+was AW WE 4

wva wioyial M. vididing, Tsq.

240-453-0510 p.1

(orovp e
9_/ L 0 - 07 ‘
Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike, #157 | |
Wilmington, DE 19803~

‘Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coalition
Against Misery with regard to-the proposed ‘Pennsylvania-Kennel.
Regulations.

Name: Lori Nicely
State;:  Maryland

Email: lorinicely@comcast.net '4

Comments:

It is imperative for the safety and wellhess of our compamon animails
that they are ireated - humanely-and pravided proper-care in facilities,
that have:

e heat and air conditioning

+ adequate-cage-conditions..

Proper breeding restrictions must be-adopted.

Qur society may be judged on how well. we protect those who cannot |
protect themselves.

e 7
Signed:  -_s, - / c Date: 42/”' 0/5' 7
9 P bﬁ ‘ la/é |

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851
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Coalition. Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
~ Witmington, DE 19803
“Endorsement Form

The undersigned organization endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against
Mizery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regufations.

Organization/ A%ncy__fm&@K@iﬁﬁgdﬁ,f_ﬁt%?

Address__ 155 RoCpec T HILL Peoad

City ML N 2T State ¥ X _ Zip Code_1.7-F 4L,

Contact Person(s) Qf’:(/i_&i S B /*:

g

Comments:

vvvvv ﬁ\)/,:

Signedk _ zf}/;u{ / ﬁ/ " Date  2- /3 =20 &‘?‘\

Please’ faX' this form to CAM203.409.3851
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #7157
Wilmington, DE 19803

‘Endorsement Form

The undersigned organization endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

Qrganization/ Ag@ncy,____MﬁiﬂQ;@Qt L‘( Cx&}}_ﬁéﬁf"’?b eV

Address__Lot% W Doenge. -

Citymm;_i_,m,w__'"Stétéﬁif;-_'_lip“Ccﬁeii@;@f%.{ﬁ

Contact Person{s).___ bt

Comments:

e RO — |
B 5 LOCATLOM S

Slgﬂ%d il )(?xv‘x{fj@—&‘ Dat-»e_-_»?” {3~ 200 +~

o

Please .fax this.form ta CAM 203.109.3851™
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Coalition Against Misery

2207 Concord Pike #157

Wilmington, DE 19803
"Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against\
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

T ) .
Name ”}\\Jr < %v--f'—?- RN /\/ . { /‘7) ),,7 y

State / ?H CERCh L Cerie

™,

: = ‘o . S
Emaii__i-__~->;s'75'/ ,L/ N D e s 57 (o

L5

Comments: o Sy e
T SO TR LA 4 B

I e PlETVR G E T
v

. - Do Al -
/ o f?; //5“1(4 e 1Y 7 s 4]’.7”/,}(_.) P 7—“,_:

7 /1//1 / =,
/ v/’ 4 / Gt A A

g Lewcerp 25 T A
fif/-( 5 AL ,/z/ ‘

AL E 1T
V. // €
Y/ /é, |
/Zfi{l;yéf”, (”’f’ T f[ﬁ’ze s f A e €
T e se AERRTAEEE [ e

)
Signed, S ,Z; :1'_//4/:-// 6”’//" Date }T /o é

—

; A

' g ‘ P
. / se The SHETOF
y A’/ i
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4 77 ( N / /
o CoTRA

tp:/www prisonersofgreed.org/Endorsement-individual jpg 3/14/2007
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Coulitivn Ageinst Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

the imdersioned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

Name 771 LE4EHTOA

stase AT H CARDC ) N4

— @Lt fora. @ ublec coun

Comments: o
e sAE T wudhBins e dss L oA puppy o v appalli.
HA«,D[ ,-ﬂ(‘, ?4’&:@. 23 /J‘/hj V{V Njig/;?é‘iﬁ 96~W£/N‘;§‘-ﬂceﬂw£ﬂ o ta dMﬁ,(_,;
I+ 70""/% %W/l%« T%ﬂpﬁy Zva/u&un }%_gm'ﬂl/‘ /’Z(l’é:y »"‘\l'\‘yt‘“;’"

f bast A PAZ:"{ ‘né&‘?{-‘" )5" /ﬂ » /&uf) %Jl lf{/%z!;w{ ,lwmaw_, cﬂwj'l M$
& covmereal -bmeqﬁ;ﬁ .

Signed? ——

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851

e, BN
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 19803
‘Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Agains
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel“Régurations\

Name 44/31/ HLEER/ :ﬁ?ﬁ) ARG

Email__ L4 ;"ﬂ”f"‘f S"ﬁ‘g&ﬁ/} N
r E

Comments:.
’ﬂ{é’ tenoiTions. OF /ﬁ ﬁu/ﬂﬁ'?,,_mtu/ {e’m/a,g Akle
NeT HumalE I Pregse par Reencarions 1~

D IMSRRE Al D068 ARE L{vin/6- /7

L = | Y
(on Thpevet TEPERATIURG. KEIWELS (f@m—ff— 4120 e 3

AOEGuATE LHGE Lou 177085 1D Elrn nipTe ALORES = )
Bllp Bleevive ReSteenonrs Hee foPTED. .

SR

http:/fwww.prisonersofgreed org/Endorsement-individual jpg 3/13/2007
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmingten; DE 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against
 Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

NamaDe s

State} E‘(\*\%LI\U@?\L R |
5&3@@& _..SK“ wgp @ !/ao% N\Ou\ CON

48 O(ZQ/K/\ beu@/)

Comments: 7y ooy andl 0 ee s leetors: to

\/wm ot T P o ek

d(} e Hd \,cm,t%.
Hre \y\& &Sof\ofafc mﬂu&%/ Ot 7?@5 \[S‘J) :j }L\ s 33,
J’M\% Wi Comerto ‘oo Foeawn as ﬁ.w N
V)LS“"\(,Q} aw{% tmd (_C_.“Y\.-_.A‘T"»
Tavse who fantese. L %L‘C@dk@ ke S;’bﬁa(uﬂ{&ie
DC,O()\.Q_ s L?L}/ LL&A;;;}}MB need od Shether ith»Z’L
ool pLsYNE. Covimct Lo @U?\’e + dd%jéfz:( LUU( ads
Yle. k'{.mu%dc“ s or Che D’Ltm:f’vxﬂf\ /},\X}Wu\{jﬂg 15518 A
\i(_ >(‘t ‘-t/\-/ \‘S ! in (S (/‘L}iﬁbr{— uﬁ‘( C,t[/ ﬁﬂ‘(g;)’\t—&- ) i
Sk S0 On pur Stac ok 1B we olo *“q%d”ak
Recel . Whengea bt clesere. allthe bad. press Jz

Signﬂﬁ \(OL e l\%ébﬁﬂ/ ‘Date ’%’//J/ a7 -

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.385T

http:!/www.prisoncrsbfgreed.org/Enngscmem-individual,jpg ‘ 3/13/2007




Coalition AgainSt Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157

Wilmington, DE 13803
Endorssment Form

The undersignad endorses the comments made by thé Coaltion Aguinst
Migery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kanndl Regulsuons.

Namtmyﬁu\! \\J_ngu @ lLlfiZ\
State - uﬁ\_.iﬂu_/ |
oo Doy N i ) &uﬁu@ CRVA

. Comments;

o Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851

.*f.h
-

Fil

“




Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned organization endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

Organization/Agenc Manna Supply, Inc.
g geney. ——3015 Blackswiti Rd.
East Norriton, PA 19403
Address i e i i
City: State ZipCode__

E-mail Address A APAMS YV T B@ Aol .coM

Contact Person(s) M AvR-EepN ADAM.S

Comments:

Signed % ﬂ vgm—w Date.. '0?2/09/ o7

Era/NE N PRINCE, PRES 1DENT
Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851

.
L
i
{
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157

Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coalition Agginst
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations,

Name: Mary Ann Lorentzos

State: New York

Comments: I am 100% behind the Coalition Against Misery. End the cruel

and inhumanc conditions new.

TOTAL P.81




Feb DS 07 11:00a o. 1.
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Coalition Against Misery

2207 Concord Pike #157

Wilmington, DE 19803
| Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Agains
Misery with regard to the proposed Pénnsylvania Kennel Regulations.

Name 3&(/ ch Ly G (SECKE

State ({L o (DA

Email MG FLAC) EAAT LK N E]

Comments:

Signed A /M’L&} 4 wed— _ Date__&/8(°7

hitp://www.prisonersofgreed.org/Endorsement-individual jpg. 2842007
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Coalition Against Misery

2207 Concord Pike #7157

Wilmington, DE 19803
Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations,

Name | mﬁld'har . LQ%(J'L) ,
State L CY05
' Emai AI"Q'%azmm'@mdzifﬁ:C@m.

