
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
PenrisyJvaniaDepartmentGfAgriciUture
Atfn: 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 irho ̂ vere exempt "from-the "former regulations (i.e.
hojbby 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(l)(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 unable4o
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
malting 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. TraininginJheiollowJng-areas -should be added into thej£gulations4G-expandupQn
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

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, 4he employees who provide ibr-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-fcr the-dogs. Additionally, itjnakes observation^>f4he-dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it

ikely that the partitions may overflow, causing feces, urine, food, water, and hair to fall
oJhe 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 jhan 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 de 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
thetobby breeders' trontention, 1he -new regulations Avirl not bring irobby 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 wULimprove th» conditions fr>r Ang* h""gH m»4
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, -

JrfdiXDiMarco

U
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AshleeCaul 25 S 9
959 McNeilly Rd.
Pittsburgh, PA 15216
(Mt. Lebanon)

To: @M
Department of Agriculture -s ;sS
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement c : -
Attn: Mary Bender sj±j .,_ ;::-
2301 North Cameron Street 5?F £ i~
Harrisburg,PA 17110-9408 : c 3 :? I-L{
Fax #:717-772-4352 r ;y ^ k-J

Cc.
Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman, Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Hon. Matthew Smith '
Sen. Wayne Fontana

Dear Ms. Bender:

T am writing to you to express my support for the proposed changes to kennel regulations
in Pennsylvania. These provisions include but arc not limited to

doubling the minimum cage size
requiring daily exercise outside of the cage
required heat when the temperature drops below 50 degrees
required cooling (by fan or air conditioning) when the temperature rises above 85

• improving ventilation in kennel areas
• denying kennel licenses to individuals convicted of animal cruelty within the past

10 years

1 also support the detailed comments submitted on this issue by The Humane Society of
the United States.

Please let's end the sometimes horrific and, at the very least, inhumane treatment of the
little ones who will someday be someone's beloved pet.

Sincerely,

Ashlee Caul
Ml. Lebanon, Pennsylvania
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2559 6026 Goshen Road
Newtown Square, PA 19073
March 2,2007
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Department of Agriculture = s g ' f" I, j
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement • J ro FT]
Attn: Mary Bender Li ^5 ^ ^ =
2301 North Cameron Street ^ ? : : s m
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 ~!D ^ !—-1
(FAX No: 717-772-4352) ' < % V~J

Ladies and Gentlemen:

W e are writing to voice our support for major improvements in the regulations used to
inspect commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. In particular, we approve of the
detailed comments submitted by The Humane Society of the United States.

As residents of Pennsylvania, we are ashamed of our state's dubious reputation as "Puppy
Mill Capital of the East." These facilities must be inspected regularly, and the mandatory
standards of care for animals at commercial breeding operations need to be completely
overhauled. Breeders must know that they wjU be reported AND prosecuted for failure
to comply.

Thank you for your attention to our concerns. We can do much better for "man's best
friend" in Pennsylvania.

Sincerely,

Dr. & Mrs. Steven Marinakis

A.^Tk-'

cc: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101
(FAX No: 717-783-2664)
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February 22,2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attn: Ms.Marypemder
Pennsylvania pejp^neirt of Agriculture
2301 Ncirth Cameron Street
jFJarrisbuig, PA 17110-9408

^zzr^^^

Dear Ms. Bender:

My name isXee Wlbdarczyk and I live at 403 Byron Road in Warminste^ PA. I love animals
anfi am curren|ly involved with a dog rescue. I am also; fiffnds0tk a^in^ividual who breeds
dogs to participate m various shows as well as members jof the P^misylvaiiai Sled Dog; Club.

I am writing to coinment on thê  proposed a^^d^erlts to the PeAn^ylvMa dtjg law t^gulations
|s^ed o n D < ^ e ^
disreputable & ^ ^ However, as wtiien, the
proposed regulations will put an undue hariihip on legitimate rescues and small reputable
breeders.

Examples ofproblems with the proposal include:

• Theprop^jspertaiiungtohous^
will hinier ^seuei; in p j ( ^ % dogs aŝ  well ast {iniit socialization
opportunities; Dog teaiiirsv b/ehav^ti^
socialization early aiid often fordoes.

• Thede#n%
hqbb^and ^ o ^ ^ r^ ing h w s e ^ ^ possibly
complŷ wihp ĵ iiatiiing ,W¥^^eummmn^m^.

• T l i e r e g u M ^ w ^
a I f # % b ^ & i n G ^ There isno
s c i e n # c # # d a M # ^

• Smaller breeders and d<)$ owners who maintain their ̂  residential
pr##es but are cjpver#d by the Penn^ania dog l̂ w, who provide care and
conditions &r superior to those required by the proposed new standards, would be
unable to comply with the rigid commercial kennel standards.
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The above is farftont a complete list ©ftiie djppic îcies with mp^^^pmrn, If
passed, #$eie^^
they will not be able to ttieet these slndlrds. \0^^^'t)^W;:0^ti^S^
to be done to ettsute dogs are wef piped fbr and bred cort"eetl̂  Ifo^er, the prppsed
amendment w | ^ ^
breeders. I ask that the pit^osal••^^/j^i^^'-itA State \M their resources fib̂  aiadvely
enforce the regulations and laws #e@dy in place

Sincerely,

RWlodarczyk

/lrw

cc: Hon. Bernard T. O'Neill
Hon. Stewart I GreenJeaf



February 20, 2007

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

RE: Adopt bill to change Puppy Mill Regulations

Dear Pennsylvania Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement:

Please pass the bill that will adopt new regulations for the humane treatment
of the dogs in Pennsylvania.

Including:

- 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.

I appreciate your interest in this matter and prompt attention to changing
the conditions for animals in your state.

(7"W^

326 W. Orchard Avenue

Lebanon, OH 45036



February 12, 2007

819 Radclyffe Street
Bethlehem, PA 18017

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

Dear Ms. Bender:

As a concerned constituent, I am writing to urge you to support the proposed amendments to the Dog Law regulations set
forth by the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement.

Pennsylvania has developed a (not altogether undeserved) reputation as the "Puppy Mill Capital of the East." This
reputation is an embarrassment to our state, and it is important that the situation be remedied. The changes to the Dog Law
regulations proposed by the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement will greatly improve the
conditions in which dogs are bred and raised commercially 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.
- Require prompt and necessary veterinary care for sick and injured dogs.

The proposed regulations will not impose restrictions on small hobby breeders who raise fewer than 26 dogs in a year,
contrary to what the breeding industry suggests. 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 in the state's best interest to provide humane care and conditions for dogs housed and bred in Pennsylvania's
commercial kennels. The proposed regulations will better ensure that these dogs are disease-free, behaviorally sound and
well cared for. As a constituent and a dog lover, I respectfully request that you support the regulations and help move them
through the regulatory process in an expeditious manner.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

icerely,

i ^a/Ln^r
'essica Schmidt

cc: Arthur Cocoodrilli, Patrick M. Browne, Lisa M. Boscola, Joseph F. Brennan, Steve Samuelson, Robert Freeman, Craig A.



