CHAIRMAN

333 MARKET STREET, 14TH FLOOR
HARRISBURG, PA 17101 ‘

DEAR CHAIRMAN COCCODRILLI,

| AM WRITING IN RESPONSE TO THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE DOG
LAW ACT 225 WHICH WAS ISSUED ON DECEMBER 16, 20086.

WITH A FULL UNDERSTANDING THAT THE BUREAU IS TRYING TO IMPROVE
SUBSTANDARD KENNEL CONDITIONS, | 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 | 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 |
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,
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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 wunlawful 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 1law, 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.
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission

Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman

333 Market Street, 14t Floor :

Harrisburg, PA 17101 L 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. o

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. | urge that
this proposal be rescinded and an approach similar to the USDA standards be developed.

Yours sincerely,

Buud Boor
Paul Zook
149 Sawmill Rd

Belleville, PA 17004




o Bakavi Kennel
2559 860 S. Winding Rd
Dover, PA 17315

January 22, 2007

Independent Regulatory Review Commission

Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman

333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Re: Pa STEAL ouvk frEEdem )11

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. T

completely understand that substandard kennel condmons should not be permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory

changes are impractical and costly. ancl M /’umyu)./v\,q/

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 legislativesprocesses. 0/ 0 i A
RiDicu LO"SL‘/

The proposed regulations call for the temperature of the keniel floor to be 50F° in the arm weather. Many kennels are air

conditioned to a comfortable 70F°. A dog sleeping on a 50F° floor can develop hypothermla 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.

gl &,OW WW?
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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

February 13, 2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

I respectfully submit this comment on the proposed changes to the Dog Law regulation
First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog L
Furthermore, 1 fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
1. The penalties in § 21.4(1) (1ii) for “failure of an individual to comply with lice

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed’

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement fo

4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement f
5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and owner responsibilities;

2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty and neglect;

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;

4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers, proper use of searc
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;

6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for referral to appropriate aut
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;

8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and terminology;

9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;

10, Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in dogs;

11. Animal hoarders; and

12. Civil liability issues.

6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department an
7. A new section should be added to the regulatiéns requiring that a licensee must
8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stackin
9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as stric
10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specif
Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforc
Sincerely,

ébnﬂmﬁtfz L{/%/gj;




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secrefary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license. '

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc. ‘ '




4. T also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect - investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil Liability issues.

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

FRARELS /- SoR VAR~
20y Do RO i, BADOL, PR 17087




Letter

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender :
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408
Dear Ms. Bender: '

Having purchased dogs from wonderfuT, ethical, breeders, and boarded them
in clean, air conditioned/heated boarding kennels, owned and operated by
animal loving, ethical professionals, I feel compelled to voice my

opinion.

Although, perhaps, well intentioned, 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
tg1erated, 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
stangargs, 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,
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Michelle King
1504 Reading Road
Mohnton, PA 19540

January 26, 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. wnll be between $30,000.00 and

$500,000.00 each.

1 sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded and the USDA standard be adopted |n
Pennsylvania. ‘

Yours Sincerely,

olichde Y K\‘%




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
. hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure -
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation..

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc. ' '




4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901: ,

1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and

owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;

4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping; ‘
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and

terminology;
9.  Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs; ’

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

SN

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs -
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane. v

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs-housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. ‘Bender

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4. 1also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901: v
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities; 4
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect; ‘
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing, Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane.
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests. ’

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely, |
) '
2400 Breadwac Ave
fottboro  PA ) 904D
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~ Ms. Mary Bender

Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
2301 North Cameron St
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Mr. Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman ‘

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
333 Market St., 14™ Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Ms. Bender and Chairman Coccodrilli:

I, along with many fellow citizens of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, am ashamed and
saddened that Pennsylvania is known as the “puppy mill capital of the East.” For years,
Pennsylvania residents have called upon their legislators and regulators to clean up the cruel puppy
‘mills that brutalize dogs and tarnish the state’s image. Thanks in part to Governor Ed Rendell’s
commitment to help the tens of thousands of dogs affected by Pennsylvania’s puppy mills, the issue
has recently received increased attention, and, on December 16, 2006, changes to the outdated
kennel regulations—currently used to inspect commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania—
were proposed. '

I strongly support adopting the proposed changes to improve the living conditions of dogs currently
in puppy mills, including: ' .

Doubling the minimum cage size.

Requiring daily exercise outside of the cage.

Requiring heat when the temperature drops below 50 degrees F.

Requiring cooling (by fan or air conditioner) when the temperature rises above 85 degrees F.
Improving ventilation in kennel areas

Denying kennel licenses to individuals convicted of animal cruelty within the past 10 years.

VVYVVYVY

I also support the detailed comments on the proposed regulation changes submitted by the Humane
Society of the United States. I also have concern that animal shelters and rescue groups (that are
trying to improve the lives of these dogs) might be adversely affected by the kennel regulations due
to the addition of a new definition of a “temporary home.” I ask for an exemption for animal
shelters from the kennel expansion and exercise requirements and that foster homes should be
exempt from kennel housing requirements and instead have separate performance and care

- standards appropriate for home care settings.

Thank you for your attention to this issue.

Sally Ann Sims
1506 Conifer Dr.
West Chester, PA 19380

cc: State Representative Duane Milne
State Senator Andrew Dinniman
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman

333 Market Street, 14" 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 jssued on December 16, 2006, I 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,
/L oL ‘/%
/z/m N M%

~ Heartland Pets
568 Millcreek Mall
Erie, PA 16565




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agnculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations. .

Fuxthermore I fully support the comments submitted by the Amencan Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(ii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions™ should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license. -

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a smgle dog If it houses three dogs it must provide three
times the cage space, efc.




4. 1 also commend the Department of Agriculture and Burean of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requlrements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4, State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and -
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of i mjury, dlsease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

et

w

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have

~ some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the

- purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests. '

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

eu 7 %g{}




. Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agnculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on preposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also

be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
- under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

- Furthermore, I fully support the cormhents submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Spec1ﬁca11y, I strongly support the followmg

1. The penalties ‘in § 21 4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per Vlolatlon to $25 to $300 per day of
violation. ‘

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in comphance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. T commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to 1mprove the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the-primary enclosure must provide adequate space for -
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4. 1 also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
-of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
, owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect; '
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relatihg to lack of arrest powers, .
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of mterpretlng animal behavior;
- 10. Identification of injury, dlsease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

w

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likelythat the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
- flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environmernt humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in ‘the proposed
- regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests. ' ,

- Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.
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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

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the propesed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore I fully support the comments. submitted by. the American Society for the
Preventron of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the followmg

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)Gii) for “failu're of an individual to‘comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation. v

2. The Secretary should be mandating to ﬁlle suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I'commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs it must provide double the cage
space that would be requlred for a smgle dog. Ifit houses three dogs, it must prov1de three
times the cage space, etc.




4. 1 also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
- Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect; '
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology; A
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

7. A new section should be added to the regulations requiring that a licensee must have
enough employees to carry out the level of husbandry practices and care required by the Act
and its regulations. Additionally, the employees who provide for care and husbandry or

handle animals should be supervised by an individual who has the knowledge, background,

and experience in proper husbandry and care of dogs to supervise others. The licensee must
be certain that the supervisor and other employees can perform to such standards.




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a drafi-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
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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

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to. be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and mcorporate them '
herem by reference. Specifically, [ strongly support the followmg

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should temain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders.. This
section should be further strengthened by addmg a provision stating that where more than one
dogishousedina primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for.the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clanfymg the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requlrements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relaung to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants; :
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of i mjury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows -
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests. '

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely, | ; — = @L |

Cronns Bt Borden
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

" Pennsylvania Department of Agrlculture

- Attn: .-Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Camerdn Street

Harrisburg, PA~ 17110-9408

February 13, 2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bénder,‘

I respectfully submit this comment on the proposed changes to the Dog Law regulation

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog L

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submltted by the American 8001ety for the

I3

1. The penaltles 1n?§ 21 4(1)(111) for “fallure of an 1nd1v1dual to comply with’llcé
2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operatlon of unlicensed

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement fo

4, I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement £
5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for
1. , Statejlaws relating to dog :licensing, control and owner responsibilities;

2. _"';State and federal laws relating to anlmal care, cruelty and neglect,

3 “.State laws relating to -dangerous dogs;

4. qutate and federal law relating to lack ‘of arrest powers, proper use of searc
57" ""“state and” federdl Iaws reldting t0 pounds’ dnd- shelters;” R :
6. Basics of cruelty and. neglect 1nvest1gatlons for referral to approprlate aut
74 V- Reportiwritingtdhd redord-kéepingyc v : »
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and termlnology,

9. ' Basics of interpreting animal behavior; D

10.. Identification of 1njury, dlsease, abuse and neglect ln dogs,

i, Anlmal hoarders, and : :

12. Civil liability issues.

6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department an
7. A new section should_be added to the regulations requiring that a licensee must
8. Stacklng prlmary enclosures on top of one another should be prohlblted Stackin

i

9. The sectlon on w1re mesh floorlng should be amended to make 1t at least as stric
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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

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, 1 fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations -and is unable to
quality for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4. T also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants; ,
5. State and federal laws relating to pouinds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology; ‘
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior; ,
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
: dogs; '
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficierit size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have

“some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. - The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law. -
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)

- should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, 1 commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sinc/nﬁrely, .
. / //( . {
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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

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 degs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations. .