Comments:

sinea YW (OBt pue 3- 0T

P:r171
Page 1 of 1

- Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.385T

hup /i www prisenensu fgroed o g/Badonscincut-individual. jpg

2/9/2007
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Cancord Pike #157>
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsemeant Form

The undarsignad endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Againat
Misery with rggmi to the proposad Pennsylvania Kanne! Ragulations.

W(@MRWM (@ grined- tench

Commaents:

Signed «Llaw______ Date___ 9 bi b3

------------

- Pleasa fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851

of | 3/14/07 10:31 AM
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Coalition Against Misery

2207 Concord Pike #157

- Witmington, -DE 19803
Endorsement Form

The undersigned organization endorses the comments made by the Coaltion
~ Misery with regard to the proposed Pénnsylvania Kennel Regufations.

Organization/Agency- ’ﬁﬁaf @ %ﬁSSUC/ ; ‘
arose: [0L S 57% 5/ Sk /@o

¢ mair Address el @ #Mgw/f YA

Contact Person(:

comments.:

R (Y07

- Date

http://www.prisbn:crsm'grsed.org/Endux:.s:;n 1ent-Ul gari cation. jpg 34473007
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rage l'oI |

CoalitioﬁAgainst»Misery._ :
- 2207 Concord Pike #157
‘Wilmington,; - DE 19803

Endorsement Form- L

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Agains
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

name___Weene Wole

state . NS SoUT

Email

Comments:

Signed Z/L/ ' / ,( L "X Date  Y3-/4-07

hitp://www.prisonersotgreed.org/Endorsement-individuat jpg— 311412007




SHAFFER AND ASSOCIAT 5738757969 03/14 '07 10:31 m.ass"o'sgggé'l‘ o

Coalition” Against Misery~.
2207 Concord Pike #157
- Wilmington, DE 19803

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Agains,
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations,

Ty Gt
o Iissnory

1y Selle @ Lotmaad! Clrrs

‘ Emaii;-_g;@,

Comments:.

Signed \[/

http://www.prisonersofgreed.org/Endorsement-individual jpg . 3/14/2007

Date_ 344077
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‘Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form .

B TTTR
Page 1 bf1

wiaess FO_Box 720008

o ayAw Digée sae CA zip cose IR0 08

DI TSTHEPT:

%

o — .

. E-mail Address A DML

Contact Persons)-Beth and Erie. oy ’F
Comments: | | w wl. TH<The P,tg,.ol:j |

I'

hnpﬂwww.pxisénersofgmdm ' manent-urgan;zaﬁon.jpg. FAX ({303}(,{,%2;, 31412007
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Coalition Against Misery

2207 Concord Pike #1357

Wilminglon, DE 19803
Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltlon Against
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations:.

Name Jone Gﬁ&ﬁfm& A

state . {tnnsylvomio,

Emaii-_io;mm  COON @ \{O-M L

Comments:

Clear, specific and enforced regulation of the puppy breeding industry is a
necessity. The neglect and abuse of theae poor animals In the name of profitis a
disgrace and_a black mark against the governing body of Pennsylvania. | fully_
support the comments made by the Coalition Against Misery and suggest they be’
incorperated-into-the-Pre Regulations. By adopting the Regulations -
{revised per The TAM's comments), the PA Depariment of Agriculture would be
takmg steps in the right direction to remedy the horrific lives these dogs lead.

Signed__%zyvi Umﬁll\m‘ngz Date '5'{@\3‘1

Please fax this ferm to CAM 203,409.3851




Page 1 of 1

“Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 19803
Endorsement Form.

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Againsr
‘Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

Name _ C it 7 4d LUERALELL

State __ L O/ EA

Email__ CRH 7758 2 A0L T D]

Comments:

S-igned_éz// A

Dtwerer __Date_Z-/7C7

http:/Awrany prisonersofgreed.arg/Endorsement-individual jpg 3/14/2007




Coalitien Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wiimington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

Misery with regard to the proposec Pennsyivania Kennel Regutations.
. _Sve Em*}’w
state S
Email SUC__})C;'— SeV BRIV - (O

Comments:

vepn e Liv
< aJQ‘,;rJ Pc)r ¢hore. v\mw“ pYer
§ vt o o) ok b b esised

Signe,‘}/v\ ﬁaglg eI b1 000

Please faxthis form to CAM 203.409.385

9371472067 14:35 4182681133 SPCA OF AMNME ARUNDEL

rHat LER T & 3]

ej ’p\\fﬁ
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Nike #15A

Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

e SOCRIM A Lsp e

State

Email

COURNRINS!.

Signad Z Z:]/,‘Q/“ . _Date %/ﬁfm .

Please Tas thia Tunn w CAM 203.403.3831




 p3/14/20R7 14:35 4192681139 SPCA OF ANNE ARUNDEL

2207 Concord Pike #157
Wimington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form .

The wndesslgnad anclaraas the canunsenta aads Ly the Cosluiln Agonist
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvaria Kennel Reguintions,

wame L A s e Ryan

State _/NA

Email

Comments:

/

ngw . ater S e

Please fax this form to CAM 203.408.3851

PAGE 903/99




23/14/2087 14135 41026891139 SPCTA OF AbME APUMDEL

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pilee #1587
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endoursemnent Fuim

The undarsignad andorses the Sormments made by the Cealtion Against
Misery with regard 1o the proposed Pennsyivania Kennel Regudations.

. Nmmﬁa{s« ‘S»Aee.gbe;_\j
state __ AR CAND

Emaif

Comments:

519"@ pate__.3 -/ ﬁ/: £ °

Plaase fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851

PAGE

027 0y




n3/14/2007 14:35 4192681139 SPCA OF ANNE ARUNDEL

Coalition Against Misery

2207 Concord Pike #1572

Wilmington, DE 19803
Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Agalnst
Misery with regsrd {o the proposed Pennsylvania Kennal Regulations.

e _lelanic Huv_\oﬂe_\j N

State mfxrg _{& nd

Emaf,

Lomments:

PAGE B5/P9

V)
Signe %/

Please fax this form-to CAM 203.409:385+




 B3/14/2987 14:35 4182681139 SPCA OF ANNE ARUNDEL

Cuoalition Against Misery

2207 Concord Pike #157

Wilmington, DE 19803
Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorsas the comments made by the Cosltion Agsinst
Mryery with veged L the pupused feimoyhmite Repned Regutnuioia,

. NSt g&fk 1 &%ﬂ
State Mﬁﬂs{a{}‘l 4-

T
Email

Comments:

TRac,

UrruJ
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| Coalition Againat Miscry
2207 Concord Pike #157
Witmirigton, DE 19803

Endorsement Form
The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coalition Against Misery
with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

The draft regulations that were recently released by the
Peunsylvarna Depalment Of Agncullure Jo ol adegualely
address the issues of temperature control, cage conditions
and humane breeding practices.

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 can be kept in one
cage. And finally, we ask that you include breeding
regulations consistent with those established by reputable
breed clups.

Please take steps {o ensure that the new regulations provide
humane conditions for the dogs.

Dated. March 14, 2007

L0,

Sk BT
N/




83/14/2887 14:35 4182681133 SPCA OF ANNE ARUNDEL

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #1357
Wilmington, DE" 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the commants made by the Coaltion Against
Misory with regard to the proppsed Pennsylvania iennet Regulations.

e R0 NMEWIN
State N\Or_y_g@hd

w10 mela A @, 00espea. ovfﬁ

Commments:

Signed ‘“‘Qdo. Wfﬂ;\ Date 5=A—97

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851

PAGE 83/88
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Coalition Against Misery

- 2207 Concord Pike #157

- Wilmington, DE 19803
-'Endbrsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Again:
Misery with regard 1o the proposed Pennsytvania Kennel Reguotations.