Erica Mumford
34 Kulp Road East
Chalfont, PA 18914

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing to express my ardent support for the proposed changes to puppy mills and
the more humane regulations being introduced. Such changes can drastically improve the
living conditions and lives of dogs who are currently suffering in puppy mills. These
changes to the regulations include the following:

* doubling the minimum cage size
* requiring daily exercise outside of the cage
* required heat when the temperature drops below 50 degrees
* required cooling when the temperature rises above 85 degrees
* improving ventilation in kennel areas •
* denying kennel licenses to individuals convicted of animal cruelty

However, an exemption is appropriate for shelters and foster homes, which should have
alternate performance standards.

Thank-you for your time and help in this critical matter! Hopefully, we can significantly
improve the lives of these poor, innocent dogs!

Sincerely, p \ '

Erica Mumford



February 19,2007

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

RE: Please Adopt Puppy Mill Regulations

I am writing because Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, has the highest concentration of puppy mills
of any county in the United States.

It is to the Pennsylvania Governor's credit that he recently committed to cleaning up the state's
commercial dog breeding industry.

Enacting regulations that protect Pennsylvania'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 ignoble reputation.

If enacted, these new regulations 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 minimum of 20 minutes of exercise per day.

These represent basic minimum care, yet 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.

I sincerely thank the Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
for introducing regulations that could help put an end to some of the inhumane and cruel practices
considered "routine" at high-volume dog breeding facilities.

Respectfully,

J. Capozzelli
315 West 90th Street
New York, NY 10024 • '



BUREAU pFDpGLA^impKCEMKrr
P E l ^ Y L A ^ A M F r t F AGRICULTURE
A T T ^ m R Y B # ) E R
2301 NqAMTObNST . \< V'V-
HARRISBURG, PA 17110-9408

Ms. Mary Bender,

Federal: Urge the Penn^
Bill Number: Proppsedchanges to die DdgLaw RegulaUphs
Primary Sponsor^
ASPCAPosWon: Support ^ A w m m . \ - ; X : \ 1 / "•<::;••..^U-<:^U• - '•::.•"- ;.•,'. -.^^ ;. \ •'•.
Lancaster County. Pennsylvania, has the highest concentration of puppy mills of any county in the United States!

Pennsylvania's governor recently comnutted to cleaning up the state's commercial dog breeding industry. Enacting
f eguMons that p r p ^ 6pm abuse is an important step toward ihat goal.
The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement have introduced changes to the
regubdonsi^t g o v e r n ^ are vital if
Pennsylvania is to improve conditions for dogs kept in commercial kennels and put an end to the State's reputation

These new regulations, if enacted, will drastically improve conditions for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in
.Pennsylva#;Thehew:regiW6ns^

. •-.;- D o i M e i h e ; r e q m ^
- Improve standard such ias sah
- PmWbit people % m buying dogs
-Require that all dogs be provided wth a minimum of 2J0 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 regWatiphs^I not impose restrictions^ oh sh^l 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
slate The regulations are aimed specifically at regulating large scale commercial breeders

s letter reflects some of the changes that we feel are most important.

11361 RHwy 83
North Matte NE 69101-7487
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RE: Bill Number: Proposed changes to the Dog Law Regulations
Primary Sponsor(s): PA Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Dear Ms Bender,

I t is a VERY SAD fact, that 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
Pennsylvania'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 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 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. THANK YOU FOR YOUR
CONSIDERATION - and I TRULY HOPE that these NEW REGULATIONS WILL BE ENACTED.

Rebecca Gemmill, 101 Sandy Bottom Dr., Hardyville, VA 23070
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LOBBY FOR ANIMALS

Federal: Urge the Pennsylvania Bureau of Dog
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 Enforcerr
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 tt
Dog Law regulations. .

Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, has the highest concentration of eucpxmills of any c
in the United States! Pennsylvania's governor recently committed to cleaning up the si
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 comnr
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 p

The commercial breeding industry has made a number of inaccurate and potentially
damaging statements about the proposed regulations. The proposed regulations wi l l i
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

https://secure2.convio.net/aspca/site/Advocacy?pagename=:homepage&id=2099&JServSes... 2/20/2007
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ZIP Code Sign Up regulations are aimed specifically at regulating large scale commercial breeders.

I t is crucial that the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement hear f rom you by March
to refute the breeding industry's false assertions.

Please take action now by print ing this letter (Download: Word Document | P
Text) 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
things that could be added and amended to strengthen the regulations and better pro!
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 fr iends and fami ly to send a letter as wel l !

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

PRINT | CONTACT | JOBS | SITEMAP | FAQ | LEGAL/PRIVACY ©2007 ASPCA. ALL RIGHTS RESERVED. POWERED B

/ y ^

https://secure2.convio.net/aspca/site/Advocacy?pagename=homepage&id=2099&JServSes... 2/20/2007



Jo Ann Thorup
402 Westgate Boulevard
Murfreesboro, TN 37128

(615) 243-4936

February 19, 2007

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

RE: Proposed changes to the Dog Law Regulations

Dear Ms. Bender:

Lancaster County, PA has the highest concentration of puppy mills of any county
in the United States. 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
Pennsylvania's reputation as the "Puppy Mill Capital of the East."

These new regulations, if enacted, will drastically improve conditions for dogs in
commercial breeding facilities in PA. 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; and
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.



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Dept. of Agriculture
Page Two
February 19, 2007

I implore you to adopt the proposed changes to the Dog Law regulations - this is
an opportunity to "do the right thing" and take a small step to help alleviate needless
exploitation and suffering.

Sincerely,

/jat
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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 Regulations
Primary Sponsor(s): PA Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcerr
ASPCA Posit ion: 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 c
in the United States! Pennsylvania's governor recently committed to cleaning up the si
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 p

The commercial breeding industry has made a number of inaccurate and potentially
damaging statements about the proposed regulations. The proposed regulations w i l l i
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

https://secure2.convio.net/aspca/site/Advocacy?pagename=homepage&id=2099«feJServSessi... 2/19/07
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Email Address

ZIP Code Sign Up

regulations are aimed specifically at regulating large scale commercial breeders.

I t is crucial that the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement hear from you by March
to refute the breeding industry's false assertions.

Plea.s.e 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 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 wel l !

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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Eleanor Adiel

7167 deMedici Circle

Delray Beach FL 33446

February 19,2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

2301 N. Cameron Street

Harrisburg PA 171110

Dear Madam/Sir:

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
Pennsylvania'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 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 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
essential that improvements be required by law and that enforcement be firm.

Yours truly,

Eleanor Adiel



201 West Main Street, Suite 204 Mf> k niA S T A n n Court Square Building
Murfreesbom, TN 37130 M e w n i G O, L C p p ^ ^ ^ 893-5538 - (615) 217-5085 (fax)

Licensed in Tennessee & Florida

February 19, 2007

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

RE: Proposed changes to the Dog Law Regulations

Dear Ms. Bender:

Lancaster County, PA has the highest concentration of-puppy mills of any county
in the United States. 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
Pennsylvania's reputation as the "Puppy Mill Capital of the East."