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions™ should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc. '




4. Talso commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to ammal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
~ terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is imperative that the
department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane Society police officers, to
ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are adequately enforced.

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



8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below. :

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
- boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
~ Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender N
2301 North Cameron Street -

" ‘Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

_“,Feb\ljuary 13, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

e -_.;\w.:,.

I respectfully submit this comment on the proposed changes to the Dog Law regulatioﬁs.

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog
Law Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulatlons to improve -
conditions for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania.
It should also be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring
hobby breeders under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former
regulations (i.e. hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs
per year), will coutinue to be exempt under the revised regulations. ,

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the -
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate
them herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandaﬁng to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed
kennels where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is
unable to quahfy for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
for doubling the required cage-size: This-is-perhaps-the-most impertant change- that-¢an
be made to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in
Pennsylvania. This provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition
from breeders. This section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating -
that where more than one dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure i;
must provide adequate space for all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs,
it must provide doublé the cage space thit would be required for a single dog: it
houses three dogs, it must provide three times the cage space, etc.

4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
for including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical
condition of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care




- should be strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper
veterinary-care for-the-dog.” ‘This: provrstorrshou}cbaiso be-amended-to-include-exeessive
matting and excesswely long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care.
Inadequate groommg can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesmns
from excessive matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails
appropriately trimmed. Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog
wardens to order a veterinary check on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious
daseaseerpara@sttehef that-appear to-be-in-poor health-where-proof- etlem’fent—aﬂérpfoper
veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand
upon the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities; -
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care,
cruelty and neglect;
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest
- powers, proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and
shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect mvest1gat1ons for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
- terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect
in dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and
dog wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable, It is
imperative that the department work with law enforcement, and’ spe01fica11y Humane
Society police officers, to ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are
adequately enforced. '

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking
cages-creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation
of the dogs more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or pamtlen
between cages, it is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food,,
water, and hair to fall onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as
the federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater thaq
one-eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or
ﬁberglass Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have
wire mesh flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the
enclosure to lie in a full lateral recumbent position and be able to’ ’make normal postural
adjustments. Resting boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to
allow the animal to have some time away from living on grated fencmg Prowdmg T
resting boards will result in fewer foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs.
A solid resting surface that is impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment
for the animal, provides a drafi-free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A
dog feels most vulnerable when lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area
can contribute to anxiety. Humane standards and survival standards are separate, and
creating an environment that merely allows for survival does not necessarily make such
an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in
the proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation, The standards in the proposed ,
regulatlons are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the
engineering standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare
. Act. Contrary to the-hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring

" hobby bireeders under the purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor,
board, shelter, sell, give away, or transfer a cumulative total of 26 or-more dogs in one
calendar year will be required to comply with the new regulations. As a result, true
hobby breeders are still exempt from the law. Good husbandry practices dictate that
anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more) should comply with certain
engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being of the dogs. The Dog
Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial breeding facilities.
Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to what the
breeding community suggests.

Onge again, [ commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed
and bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will
further ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

%J%{M




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture

~ Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 .

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bénder,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
- continue to be exempt under the revised regulations. ‘

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Soc1ety for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Speclﬁcally, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an md1v1dua1 to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation. . 4

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennéls
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulatlons and is unable to
quelify for a 11cense

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
~ dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide -double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
~ referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology; »
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues. .
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is imperative that the
department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane Society police officers, to
ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are adequately enforced.

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to -
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
- transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations. w111 not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law

Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
“bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further

ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration. '

Sincerely,




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, 1 strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels.
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. 1 commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc. . .




4. T also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in -
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs; :
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog.
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is imperative that the
department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane Society police ofﬁcers to
ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are adequately enforced.

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh.
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineeritig standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
* bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law régulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, 1 fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following: » :

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(ii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage

~space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4. 1 also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

'5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901: -
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs,
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and watrants,
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is imperative that the
department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane Society police officers, to
ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are adequately enforced.

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
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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

~ February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
" Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulatlons

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. * For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4. T also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology; '
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs; '
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is imperative that the

~department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane Society police officers, to
ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are adequately enforced.

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
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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

February 13, 2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

I respectfully submit this comment on the proposed chbnges to the Dog Law regulation

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog L

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the

i
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2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to| enjoin operation of unlicensed

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1) (1ii) for “failure of an individual to comply with lice

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement fo

4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement £

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and owner responsibilities;

2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, eruelty and neglect;

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;

4, State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers, proper use of searc
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;

6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for referral to appropriate aut
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;

8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and terminology;

9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;

10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in dogs;

11. Animal hoarders; and

12. Civil liability issues.

6. A new‘section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department an
7. - A new section should be added to the regulations requiring that a licensee must

8. Stackiné primary enclosures on top of -one another should be prohibited. Stackin
9.  The section on wire mesh flboring should be amended to make it at least as stric
10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, thebengineering standards specif
Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforc

Sincerely,

http://Www.aspca.org/site/DocServer/letter.txt?docID=1 0401 2/19/2007




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 13, 2007

RE: Comrhents on proposed Dog Law regulations -

~ Dear Ms. Bender,

I respectfully submit this comment on the proposed chaﬁges to the Dog Law regulations.

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations. :

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
* violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license. ‘

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations:-regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthéned by adding a provision stating that where more than one"
dog 1s housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for

all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage

space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three

times the cage space, etc.

4. T also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition




of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
State and federal laws relating to pqunds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is imperative that the
department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane Society police officers, to
ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are adequately enforced.

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

8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs




more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficierit size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer

- foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane. '

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the

- proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests. '

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

s




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Spec1ﬁca11y, I strongly support the followmg

1. The penalties in- § 21.4(1)(ii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensilre
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space: that would be requlred for a smgle dog If i 1t houses three dogs it must pr0v1de three
tlmes the cage space etc '




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
“standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

T oemct W @A om0




Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street '
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452

Dear Ms. Bender,

dog law regulations. As the owner of| several ) companion dog (s), I am writing to
express my concerns and opposition tO"he proposed changes.

' I purchased my dog directly from a reputable breeder, not a pet shop or large-
scale commercial kennel, because I wanted the best chance at getting a healthy dog with a
good temperament. I wanted to know that my puppy had been exposed to a variety of
normal household situations and was prepared to live the life of a family companion. By
buying directly from a breeder, I was able to see the conditions in which my puppy was
raised.

- The proposed changes, particularly those applying to “Kennels- Primary
Enclosures”, are of particular concern to me. It is my understanding that in these
proposed changes if a cumulative total of 26 dogs are housed at “the Establishment”
during a calendar year, then licensed breeders will be required to have housing facilities
that comply with the specifications outlined in the proposed changes. Small scale -
breeders who fall into the class 1 designation, would no longer be able to maintain, breed,
whelp or raise their dogs within their homes. These breeders, who strive to produce dogs
which are true to breed type, of good temperament, and, inasmuch as possible, free from
genetic disorders, would be forced to either restrict their numbers or build facilities to
meet the standards.

I credit my dog’s good temperament to thoughtful breeding and to the love and
attention that my breeder gave my puppy. Most importantly, this included exposure to
everyday sights and sounds, such as:

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of i 1mportance to

me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.
2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with soclal

skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.
While I applaud the efforts to improve the living conditions for the dogs and puppies
being raised in commercial facilities, I find it a great disservice to the reputable breeder,
who standards far surpass in many ways, what these proposed amendments mandate. I,
for one, want the choice to buy from a small scale, reputable breeder, and oppose these

amendments.

It has been brought to my aon the newly proposed amendments to the PA

Sincerely,




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
~ Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 13, 2007

RE: Comments onrproposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

I respectfully submit this comment on the proposed changes to the Dog Law regulations.

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply/with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operatidn of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made

to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This s
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This™ - =
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than-onie e

dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space :fc‘)r'"
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage :

space that would be required for a single dog If it houses three dogs, it must provide three AR

times the cage space,etc. =~ . L .

4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for: oo
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition 3.~ "




of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
- for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requlrements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901: '
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relatmg to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4, State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behav1or
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.-

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

7. A new section should be added fo the regulations requiring that a licensee must have -
enough employees to carry out the level of husbandry practices and care requlred by the At - .-
and its regulations. Additionally, the employees who provide for. care and husbandry,or: RRC
handle animals should be supervised by an individual who has the knowledge, background; > =’

and experience in proper husbandry and care of dogs to supervise others. The licénseé st LT

be certain that the supervisor and other employees can perform to such standards.

8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Sta R

creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Addltlonally, it makes observatioii 6f.fhe dogs voC v




more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
~ onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
- transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
‘breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law

Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and

bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further _

ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely, _ RS -
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. LOBBY FOR ANIMALS

Federal: Urge the Pennsylvania Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement to Adopt Puppy Mill Regulations!