Nm};éren S. c@ﬁh@oﬂ
S
site DA

Email_ISoven— 7 @7@%&9 Coml

Comments: |
A s @nﬁaﬁ; nj do me ot haman

beings Co Wld treat other gpecias 0o
&ﬁLme(éyxﬁdan’i (s wajr. A t"S‘

g SN -a-«r—/y-/ appe. L.léfij&ééﬁg dzaa/a)wmﬁ%
that 1 happers oo & A cownty chuils

: {‘é khﬁub‘}\ ﬁ%r 14’3» sStroeng reficl dus
he,riiaffe. TT MusT BE sTerPeED b

R

Signed" @"‘Wi Frodwr  Date: é’/ﬁfﬂ’»’l |

1of2 3/6/2007 7:20 PM
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Coalition Against Misery

2207 Concord Pike #7157

Wilmington,. DE. 19803
Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

Name BRAD [HARLNEAL

State £G4

Email A /m,»o{ m@ J‘i shoo. CM

Comments:

Signed %J/( Dpate_ 3/5/77

hitp.//www. prisonarsofgread.org/Endorsement-Individual.ipg _ e . Mage 1 of 2
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Chalition Aghinst Misery
2297 Concord Pike #1357
Wimington, DE 19803

Endﬁrsemem Form

The undeksigned endodses the comments f{wd* biv the Cosiltion Agamst
Misery with regard tdthe ptrbposed Penn!yhumi Keénné! Regulations.

_Ka_t__hzbu_&;_

State

Email KQren L n st &,7,,\

Comments:
UWhat Sane peﬁSm{ wloaeld
altecs Such bm'@:r +Fecdma.«-n;’-
of animals, Pleate, lets
mabie §ovnz. ‘mg ahan 9&5

W ‘ :
Signed__{ Y&iix Cpd= Date 3/ -5%0{7

Please fax this form to CAM 203.404.3851

htip:/fawew. prisonersofigreed srg/Endorsenfont-individusl jpg

1ofl

3/5/2007 8:43 AM
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- Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
- Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against
Misery with regard ta the proposed Pennsyivaria Kennel Regulations.

Jp VW
“Thér ,mr

Signed 29&%@”3

hetp./ 'www.prisonersofareed org/Endorsement-individual jpg

Page 1 of 2
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MAR -16—2087 14:46 MERRILL LYNCH - LANCASTER 717 295 Se68 P.@lL-B2

ek 16, a7

TILL CARPONETT
200 S. WEST _END ME.

LANCA 57’51279&17003_

BUREAN_OF DOG LA ENFIRCEMENT
ATIN: S, MARY. BENDER. - .
?ﬁNNS&/LvmVL& DEPT. OF_AGR CULT URE
HorRIspuRs, Pa[TlI0= 9408

Dem, .,_ms BE/\[DQQ

T'LL _QET THe REQUIRED (WORDING _ OUT OF THE WAY
DEFORE 800G hY..QWN  COMMENTS ..
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Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committee (IRRC):
Arthur Coccodrrilli,

333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:

1. The Dog Law regulations as applied to kennels should exempt all non-

i nd re: organizations, especially non-kennel-
based rescues and fosters, These life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad

breeding practices.
2. Representatives from non-profit animal weifa rou

Id be included on the D w Advi ard t er represent
inte f animals in forming these lations.

Andrea. M. "To Yesi
+3491 Henry St
Erle, PA 16509

Thank you for your consideration:




Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committee (IRRC):
Arthur Coccodrilli,

333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:

1. The Dog Law regulations as applied to kennels should gxempt all non-
profit animal welfare and rescue organizations, especially non-kennel-

based rescues and fosters. These life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad
breeding practices.

2. Representatives from non-profit animal welfare and rescue aroups
ul i on Dog Law Advisory B to be res

of anj in forming these lations.

Thank you for your consideration:
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Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committee (IRRC):
Arthur Coccodrilli,

333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

anr Mr. Coccodrilli:

1. The Dog Law regulations as apptied to kennels should exempt ali non-
profit animal welfare and rescue organizations, especially non-kennel-
based rescues and fosters. These life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad

. breeding practices.

2 Representatives from non-p roﬁt gn_mal__wg[[nm_ammgnm

Thank you for your consideration:
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Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Raview Committee (IRRC):
Arthur Coccodrilli,

333 Market Street, 14th Fioor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:

1. The Dog Law regulations as applied to kennels should exempt ail non-
profit animal weifare and rescue organizations, especially non-kennel-
based rescues and fosters. These life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad
breeding practices.

2. Representatwes from non-proﬁt W&M

Thank you for your consideration:




Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committee {IRRC):
Arthur Coccodrilli,

333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:

1, The Dog Law regulations as applied to kennels should exempt all non-
profit animal welfare and rescue organizations, especially non-kennel-
based rescues and fosters. Thess life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad
breeding practlces

2 Representatwes from non-proﬂt Mmgmyp_g
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Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committee (IRRC):
Arthur Coccodrilli,

333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Marrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:

1. The Dog Law regulations as applied to kennels should exempt all non-
profit animal welfare and rescue organizations, especially non-kennel-

based rescues and fosters. These life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad
breeding practlces

2. Representatlves from non—proﬁt nimal wg ggnd [gg_gg g[ pg
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Chairman of the independent Regulatory Review Committes (IRRC):
Arthur Coccodrilli,

333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harmrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:
1. The Dog Law regulattons as applied to kennels shouid exempt all non-
t ani a e organi especially non-kennel-

based rescues and fosters. These life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad
breeding practtces

2 Representatives from non-profit nimal welfare a
de Advisory B

nte s of animals in forming & tions

. Thank you for your consideration:
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. _..;Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

First, I would like to commend the Department of Agriculture’ and the Bureau of Dog
Law Enforcement for proposing amendments to the Dog Law Regulations to improve
conditions for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania.
It should also be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring

_ hobby breeders under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former
regulations (i.e. hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 degs
per year), will continue to be exempt under the revised regulations.

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

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

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 opposmon
from breeders. This section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating
that where more than one dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure
must provide adequate space for all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs,
it must provide double the cage space that would be required for a single dog. If it
houses three dogs, it must provide three times the cage space, etc.

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




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

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand
upon the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities; v
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 i mterpretmg animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect
in dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

7. A new section should be added to the regulations requiring that a licensee must have
enough employees to carry out the level of husbandry practices and care required by the
Act and its regulations. Additionally, the employees who provide for care and husbandry
or handle animals should be superv1sed 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.

B Db

Sincerely,




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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Patricia L. Deimler
518 Ellencroft Road
Lewisberry PA 17339

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

As a concerned citizen of the state of Pennsylvania, and one who drives and assists with
rescue groups and has personally rescued Mastiff bitches from a puppy mill in Lancaster
County PA, I respectfully submit this comment on the proposed changes to the Dog Law
regulations. : :

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

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

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

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




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

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

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

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

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

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

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




breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Burean 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,

Vedieon A omnden




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

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

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

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

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




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

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

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




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

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

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

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

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

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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for.dog wardens. Training in




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

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

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

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

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

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




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

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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania.

- This provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




4. 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 parasﬁe 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;
Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders and
12. Civil liability issues.
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is imperative that
the department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane Society police officers,
to ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are adequately enforced.

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




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

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh

. flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

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

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

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Aftn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-8408

February 10, 2007
'RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

As a concemed citizen of the state of Pennsylvania, | respectfully submit this comment on the proposed changes to
the Dog Law regula‘aons

First, | would Iike 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, | 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 herem by reference. Specifically, | strongly
support the following:

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1Xiii) for “failure of an individual to coimply 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 unficensed kennels where the kennel is not
in compllance with the standards in the regulahons and is unableto quallfy fora Iloense

3 1 commend the Department of Agncuiture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforoement for doubling the required
cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can bé 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. | 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 curent
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, contaglous disease or parasnte 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 regulatlons to expand upon the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-
901:
1. . State laws relating to dog licensing, control and owner

responsibilities;

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

State laws relating to dangerous dogs; -
. State and federal law relating to lack of amrest powers, proper use

of search, seizure and warrants;

State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;

Basics of cruelty and- neglect investigations for referral to

‘appropriate authorities;
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7. Report-writing and record-keeplng,

8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;

10. Identification ofinjury, disease, abuse and neglect in dogs;

11. Animal hoarders; and

12. Civil Iiabmty 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 Iaws 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 ahimals 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 enclosureto lieina
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 restmg 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 vuinerable when lying down, and forcing &
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 necessarlly 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 acoeptable 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 reguiations wilf not bnng 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 wellbeing of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to what the breeding
community suggests,

Once again, |-commend the Department.of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for proposing

regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and bred in Pennsyivania's commercial kennels. The

changes | have noted above will further ensure that such dogs are protected Thank you for your time and
consideration.

Sincerely,




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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

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

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




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

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

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

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

Sincerely,




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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 9, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

As a concemned citizen of the United States, | respectfully submit this comment on
the proposed changes to the Dog Law regulations.