These new regulations, if enacted, will drastically improve conditions for dogs in
commercial breeding facilities in PA. 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; and
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.



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Dept. of Agriculture
Page Two
February 19, 2007

I implore you to adopt the proposed changes to the Dog Law regulations - this is
an opportunity to "do the right thing" and take a small step to help alleviate needless
exploitation and suffering.

Sincerely,

MSL/jat



February, 20, 2007

Pennsylvania Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement:

I am writing to plead you to adopt new puppy mill regulations. Having

the highest concentration of puppy mills in the United States, I feel it is

imperative for Pennsylvania to try to better the conditions of this abusive

industry. I was thrilled to hear that the governor recently committed to

cleaning up Pennsylvania's commercial dog breeding industry.

These new regulations are an important step towards that goal:

- 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.

From a devoted animal lover, I'd like to thank you for considering these

requests. I cringe to think of the innocent creatures in this country that

are suffering under inhumane treatment Hopefully it can be corrected a

little bit at a time.

Thank you again,



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
A t e 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(l)(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 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

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 form 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 of26 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.



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(l)(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 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

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,

QUA. ferku^ f~^- /ff<f?



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

Fur&ermore; I * M ^ support thecor r t fn^ su^mittea%flle AinMcah Society for: the
Prevention of Crueitf to Animals (ASPCJ?LJ on behalf of its members, andincorporate them
herein by reference. S p # B W l y , ^ s f r o n g l y ^ 6 r t # following! ^ ^: '' w.ri'w- -^•<• :•••:.

1. The penalties in § 21.4(l)(iii) for "failure of an mdividual 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 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 •hou^ ' i r i ' i 'pmr^ provide adequate space for
^1 (dogs." F # i # a n c e ^ double the Gage
space mat would^Mrepfed f b f a # # : # g . W%:K6iis&#ee dogs,*nTustptovidethree



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

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 ol)servaFion of the dogs
more difficult and creates sanitation problems. Even with a tray or partition between cages, it
is iikely 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
Ato: Ms. Mary Bender • t:h' V •; pq..:
2301 North Cameron Street , v s uu : ?

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(l)(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 mat 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

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 . ; '
Harrisbur.g, PA 17110-9408 ' . ..:.

January 27/ 2007 .' \ ::' _ ' . \

. Dear Ms, Bender, . . - . '

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

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

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

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

3. ;••'• The Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Dog. Law Enforcement Bureau
already .requires the: name, .address, acquisition date, disposition date, type
of, sale, breed, sex, color,. whelping date, and identification number be.
recorded for. each and every dog sold, transferred, adopted,.,.or given away.
If the Department fishes 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 ho scientific or accepted husbandry basis for
the amended space arid 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 %ype standards.

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn. .

YtfVirs Sincerely,

D i a h n e D i c e : . . _ ••••

RD #1, Box 125
Pred-errcks-burgy-PA-—170^6



TO: Dog Law Bureau Director Mary Bender, 717.772.4352
Independent Regulatory Review Commission, 717.783.2664

February 9, 2007

Dog Law Bureau Director, Independent Regulatory Review Commission:

I support the changes to the commercial dog regulations submitted by the Coalition
Against Misery. The proposed regulations by the Pennsylvania Department of
Agriculture that were recently published in the Pennsylvania Bulletin do not adequately
address the issues of temperature control, cage conditions and humane breeding practices.

I am strongly opposed to commercial breeding kennels where the costs are minimized bv
providing substandard care and conditions for the does in an effort to increase the profit. I
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 regulations 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.

It is a profound embarrassment that Pennsylvania is known as the Puppy Mill
Capital of the East Coast. Please take steps to ensure that the new regulations provide
humane conditions for the dogs. Thank you.

Te
Guardian of tWwonderful pups rescued from inhumane conditions at two separate
PA puppy mills



Dog Law Bureau Director, Independent Regulatory Review Commission:

I support the changes to the commercial dog regulations submitted by the Coalition Against
Misery. The proposed regulations by the Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture that were
recently published in the Pennsylvania Bulletin do not adequately address the issues of
temperature control, cage conditions and humane 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 increase the profit. I 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 regulations 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.

It is a profound embarrassment that Pennsylvania is known as the Puppy Mill Capital of the East
Coast. Please take steps to ensure that the new regulations provide humane conditions for the
dogs. Thank you.

J
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Dog Law Bureau Director, Independent Regulatory Review Commission:

lease do lead with integrity. We all need a kinder world.
Pennsylvania should not be renowned for its cruelty for animals. It
tas much finer qualities as a state.

support the changes to the commercial dog regulations submitted by the
Coalition Against Misery. The proposed regulations by the Pennsylvania
Department of Agriculture that were recently published in the Pennsylvania
Bulletin do not adequately address the issues of temperature control, cage
conditions and humane breeding practices.

am strongly opposed to commercial breeding kennels where the costs are
ninimized by providing substandard care and conditions for the dogs in an
ffort to increase the profit. I am writing to request that you immediately
ake steps to address the horrific conditions in commercial kennels in
ennsylvania. Every kennel must be required to have a visible, safe source

)f heat and air-conditioning. Additionally, the regulations should limit the
lumber of dogs that are kept in a cage. And finally, we ask that you include
reeding regulations consistent with those established by reputable breed
lubs.

t is a profound embarrassment that Pennsylvania is known as the Puppy
Mil Capital of the East Coast. Please take steps to ensure that the new
egulations provide humane conditions for the dogs. Thank you

Elizabeth S. Shulman, Ph.D.
J77 N Lake Way
'aim Beach. FL 33480
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From the desk of...

Elizabeth Sttrantmrg Shulman, Ph.D.

Elizabeth Sterenberg Shulman, Ph.D.
377 North Lake Way

Palm Beach, FL 33460

561-665-9033
Fax: 581-655-6650



2320 N. 199th St. West
Colwich, Kansas 67030-8007
February 7, 2007 '

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

RE: ID #2-152 (#2559)

Dear Ms. Bender:

It has been brought to my attention that the Pennsylvania Dog Law regulations are undergoing revision.
As an owner of a dog bred by a reputable Pennsylvania breeder, I am 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.

My family lives in rural Kansas and considers a Pennsylvania canine to be a loved addition to our home. I
sought a reputable breeder when the time came for our family to add a puppy to our household. After a
careful nationwide search, I selected a breeder in Pennsylvania. 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,
conditioning, 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. One of the most unacceptable aspects of
these regulations is that 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, 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 pet stores, which procure their pups from puppy mills and commercial
"growers" who care nothing for the happiness or welfare of their dogs, regarding them only as profit
generating commodities.

These regulations don't stop with breeders. Anyone who cares for more than a handful of dogs would
come under the reach of this dangerous precedent, for example, boarding kennel operators, groomers,
rescue leagues, trainers, search & rescue teams, and veterinarians. 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. I, for one, am grateful that



care of our beloved pets would reverberate throughout the Commonwealth. I, for one, am grateful that
I had the opportunity to purchase an emotionally and physically healthy puppy from a reputable
Pennsylvania breeder and businesswoman. It would be shameful if this opportunity were not available
for future canine loving consumers.