Bill Number: Proposed changes to the Dog Law Régulatlons

Primary Sponsor(s): PA Department of Agricuiture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcery
ASPCA Position: Support, with comments

Action Needed: Make the changes to the regulatlons even better by taking advantag
the “comment period” that’s part of this process. Print, sign and send a letter to
Pennsylvania’s Dog Law Advisory Board urging them to adopt the proposed changes i«
Dog Law regulations.  ane

k

\ ,

| Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, has the highest concentration of puppy mills of any ¢

" in the United States! Pennsylvania‘s governor recently committed to cleaning up the s

' commerclal dog breeding Industry. Enacting regulations that protect Pennsylvania’s ke -
dogs from abuse is an important step toward that goal.

The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement have
introduced changes to the regulations that govern the commercial breeding industry it
l state. Many of these changes are vital If Pennsylvania is to improve conditions for dog
* In commercial kennels and put an end to the State’s reputation as the "Puppy Mill Cap
‘} the East.”

l These new regulations, if enacted, will drastically improve conditions for dogs in comm
breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. The new regulations will;

- Double the required cage size for dogs.

- Improve standards such as sanitation, drainage and ventilatlon

- Prohibit people from buying dogs from unlicensed dealers.

- Require that all dogs be provided with a minimum of 20 minutes of exercise |
day. ‘

i The commercial breeding industry has made a number of inaccurate and potentially
( damaging statements about the proposed regulations. The proposed regulations will 1
t impose restrictions on small hobby breeders who raise fewer than 26 dogs ina year; r

:.bca/ site/ Advocacy?pagename=h0mepage&id=2099&J ServSes... 2/19/2007
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the regulations Impact dog shows, dog parks, or other dog events heid in the state, T
regulations are aimed specifically. at regulating large scale commercial breeders.

It is crucial that the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement hear from you by March
to refute the breeding ’industry's false assertions.

Please take action now by printing this letter and sending it to the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement! The letter Is an official comment on the proposed regulations. The ASPC
supports the regulations, but there are things that could be added and amended to

strengthen the regulations and better protect dogs at commercial breeding facilities in
Pennsylvania. This letter reflects some of the changes that we feel are most important

The Bureau must receive yo'ur comments by March 16th. Unfortunately, the Bureau is
accepting letters through the U.S. Postal Service, so the ASPCA cannot send the letter
you via email. Please ask friends and family to send a letter as weli!

Send the letter to:

" Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

| 2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

"—" | FAQ | LEGAL/PRIVACY ©2007 ASPCA. ALL RIGHTS RESERVED. POWERED B
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Federal: Urge the PenhsylvaniaBureau of Dog Law
Enforcement to Adopt Puppy Mill Regulations!

Bill Number: Proposed changes to the Dog Law Regulations

Primary Sponsor(s): PA Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcen
ASPCA Position: Support, with comments

Action Needed: Make the changes to the regulations even better by taking advantac
the “comment period” that’s part of this process. Print, sign and send a letter to
Pennsylvania’s Dog Law Advisory Board urging them to adopt the proposed changes t
Dog Law regulations.

Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, has the highest concentration of puppy mills of any ¢
in the United States! Pennsylvania’s governor recently committed to cleaning up the s!
commercial dog breeding industry. Enacting regulations that protect Pennsylvania’s ke
dogs from abuse is an important step toward that goal.

The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement hawvi
introduced changes to the regulations that govern the commercial breeding industry ir
state. Many of these changes are vital if Pennsylvania is to improve conditions for dog
in commercial kennels and put an end to the State’s reputation as the “Puppy Mill Cap
the East.” ‘

These new regulations, if enacted, will drastically improve conditions for dogs in éomn
breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. The new regulations will: -

- Double the required cage size for dogs.

- Improve standards such as sanitation, drainage and ventilation.

- Prohibit people from buying dogs from unlicensed dealers.

- Require that ail dogs be provided with a minimum of 20 minutes of exercise
day.

The commercial breeding industry has made a number of inaccurate and potentially

damaging statements about the proposed regulations. The proposed regulations will 1
impose restrictions on small hobby breeders who raise fewer than 26 dogs in a year; r
the regulations impact dog shows, dog parks, or other dog events held in the state. T
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ZIP Code regulations are aimed specifically at regulating large scale commercial breeders.

It is crucial that the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement heaf from you by March
to refute the breeding industry’s false assertions. '
Please take action now by printing this lefter and sending it to the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement! The letter is an official comment on the proposed regulations. The ASP(C
supports the regulations, but there are things that could be added and amended to
strengthen the regulations and better protect dogs at commercial breeding facilities in
Pennsylvania. This letter reflects some of the changes that we feel are most important
The Bureau must receive your‘com‘ments by March 16th. Uhfortunately, the Bureau is
accepting letters through the U.S. Postal Service, so the ASPCA cannot send the letter
you via email. Please ask friends and family to send a letter as well!
Send the letter to: »
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408
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February 5, 2007

Ms. Mary Bender

Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender:

I am writing to you in reference to the new legislation being proposed by
lawmakers in PA in an effort to improve the living conditions of animals that live
in commercial breeding facilities. I would like to applaud your efforts and thank
you for your work on behalf of those who have no voice.

I am writing to enthusiastically support this legislation. It is my hope that
legislators will not bend to the special interests of groups who are allowing their
collective financial self-interest to supercede the overall welfare of the dogs that
live in these commercial breeding facilities. As you are well aware, many of these
dogs spend years living in cramped cages with little or no medical care, no good
nutrition, no socialization and no opportunity for regular exercise. It is
unfortunate indeed that some turn a blind eye to the suffering of these helpless
animals. I fully realize that these are the facilities that this legislation is intended
to regulate more effectively.

Once again, I applaud your efforts on behalf of the helpless animals that are
suffering in the state of PA at this very moment due to the greed of certain
individuals. I hope that you will work tirelessly to see to it that this legislation can
be passed and become law. It is my hope that the final legislation will not
interfere with the work of shelters and rescues who are already working tirelessly
on behalf of animals. That being said, I would like to once again express my
support of this legislation.

Most sincerely,




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 13, 2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

I respectfully submit this comment on the proposed changes to the Dog Law regulations.

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.

hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations. :

Furthermore, 1 fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandéting to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulatlons and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.

4. 1 also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition




of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901: .
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants; .
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs; ‘
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is imperative that the
department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane Society police officers, to
ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are adequately enforced.

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

8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs




more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
 transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,




Mt. Valley Farms ‘
840 Shippensburg Rd 2559
Biglerville, PA 17307

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 understandihg that the bureau is trying to improve substandard kennel
conditions, | 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 |
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 | 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.

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

Yours truly,

b /L
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March 8§ 2007

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:

I am writing this letter to express-my concetivfor the living conditions of puppy mills.

I do not believe that puppy mills should exist in Pennsylvania or any other place in the
United States.

If they have to exist, they should exist in a humane way. No animal should suffer at the
hands of a human being.

[ support the proposed changes listed below:

Doubling the minimum cage size

Requiring daily exercise outside the cage

Required heat when temperature drops below 50 degrees

Required cooling either by fan or air conditioning when temperature rises above
85 degrees

Improving ventilation in kennel areas

Denying kennel licenses to individuals convicted of animal cruelty

I support the detail comments submitted by the Humane Society of the US .

I feel that animal shelters and rescue groups should be held exempt from the kennel
expansion and exercise requirements.

I feel that foster homes should also be held exempt from kennel housing requirements.

Animal shelters, animal rescues and foster homes should have separate performance
standards appropriate for their care settings.

Pennsylvania is a wonderful state and it is disappointing that we are known as the “puppy
capital of the East.”

I hope these changes will be made and strictly enforced so that we can set an example for
the rest of the country of how animals should and must be treated.

Thank You

Sincerely

~Am~7 L. Matto )
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Dog Law Bureau Director, Independent Regulatory Review Commission

| support the changes to the commercial dog regulations submitted by the Coalition Against Misery The
propased regulations by the Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture that were recently published in the
Pennsylvania Bulletin do not adequately address the (ssues of temparature control, cage conditions and
humare breeding practices.

I am strongly opposed to commercial breeding kennels where the costs are minimized by providing
substandard care and conditions for the dogs in an effort to ingrease the profit | am writing to request that
you immediately take steps to address the horrific conditions in commercial kennels in Pennsylvania Every
kennel must be required to have a visible, safe source of heat and air-conditioning Additionally, the
ragulations should limit the number of dogs that are kept in a cage. And finally, we ask that you include
breeding regulations consistent with those established by reputable breed clubs.

Itis a profound smbarrassment that Pennsylvania is known as the Puppy Mill Gapital of the East Coast
Please take steps to ensure that the new regulations provide humane conditions for the dogs. Thank you
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing this letter to inform you that | am against the new dog law proposal. | believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but | do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

| believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

| ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as | am sure many others will not and these
kennels may eventually go out of business.

-am in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, Inc
Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,

Sign
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

| am writing this letter to inform you that | am against the new dog law proposal. | believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but | do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted:

| believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

| ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as | am sure. many others will not and these
kennels may eventually go out of business.

1 am in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, Inc
Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,

Signé W&' Q/Q\J}/UV\M
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

| am writing this letter to inform you that | am againét the new dog law proposal. | believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but | do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

| believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

| ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as | am sure many others will not and these
kennels may eventually go out of business.

| am in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, Inc
Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,

W

o LIRSl LI el




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

| am writing this letter to inform you that | am against the new dog law proposal. | believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but | do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

i believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

| ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as | am sure many others will not and these
kennels may eventually go out of business.