First, | 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 rewsed regulations.

Furthermore, | 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, | strongly support the following:

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

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

3. | commend the Department of Agnculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most |mportant
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 regula’nons
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, |f the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage space
that would be required for a smgle dog. If it houses three dogs, it must prowde three
times the cage space, etc. .




4. | 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 relatrng 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 serzure andﬂ'
warrants; .
5. State and federal laws relatrng to pounds and
shelters; S
Basics of cruelty and neglect lnvestrgatrons for o
referral to appropriate authorities; R
Report-writing and record-keeping; o
Overview of the Iegal system, ‘court structure
and terminology; T
Basics of rnterpretmg animal behavior;
0 Identification of injury, disease, abuse and -
neglect in dogs; v R
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department
and dog wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is
imperative that the department work with law enforcement and specifically Humane
Society police officers, to ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are
adequately enforced.




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

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

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict
as the federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be
greater than one-eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material
such as plastic or fiberglass. Language should also be added requiring that all
pnmary enclosures that have W|re mesh flooring also have a resting board, of
posmon and be able to make normal postural adjustmerits. . Restlng 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 resuit 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
vuinerable 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 necessarlly make
such an environment humane.

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

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




Once again, | commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulations that will improve the conditions for dogs
housed and bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes | have noted
above will further ensure that such dogs are protected. Thank you for your time and
consideration.
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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, 1 fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

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

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

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




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

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
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,




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

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

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

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




4. Talso commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively. long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate

grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive

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

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

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




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

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

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

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

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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 9, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

3. T commend the Department of Agnculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubhng the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to lmprove 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 addlng a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




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

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon
the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs; . ‘
4. State and federal law relatlng to lack of arrest powers I
| proper use of search, seizure and warrants; *
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters L
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect mvesugauons for . - L
- referral to appropriate authorities; B
7. Report-writing and record-keepmg, ‘ L
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and Y
- terminology; o
9. Basics of i mterpretmg animal behav10r _
10. Identification of i injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
~ dogs; -
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. Tt 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 regulattons requlrmg 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, glve away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year - will be required to comply
with the new regulatlons As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from. the law.
Good husbandry praetlces 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 regula‘uons are aimed at regulatlng larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, conirary to
what the breeding community suggests. .

Once again, I commend the Department of Agriculture and ‘the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for proposing regulatlons that will improve the conditions for dogs housed and
bred in Pennsylvania’s commercial kennels. The changes 1 have noted above will further
ensure that such dogs are protected Thank you for your time and con51derat10n

Sincerely, M—ngﬁ“ L\) L. S0 ,&/
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennels
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the regulations and is unable to
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 s1ngle dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




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

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

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




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

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or ﬁberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full Jateral 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 dcceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders’ contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of 26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
' breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulatlons will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

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

Sincerely,




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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

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

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




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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

YWie 03‘(}&/3 Donle
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

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

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

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




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

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
oot 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 u()g 1o tetain 1S nvu_y heat, A uug, 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,

Ynasto Slcnzarman




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

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

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

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

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

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

times the cage space, etc.




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

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

w

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,

ﬁQZW Gt




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

2301 North Cameron Street -
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

1. The penalties in § 21.4(1)(ii) for “failure of an individual to comply with licensure
prov1s1ons” 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
doubhng the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide ‘double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




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

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

1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and

owner responsibilities;

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

referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;

9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
~ dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

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




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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
o




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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excesswely 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 forthin 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog 11censmg, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and watrants;
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
- 7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is imperative that the
department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane Society police officers, to
ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are adequately enforced.

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




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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Qa»%émm




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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog

wardens: Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon

- the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:

' ' 1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and

 owner responsibilities;

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;

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

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

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

7. Report-writing and record-keeping;

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

9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;

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

 dogs;

11. Animal hoarders; and

12. Civil liability issues.

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

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




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

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

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

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

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

smcerely,) /ga
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on prbposed 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.

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

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

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

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




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

5. - A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand
upon the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to 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,

@,j,f\/\muusv\
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Moonshine Kennel
255 Connellsville St
Dunbar, PA 15431

January 23, 2007

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman

333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

ITam 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,

e s~




SAMUEL D. PEACHEY
HC 61 Box 599 B
MILL CREEK, PA 17060

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,

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

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

THE PROPOSED RECORD KEEPING WOULD REQUIRE ME TO WRITE DOWN THE
DATE AND TIME | WASHED EACH FOOD AND WATER BOWL, EVERY TIME A PEN
IS CLEANED; EACH INDIVIDUAL OUTSIDE RUN IS CLEANED, ETC. IT WOULD BE
BETTER FOR ME TO HAVE MY GENERAL DAILY PROCEDURES THAT |
ROUTINELY FOLLOW, IN WRITING. THIS IS SIMILAR TO HOW THE USDA
REGULATIONS ARE WORDED.

THE PROPOSED CHANGES WOULD ALSO REQUIRE THE DEMOLITION OF
PENNSYLVANIA'S LICENSED AND INSPECTED KENNELS. YET, THERE IS NO
SCIENTIFIC BASIS FOR THE CHANGE. IN ADDITION, THE AVERAGE COST TO
REBUILD KENNEL wiLL BE BETWEEN $30,000.00 AND $500,000.00
EACH.

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

YOURS TRULY,

Dol e~




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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 26, 2007
Dear Ms Bender,

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

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

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

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

Yours sincerely,

David Stoltzfus
84 Wlliams Run Rd
Christiana, PA 17509




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
Preventlon of Cmelty 10, Ammals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members and mcorporate them

1. The penaltles in § 21 4(1)(1u) for “fallure ef an-: 1nd1v1dual to comply w1th licensure
provisions” should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation. o : : :

2. The Secretary should be rhandatihg 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 addmg a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance,-if the enclosure houses two:dogs, it-must provide double the cage
space ‘that would be, requlred for a, smgle dog Ifit houses three dogs it; must prov1de three
tlmes; eeagespace etcrl s RV L T SacHE TR I




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

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regula‘uons to expand upon
the requ1rements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog hcensmg, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
- State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12, Civil liability issues.
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6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is imperative that the
department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane Society police officers, to
ensure that both the cruelty laws and the Dog Law are adequately enforced.

7. A new section should be added to the regulations requiring that a licensee must have
enough employees to carry out the level of husbandry practices and care required by the Act
and its regulations. Additionally, the employees who provide for care and husbandry or
handle animals should be supervised by an individual who has the knowledge, background,
and experience in proper husbandry and care of dogs to supervise others. The licensee must -
be certain that the supervisor and other employees can perform to such standards.
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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 regutations 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
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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 9, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

As a concerned citizen of the United States, | 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 fullys"UppOrt 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, | 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 enjorn Operatlo'n'df‘unlléen‘eed
kennels where the kennel is not in compllance with the standards in the regulatlons
and is unable to qualify for a license. :

3. | commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law
Enforcement for doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most |mportant
change that can be made to.improve the quallty of life for dogs in commercnal
breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This provision should remain in the regulathns
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 prowde three
times the cage space, etc.




4. | 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 relatlng to animal care,.
. cruelty and neglect;
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs; L
4. State and federal law relating to lack of. arrest S
powers, proper use of search, selzure and' e
warrants; L
5. State and federal Iaws relatrng to pounds and' .
shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect mvestrgatlons for}_;,':."'.': L
- referral to appropriate authorities; ]
7. Report-writing and record-keeping; ;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure T
and terminology; R
9. Basics of interpreting ammal 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 handie 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 superwsor 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 adjustmerits. 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 separé'te ‘and

such an enwronment 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 WI|| not - affect
hobby breeders, contrary to what the breeding community suggests.




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

Sincerely,

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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

Furthermore I fully support the comments submitted by the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members; and mcorporate them
herein by reference Specrﬁcally, 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
vzolatzon

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
doubllng the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to-improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
‘space that would be required for a smgle dog If it houses three dogs, it must provrde three
times the cage space, etc.” " . o




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

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog
wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regula‘uons 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 w111 not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests. =~

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

Sincerely,




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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

As a concerned citizen of the United States of America, I resp'ectfl‘llly submit this comment on
the proposed changes to the Dog Law regulations.

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

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

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

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

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




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

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

N

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 pohce 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.