In an effort to better the conditions for the dogs of Pennsylvania, 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,

Karen RymphjSmarsh



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

January 20, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

For Pet Lover's Only Pet Shop
730 Milford Road
East Stroudsburg, PA 18301



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 January 31, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours sincerely, X / / * 2 ^ t -

Marun Zimmerman
300 E. Black Creek Rd.
East Earl, PA 17519

3-



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Behier
2301 North Cameron Street
Harmburg;Ml7 i lO^#b8

January 31, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Yours truly,

Rhoads Kennel
41 Summer Mountain Road
Bernville, PA 19506



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA t i l 10-9408 January 22, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours sincerely, (jaXXf* ^uJ^cCe^

Cathy Wader

Concord, PA 17217



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement •
Penn^lv|nia Qepartment of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mars/ Bender
2301 # # qa#eron Street
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January 24, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am w r i # g to comment on the proposed amendments to the Dog
Law Regulations Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006.1 personally
think that many of the changes are impractical and burdensome, and
will hot improve the qualily of life for dogs in kennels.

The proposed regulations will require a substahtialincfease in
manpower with many hours dedicated to filling out bureaucratic

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

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

Yours truly,

/(<W_ WW4^-
Planet Pets Plus Quakertown Inc.

117 South West End Blvd.
Quakertown, PA 18951



Bureau of Pfg ta\Af Eriforcernerit
P l l ^ f v i r i i i I3t|garfrrient of Agriculture
A###mary##r
2%j^r%,Ga^r# Street
Harrisl^urg, PA 17110-9408

Januaff 24, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

The proposed regulations will require a substantial increase in
manpower With many hours dedicated to # ing out bureaucratic
reports or recordkeepihg which the department already has.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with Pennsylvania
Department of Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that
were based on USDA Standards. The proposed changes of this
section will require the demolition of Pennsylvania's licensed and
inspected kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned
kennels. There is no scientific basis for the change; the average cost
per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and $50u,0Q0;00 each.

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

Yours truly,

!h
Pets Plus Horsham, Inc

200 Blair M\\\ Rd
Horsham, PA 19044



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

Dear Ms. Bender,

January 22, 2007

The current
burdensome

a resse . ' ̂ ^ , , ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ . . ..-^^^.-;

dij%rent s i z e ^ s m ^ m # m # B ^ # # m ^ ^ ^ # ' : ^ ^ ^ # ^ # M n i n g
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, houAig, and veterinary care, the attending
veterinarian should set forth and approve procedures specific for the
kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

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

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

Yours sincerely, ' CUk**-MTaJki.

Alex Wade!

m

Concord, PA 17217
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(fax) 212696-9545

Fax
Mary Bender Dog Law Bureau
Director

M. Markowitz
F r o m : 250 E.871h Street

New York, NY 10128

Fax:

Phone:

-

717.772.4352

Commercial Dog Regulations

Pages:

Date:

CC: Independent Regulatory Review
Commission (717.783.2664)

• For Review • Please Comment D Please Reply • Please Recycle

Urgent: Dog Law Bureau Director, Independent Regulatory Review Commission:

I support the changes to the commercial dog regulations submitted by the Coalition
Against Misery. The proposed regulations by the Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
that were recently published in the Pennsylvania Bulletin do not adequately address the
issues of temperature control, cage conditions and humane 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 increase the profit. I
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 regulations 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.

It is a profound embarrassment that Pennsylvania is known as the Puppy Mill Capital 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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February 9,2007

Dog Law Bureau Director, Independent Regulatory Review Commission:

I am writing this Letter to let you know that I support the changes to the

commercial dog regulations submitted by the Coalition Against Misery. The proposed

regulations by the Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture that were recently published

in the Pennsylvania Bulletin do not adequately address the issues of temperature control,

cage conditions and humane breeding practices which are essential and should have been

addressed in the first place. The fact that they were not is ridiculous.

I am strongly opposed to commercial breeding kennels where the costs are

minimized by providing disgustingly below substandard care and conditions for the dogs

in an effort to increase the profit. I 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 regulations 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.

It is a profound embarrassment that Pennsylvania is known as the Puppy Mill

Capital of the East Coast. Please take steps to ensure that the new regulations provide

humane conditions for the dogs. Thank you.

Katelyn Sullivan

1605 Severn Run Ct.

Severn, MD 21144

443.597.9713



Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture * "'

2301 North Caineron 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(l)(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 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

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 mat 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 mat 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(l)(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 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

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 ari 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,



Jinne 9/L. Sudzina
1801 (Butter <Pike, Apt. 185
ConsHoHoc^en, <PJL 19428

February 13, 2007

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

Re: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender:

As a concerned citizen of the Commonwealth 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(l)(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 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

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.



Breezy Hollo w Kennel

January 31, 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, 2006.1 completely understand that substandard kennel conditions
should not be permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

^JUU4L, ^ / f f j& l t / /kg/l/LJ?/



Maggyver's Loft
470 Seaward Ave.

Bradford, PA 16701

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Atm: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 January 31,2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Additionally, kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of
Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on USD A
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

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

Yours Sincerely, _



Bricks American Bulldogs

January 31, 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, 2006.1 completely understand that substandard kennel conditions
should not be permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely, / % / ^ / % L ^ ^ ^



Mar Mac Kennels
10780 Oliver Rd

Me Kean, PA 16426

January 30, 2007

Bureau of bog 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. I f the department wishes to enforce
the law, they already have all information needed.

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,

. A vu...(\
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Michelle King
2559 1504 Reading Road p p p q y p n

Mohntonf PA 19540
%D7FEB26 6 N B 12

January 26,2007 . IND%N06\? RECTORY

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

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,



2559
pprpivcn

January 24, 2007 ' il_\_/L_IV U L J

Aithut Coccodrilli, Chairman 207 FEB 2) AM B 09
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

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 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 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 proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,



2559

January 24, 2007 nL_WL_ V L.L/

Armur CoccodrM, Chairman ?fi]7 jrpp 9 j Iff ffl; QO
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

333 Market Street, 14* Floor IMnCDCWnaiT 003«ATAD/

Hamburg, PA 1710! "liiHIf"1

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 die 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 die 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 die goal of other law-abiding breeders is to raise the
best quality and healthiest puppy possible. This is not die issue. Unfortunately, die issue
created by diis 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 mat my rights as, a citizen will be omitted by
die 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 widi the excessive administrative burden caused by diese regulations. The shortages of
puppies and resulting higher prices, which will encourage die import of oversea and out of
state puppies. The ensuing shortages will provide a lucrative opportunity for diose who
operate beneath the law to fill these shortages. Those who participate in this black market
will find the rewards well wortii 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
diese regulations. I immediately question the intent behind diose 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 die breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, tiiat the motives of those supporting this proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry dian in improving our industry.