{ am in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, inc
Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Atin: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

| am writing this letter to inform you that | am against the new dog iaw proposal. | believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but | do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

| believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

I ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as | am sure many others will not and these

kennels may eventually go out of business.

| am in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, Inc
Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,

Sign [N Quizom 74 &W
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wal bam against the new dog law proposal. | believe that inhumayis
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Poeheve thal Camp KCS s one of the tinest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only ¢
ihe cwners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

Pask iat you oppose this lew because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have (o increase the
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RENNEIS May eventually go sul of pusiness.

tam in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, Inc
Thank you for your atlention in this matter.

sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

| am writing this letter to inform you that | am against the new dog law proposal. | believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but | do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

| believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

I ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as | am sure many others will not and these
kennels may eventually go out of business.

| am in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, Inc
Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing this letter to inform you that | am against the new dog law proposal. | believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but | do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

| believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

I ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennei will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as | am sure many others will not and these
kennels may eventually go out of business.

I am in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, Inc
Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,

Sign /m/{ 42//!/
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

| am writing this letter to inform you that | am against the new dog law proposal. | believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but | do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

| believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

| ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as | am sure many others will not and these
kennels may eventually go out of business.

| am in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, Inc
Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agricuiture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

| am writing this letter to inform you that | am against the new dog law proposal. | believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but | do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

I believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

| ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as | am sure many others will not and these
kennels may eventually go out of business.

I-am-in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, Inc
Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsyivania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

| am writing this letter to inform you that | am against the new dog law proposal. | believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but | do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are-needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

| believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

| ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as | am sure many others will not and these
kennels may eventuatly go out of business.

| am in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, Inc
Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,
— Ap
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

| am writing this letter to inform you that | am against the new dog law proposal. | believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but | do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

| believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

| ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be ableto afford this, as | am sure many others will not and these
kennels may eventually go out of business.

I am in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, Inc
Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,

Sign 4 ’
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

| am writing this letter to inform you that | am against the new dog law proposal. | believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but | do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

| believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only on

the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

| ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as | am sure many others will not and these

kennels may eventually go out of business.

am in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, Inc
Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

| am writing this letter to inform you that | am against the new dog law proposal. | believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but | do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

| believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

| ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able o afford this, as | am sure many others will not and these
kennels may eventually go out of business.

I 'am in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, Inc
Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing this letter to inform you that I am against the new dog law
proposal. 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. |

1 believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will
put a HUGE burden not only on the owners of the kennels but the
customers who board their dogs.

I ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our
kennel will have to increase the charge for boarding and we would not
be able to afford this, as I am sure many others will not and these
kennels may eventually go out of business.

Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street -
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing this letter to inform you that I am against the new dog law
proposal. 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. |

I believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will
put a HUGE burden not only on the owners of the kennels but the
customers who board their dogs. '

[ ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our
kennel will have to increase the charge for boarding and we would not
be able to afford this, as I am sure many others will not and these
kennels may eventually go out of business.

Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely, 1




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

| am writing this letter to inform you that | am against the new dog law proposal. | believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but | do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

| believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

} ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as | am sure many others will not and these
kennels may eventually go out of business.

| am in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, Inc
Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,

Sign
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Atitn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

| am writing this letter to inform you that | am against the new dog law proposal. | believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but | do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

| believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

| ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as | am sure many others will not and these
kennels may eventually go out of business.

I am in favor of the suggested changes to the new law by Camp KCS, Inc
Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attu: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agricultur,
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

j
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Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing this letter to inform you that I am against the new dog law proposal. 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.

I believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only

on the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

I ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase
the charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as | ara sure many others will not
and these :

kennels may eventually go out of business.

Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely, -




Burezu of Dog Law Eaforcement

Atto: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
1301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,
[ am writing this letier to inforrn you that 1 am against the new dog law proposal. [ believe that
inhumane and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but 1 do not agree that most of the

proposed regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

I believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not only
on the owners of the keunels but the customers who board their dogs.

T ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase
the charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as I am sure many others will not
and these

kennels may eventually go out of business.

Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,

TS Nnortt




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender ‘
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 13, 2007

RE: Comments on p;oposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

I respectﬁlﬂy\submit this coMent on the proposed changes to the Dog Law regulations.

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthefmore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license. ’ ' ’

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.

4. T also commend the Department of Agriculturé and Bureau of Dog LLaw Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition




of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901: ‘

1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and

owner responsibilities;

2. State and federal laws relating to ammal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
State and federal laws relatlng to pounds and shelters;
Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the 1egal system, court structure and

terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;

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

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

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

8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs




more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

////c

Sincerely,
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Federal: Urge the Pennsylvania Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement to Adopt Puppy Mill Regulations!

Bill Number: Proposed changes to the Dog Law Regulations

Primary Sponsor(s): PA Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcen
ASPCA Position: Support, with comments

Action Needed: Make the changes to the reguiations even better by taking advantac
the “comment peribd" that’s part of this process. Print, sign and send a letter to
Pennsylvania’s Dog Law Advisory Board urging them to adopt the proposed changes t
Dog Law regulations.

Lancaster County, Pennsyivania, has the highest concentration of puppy mills of any ¢
in the United States! Pennsylvania’s governor recently committed to cleaning up the st
commercial dog breeding industry. Enacting regulations that protect Pennsylvanla s ke
dogs from abuse is an important step toward that goal.

The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement hawv«

introduced changes to the regulations that govern the commercial breeding industry ir

state. Many of these changes are vital if Pennsylvania is to improve conditions for dog

in commerciatl kennels and put an end to the State’s reputation as the “Puppy Mill Cap-
the East.” :

These new regulations, if enacted, will drastically improve conditions for dogs in comm
_breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. The new regulations will:

- Double the required cage size for dogs.

- Improve standards such as sanitation, drainage and ventilation.

- Prohibit people from buying dogs from unlicensed dealers.

- Require that all dogs be provided with a minimum of 20 minutes of exercise
day.

The commercial breeding industry has made a number of inaccurate and potentially

damaging statements about the proposed regulations. The proposed regulations will 1
impose restrictions on smail hobby breeders who raise fewer than 26 dogs in a year; r
the regulations impact dog shows, dog parks, or other dog events held in the state. T
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regulations are aimed specifically at regulating large scale commercial breeders.

It is crucial that the Bureau of bog Law Eliforcement hear from you by March
to refute the breeding industry's false assertions.

Please take action now by printing this letter and sending it to the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement! The letter is an official comment on the proposed regulations. The ASP(C
supports the regulations, but there are things that could be added and amended to

strengthen the regulations and better protect dogs at commercial breeding facilities in
Pennsylvania. This letter reflects some of the changes that we feel are most important

The Bureau must receive your comments by March 16th. Unfortunately, the Bureau is
accepting letters through the U.S. Postal Service, so the ASPCA cannot send the letter
you via email. Please ask friends and family to send a letter as well}

Send the letter to:

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 Q S
. et
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Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, has the highest concentration. of puppy mills of any county
in the United States! Pennsylvania’s governor recently committed to cleanlng up the state’s
commerclal dog breeding industry. Enacting regulations that protect Pennsylvania‘s kennel
dogs from abuse Is an important step toward that goal.

The Pennsylvania Department of Ag_rlculture and Bureau of Dog Law.Enforcement have
introduced changes to the regulations that govern the commercial breeding industry in the
state. Many of these changes are vital if Pénnsylvania s to'improve conditions for dogs kept
in commercial kennels and put-an end to the State’s reputation as the "Puppy Mill Capltal of
the East.”

These new regulations, if enacted, will drastically improve conditions for dogs in commercial
breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. The new regulations will:

- Double the required cage size for dogs.

- Improve standards such as sanitation, drainage and ventilation,

- Prohibit people from buying dogs from unlicensed dealers.

- Require that all dogs be provided with a minlmum of 20 minutes of exercise per
day.

The commercial breeding industry has made a number of inaccurate and potentially
damaging. statements about-the-prop dr {ations: ‘The-proposed regulations-will not
impose restrictions on smaii hobby breeders who raise fewer than 26 dogs in a year; nor will
the regulations impact dog shows, dog parks, or other dog events held in the state, The
regulations are aimed specifically at regulating large scale commercial breeders,

It is crucial that the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement hear from you by March 16th
to refute the breeding industry’s false assertions.

Please take action now by printing this letter and sending it to the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement! The letter is an official comment on the proposed regulations. The ASPCA
supports the regulations, but there are things that could be added and amended to
strengthen the regulations and better protect dogs at commercial breeding facilities in
Pennsytvania. This letter reflects some of the changes that we feel are most irnportant.

The Bureau must receive your comments by March 16th. Unfortuhately, the Bureau is only
accepting letters through the U.S. Postal Service, so the ASPCA cannot sernd the letter for
you via email. Please ask friends and familv to send a letter as well!

Send the letter to:
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
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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

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations. '

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iti) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions™ should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation. ‘

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
qualify for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4. Talso commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
- of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
“poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

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

1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty

and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants,
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
~ referral to appropriate authorities,

7. Report-writing and record-keeping;

8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and

terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs; '
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
‘impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests. :

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for. dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

N -
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Federal: Urge the Pennsylvania Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement to Adopt
Puppy Mill Regulations!