Slncerely,

S g




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: Conﬁnents on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

Furthermore, 1 fully support the comments submitted by fhe American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and mcorporate them
herem by reference Spec1ﬁcally, I strongly support the following:

v 1 The penaltles in § 21 A(1)(ii) for. “failure of anindividual to: comply with licensure
prov151ons” should be 1ncreased from $25.t0 $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 pethaps 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 fm'ther strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all-dogs. For instance, if the-enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a smgle dog. If it houses three dogs it must, prov1de 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 fajlure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

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

1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and

owner responsibilities;

2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty
and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and wasrants;
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 systein, court structure and
_terminology;
9. Basics of'i mterpretmg ammal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;

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

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

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




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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
—
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January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 Notrth Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bendet,

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 setve 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 propet 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 opnnon 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 patticipate in this black market
will find the rewards well worth the risk. Additionally, the economic loss to the state will be
in the millions, and will go far beyond the breeder to include pet supply retailers, cities who
sponsot shows, and state tax revenue.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appears to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to consider the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a “setvice” 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 temove 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,




B

January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive 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 otder to allow for the ptoper 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 tights
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 impott 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 ot educational programs for the breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives of those supporting this proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving out industry.

Sincgely,

. %’/‘7 4 3 Wear—t~




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Hatrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly testrictive rules and
regulations that are proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively serve to shut down ot 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 veterinatian 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.

Asa Perinsylvania breeder, my goal and the goal of other law-abiding breedets is to raise the
best quality and healthiest puppy possible. This is not the issue. Unfortunately, the issue
cteated by this proposal is my rights as a citizen of this state to own property, and my tights
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 a5 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 shottages will provide a lucrative opportunity for those who
operate beneath the law to fill these shortages. Those who participate in this black market
will find the rewards well worth the risk. Additionally, the economic loss to the state will be
in the millions, and will go far beyond the breeder to include pet supply retailers, cities who
sponsot shows, and state tax tevenue.

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 prov1de 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 mote
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,

icvfl‘c R vl 9»'1,1'?14




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive 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- abldmg breeders in Pennsylvania. The extensive number of regulations
outlined in this proposal and the limited ame allotted prevents the proper consultation and
review of these regulations with our kennel veterinarian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

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

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am concerned that these overly burdensome regulations will
have severe unforeseen consequences. These include reduced number of breeders willing to -
deal with the excessive administrative burden caused by these regulations. The shortages of
puppies and resulting higher prices, which will encourage the import of oversea and out of
state puppies. The ensuing shortages will provide a lucrative opportunity for those who
operate beneath the law to fill these shortages. Those who patticipate 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 retailets, 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
governot on this issue. What sense does 1t 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 mote
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industty.

Sincerely 5 % % . M»’ % é//a /




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive 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 breedets 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 qur 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 out industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,

Glogd T Wlaprinn




PAMPERED PUPS
5285 ERIE ST _
EDINBURG, PA 16116

JANUARY 30, 2007

BUREAU OF DOG LAW ENFORCEMENT
PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF AGRlCULTURE

. ATTN: Ms. MARY BENDER

2301 NORTH CAMERON STREET
HARRISBURG, PA 17110-2408

-~ DEAR Ms. BENDER,

| AM WRITING IN RESPONSE TO THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE DOG
LAW ACT 225 WHICH WAS ISSUED ON DECEMBER 16, 2008.

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

THE PROPOSED RECORD KEEPING WOULD REQUIRE ME TO WRITE DOWN THE
DATE AND TIME | WASHED EACH FOOD AND WATER BOWL, EVERY TIME A PEN
IS CLEANED; EACH INDIVIDUAL OUTSIDE RUN IS CLEANED, ETC. IT WOULD BE
BETTER FOR ME TO HAVE MY GENERAL DAILY PROCEDURES THAT |
ROUTINELY FOLLOW, IN WRITING. THIS IS SIMILAR TO HOW THE USDA
REGULATIONS ARE WORDED.

THE PROPOSED CHANGES WOULD ALSO REQUIRE THE DEMOLITION OF
PENNSYLVANIA'S LICENSED AND INSPECTED KENNELS. YET, THERE IS NO
SCIENTIFIC BASIS FOR THE CHANGE. IN ADDITION, THE AVERAGE COST TO
REBUILD KENNEL WILL BE BETWEEN $30, OOO 00 AND $500,000.00

EACH.

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

YOURS TRULY,

T 667 9 80




PEACEFUL VALLEY KENNELS
262 SHADE HoLLow RD
SALISBURY, PA 15558

JANUARY 30, 2007

BUREAU OF DOG LAW ENFORCEMENT
PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
ATTN: MS. MARY BENDER

2301 NORTH CAMERON STREET
HARRISBURG, PA 171109408

DEAR MS. BENDER,

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

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

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

REGULATIONS ARE WORDED. :

THE PROPOSED CHANGES WOULD ALSO REQUIRE THE DEMOLITION OF
PENNSYLVANIA'S LICENSED AND INSPECTED KENNELS. YET, THERE IS NO
SCIENTIFIC BASIS FOR THE CHANGE. IN ADDITION, THE AVERAGE COST TO
REBUILD KENNEL WILL BE BETWEEN $30,000.00 AND $500,000.00
EACH.

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

E g O Pnches
pwu%iuﬂ%ﬂ




ANDY PEACHEY
443 DIESEL DR.
BELLEVILLE, PA 17004

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 MsS. BENDER,

I AM WRITING IN RESPONSE TO THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE DOG
LAW ACT 225 WHICH WAS ISSUED ON DECEMBER 16, 200686.

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

THE PROPOSED RECORD KEEPING WOULD REQUIRE ME TO WRITE DOWN THE
DATE AND TIME | WASHED EACH FOOD AND WATER BOWL, EVERY TIME A PEN
IS CLEANED; EACH INDIVIDUAL OUTSIDE RUN IS CLEANED, ETC. IT WOULD BE
BETTER FOR ME TO HAVE MY GENERAL DAILY PROCEDURES THAT |
ROUTINELY FOLLOW, IN WRITING. THIS IS SIMILAR TO HOW THE USDA
REGULATIONS ARE WORDED.

THE PROPOSED CHANGES WOULD ALSO REQUIRE THE DEMOLITION OF
PENNSYLVANIA'S LICENSED AND INSPECTED KENNELS. YET, THERE IS NO
SCIENTIFIC BASIS FOR THE CHANGE. IN ADDITION, THE AVERAGE COST TO
REBUILD KENNEL WILL BE BETWEEN $30, OOO 00 AND $500,000.00
EACH.

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

YOURS TRULY,

74//_ 9/%04/




OsBORNE KENNEL
273 OSBORNE RD
OXFORD, PA 19363

JANUARY 30, 2007

BUREAU OF DOG LAW ENFORCEMENT
PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
ATTN: Ms. MARY BENDER

2301 NORTH CAMERON STREET
HARRISBURG, PA 171109408

DEAR Ms. BENDER,

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

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

THE PROPOSED RECORD KEEPING WOULD REQUIRE ME TO WRITE DOWN THE
DATE AND TIME | WASHED EACH FOOD AND WATER BOWL, EVERY TIME A PEN
IS CLEANED; EACH INDIVIDUAL OUTSIDE RUN IS CLEANED, ETC. IT WOULD BE
BETTER FOR ME TO HAVE MY GENERAL DAILY PROCEDURES THAT |
ROUTINELY FOLLOW, IN WRITING. THIS IS SIMILAR TO HOW THE USDA
REGULATIONS ARE WORDED. :

THE PROPOSED CHANGES WOULD ALSO REQUIRE THE DEMOLITION OF
PENNSYLVANIA'S LICENSED AND INSPECTED KENNELS. YET, THERE IS NO
SCIENTIFIC BASIS FOR THE CHANGE. IN ADDITION, THE AVERAGE COST TO
REBUILD KENNEL WILL BE BETWEEN $30,000.00 AND $500,000.00
EACH.

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

Bomed 2 B0

YOURS TRULY,




~ PANSY HILL
- MIb VALLEY RD
[LAKE ARIEL, PA 184386

JANUARY 30, 2007

BUREAU OF DOG LLAW ENFORCEMENT _ :
PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
ATTN: Ms. MARY BENDER

2301 NORTH CAMERON STREET

HARRISBURG, PA 171109408

DEAR Ms. BENDER,

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

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

THE PROPOSED RECORD KEEPING WOULD REQUIRE ME TO WRITE DOWN THE
DATE AND TIME | WASHED EACH FOOD AND WATER BOWL, EVERY TIME A PEN
IS CLEANED; EACH INDIVIDUAL OUTSIDE RUN IS CLEANED, ETC. IT WOULD BE
BETTER FOR ME TO HAVE MY GENERAL DAILY PROCEDURES THAT |
ROUTINELY FOLLOW, IN WRITING. THIS IS SIMILAR TO HOW THE USDA
REGULATIONS ARE WORDED.