Sincerely, ^tW^C /6*^/M(L^



Nanook Of The North
9478 Rt 6
Kane, PA 16735 2 5 5 9 RECEIVE

AM B 09January 26, 2007 %m7FEB2! m ^

Independent Regulatory Review Commission iuU-WtitwjKgj-li!i

Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman ROT WmmM

333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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

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

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

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

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

Yours truly, ) / ^ A ^ ^ r /4%6%/u2r*9—



Robert W. Mikulski _

157 Misty Meadows Road PFCFIVLF)
Mount Pleasant, PA 15666 "

)««^%20O7 ™ ^ ^ ' * " ^ ^

Independent Regulatory Review Commission ''"*'oryjn.frt̂ £KQQ!fli
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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

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

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



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,



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. I t 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 y e w s 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,

CAAMX,. SpA^M y PA



February 5, 2007

Ms. Mary Beoder
Departmeot of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Eoforcemeot
2301 North Cameroo Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Beoder:

I am writiog to you io refereoce to the oew legislation being proposed by lawmakers in PA io an
effort to improve the living conditions of animals that live in commercial breeding facilities. I would like
to applaud your efforts aod thaok you for your work oo behalf of those who have no voice.

I am writiog to eothusiastically support this legislation. It is my hope that legislators will not bend
to the special ioterests of groups who are allowiog their collective financial self-interest to supercede
the overall welfare of the dogs that live io these commercial breediog facilities. As you are well aware,
maoy of these dogs speod yeatsWv'mg io cramped cages with little or.oo medical care, oo good
outritioo, oo socializatioo aod oo opportuoity for regular exercise. It is uofortuoate iodeed that some
turn a bliod eye to the sufferiog of these helpless aoimals. 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 iodividuals. I hope th ' ^V 0 U w i l 1 w o r k

tirelessly to see to it that this legislation can be passed and become law. If r'S my hope that the final
legislation will not interfere with the work of shelters and rescues whru are already working tirelessly
on behalf of aoimals. That beiog said, I would like to ooce^a io 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 supersede 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,

y % % 3 % 3 ^



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 wery 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,



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.

Mo# 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. 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,



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.

M



February 5, 2007

Ms. Mary Beoder
Departmeot of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Eoforcemeot
2301 North Cameroo 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 oo voice.

I am writiog to eothusiastically 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
nutritioo, oo socializatioo aod 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 ioteoded
to regulate more effectively.

Once again, I applaud your efforts oo 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. I t is my hope that the final legislation will not
interfere with the work of shelters and rescues who are already working tirelessly
oh 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 Beoder
Departmeot of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Eoforcement
2301 North Cameroo Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Beoder:

I am writiog to you in reference to the new legislation being proposed by
lawmakers in PA io ao effort to improve the liviog conditions of aoimals that live
In commercial breediog facilities. I would like to applaud your efforts aod thank
you for your work oo behalf of those who have no voice.

I am writing to eothusiastically 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 oo behalf of the helpless aoimals 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,

Jennifer Franklin



Mr. & Mrs. James P. Brown
3843 Nottingham Way

Hamilton Square, NJ 08690

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, j



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 yea/y 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,
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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,

3 5k\c\ L0. OW^k /



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,

4.



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. I t 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,



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 Kl 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.

Sincerely,



Mary Bender
Pa. Dept of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron St.
Harrisburg, Pa 17110

'Re:Dby#M-W52PtoposedcWgestotneDogLaw

Dear Ms. Bender,

. J have recently been ^ ^ P@ 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 bfeeders will fall into the same
set of requirements as the large commercial operations. Licensed breeders with a Kl 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 reputab e 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 do' 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.

Sincerely,



Mary Bender
Pa. Dept of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron St

Harrisburg,Pal7110

Re: Doc # 06-2452 Proposed Changes to the Dog Law

Dear Ms. Bender,

I have recentlY be_en m
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 Kl 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 thiway 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 dpp'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. Swant to know that my puppy was raised in a lofing 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.

Sincerely,



Ms. Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452

Dear Ms. Bender,

It has been brought to my attention the newly proposed amendments to the PA
dog law regulations. As the owner of ( a / several) companion dog (s), I am writing to
express my concerns and opposition to the 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 importance 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 social
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.

Sincerely,



Ms. Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-0408

RE: Doc. No. 06-2452

Dear Ms. Bender,

It has been brought to my attention the newly proposed amendments to the PA
dog law regulations. As a dog owner of several companion dogs, I am writing to express
my concerns and opposition to the proposed changes.

I purchased my dog directly from a reputable breeder, not a pet shop or large scale
commercial kennel, because I wanted to know that my puppy had been exposed to a
variety of normal household situations and was prepared to live a lift 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 importance 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 the opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
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.

Sincerely,



Oak Ridge Kennel
532KnapkoRd
Marion Center, PA 15759

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

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

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

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

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

Yours truly,

ih>&K



Oak Bend Road Kennel
34 Oak Bend Rd
Newburg,PA 17240

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

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

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

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

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

trul* *$&M^ 4n.pU



Mountain Ash Kennel
7211 McCrayRD
Fairview, PA 16415

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, I am not in agreement that most of the changes are necessary.

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

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

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

Yours truly,



DAVID PEACHEY
3520 E. BACK MOUNTAIN RD
BELLVILLE, PA 1 7004

JANUARY 30, 2007

BUREAU OF DOG LAW ENFORCEMENT
PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
ATTN: MS. MARY BENDER
2301 NORTH CAMERON STREET
HARRISBURG, PA 171 10-9408

DEAR Ms. BENDER,

I AM WRITING IN RESPONSE TO THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE DOG
LAW ACT 225 WHICH WAS ISSUED ON DECEMBER 16, 2006.

WITH A FULL UNDERSTANDING THAT THE BUREAU IS TRYING TO IMPROVE
SUBSTANDARD KENNEL CONDITIONS, I AM NOT IN AGREEMENT THAT MOST
OF THE CHANGES ARE NECESSARY.

THE PROPOSED RECORD KEEPING WOULD REQUIRE ME TO WRITE DOWN THE
DATE AND TIME I WASHED EACH FOOD AND WATER BOWL, EVERY TIME A PEN
is CLEANED; EACH INDIVIDUAL OUTSIDE RUN IS CLEANED, ETC. IT WOULD BE
BETTER FOR ME TO HAVE MY GENERAL DAILY PROCEDURES THAT I
ROUTINELY FOLLOW, IN WRITING. THIS IS SIMILAR TO HOW THE U S D A
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 $ 3 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 AND $ 5 0 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0
EACH.

I SINCERELY URGE THAT THIS PROPOSAL BE WITHDRAWN, AS THE
BENEFICIAL OUTCOME WILL BE IN QUESTION IF THE PROPOSAL IS ADOPTED.

YOURS TRULY,



Mountain View Kennel
428 Mountain View Drive
Howard, PA 16841

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, I am not in agreement that most of the changes are necessary.

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

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

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

Yours truly,

ft.

^ /& tin)
VA~.



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 I have
several disagreements. The regulatory proposals in general are very difficult and costly to enforce,
extremely onerous, and not feasible when put in to practice.