" Bill Number: Proposed changes to the Dog Law Regulations
Primary Sponsor(s): PA Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
ASPCA Position: Support, with comments '
Action Needed: Make the changes to the regulations even better by taking advantage of the “comment period”
that’s part of this process. Print, sign and send a letter to Pennsylvania’s Dog Law Advisory Board urging them
to adopt the proposed changes to the Dog Law regulations.

Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, has the highest concentration of puppy mills of any county in the United States!
Pennsylvania‘’s governor recently committed to cleaning up the state’s commercial dog breeding industry. Enacting
regulations that protect Pennsyivania‘s kennel dogs from abuse is an important step toward that goal.

The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement have introduced changes to the
regulations that govern the commercial breeding industry in the state. Many of these changes are vital if

- Pennsylvania is to improve conditions for dogs kept in commercial kennels and put an end to the State’s
reputation as the “Puppy Mill Capital of the East.”

These new regulations, if enacted, will drastically improve conditions for dogs in commercial breeding facuhtles in
Pennsylvania. The new regulations will:

- Double the required cage size for dogs. .

- Improve standards such as sanitation, drainage and ventilation.

- Prohibit people from buying dogs from unlicensed dealers.

- Require that all dogs be provided with a minimum of 20 minutes of exercise per day.

The commercial breeding industry has made a number of inaccurate and potentially damaging statements about
the proposed regulations. The proposed regulations will not impose restrictions on small hobby breeders who
raise fewer than 26 dogs in a year; nor will the regulations impact dog shows, dog parks, or other dog events held
in the state. The regulations are aimed specifically at regulating large scale commercial breeders.

It is crucial that the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement hear from you by March 16th to refute the
breeding industry’s false assertions.

Please take action now by printing this letter and sending it to the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement! The letter

is an official comment on the proposed regulations. The ASPCA supports the regulations, but there are things that
could be added and amended to strengthen the regulations and better protect dogs at commercial breeding
facilities in Pennsyivania. This letter reflects some of the changes that we feel are most important.

The Bureau must receive your comments by March 16th. Unfortunately, the Bureau is only accepting letters
through the U.S. Postal Service, so the ASPCA cannot send the letter for you via email. Please ask friends and
family to send a letter as well!
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Federal: Urge the Pennsylvania Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement to Adopt Puppy Mill Regulations!

Bill Number: Proposed changes to the Dog Law Regulations

Primary Sponsor(s): PA Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcen
ASPCA Position: Support, with comments ° _

Action Needed: Make the changes to the regulations even better by taking advantac
the “comment period” that’s part of this process. Print, sign and send a letter to
Pennsylvania’s Dog Law Advisory Board urging them to adopt the proposed changes t¢
Dog Law regulations. :

Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, has the highest concentration of puppy mills of any ¢
in the United States! Pennsylvania’s governor recently committed to cleaning up the s!
commercial dog breeding industry. Enacting regulations that protect Pennsylvania’s ke
dogs from abuse is an important step toward that goal.

The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement hav«
introduced changes to the regulations that govern the commercial breeding industry ir
state. Many of these changes are- vital if Pennsylvania is to improve conditions for dog
in commercial kennels and put an end to the State’s reputation as the “Puppy Mill Cap
the East.”

These new regulations, if enacted, will drastically improve conditions for dogs in comn
breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. The new regulations will:

- Double the required cage size for dogs.

- Improve standards such as sanitation, drainage and ventilation.

- Prohibit people from buying dogs from unlicensed dealers.

- Require that all dogs be provided with a minimum of 20 minutes of exercise (
day.

The commercial breeding industry has made a number of inaccurate and potentially

damaging statements about the proposed regulations. The proposed regulations will 1
impose restrictions on small hobby breeders who raise fewer than 26 dogs in a year; r
the regulations impact dog shows, dog parks, or other dog events held in the state. T
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regulations are aimed specifically at regulating large scale commercial breeders.

It is crucial that the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement hear from you by March
to refute the breeding industry’s false assertions.

Please take action now by printing this letter and sending it to the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement! The letter is an official comment on the proposed regulations. The ASP(
supports the regulations, but there are things that could be added and amended to

strengthen the regulations and better protect dogs at commercial breeding facilities in
Pennsylvania. This letter reflects some of the changes that wé feel are mast important

The Bureau must receive your comments by March 16th. Unfortunately, the Bureau is
accepting letters through the U.S. Postal Service, so the ASPCA cannot send the letter
you via email. Please ask friends and family to send a letter as well!

-Send the letter to: -
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylivania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms, Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408
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STOP Puppy Mills

Febrary 10, 2007

To Those Who Can Make a Difference,
Department of Agriculture

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement -
ATTN: Mary Bender

I am a Pennsylvania resident, and I am writing in support of changing the
regulations for puppies in puppy mills. I would like to see the regulations changed to
include the following requirements:

* doubling the minimum cage size

* requiring daily exercise outside of the cage

* required heat when the temperature drops below 50 degrees .

* required cooling (by fam or air conditioning) when the temperature rises above 85

degrees
* improving ventilation in kennel arecas
* denying kennel licenses to individuals convicted of animal cruelty within the past 10

' years

This would give these little puppies more space, protection from the elements and time
out of their cages. ‘

I would ask for an exemption for the non-profit rescue groups as far as the exercise
requirements. These non profit groups do everything they can to find loving homes for
these animals.

Sincerely,

/'ﬁ:cl'eo/
?e"/:as"?, fh. 1895y
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February 5, 2007

Ms. Mary Bender

Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender:

I am writing to you in reference to the new legislation being proposed by
lawmakers in PA in an effort to improve the living conditions of animals that live
in commercial breeding facilities. I would like to applaud your efforts and thank
you for your work on behalf of those who have no voice.

I am writing to enthusiastically support this legislation. It is my hope that o
legislators will not bend to the special interests of groups who are allowing their
collective financial self-interest to supercede the overall welfare of the dogs that
live in these commercial breeding facilities. As you are wel'l aware, many of these
dogs spend years living in cramped cages with little or no medical care, no good
nutrition, no socialization and no opportunity for regular exercise. It is
unfortunate indeed that some turn a blind eye to the suffering of these helpless

- animals. I fully realize that these are the facilities that this legislation is intended
to regulate more effectively. ' .

- Once again, I applaud your efforts on behalf of the helpless animals that are
suffering in the state of PA at this very moment due to the greed of certain
individuals. I hope that you will work tirelessly to see to it that this legislation can
be passed and become law. It is my hope that the final legislation will not
interfere with the work of shelters and rescues who are already working tirelessly
on behalf of animals. That being said, I wouid like to once again express my
support of this legislation.

“Most sincerely,

//zﬂ/ Sl el
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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

February 13, 2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

I respectfully suﬁnﬁt this comment on the proposed changes to the Dog Law regulations.

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve conditions
for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1. ‘The penalties in § 21.4(1)(iii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
quahfy for a license.

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made

~ to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This -
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be requlred for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.

4. Talso commend the Departmént of Agﬁcultme and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition




of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
Basics of cruelty and neglect ‘investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities; :
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of i mterprehng animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is imperative that the
department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane Society police officers, to
ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are adequately enforced.

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

8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the dogs




more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is likely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
onto the dogs located in the cages below.

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a drafi-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law

Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and

bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes I have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and consideration.




February 5, 2007

Ms. Mary Bender

Department of Agriculture
Bureau.of Dog Law Enforcement
2301 North Cameron Street
Harnsburg, PA 17110-9408

Deara Ms. Bender.

I am"f‘ "rltlng to you
< Iawmakers |n '

Most éiﬁcerely, |
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Dear Ms. Bender:;

As a dog lover and an animal advocate, I applaud the steps recently taken
by the Dog Law Advisory Board to update the antiquated regulations that
have left thousands of PA dogs suffering on a daily basis.

The newly drafted proposed regulations, introduced on December 16,
2006, are practical, enforceable, and will greatly improve the quality of
life for the dogs living in the commercial breeding kennels. Moreover,
those breeders opposing the regulations, based upon the costs they will
incur to implement the necessary changes, do not have the dogs' best
interest at heart. Clearly, these are the breeders who should be out of the
business should they choose not to support or comply with the new
regulations; the issue is the health of the dogs - not the money in the
breeder's - or dog registry's - pocket.

It is absolutely documented by canine authorities that daily exercise,
grooming, proper veterinary care and quality housing all serve to promote
canine health and mental stability..

The Bureau has my whole-hearted support to implement the newly drafted
proposed regulations and to continue policing and shutting down the
substandard kennels that have littered our state to such a degree that we're
known as the 'Puppy Mill Capital' of the east.

Sincerely,




February 9, 2007

Ms. Mary Bender

Department of Agrlculture
Bureau of Dog.Law Enforcement
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender:

I am writing to you in reference to the new leglslatlon belng proposed by
lawmakers in PA in‘an effort to improve the living conditions of animals that live
in commercial breedlng facilities. I would like to applaud your efforts and thank
you for your work on behalf of those who have no voice.