THE PROPOSED CHANGES WOULD ALSO REQUIRE THE DEMOLITION OF
PENNSYLVANIA'S LICENSED AND INSPECTED KENNELS. YET, THERE IS NO
. SCIENTIFIC BASIS FOR THE CHANGE. IN ADDITION, THE AVERAGE COST TO
REBUILD KENNEL WILL BE BETWEEN $30 000.00. AND $500,000.00

'EACH.

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

YOURS TRy(}




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

2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 24, 2007
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

I appreciate that fact that the bureau has helped to improve the dog laws in the past several
years. However, the current proposed regulation changes have appeared to be intentionally
burdensome and go far beyond mere rulemaking.

The proposals add completely new categories and definition. These changes must be

addressed through the legislative process.

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

for their animals.

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

Yours sincerely,

me Mm et

Springbrbok Kennels, Inc
RR 7 Box 7415 Swartz Rd
Moscow, PA 18444




Old Country Kennel
187 Cornman Lane
Landisburg, PA 17040

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,

Cuaiy € Lo




.

Ms. Mary Bender

Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408
February 5, 2007

RE: - ID #2-152 (#2559)
Dear Ms Bender:

It has been brought to my attention that the Pennsylvania Dog Law regulations are
undergoing revision and that you are soliciting public comment. - 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.

I sought out a reputable breeder when the time came for our family to add a puppy to our .
household. This breeder has a well-earned reputation for producing dogs that have
achieved international awards, yet this same breeder would be forced to cease her
contributions to the breed if these regulations go through. This can't be the intention of
the writers of these regulations, yet that's the effect they would have.

Reputable breeders spend vast amounts of time and money in procuring and caring for
dogs that are the most exemplary individuals of their breed. While these are often show
dogs, receiving training and conditioning and nutrition and health care of the highest
order, at the same time these dogs are also companions who share the breeders' home.
Under the proposed rules, these loved family members would be required to be housed in
nearly industrial conditions. That is probably one of the most unacceptable aspects of
these regulations...they essentially condemn dogs to be kept as commercial livestock,
without ever feeling the grass beneath their feet or getting to curl up on a couch or play
with other dogs. The net effect would be a life of misery for most dogs, regardless of
how warm and dry and clean they may be. The breeders who care most for their dogs
would be forced out of breeding and showing by the exorbitant costs of compliance with
these regulations, leaving the dog-loving public little recourse but to shop for puppies at
pet stores, which in turn procure their pups from puppy mills and commercial 'growers’
who care nothing for the happiness or welfare of their dogs, regarding them only as
commodies capable of generating a profit.

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




In an effort to better the conditions for the dogs of our state, much could be accomplished
by funding more Dog Law inspectors, more frequent inspections, and expanded
education of the public in order to help buyers to locate reputable breeders whose dogs

aren't mass-produced with profit as the only incentive to breeding. I appeal to you to
rescind these changes.

Sjljcerply,
Jhoug L. MWM




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 concemned 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 Sociéty for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

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

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

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




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

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

1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and

owner responsibilities;

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

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

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

w

AR

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

Once again, | commend the Department of Agriculture and the Burean 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 Agnculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

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




900Z/€/8 " A8GVIIEVETIVVEY LHP06(TIE6=PIUOISSIS NGO/ IGO0/ MGOYUI/fe0IA//: Ay

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

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

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

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

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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog

wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon

the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:

. 1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty

and neglect;

State laws relating to dangerous dogs;

4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;

State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;

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

7. Report-writing and record-keeping;

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

9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;

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

11. Animal hoarders; and

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

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




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

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

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

- Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations w1ll not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog

wardens. Training in the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon

the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. § 459-901:

. 1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
owner responsibilities;
2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty

and neglect;

State laws relating to dangerous dogs;

4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;

State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;

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

7. Report-writing and record-keeping;

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

9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;

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

11. Animal hoarders; and

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

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




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

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

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

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

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




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bendet

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive 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 propet 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 tights
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 appeats 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
mnterested in ehmmatmg our mdustry than in improving our mdustry ‘

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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

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

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




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

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




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

2301 North Cameron Street ,
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 ~~

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

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

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

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

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

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

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commergia:} breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This

. section should be further strengthened by adding & provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc.




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

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

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

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

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

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

- and its regulations. Additionally, the employees who provide for care and husbandry or

handle animals should be supervised by an individual who has the knowledge, background,
and experience in proper husbandry and care of dogs to supervise others. The licensee must
be certain that the supervisor and other employees can perform to such standards.




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

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.

U.)A/L) MOMW ﬁ/wg_%y,[,éf /Mwﬁ
Shoacldd  te /W‘Zj:( ?W 2w

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, |
Ihave rccently been made aware of the newly proposed Pa Doglaw regulations. Yes,

~ inhumane and substandard care and housmg should d;ﬁmtely not be tolerated but not at the
expense of responsible breeders. ‘

» Under the proposed changes as I read them, small scale breeders will fall into the same
set of requirements as the large commercial operations. Licensed breeders with a K1 license
would no longer to be able to maintain, breed, whelp and raise their dogs within their homes-but
this is exactly the setting from which I want to be able to buy a puppy or dog! I want a dog that
was raised in a home from breeders who are careful about the health of their dogs, their
temperaments and bred dogs that look like the breed they are supposed to be! These breeders
would have to either stop raising dogs or build facilities to meet the commercial breeders’ -
standards which are not the way I want a puppy I’d buy raised. The proposed regulations favor
the large scale operations that will have the budget to build these “sterile” kennel facilities and
hire staff to maintain the outlined record keeping requirements. Why we don’t even require 20
minutes of daily mandated physical exercise for our children in schools but for dogs we do!

I want to be able to buy a dog directly from a reputable breeder, not a pet shop or large
scale commercial kennel. I want to know that my puppy was-raised in a loving home and exposed
to a variety of household situations. I want be able to buy a dog bred with thought to health,
temperament, given lots of human contact and exposed to everyday sights and sounds. I want‘to
be able to buy a dog that was allowed to romp in the grass and was played with by children and
around other dogs. This proposal goes against the very pack nature of dogs and their need to
socialize with other dogs and humans. _

. This effort to improve living conditions for dogs and puppies in large commercial
operations/puppy mills is laudable. It is a great disservice though to Pa dog lovers and the buying
public to place reputable small scale breeders under the same regulations as these large operations:
that most of us object to anyway. I oppose these amendments and urge that this proposal be
withdrawn. Let’s put some common sense thought into the dog law and target the real culprit-
large scale multiple breed puppy farms. Why not simply try really enforcing the current dog laws
before wasting taxpayer money on regulations that require unenforceable record keeping &
exercise standards and will hurt the very type of breeder that should be praised for the manner in
which they raise their animals.

Sincere]y%é/ )




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bendet

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harnisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive rules and
regulations that are proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively serve to shut down or severely curtail the activities of the concetned,
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 othet similar facilities that provide a “setvice” 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 ot educational programs for the breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives of those supporting this proposal are more
mnterested in eliminating out industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

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

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive 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 unfottunate that this proposal appeats 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 industty.

Sincerely, 9/(]%1/” ﬂ W/LM\_J




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive tules and
regulations that are proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively serve to shut down or severely curtail the activities of the concerned,
cating 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 breedet, my goal and the goal of other law-abiding breedets 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 opinton of those who will hear my side of the story.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am concerned that these overly burdensome regulatons 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 retailets, cities who
sponsor shows, and state tax revenue.

As-a Pennsylvania breeder, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appeats to be more
about animal activism than about animal 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
mterested in eliminating out industry than in improving our industry.




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

‘Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 Notth Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive rules and
regulations that are proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively serve to shut down ot 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 1s 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 propetty, 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 puppics. 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, W / C /g;(p\/@/z,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Maty Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive 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 propet consultation and
review of these regulations with our kennel veterinarian and other prbfessionals 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. i

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

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am concerned that these overly burdensome regulations will
have severe unforeseen consequences. These include reduced number of breeders willing to
deal with the excessive administrative burden caused by these regulaﬂons 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 paruapate in this black market
will find the rewards well worth the risk. Additionally, the economic loss to the state will be
in the millions, and will go far beyond the breeder to include pet supply retailers, cities who
sponsor shows, and state tax revenue.