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

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

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

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

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

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

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours Sincerely,



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 I have
several disagreements. The regulatory proposals in general are very difficult and costly to enforce,
extremely onerous, and not feasible when put in to practice.

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

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

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

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

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

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

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours Sincerely,



PANTHER VALLEY KENNELS
306 WEST FRONT S T
LANSFORD, PA 1 £232

JANUARY 30, 2007 i

BUREAU OF DOG LAW ENFORCEMENT"
PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF AGRIC|ILTURE
ATTN: MS. MARY BENDER-
2301 NORTH CAMERON STREET
HARRISBURG, PA 1 71 10-9408 .

DEAR MS. BENDER,

I AM WRITING IN RESPONSE TO THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE DOG
l ^ W ACT 2 2 5 WHICH WAS ISSUED ON D#kEMBER 1 6, 2 0 0 6 .

WITH A FULL UNDERSTANDING THAT TH^! BUREAU IS TRYING TO IMPROVE
SUBSTANDARD KENNEL CONDITIONS, I MA NOT IN AGREEMENT THAT MOST
OF THE CHANGES ARE NECESSARY.

THE PROPOSED RECpRD KEEPING WOULi REQUIRE ME TO WRITE DOWN THE
DATE AND TIME I WASHEDiEACH FOOD A I I D WATER BOWL, EVERY TIME A PEN
IS CLEANED; EACH INDIVIDUAL OUTSIDE RUN IS CLEANED, ETC. IT WOULD BE
BETTER FOR ME TO HAVE MY GETsJE^AL DAILY PROCEDURES THAT I
ROUTINELY FOLLOW, IN WRITING. THIS IS SIMILAR TO HOW THE USDA
REGULATIONS ARE WORDED, / A

THE PROPOSED CHANGES WOULD A ^ O REQUIRE THE DEMOLITION OF
PENNSYLVANIA'S LICENS# AND INSP^TED KENNEL&. ¥ET, THERE IS NO
SCIENTIFIC BASIS FOR THE CHANGE. I§• ADDITION^ THE AVERAGE COST TO
REBUILD KENNEL WILL BE B E T W E E N | $ 3 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 AND $ 5 0 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0
E A C H . ' • ' . ' . • ; • • • • • " - : - '•

PROPOSALI SINCERELY URGE THAT THIS
BENEFICIAL OUTCOME WILL BE IN QUESTION

YOURS TRULY,

BE WITHDRAWN, AS THE
IF THE PROPOSAL IS ADOPTED.



LeviSNolt
134 Center Square Road
Leola, PA 17540

•• ' - ^ . : > V : V ; : . ; : , • • ' . • - ' • • . • • • • - • • - : ' " : . - . • ' • . ' •

January 30, 2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

With a full understanding that the bureau is trying to improve substandard
kennel conditions, I am not in agreement that most .of the changes are
necessary^ . . \ • '•" • / . . . : • ' . ••••' . . . .

The proposed record keeping would require me to write down the date and
time I washed each food and water bowl, every time a pen is cleaned; each
individual outside run is cleaned, etc. It would be better for me to have my
general daily procedures that I routinely follow, in writing. This is similar to
how the US0A 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, ( j ^ ^ A 0 C h ^



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

Dear Ms. Bender:

My name is Janet Warasdorfer and I reside at 2370 Harmonyville Rd, Elverson, Pa. I am a hobby
breeder (only one litter a year) and I train my dogs for show as well as obedience, agility, Rally
and water trials. My dogs are my pets, as well as companions in the above venues.

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

Examples of problems with the proposal are the following;

* The definition of "temporary housing" would require thousands of small residential hobby
and show breeding households to become licensed which could not possibly comply with the
regulations, and which there is no reason to regulate.

* The obligations of owners of "temporary housing" which are made subject to inspection by
the proposal are not enumerated or limited.

* There is no scientific or accepted husbandry basis for the amended space and exercise
requirements.

* Smaller breeders and dog owners who maintain their dogs in their own residential premises
but are covered by the Pennsylvania dog law, who provide care and conditions far superior to
those required by the proposed new standards, would be unable to comply with the rigid
commercial kennel standards.

The above is far from a complete list of the deficiencies with the proposed regulations. I also
associate myself with the more detailed comments on this proposal by the Pennsylvania
Federation of Dog Clubs.

The Bureau has tacitly conceded that its current regulations have not been adequately enforced.
If, after implementing its recently announced enhanced enforcement program, the Bureau finds it
is still unable to prevent inhumane treatment of dogs because of specific deficiencies in the
existing regulations, it should cite these specific deficiencies and propose changes based on them.
The current proposal appears to be merely a laundry list of ideas for improving the environment
for dogs that has no connection to specific instances in which the welfare of dogs could not be
secured, and no basis in science or accepted canine husbandry practices. I urge that this proposal
be withdrawn.

Sincerely yours,



January 31,2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender:

Having purchased dogs from wonderful, 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 Mentioned, the proposed amendments of December 16,2006 to the
Pennsylvania Dog Law Regulations greatly concern me.

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

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

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

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

I strongly urge that this proposal be withdrawn

Sincerely,



January 31,2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender:

Having purchased dogs from wonderful, 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 Mentioned, the proposed amendments of December 16,2006 to the
Pennsylvania Dog Law Regulations greatly concern me.

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

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

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

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

I strongly urge that this proposal be withdrawn

Sincerely,



BurkeWs Country Kennels
RR 7Box 211A

Punxsutawney, PA 15767

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
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 50F2 in the warm
weather. Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F-. A dog sleeping on a 50F- floor can
develop hypothermia and become ill or die. For temperature, lighting, cleaning, exercise, housing,
and veterinary care, the attending veterinarian should set forth and approve procedures specific for
the kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

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

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

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

Sincerely,

' IXDL.U'S/^11^^



'aSST'
January 30, 2007

Pennsylvania D6|>artment of Agriculture 1
Attn: Ms, Mary Biender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Betide*, •

I am writing in opposition to the prbposed changes to the Dog Law Act 22$ 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 cajl for changejin definitions; and requirements of licensediand inspected jkennels
within the Commonwealth. These extensive changes must go through Pennsylvania's House arid
Senate legislative processes.

The proposed regulations call for the temperature of the kennel floor'to be $ciF- 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,
aridveteriaar^ilire, thefttendirig veterinarian, should set forth and approve procedures specific for
the kennel buildings %nd breeds of dogs., ...••'...

Kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of Agricultures Dog Law
Enforcement standards that were based on US DA standards. The proposed changes of this section
will require the demolition of licensed and inspected kennels and the riebuilding df entirely riew
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 US DA standard be adopted in Pennsylvania.