I .am writing to enthusrastrcally support this legislation. It i ismy hope that
legislators will not bend to the special interests of groups who are allewing their
collective financial self—rnterest to supercede the overali welfare of the. dogs-that
live in these commercral breedlng facilities. As you are well aware, many of these
dogs spend yearsllvmg in cramped cages: ‘with little or no medical care, no good
nutrition, no-socialization and no opportunlty for regular exercise. Itis
unfortunate indeed that some turn a blind eye to the suffering of these helpless
animals, I fully realize that these are the faC|l|t|es that this leglslatlon is intended
to regulate more effectlvely . ,

Once again, I applaud your efforts on behalf of the helpless animals that are
suffering in the state of PA at this very moment due to the greed of certain
individuals. I hope that you will work tlrelessly to see to it that this leglslat|on can
be passed and.become law: It is:my hope that the fi nal legrslatron will-not -
interfere. with the work of shelters and rescues who are already worklng tirelessly
on behalf of animals. That being said, I would like to once again express my
support of this leglslat|on ._ :

Mostfs.incerely,' o




February 5, 2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender:

I am writing to you in reference to the new legislation being proposed by
lawmakers in PA in an effort to improve the living conditions of animals that live
in commercial breeding facilities. I would like to applaud your efforts and thank
you for your work on behalf of those who have no voice.

I am writing to enthusiastically support this legislation. It is my hope that
legistators will not bend to the special interests of groups who are allowing their
collective financial self-interest to supercede the overall welfare of the dogs that
live in these commercial breeding facilities. As you are well aware, many of these
dogs spend years living in cramped cages with little or no medical care, no good
nutrition, no socialization and no opportunity for regular exercise. It is
unfortunate indeed that some turn a blind eye to the suffering of these helpless
animals. I fully realize that these are the facilities that this legislation is intended
to regulate more effectively.

Once again, I applaud your efforts on behalf of the helpless animals that are
suffering in the state of PA at this very moment due to the greed of certain
individuals. T hope that you will work tirelessly to see to it that this legislation can
be passed and become law. It is my hope that the final legislation will not
interfere with the work of shelters and rescues who are already working tirelessly
on behalf of animals. That being said, I would like to once again express my
support of this legislation.

Most sincerely,




February 5, 2007

Ms. Mary Bender

Department of Agriculture

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender:

I am writing to you in reference to the new legislation being proposed by
lawmakers in PA in an effort to improve the living conditions of animals that live
in commercial breeding facilities. I would like to applaud your efforts and thank
you for your work on behalf of those who have no voice.

I am writing to enthusiastically support this legislation. It is my hope that
legislators will not bend to the special interests of groups who are allowing their
collective financial self-interest to supercede the overall welfare of the dogs that
live in these commercial breeding facilities. As you are well aware, many of these
dogs spend years living in cramped cages with little or no medical care, no good
nutrition, no socialization and no opportunity for regular exercise. Itis
unfortunate indeed that some turn a blind eye to the suffering of these helpless
animals. I fully realize that these are the facilities that this legislation is intended
to regulate more effectively.

Once again, I applaud your efforts on behalf of the helpless animals that are
suffering in the state of PA at this very moment due to the greed of certain
individuals. I hope that you will work tirelessly to see to it that this legislation can
be passed and become law. It is my hope that the final legislation will not
interfere with the work of shelters and rescues who are already working tirelessly
on behalf of animals. That being said, I would like to once again express my
support of this legislation.




February 7, 2007

Ms. Mary Bender

Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender:'

I am writing to you in reference to the new legislation being proposed by
lawmakers in PA in an effort to improve the living conditions of animals that live
in commercial breeding facilities. I would like to applaud your efforts and thank
you for your work on behalf of those who have no voice.

I am writing to enthusiastically support this legislation. It is my hope that
legislators will not bend to the special interests of groups who are allowing their
collective financial self-interest to supercede the overall welfare of the dogs that
live in these commercial breeding facilities. As you are well aware, many of these
dogs spend years living in cramped cages with little or no medical care, no.good
nutrition, no socialization and no opportunity for regular exercise. It is
unfortunate indeed that some turn a blind eye to the suffering of these helpless
animals. I fully realize that these are the facilities that this legislation is intended
to regulate more effectively.

Once again, I applaud your efforts on behalf of the helpless animals that are
suffering in the state of PA at this very moment due to the greed of certain
individuals. I hope that you will work tirelessly to see to it that this legislation can

“be passed and become law. It is my hope that the final legislation will not

interfere with the work of shelters and rescues who are already working tirelessly
on behalf of animals. That being said, I would like to once again express my
support of this legislation.

Most 'sincerely,

Richard C. Avery




February 6, 2007

Ms. Mary Bender

Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender:

I am writing to you in reference to the new legislation being proposed by
lawmakers in PA in an effort to improve the living conditions of animals that live
in commercial breeding facilities. I would like to applaud your efforts and thank
you for your work on behalf of those who have no voice. .

I am writing to enthusiastically support this legislation. It is my hope that
legislators will not bend to the special interests of groups who are allowing their
collective financial self-interest to supercede the overall welfare of the dogs that
live in these commercial breeding facilities. As you are well aware, many of these
dogs spend yearsliving in cramped cages with little or no medical care, no good
nutrition, no socialization and no opportunity for regular exercise. Itis
unfortunate indeed that some turn a blind eye to the suffering of these helpless
animals. I fully realize that these are the facilities that this legislation is intended
to regulate more effectively.

Once again, I applaud your efforts on behalf of the helpless animals that are
suffering in the state of PA at this very moment due to the greed of certain
individuals. I hope that you will work tirelessily to see to it that this legislation can
be passed and become law. It is my hope that the final legislation will not
interfere with the work of shelters and rescues who are already working tirelessly
on behalf of animals. That being said, I would like to once again express my
support of this legislation.

Most sincerely,




Nanook Of The North
9478 Rt 6
Kane, PA 16735

January 26, 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, | 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 |
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 | 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.

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

o \ ?

/
Yours truly, e ( z«u/-,’ //, /» Pra® k==
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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 Dog Law Act 225 that was issued on December 16, 2006, of which T 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 Smcerely,

ot (il %

Comstock's Country Kennel
RR 1 Box 590
Ulster, PA 18850




Bureau of Bog Law Bnforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania department of Aarleulture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, Pa 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bewnder:

Having purchased dogs from a wonderful, ethical, breeders and boarded them in clean, air
conditioned/heated borrding kenmels, owned and operated by animal Loving, ethical professionals, | feel
compelled to voiee my opinion. Although, perhaps, well tntentloned, the proposed amendment of
December 16, 2006t0 the Peansylvania Dog Law Regulations greatly concern me. | am in total
agreement, that inhwmane and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated; and that “puppy
wmills” currently operating under those deplorable conditions should be closed. t empathetically disagree
however, with the proposed regulatory changes because they will target those boarding and or breeding
lennels, as well as rescue leagues, already in compliance with curvent Legislation. 1 believe these changes
are mpractical, will create a great burden from a financial standpoint, will not be enforceable most
tmportantly), will not bmprove the quality of the lives of the dogs entrusted to the aforementioned,
ethical breeders and boarding kennels. Have You given any considerntion as to where all the
“confiscated dogs” in your proposeot amenchiments will be taken? Arve you building many new facilitles
i whiieh to house them? tf so, wheve will the money come from to do s0? Are they going to be in
compliance with these proposed amenoments? who will staff them? Who will pay staff salaries? or
would You choose, heaven forbid, euthanasia? These regulations (SS21.21 bog quarters, ss21.23
Space, SS21.24.Shekter , housing facilities and primary enclosures to name a few will also require
wholesale renovation, tf not rebuilding of many kennels already) built in compliance with current
federal and/or state standards.

swall boarding kennels, and breeding facilities, whose care and conditions arve far swperior to those
required by the proposed new standards, would be wnable to comply with the rigld commercial
standards. These small breeders and boarding kennels would be forced out of business, ( your own
estimate between £5,000 to $20,000, and pernaps higher, to become compliont attest to that) face a Loss
of tncome, and deprive thelr communities of thelr outstanding services.

Common sense needs to prevail. * Throwing the baby out with the bath water” is not the answer.
Please glve a volce to the ethical, professional, small boarding and breeding kennels which are curvently)
bn complinnee with the current Legislation, as well as the rescue leagues which will be negatively
bmpacted.

Please conslder an exemption for thew, rather than for the pet stores (as presently stated in your
proposed amendments) who are the very ones who keep the “ puppy mills” in business!

{ strongly urge that this proposal be withdrawn.

Siwceve%,

%Z/
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, Pa 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender:

Having purchased dogs from a wonderful, ethical, breeders and boarded them in clean, air
conditioned/heated boarding kennels, owned and operated by animal loving, ethical professionals, | feel
compelled to volee my opinion. Although, perhaps, well intentioned, the proposed amendment of
December 16, 2006t the Pennsylvania Dog Law Regulations greatly concern me. | am tn total
ngreewment, that inhumane and substandard kennel conditions should not e tolerated; and that “puppy
mills” curvently operating under those deplorable conditions should be closed. | empathetically disagree
however, with the proposed regulatory changes because they will target those boarding and or breeding
Rennels, as well as rescue leagues, already in compliance with curvent legislation. 1 believe these changes
are bmpractical, will create a great burden from a financial standpoint, will not be enforceable most
importantly, will ot biprove the quality of the Lives of the dogs entrusted to the aforementioned,
ethical breeders and boarding kennels. Have you given any consideration as to where all the
“confiscated dogs” in Your proposed amendments will be taken? Ave you building many new facilities
in which to house them? tf so, where will the woney come from to do so? Ave they going to be in
compliance with these proposed amendments? who will staff them? who will pay staff salaries? or
would you choose, heaven forbid, euthanasia? These regulations (SS21.21 Dog quarters, SS21.23
Space, SS21.24Shekter, housing facilities and primary enclosures to name a few will also require
wholesale renovation, if not rebuilding of many kennels already bullt in compliance with curvent
federal and/or state standards.