As a Pennsylvania breedet, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appears to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfare.” You only have to consider the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a “setvice” to be exempt from
these regulations. I immediately question the intent behind those who are pushing the
governor on this issue. What sense does it make to remove animals from a substandard
facility and place them in another substandard facility? Nomne! Furthermore, this proposal
has no incentives ot educational programs for the breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives of those suppotting this proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.. :

sincesely, I ichao | 77 Tankor




- Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvama 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. Regulatlons to-improve conditions. -

for dogs housed and bred in commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. It should also
be noted that the proposed changes to the regulations do not bring hobby breeders
under the Act. The same people who were exempt from the former regulations (i.e.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulatlons

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

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

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

3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
to improve the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. - This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one

dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
~ all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage

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




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

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

w

4

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 vultierable 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 hiobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests. '

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

Sincerely,




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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

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

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

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




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

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

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The $tandards 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.

Sinc)erely,
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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 5, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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




‘4. Talso commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
including a provision that requires the dog wardens to visually observe the physical condition
of each dog. However, the provisions regarding orders of veterinary care should be
strengthened to state that the owner must provide “proof of current and proper veterinary care
for the dog.” This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and

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

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

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




8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. - Stacking cages

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

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

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

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

ce jely,
/QL@/ “ /d /“Z

Debbie Durigon
PO Box 408
Fayette City, PA 15438
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agnculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2, 2007
RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law fegulétic’ms
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

5. A new subsection should be added to § 21.30 clarifying the required training for dog wardens. Training in




the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. §

459-901: :

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

responsibilities; '

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

State laws relating to dangerous dogs;

4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers, proper use of

search, seizure and warrants;

State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;

Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for referral to appropriate
~ authorities; ,

7. Report-writing and record-keeping;

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

9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;

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

11. Animal hoarders; and

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

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

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

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

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




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

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

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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

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

1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and

owner responsibilities;

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

- and neglect;
State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,
proper use of search, seizure and watrants;
State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for
referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and
~ terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in
dogs;

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

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




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

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

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

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

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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

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

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




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

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

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

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

- Sincerely,




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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

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

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




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

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

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

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

Sincerely, @5;/, ,/ g = 9’




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. Spec1ﬁcally, 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 $3OO per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation. ‘

2. The Secretary should be mandating to file suit to enjoin operation of unlicensed kennéls -
where the kennel is not in compliance with the standards in the 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 1mprove the quality of life for dogs in commercial breeding facilities in Pennsylvania. This
provision should remain in the regulations regardless of opposition from breeders. This
section should be further strengthened by adding a provision stating that where more than one
dog is housed in a primary enclosure, the primary enclosure must provide adequate space for
all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
space that would be required for a smgle dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
times the cage space, etc. ‘




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

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

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




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

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

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

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

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

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

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

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

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




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

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the

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

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

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

Sincerely, ” ' ’,‘ . B} \\/ \\\( i \L\L" bt\
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

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

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

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




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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
_ Attm: Ms Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Sfreet
Harrisburg, PA 171109408

Dear Ms Bender:

fam wriﬁng to you because I am concerned with the proposed amendments to the Pennsylvania Dog Law

Regulations issued on December 16, 2006. believe that proper regulation of kennels is necessary but I
question the extent to which these laws go. v :

As a pet owner who uses boarding kennels [ question the effects of this law on the cutrent boarding
kennels. How many kennels currently in business meet the requirements as listed? Would these new laws
force the closure of smaller boarding facilities and a dramatic increase in the price of boarding my pets as
other facilities spend a lot of money to meet the new building specifications? Would it also make it more
difficult to find a boarding kennel if these new regulations force existing kennels to close?

Section 21.23 imposes extreme 'x‘equii"éiﬁént's?.as;,‘idls‘pagé,: exercising and record keeping..

The intense record keeping required here and in other parts of the act make it almost a full time job keeping
up the paperwork. ' Wouldn’t these requirements increase the need for personnel at a boarding facility,
thereby increasing my costs? Is it really necessary to keep detailed accounts of every time a water dish is
changed? Surely better use can be made of kennel personnel’s time. e _

Section 21.23 also says that dogs of different size can not be exercised together. Currently if I have two
dogs who live together they can be placed in the same run when boarded, if these two dogs are of different
sizes this will no longer be possible. This will increase my expense as discounts are usually given if two
dogs are boarded in the same run. If my dogs live together in my home why shouldn’t they be aflowed to
be together when boarded? I would prefer they have the security of being together when separated from

me.

Under the proposed regulations pets who are boarded but of different size would not even be able to play
together at the Kennel. Animals that live together in my home all the time and are comfortable together
should be able to interact tagether if it is necessary to board them.

Section 21.28 says food receptacles cannot be made of materials that a dog can destroy. This precludes a
kennel from using disposable paper containers to feed dogs. What could be more sanitary than containers
which are not reused? The time spent cleaning metal food dishes is time staff can’t use doing other things
The kennel where I now board uses paper for feeding boarders. I am very pleased with this. .

i ask that thésy'e‘ mcorhmendations not be acc‘ epted and that the board seek the opinions of those who are
actively involved in breeding and caring for dogs. Howm‘any people. from such backgtounds were invalved k
~in d, 1€ ./ctrevatvi‘)ll of these 5chai1g‘ es? o 1 . - S tavol

I urge the withdrawal of the cm'rent T A
(L Wet HIe ’ ' proposal and an open dialogue with the . .
actively involved in the breeding and care of dogs prior to any new proposalfrg;[:x?il;lg‘:dit:zzmat e

Sincerely,

%{Z’i«’/é %M |




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attm: Ms Mary Bender

" Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture

2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 171109408

Dear Ms Bender:

1 am writing to you because I am concerned with the proposed amendments to the Pennsylvania Dog Law
Regulations issued on December 16, 2006. I believe that proper regulation of kennels is necessary but I

question the extent to which these laws go.

As a pet owner who uses boarding kennels I question the effects of this law on the current boarding
kennels. How many kennels currently in business meet the requirements as listed? Would these new laws
force the closure of smaller boarding facilities and a dramatic increase in the price of boarding my pets as
other facilities spend a lot of money to meet the new building specifications? Would it also make it more
difficult to find a boarding kennel if these new regulations force existing kennels to close?

Section 21.23 imposes extreme requirements as to space, exercising and record keepiﬁg..

The intense record keeping required here and in other parts of the act miake it almost a full time job keeping
up the paperwork. Wonldn’t these requirements increase the need for personnel at a boarding facility, .
thereby increasing my costs? Is it really necessary to keep detailed accounts of every time a water dish is
changed? Surely better use can be made of keunel personnel’s time.

Section 21.23 also says that dogs of different size can not be exercised together. Cuwrrently if I have two
dogs who live together they can be placed in the same run when boarded, if these two dogs are of different
sizes this will no longer be possible. This will increase my expense as discounts are usually given if two
dogs are boarded in the same run, If my dogs live together in my home why shouldn’t they be allowed to
be together when boarded? I would prefer they have the security of being together when separated from
me. : ‘

Under the proposed regulations pets who are boarded but of different size would not even be abie to play
together at the Kennel. Animals that live together in my home ail the time and are comfortable together
should be able to interact together if it is necessary to board them.

Section 21.28 says food receptacles cannot be made of materials that a dog can destroy. This precludes a
kennel from using disposable paper containers to feed dogs. What could be more sanitary than containers

- which are not reused? The time spent cleaning metal food dishes is time staff can’t use doing other things.

The kennel where I now board uses paper for feeding boarders. I am very pleased with this.

[ ask that these recommendations not be accepted and that the board seek the opiniens of those who are

actively involved in breeding and caring for dogs. How man le from s i
i the creation of these changesd s YDCOP vuch backgrounds were involved

I urge the withdrawal of theféﬁii‘ent“pmpo"sal and ano a dia o T
: . X _ -an open dialogue with the groups in P
actively involved in the breeq(ggg and care Qf dogs prior to any new proposalfrbeilr)lg m:rh:ditg:fimat e

Sincerely,

PN




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Hartisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms, Bender,

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

As a Pennsylvania breeder, my goal and the goal of other law-abiding breeders is to raise the
best quality and healthiest puppy possible. This is not the issue. Unfortunately, the issue
created by this proposal is my tights as a citizen of this state to own property, and my tights
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 concetned that these overly burdensome regulations will
have severe unfoteseen consequences. These include reduced number of breeders willing to
deal with the excessive administrative burden caused by these regulations. The shortages of
puppies and resulting higher prices, which will encourage the import of oversea and out of
state puppies. The ensuing shortages will provide a lucrative opportunity for those who
operate beneath the law to fill these shortages. Those who participate in this black market
will find the rewards well worth the risk. Additionally, the economic loss to the state will be
in the millions, and will go far beyond the breeder to include pet supply retailers, cities who
sponsot shows, and state tax revenue.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appears to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to consider the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a “service” to be exempt from
these 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, %/W 3 %




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bendet

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Deat 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 breedets 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 ate 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.