Sincerely, %%, ^ ^ 4 ^ ^ A _ JTg%4^_ K ^ ^ ^



I6#ee&#
Intercourse, PA 17334

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 January 31,2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26 dogs in a
calendar year to the individual, it is impossible for the kerihel 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 USD A
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

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

Yours Sincerely,



mm,
January 26; I P '

Bureau ##g{#^EM#rcern#t

Attn: mmmWm
2301 North Camerori Street
Harrisburg, PA 17 i lM408

Dear Ms/#ejnder,

I am writing in r^sponm Law Regulations Act 225 recently issued on
Defember, |J6, : | | | | ; | |ef cur l | | t regulatory proposals in geherar are unenforceable and
extremely onerous when put into pra^tee/

The propos-ed -:r^^^oirJ.\--c^f-;-"fer^J^^^s:-to!- be specific in regard to exercise and cleaning
records. # ^ ^ | M #
out#rit*ei|uteiM^
w^i^als f i ie^ animals.
The bureau already repires the nafie, address^ acquisition date, disposition date, type of sale,
breed, sex, color, wh||§ihej date, and identification nlirriber be recorded for each and every dog
sold, transferre|, adj^ptidr or gi|en away. If the department wishes to enforce the law, they
already haveafl inmimltibn needed.

, V R - . : ; . - • • ; : • , v : : . - \ / ^ . ' \ ' : \ \ ^ ] : . '•-• . " •• . . . . • • •• : • •' • , . . . • • . . . . . - , . • .

Unless the kennel has purchased/ sold, or transferred more than 26 dogs in a calendar year to
the individual^ it: is iifipoSsible for the kennel to know if the individual is required to have a
Pehiisylvania kennel l l l h i e . ^ ,

Aclditionally, kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of Agricultures Dog
Law Enforcement standards that were basedIon USDA standards. The proposed changes of this
section will ref i i re the demflitiori of iicensed and ihspected kennels a^
entirely new dimensioned kennels. The average cost per kennel will be between $30,600.00 and
$500,000.00 each.

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

Yours Sincerely, 1/7



CJHacketts Kennel
Silver Springs Blvd.

Kresgeville, PA 18333

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
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 5oFs in the warm
weather. Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F-. 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 USD A 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,



Locust Hill
125 Tom Cat Hollow Rd

Smithfield, PA 15478

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 January 31,2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Additionally, kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of
Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on USD A
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

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

YoursSincerely



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture J
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender 1
2301 North Cameron Street !
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 19, 2007 f

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Yours truly,



Michael Martin
680 White Hollow Road

East Earl, PA 17519

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 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. I f the department wishes to enforce
the law, they already have all information needed.

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,



A &W Kennels
600 CorileytiaUd

Miffttnburg, PA 17844

January 20, 2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was issued
on December 16, 2006.1 completely understand that substahdafd 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 kelnels are ajr conditioned tc?i a comfortable 70F°. A dog sleeping on a 50F°
floor can develqp#ypothermia
exercise, housing, and̂  veterinary cafe, the a%ndjfig 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 oh USDA standards. The proposed changes of this
section will requjrethe 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.
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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,



Little Bit Farm
2413 Trewigtown Rd

Colmar, PA 18915

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 January 31,2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincereh



Little Paws Keimel
13133rd St

StaMstown, PA 15687

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 January 31, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Additionally, kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of
Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that were based on USD A
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

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

Yours Sincerely,

^L^W^Z-^^/L,



Jolanes Kennel
3540 Graham School Rd

Cranberry Township, PA 16066

January 20, 2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,



Lonestar Kennel
2350 Weiss Rd

Quakertown, PA 18951

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 January 31, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely, , .



Martin Lucy
1645 Weaverland Rd
East Earl, PA 17519

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 January 31,2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,
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Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman yn-] rpx» gq m n- tl
Indepeadent Regulatory Review Commission Ltiit r " ° £M m i!* f

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,
raring 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 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 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 proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely, S~) . J
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission

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 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 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 proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission
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Dear Chairman CoccodriUi,

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 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 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 proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,
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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 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 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 proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,

oyi 0L^\W\^r\ \ v\
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Dear (Chairman Coccodrilli,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, 1 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, 1 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 cjuality 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 tliis proposal causes great concern that my rights a-s a citizen will be omit red by
the bias opinion of those who will hear my side of the storv.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am concerned that these overly burdensome regulations will
have severe unforeseen consequences. These in crude reduced number of breeders willing to
deal with the excessive administrative burden caused bv these regulations. The shortages of
puppies and resulting higher prices, which will encourage I he impori of oversea and out ol
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
m the millions, and will go far beyond the breeder to include pet supply retailers, cities who
sponsor shows, and stale tax revenue.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I believe it is unfortunate thai 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' Turthermo're, this proposal
has no incentives or educational programs for the breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives o_f those supporting this proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

SineereK,

yYJx^UuU& C_ W L u / ^ — -
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Dear Chairman Coccodrilli, VILW UUMM-bbKJT'l

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 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 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 proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,
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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 die 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, die 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 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 die 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 proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than; in improving our industry.

Sincerely,
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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 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 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 proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,

LP^4-
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Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

HIzCEIVE
207 FEB 2 0 AM (U (

i W B \ E N I REGULATORY

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 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 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 proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,
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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 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 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 proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,
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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 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 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 proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,



_ „ _ RECEIVED
Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman 2037 FE8 2(3 AM 11? 1 9
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
333 Market Street, 1 # Floor IN^P^fNl H^JIA#'
Hamsburg, PA. 17101 ' ' "^gOD,#SSlON

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 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 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 proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.
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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 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 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 proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,
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Dear Ms. Bender,

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 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 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 frdrn 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 proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,
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INDEPENOEMI REGULKORY .
Independent Regulatory Review Commission REVIEW COMMSSiON
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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

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

The proposed record keeping would require me to write down the date and time I
washed each food and water bowl, every time a pen is cleaned; each individual
outside run is cleaned, etc. It would be better for me to have my general daily
procedures that I routinely follow, in writing. This is similar to how the USD A
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 pips/ ;TM#iON
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman ""'"""" * * "j 1V""
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 1710! January 23, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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

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

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

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

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

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded and the USDA standard be adopted in _
Pennsylvania: "' " " '

Yours Sincerely,

2^y
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DearMr. CoccodriWi,
I am writing to ask for your support of the proposed changes

for improving the lives of dogs who currently suffer in puppy
mills.

W##yowr appwt, dtenge* t@ the f@wp*k#ims #w##f*c t
dogs in puppy mills cwld include the f otlowing re#Wrem#nt$:

doubling the minimum cag^ size
requiring dally exercise outside of the cage

regyired cooling (by fan or air conditioning) when the
temperature rises

above 65 degrees g # %)
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cruelty within the

post I d years : PL

md exercise negw#rsme*#& 41s© that fmtm* hrnms should be
exempt from kennel housing requirements end instead have
seperate performance stortdarck approprW* for home cere

Mandy Homw%

Ms. Mandy Horning
3301B Elton Rd

Johnstown PA 15904
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February 10,2007

To Those Who Can Make a Difference,
Arthur Coccodritli, Chairman
Independent Regulatory Review Commission

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 neat when the temperature drops below 50 degrees
* required cooling (by fen or air conditioning) when the temperature rises above 85

* improving ventilation in kennel areas
* denying kennel licenses to individuals convicted of animal cruelty within the past 10

This would give these little puppies more space, protection fix>m the elements and time
out of their cages,

I -would ask for an .exemption for the non-profit -rescue groups as ifer as the exercise
requirements. These non profit groups do everything they can to find loving homes for
these animals.

