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RE: ID #2-152 (#2559)

Dear Ms Bender:

It has been brought to my attention that the Pennsylvania Dog Law regulations are
undergoing revision and that you are soliciting puilic comment/1 amTwriting to express
strong opposition to the current revisions fora number of reasons. While it is admirable
and desirableitp address the issue of dog abuse and#e#eplorslble con#tions of puppy
mills, the implementation of the proposed revised regulations (ref̂ rend^ would
be li&ly to hive nearly the opposite effect. ; .

I sought out a reputable breeder when the time came for our family to add a puppy to our
household, this breeder has a well-earned reputation^ for produeirig dogs that have
achie^e^intemation^awards, yet this; same breeder would be forced to cease her
contribMbns to the ireed if these r e g u ^ ^ s go through. This can't be the intention of
thew#&S6fW
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RepilaMeibiw#ers spihdvastamounts of time and money in procuring and caringfor
m^^m&Mm^^00^y mdividuals of their breed. While these are often show
dogs^^ of the highest
order; at the same i p e these dogs are also companions who s]|are:̂ e;bt0^ersVli(3iflie.
Under the prapose^r^es, these loved family members would be required to be housed in
nearly im|%i^GA^#ons. Th#t is probably one of the most unacce îmble assets of
these regul#i#s.. .^ as commercial liveislock,
without ever feelinf i& grass beneath thek up on a couch or play
with other dogs. The net effect would be a life of misery for most dogs, regardless of
how*\vajm\^d'i^**^:iPJte^t|L^y may be. The breeders who care most for their dogs
would be forced out of breedmgW
mese regulations, leaving the dog-loving public little recourse but to shop for puppies at
pet stores, which in turn procure their pups from puppy mills and commercial 'growers'
who care nothing for the happiness or welfare of their dogs, regarding them only as
commodies capable of generating a profit.

These regulations don't stop with breeders. Boarding kennel operators, groomers, rescue
leagues* trainers, veterinarians, search & rescue teams...anyone who cares for more than a
handful of dogs would come under the reach of this dangerous precedent. The impact on
the economy can't be underestimated; we are a dog-loving culture and the collapse of the
small businesses that support the care of our beloved pets would reverberate throughout
the Commonwealth.



In an effort to better the conditions for the dogs of our state, much could be accomplished
by funding more Dog Law inspectors, more Aequent 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,