Swall boarding kennels, and breeding factiities, whose care and conditions are far superior to those
required by the proposed new standards, would be wnable to comply with the rigid commercial
standards. These small breeders and boarding kennels would be forced out of business, ( Your own
estimate between $5,000 to $20,000, and perhaps higher, to becowme compliont attest to that) face a loss
of tncome, and deprive thelr communities of their outstanding services.

Comumon sense needs to prevall. * Throwing the baby out with the bath water” is not the answer.
Please give a voice to the ethical, professional, small boarding and breeding kennels which are currently
in compliance with the curvent Legisiation, as well as the rescue leagues which will be negatively
bpacted. »

Please consider an exemption for thew, vather thawn for the pet stores (as presently statedt in your
proposed amendments) who are the very ones who keeep the * puppy mills” in business!

t strongly urge that this proposal be withdrawn.

Sinoerely, / !
11 I
b5 9 aen A7
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Caper's Acres Kennel
623 Fast Reliance Rd
Telford, PA 18969

January 30, 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,

[ 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
permitied, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impraciical 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 1egislative processes,

The proposed regulations call for the temperature of the kennel floor to be 50F2 in the warm
weather. Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F2. A dog sleeping on a 50F2 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.

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

Sincerely,
aw ] /
—//f»’ / <y 7 ¢ 7;« /




Caper's Acres Kennel
623 East Reliance Rd
Telford, PA 18969

January 30, 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

i . : el h S
pern’lhted, but most of the proposcd regulatory changes are 1mpr3c;1cal anda cu:t‘xy.

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 50F2 in the warm
weather. Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F2. A dog sleeping on a 50F2 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,

L \7\\2« i v




Caper's Acres Kennel
623 East Reliance Rd
Telford, PA 18969

January 30, 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,

[ 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 70F2. A dog sleeping on a 50F2 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.

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

/ {/4\—»/ /{’c /éj /v’ﬂ’/’)Q

Sincerely,




2559

January 24, 2007

Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
333 Market Street, 14 Floot

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive rules and
regulations that ate proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively serve to shut down or severely curtail the activities of the concerned,
caring and law-abiding breeders in Pennsylvania. - The extensive number of regulations
outlined in this proposal and the limited time allotted prevents the proper consultation and
review of these regulations with our kennel veterinartan and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, my goal and the goal of other law-abiding breeders is to raise the
best quality and healthiest puppy possible. This is not the issue. Unfortunately, the issue
created by this proposal is my rights as a citizen of this state to own property, and my rights
to be afforded due process guaranteed by the provisions of our state’s constitution. The
vagueness of this proposal causes great concern that my rights as a citizen will be omitted by
the bias opinion of those who will hear my side of the story.

As a Pennsylvania breedet, I am concerned that these ovetly burdensome regulations will
have severe unforeseen consequences. These include reduced number of breeders willing to
deal with the excessive administrative burden caused by these regulations. The shortages of
puppies and resulting higher prices, which will encourage the import of oversea and out of
state puppies. The ensuing shortages will provide a lucrative opportunity for those who
operate beneath the law to fill these shortages. Those who participate in this black market
will find the rewards well worth the risk. Additionally, the economic loss to the state will be
in the millions, and will go far beyond the breeder to include pet supply retailers, cities who
sponsor shows, and state tax revenue.

As a Pennsylvania breedet, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appears to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to consider the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a “service” to be exempt from
these regulations. I immediately question the intent behind those who are pushing the
governor on this issue. What sense does it make to remove animals from a substandard
facility and place them in another substandard facility? Nomne! Furthermore, this proposal
has no incentives or educational programs for the breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives of those supporting this proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,

Ot Rasle,



2559

‘January 26, 2007

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman

333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101 '

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

| am writing in response fo 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, | 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 |
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 | 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.

| sincerely urge that this proposal be withdrawn, as the beneficial outcome wm be
in question if the proposal is adopted. \

Yours truly,




Ms. Mary Bender

Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408
February 5, 2007

RE: ID #2-152 (#2559)
Dear Ms Bender:

It has been brought to my attention that the Pennsylvania Dog Law regulations are
undergoing revision and that you are soliciting public comment. Iam writing to express
strong opposition to the current revisions for a number of reasons. While it is admirable
and desirable to address the issue of dog abuse and the deplorable conditions of puppy
mills, the implementation of the proposed revised regulations (referenced above) would
be likely to have nearly the opposite effect.

I sought out a reputable breeder when the time came for our family to add a puppy to our
household. This breeder has a well-earned reputation for producing dogs that have
achieved international awards, yet this same breeder would be forced to cease her
contributions to the breed if these regulations go through. This can't be the intention of
the writers of these regulations, yet that's the effect they would have.

Reputable breeders spend vast amounts of time and money in procuring and caring for
dogs that are the most exemplary individuals of their breed. While these are often show
dogs, receiving training and conditioning and nutrition and health care of the highest
order, at the same time these dogs are also companions who share the breeders' home.
Under the proposed rules, these loved family members would be required to be housed in
nearly industrial conditions. That is probably one of the most unacceptable aspects of
these regulations...they essentially condemn dogs to be kept as commercial livestock,
without ever feeling the grass beneath their feet or getting to curl up on a couch or play
with other dogs. The net effect would be a life of misery for most dogs, regardless of
how warm and dry and clean they may be. The breeders who care most for their dogs
would be forced out of breeding and showing by the exorbitant costs of compliance with
these regulations, leaving the dog-loving public little recourse but to shop for puppies at
pet stores, which in turn procure their pups from puppy mills and commercial 'growers'
who care nothing for the happiness or welfare of their dogs, regarding them only as
commodies capable of generating a profit.

These regulations don't stop with breeders. Boarding kennel operators, groomers, rescue
leagues, trainers, veterinarians, search & rescue teams...anyone who cares for more than a
handful of dogs would come under the reach of this dangerous precedent. The impact on
the economy can't be underestimated; we are a dog-loving culture and the collapse of the
small businesses that support the care of our beloved pets would reverberate throughout
the Commonwealth.




In an effort to better the conditions for the dogs of our state, much could be accomplished
by funding more Dog Law inspectors, more frequent inspections, and expanded
education of the public in order to help buyers to locate reputable breeders whose dogs
aren't mass-produced with profit as the only incentive to breeding. I appeal to you to
rescind these changes. '

Sincerely, o ;o
RN\ Oy ])#”/)0 )QJC GﬁL! )‘(/[/4 D\VS S iﬁl
RO#) Pox 443

&Q.z;_ 16,60‘\/), f/)f JLEAS




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the overly restrictive rules and
regulations that ate proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively serve to shut down or severely curtail the activities of the concerned,
caring and law-abiding breedetrs in Pennsylvania. The extensive number of regulations
outlined in this proposal and the limited time allotted prevents the proper consultation and
review of these regulations with our kennel veterinarian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, my goal and the goal of other law-abiding breeders is to raise the
best quality and healthiest puppy possible. This is not the issue. Unfortunately, the issue
created by this proposal is my rights as a citizen of this state to own property, and my rights
to be afforded due process guatanteed by the provisions of out state’s constitution. The
vagueness of this proposal causes great concern that my rights as a citizen will be omitted by
the bias opinion of those who will hear my side of the story.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am concerned that these overly burdensome regulations will
have sevete unforeseen consequences. These include reduced number of breeders willing to
deal with the excessive administrative burden caused by these regulations. The shortages of
puppies and resulting higher prices, which will encourage the import of oversea and out of
state puppies. The ensuing shortages will provide a lucrative opportunity for those who
operate beneath the law to fill these shortages. Those who participate in this black market
will find the rewards well worth the risk. Additionally, the economic loss to the state will be
in the millions, and will go far beyond the breeder to include pet supply retailers, cities who
sponsot shows, and state tax revenue.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appears to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to consider the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a “service” to be exempt from
these tegulations. I immediately question the intent behind those who are pushing the
governor on this issue. What sense does it make to remove animals from a substandard
facility and place them in another substandard facility? None! Furthermore, this proposal
has no incentives ot educational programs for the breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives of those supporting this proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