Sincerely,

'*,%. any
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Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement ^
Attn: Ms Mary Bender — , ^ ^ Z O
2301 North Cameron St [ g ^ %; p p ;
Harrisburg PA 17110-9408 33$ °= r^

Dear Ms. Bender: ' 3S
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A friend of mine, in the Lancaster County area, recently brought to my attention^ He ^ [..L'
proposed new and amended kennel regulations. At this time I would like to applaud the;- K--J

Governor, and the Bureau of Dog Law for proposing these new regulations to improve
the living conditions of the dogs in commercial breeding kennels. I do not reside in
Lancaster County, but understand that it is known as the puppy mill capital of the East
coast and that needs to change.

I wanted to inform you and your department that I fully support the proposed kennel
regulations and will be looking forward to their passing in the upcoming months!

I feel the amended regulations, such as removing the dogs from their cage before being
cleaned, adequate lighting, walking each dog at least 20 minutes per day will reflect the
care standards that are needed to insure ethical and humane conditions needed for better
overall quality of life for our canine companions.

The passage of these kennel regulations will also make Pennsylvania's Department of
Agriculture a national leader and diminish Pennsylvania's reputation as "Puppy Mill
Capital of the East Coast" something I am sure your department would like to be known
for in future generations.

Once again, I support and encourage the passing of proposed kennel regulations!

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

Dear Ms. Bender: .. f||| :§ ;<

I recently heard from a friend from Lancaster County about the proposed new and §i§iend|$ f~J
kennel regulations and first off, I would like to thank the Bureau of Dog Law for proposing >
these new regulations to improve the living conditions of the dogs in commercial breeding
kennels.

I fully support the proposed kennel regulations and welcome their passage!

It is imperative for these animals to be kept in healthy, sanitary kennels to ensure proper
mental and physical health. I believe that doubling the cage is imperative and that walking
each dog at least 20 minutes a day will enable these dogs to live a more enriched life, rattier
than being treated like a crop used to just make money. I also believe that removing the dogs
from the kennels for cleaning is humane and it what these animals deserve.

The passage of these kennel regulations will also make Pennsylvania's Department of
Agriculture a national leader and diminish Pennsylvania's reputation as "Puppy Mill Capital of the
East Coast." As I have become aware, Lancaster County, in particular is the worst when it
comes to commercial breeding, and until this changes I, as well as everyone I know, will not be
coming to Lancaster County.

Once again, I support and encourage the proposed kennel regulations! I look forward to
hearing that these new regulation will be in place before the year's end.

Sincerely,
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission 1NDEPENDLNI HHiAAiUHl
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman RB/1EW MISSION
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101 January 31,2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely, Oj^ J^
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John Mark Lapp
10 Brubaker Rd
Lititz, PA 17543

January 19,2007 . #mFK%Rh%a#
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,



GIDDEON S. KING
9^n 2 7 4 CENTER SQUARE
^ ^ LEOLA, PA 17540
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INDEPENDbNlMEGLWORY
'RRC ^ mCWSSION
Attn: Mr. John H. Jewett
14th Floor Harristown 2
333lv1arketSt.

Harrisburg, PA 17101 January 23, 2007

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

Dear Mr. Jewett, •

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,



BARBARA RUTH KING
274 CENTER SQUARE RD
LEOLAPA 17540-9726
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission " ^ % % l ^^WOnY
Attn.ArthurCoccodrilllChairman H L # Y U i # # ^
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101 January 23,2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,

LOu.



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 (Le.
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 str̂ ongly support the following: ; ,-;.

1. The penalties in § 21.4(l)(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 singĵ e dog. >rIf it houses three dogs, it must provide three
t i m e s t b e c a g e s p a c e , e t c . ^ ^ . : - / > v . ; - - •'- :--v-v ; •;; "'; '••-• * •-•" " ' ; < i - " . , ^ -','- w ' c \

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 "proofofcurrent 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

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 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, 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(l)(iii) for "failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions" should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300per 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 mat 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, .

/V/^^&^i



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 amendmentslto 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 (Le.
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(l)(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 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

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 ddgs 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 |
creates an unnatural environment for the dogs. Additionally, it makes observation of the!



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 suchian 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,
^%^.Ui^^JW^



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, T

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 ( L e h o ^ will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

Furthermore,! fully supjj^rt the c
Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its metnbers, andincorporate ti^m herem by referejoce. Specifically, I strongly
support the following: • : ^ ^

1. The penalties in § 21.4(l)(iii) for "failure of an individual to comply with licensure provisions" should be
increased from $25 to $3O0jperviolationto $25 to $30Q 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 Dbg 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 me 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 veterinarycare-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, mcluding 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-
9 0 1 : • " : • • - •-• • • . • • < • . • . ; . . • : > ; • ; - • • • • .

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;
; , % Repor t -W#g#dr^rdrke6ping; ,, % ; ;

8. Overview of Ae legal system, court structure and terminology;
9. Basics of mterpreting animal behavior; , ,
10. I den tMca t i^

. 11, Aninialilroardersjand^^^ ^̂^̂^ ^ •.,.... _,_., „,.,,., . ^
• ,. .. : ; . . , . : ,12,CivilUabilityissues. . , . , ; , : . ; , : : , : , , , . , . ,

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

7. A ne\v section should be ad<^ ajicensee m ^ to
carry out the level of husbandrypia<kicesihd cai^ requn^ by the Axit and its regulations. Additionally, the
employees who provide for care and husbandryor handle animals should be supervised by an individual who has
the knowledge, background; and experience i n ; ^ others. The
licensee must he certain that the supervisor and other employees can perforni 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 w m a tray or partiddn Wtween cages^ it is Ukely that the partitions may overflow, causing
feces, urine, food, water; andhair to fall ontpiUie dqgs located in the cages below,

9. The section on wire mesh flooring shouldbe amended to make it at least as strict as the federal Animal
Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand^ooringsbe 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 f]u^ lateral i«cumbentpositipii 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 timeaway 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 mpistureis 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, . -

aUSykK



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, 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(l)(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 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

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 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, 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(l)(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 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

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 mat 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 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, 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(l)(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
vMation.

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 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

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 cruelly 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,

(/o - £ 74- a



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(l)(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 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

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
sometime 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 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, I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPC A) 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 pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for referral to

appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
IL-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,

HoiA-ri hm n Top YK—



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, 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(l)(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 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

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 of26 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, P A 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 § 2L4(l)0ii) 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 andproper 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

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

bear 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(l)(iii) for "failure of an individual to comply with Ucensure
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



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,

f^ioixn-hH^ Top



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, 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<l)(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,

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

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 form 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 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, 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(l)(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. ; y : \ : : ; ; . \ ' . ; ^ : ' * _ ' / > . / . . / : , . .•,••"..',• •'• . . , • • : • ' ' • • > , •

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

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.
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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 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(l)(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 ofcurrent 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 PS. § 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 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(l)(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 ofcurrent 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,