W (it

Sincerely,




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive tules and
regulations that are proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively serve to shut down or severely curtail the activities of the concerned,
caring and law-abiding breeders in Pennsylvania. The extensive number of regulations
outlined in this proposal and the limited time allotted prevents the proper consultation and
review of these regulations with our kennel veterinarian and other professionals. Thetefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, my goal and the goal of other law-abiding breeders is to raise the
best quality and healthiest puppy possible. This is not the issue. Unfortunately, the issue
created by this proposal is my rights as a citizen of this state to own property, and my rights
to be afforded due process guaranteed by the provisions of our state’s constitution. The
vagueness of this proposal causes great concern that my rights as a citizen will be omutted by
the bias opinion of those who will hear my side of the story.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am concerned that these overly burdensome regulations will
‘have severe unforeseen consequences. These include reduced number of breeders willing to
deal with the excessive administrative burden caused by these regulations. The shortages of
puppies and resulting higher prices, which will encourage the import of oversea and out of
state puppies. The ensuing shortages will provide a lucrative opportunity for those who
operate beneath the law to fill these shortages. Those who participate in this black market
will find the rewards well worth the risk. Additionally, the econotnic loss to the state will be
in the millions, and will go far beyond the breeder to mclude pet supply retailers, cities who
sponsot shows, and state tax revenue.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appears to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to considet the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a “service” to be exempt from
these regulations. I immediately question the imntent behind those who are pushing the
governor on this issue. What sense does it make to remove amimals from a substandard
facility and place them in another substandard facility? None! Furthermore, this proposal
has no incentives ot educational programs for the breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives of those supporting this proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industty.
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Sincerely,




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harnisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive rules and
regulations that are proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively serve to shut down or severely curtail the activities of the concerned,
caring and law-abiding breeders in Pennsylvania. The extensive number of regulations
outlined in this proposal and the limited time allotted prevents the proper consultation and
review of these regulations with our kennel veterinarian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, my goal and the goal of other law-abiding breeders is to raise the
best quality and healthiest puppy possible. This is not the issue. Unfortunately, the issue
created by this proposal is my tights as a citizen of this state to own property, and my rights
to be afforded due process guaranteed by the provisions of our state’s constitution. The
vagueness of this proposal causes great concern that my rights as a citizen will be omitted by
the bias opinion of those who will hear my side of the story.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am concerned that these overly burdensome regulations will
have severe unforeseen consequences. These include reduced number of breeders willing to
deal with the excessive administrative burden caused by these regulations. The shortages of
puppies and resulting higher prices, which will encourage the import of oversea and out of
state puppies. The ensuing shortages will provide a lucrative opportunity for those who
operate beneath the law to fill these shortages. Those who participate in this black market
will find the rewards well worth the risk. Additionally, the economic loss to the state will be
in the millions, and will go far beyond the breeder to include pet supply retailers, cities who
sponsor shows, and state tax revenue.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appears to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to consider the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a “service” to be exempt from
these regulations. I immediately question the intent behind those who are pushing the
governor on this issue. What sense does it make to remove animals from a substandard
facility and place them in another substandard facility? None! Furthermore, this proposal
has no incentives or educational programs for the breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives of those supporting this ptoposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely, - '/‘/) )




Mary Bender

Pa. Dept of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron St
Harrisburg, Pa 17110

Re: Doc # 06-2452 Proposed Changes to the Dog Law
Dear Ms. Bender,
I have recently been made aware of the newly proposed Pa Dog law regulations. Yes,

inhumane and substandard care and housing should definitely not be tolerated but not at the
expense of responsible breeders.

Under the proposed changes as I read them, small scale breeders will fall into the same
set of requirements as the large commercial operations. Licensed breeders with a K1 license
would no longer to be able to maintain, breed, whelp and raise their dogs within their homes-but
this is exactly the setting from which I want to be able to buy a puppy or dog! I want a dog that
was raised in a home from breeders who are careful about the health of their dogs, their
temperaments and bred dogs that look like the breed they are supposed to be! These breeders
would have to either stop raising dogs or build facilities to meet the commercial breeders’
standards which are not the way I want a puppy I’d buy raised. The proposed regulations favor
the large scale operations that will have the budget to build these “sterile” kennel facilities and
hire staff to maintain the outlined record keeping requirements. Why we don’t even require 20
minutes of daily mandated physical exercise for our children in schools but for dogs we do!

I want to be able to buy a dog directly from a reputable breeder, not a pet shop or large

.. scale commercial kennel. I want to know that my puppy was raised in a loving home and exposed
to a variety of household situations. I want be able to buy a dog bred with thought to health,
temperament, given lots of human contact and exposed to everyday sights and sounds. I want to
be able to buy a dog that was allowed to romp in the grass and was played with by children and
around other dogs. This proposal goes against the very pack nature of dogs and their need to
socialize with other dogs and humans.

This effort to improve living conditions for dogs and puppies in large commercial
operations/puppy mills is laudable. It is a great disservice though to Pa dog lovers and the buying
public to place reputable small scale breeders under the same regulations as these large operations
that most of us object to anyway. I oppose these amendments and urge that this proposal be
withdrawn. Let’s put some common sense thought into the dog law and target the real culprit-
large scale multiple breed puppy farms. Why not simply try really enforcing the current dog laws
before wasting taxpayer money on regulations that require unenforceable record keeping &
exercise standards and will hurt the very type of breeder that should be praised for the manner in
which they raise their animals.

s

Sincerely,




Mary Bender

Pa. Dept of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron St
Harrisburg, Pa 17110

Re: Doc # 06-2452 Proposed Changes to the Dog Law
Dear Ms. Bender,

I have recently been made aware of the newly proposed Pa Dog law regulations. Yes,
inhumane and substandard care and housing should deﬁmteLy not be tolerated b%not at the
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Under the proposed changes as I read them, small scale breeders will fall into the same
set of requirements as the large commercial operations. Licensed breeders with a K1 license
would no longer to be able to maintain, breed, whelp and raise their dogs within their homes-but
this is exactly the setting from which I want to be able to buy a puppy or dog! I want a dog that
was raised in a home from breeders who are careful about the health of their dogs, their
temperaments and bred dogs that look like the breed they are supposed to be! These breeders
would have to either stop raising dogs or build facilities to meet the commercial breeders’
standards which are not the way I want a puppy I'd buy raised. The proposed regulations favor
the large scale operations that will have the budget to build these “sterile” kennel facilities and
hire staff to maintain the outlined record keeping requirements. Why we don’t even require 20
minutes of daily mandated physical exercise for our children in schools but for dogs we do!

I want to be able to buy a dog directly from a reputable breeder, not a pet shop or large
scale commercial kennel. I want to know that my puppy was raised in a loving home and exposed
to a variety of household situations. [ want be able to buy a dog bred with thought to health,
temperament, given lots of human contact and exposed to everyday sights and sounds. I want to
be able to buy a dog that was allowed to romp in the grass and was played with by children and
around other dogs. This proposal goes against the very pack nature of dogs and their need to
socialize with other dogs and humans.

This effort to improve living conditions for dogs and puppies in large commercial
operations/puppy mills is laudable. It is a great disservice though to Pa dog lovers and the buying
public to place reputable small scale breeders under the same regulations as these large operations
that most of us object to anyway. I oppose these amendments and urge that this proposal be
withdrawn. Let’s put some common sense thought into the dog law and target the real culprit-
large scale multiple breed puppy farms. Why not simply try really enforcing the current dog laws
before wasting taxpayer money on regulations that require unenforceable record keeping &
exercise standards and will hurt the very type of breeder that should be praised for the manner in
which they raise their animals.
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Mary Bender

Pa. Dept of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron St
Harrisburg, Pa 17110

Re: Doc # 06-2452 Proposed Changes to the Dog Law
Dear Ms, Bender,
I have recently been made aware of the newly proposed Pa Dog law regulations. Yes,

inhumane and substandard care and housing should definitely not be tolerated but not at the
expense of responsible breeders. :

_ Under the proposed changes as I read them, small scale breeders will fall into the same
set of requirements as the large commercial operations. Licensed breeders with a K1 license
would no longer to be able to maintain, breed, whelp and raise their dogs within their homes-but
this is exactly the setting from which I want to be able to buy a puppy or dog! I want a dog that
was raised in a home from breeders who are careful about the health of their dogs, their
temperaments and bred dogs that look like the breed they are supposed to be! These breeders
would have to either stop raising dogs or build facilities to meet the commercial breeders’
standards which are not the way I want a puppy I’d buy raised. The proposed regulations favor
the large scale operations that will have the budget to build these “sterile” kennel facilities and
hire staff to maintain the outlined record keeping requirements. Why we don’t even require 20
minutes of daily mandated physical exercise for our children in schools but for dogs we do!

I want to be able to buy a dog directly from a reputable breeder, not a pet shop or large
scale commercial kennel. I want to know that my puppy was raised in a loving home and exposed
to a variety of household situations. I want be able to buy a dog bred with thought to heéalth,
temperament, given lots of human contact and exposed to everyday sights and sounds. I want to
be able to buy a dog that was allowed to romp in the grass and was played with by children and
around other dogs. This proposal goes against the very pack nature of dogs and their need to
socialize with other dogs and humans.

This effort to improve living conditions for dogs and puppies in large commercial
operations/puppy mills is laudable. It is a great disservice though to Pa dog lovers and the buying
public to place reputable small scale breeders under the same regulations as these large operations
that most of us object to anyway. I oppose these amendments and urge that this proposal be
withdrawn. Let’s put some common sense thought into the dog law and target the real culprit- -
large scale multiple breed puppy farms. Why not simply try really enforcing the current dog laws
before wasting taxpayer money on regulations that require unenforceable record keeping &
exercise standards and will hurt the very type of breeder that should be praised for the manner in
which they raise their amma}s

Sincerely,