Sincerelz,_




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: ‘Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive rules and
regulations that ate proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively serve to shut down or severely curtail the activities of the concerned,
caring and law-abiding breeders in Pennsylvania. The extensive number of regulations
outlined in this proposal and the limited time allotted prevents the proper consultation and
review of these regulations with our kennel 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 taise the
best quality and healthiest puppy possible. This is not the issue. Unfortunately, the issue
created by this proposal 1s 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 4s a citizen will be omitted by
the bias opinion of those who will hear my side of the story. ‘

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am concerned that these ovetly burdensome regulations will
have severe unforeseen consequences. These include reduced number of breeders willing to
deal with the excessive administrative burden caused by these regulations. The shortages of
puppies and resulting higher prices, which will encourage the import of oversea and out of
state puppies. The ensuing shortages will provide a lucrative opportunity for those who
operate beneath the law to fill these shortages. Those who participate in this black market
will find the rewards well wotth 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, 1 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,
Dova 2
David W. Stoltzfus

84 Willfams Run Read
Christiana, PA 17509




2559
January 24, 2007

Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
333 Market Street, 14t Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chatrman Coccodrilli,

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

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

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am concerned that these ovetly burdensome regulations will
have severe unforeseen consequences. These include reduced number of breeders willing to
deal with the excessive administrative burden caused by these regulations. The shortages of
pupptes 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? Nomne! Furthermore, this proposal
has no incentives or educational programs for the breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives of those supporting this proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely, a/m E M




2559
January 24, 2007

Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
333 Market Street, 14 Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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

As a Pennsylvania breeder, my goal and the goal of other law-abiding breeders is to raise the
best quality and healthiest puppy possible. This is not the issue. Unfortunately, the issue
created by this proposal is my rights as a citizen of this state to own property, and my tights
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 heat my side of the story. :

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

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appears to be mote
about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to consider the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a “service” to be exempt from
these regulations. I immediately question the intent behind those who are pushing the
governor on this issue. What sense does it make to remove animals from a substandard
facility and place them in another substandard facility? Nomne! Furthermore, this proposal
has no incentives or educational programs for the breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives of those supporting this proposal are motre
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industty.
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Sincerely,




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bendet

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

As a Pennsylvania breeder, my goal and the goal of other law-abiding breeders is to raise the
best quality and healthiest puppy possible. This is not the issue. Unfortunately, the issue
created by this proposal is my rights as a citizen of this state to own propetty, 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 otmtted 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 hlgher prices, which will encourage the import of oversea and out of
state puppies. The ensuing shortages will provide a lucrative opportumty for those who

operate beneath the law to fill these shortages. Those who partmlpate 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 2 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
governot on this issue. What sense does it make to temove 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, - & tha, . Rowdnche




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bendet,

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

sponsor shows, and state tax revenue.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appeats to be more
about animal activism than about animal 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! Furthetmore, 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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January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

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

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive rules and
regulations that are proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively setve 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 tite allotted ptevents the propet consultation and
review of these regulations with our kennel veterinatian 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 propetty, and my rights
to be afforded due process guaranteed by the provisions of our state’s constitution. The
vagueness of this proposal causes great concern that my rights as a citizen will be omitted by
the bias opinion of those who will hear my side of the story.

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

Sincerely,

*{\?Mdz A . boch




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

As a Pennsylvania breedet, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appears to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to consider the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a “service” to be exempt from
these regulations. I immediately question the intent behind those who are pushing the
governor on this issue. What sense does it make to remove animals from a substandard
facility and place them in another substandard facility? 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 industty.

Sincetely,

s /Zf(%% A [Wearrs ‘




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the overly restrictive rules and
regulations that 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 numbet of tegulations
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, T 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 propetty, 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 heat my side of the story.

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

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal 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 “setvice” 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 ot educational programs for the breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives of those supporting this proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry. ‘

Sincerely,



January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bendet

Pennsylvania Department of Agtriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the overly restrictive rules and
regulations that are proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively setve to shut down ot sevetely 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 veterinatian 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 encoutage the import of oversea and out of
state puppies. The ensuing shortages will provide a lucrative opportunity for those who
operate beneath the law to fill these shortages. Those who participate in this black market
will find the rewards well worth the risk. Additionally, the economic loss to the state will be
in the millions, and will go far beyond the breeder to include pet supply retailers, cities who
sponsot shows, and state tax revenue.

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

Oan §, AL
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January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 Notth Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Deat Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive rules and
regulations that are proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively serve to shut down or severely curtail the activities of the concerned,
caring and law-abiding breeders in Pennsylvania. The extensive number of regulations
outlined in this proposal and the limited time allotted prevents the propet 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 breedets 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 stoty. ‘

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 shottages 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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January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement -
Attn: Ms. Mary Bendet

Pennsylvania Department of Agncultu.te
2301 North Cameton Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bendet,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive rules and
regulations that are proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively serve to shut down or severely curtail the activities of the concerned,
cating 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 opinton 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 breedet, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appears to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to consider the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a “setvice” 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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January 24, 2007

~ Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the overly restrictive rules and
regulations that 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 vetertnarian 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 ovetly burdensome regulations will
have sevete unfoteseen 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 shotrtages 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. v

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 othet 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.

J

Sincerely,




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

As a Pennsylvania breedet, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appears to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to consider the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a “service” to be exempt from
these regulations. I immediately question the intent behind those who are pushing the
governor on this issue. What sense does it make to remove animals from a substandard
facility and place them in another substandard facility? 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,W 7// %,0,7/&/———




January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the overly restrictive rules and
regulations that 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,
cating 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 ovetrly 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 rewatds well wotth 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 temove animals from a substandard
facility and place them in another substandard. facility? Nomne! Furthermore, this proposal
has no incentives or educational programs for the breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives of those supporting this proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.

o

Sincerely,




P F-H007
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 Notrth Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Deatr Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive rules and
regulations that are proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively setve 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 veterinatian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment petiod.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, my goal and the goal of other law-abiding breeders is to raise the

best quality and healthiest puppy possible. This is not the issue. Unfortunately, the issue

created by this proposal is my rights as a citizen of this state to own property, and my rights
to be afforded due process guaranteed by the provisions of eur 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 beyon ! 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,

%4@
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 Nozth Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the ovetly restrictive rules and
regulations that are proposed for kennel owners. The enforcement of regulations such as
these will effectively serve to shut down or severely curtail the activities of the concerned,
caring and law-abiding breeders in Pennsylvania. The extensive number of regulations
outlined in this proposal and the limited time allotted prevents the proper consultation and
review of these regulations with our kennel veterinarian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the propet 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 breedets 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 beyon ' the breeder to include pet supply retailers, cities who
sponsot shows, and state tax revenue. ‘

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appears to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to consider the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a “service” to be exempt from
these regulations. I immediately question the intent behind those who ate 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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Mar 14 07 03:07p Kim W. Grossman 1-847-675-8540

Dog Law Bureau Director, independent Regulatory Review Commission:

| 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 mmnmazed by providing substandard
care and conditions for the dogs in an effort to increase the profit. | am writing to request that you immediately take
steps to address the horrific conditions in commercial kennels in Pennsylvania. Every kennel must be required to
have a visible, safe source of heat and air-conditioning. Additionally, the 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.

. T , /




Mar 14 07 03:07p Kim W. Grossman 1-847-6875-8540

Dog Law Bureau Director, Independent Regulatory Review Commission:

| 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 minimized by providing substandard
care and conditions for the dogs in an effort to increase the profit. | am writing to request that you immediately take
steps to address the horrific conditions in commercial kennels in Pennsylvania. Every kennel must be required to
have a visible, safe source of heat and air-conditioning. Additionally, the 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.




Chairman of the independent Reg

Arthur Coccodrilii,
233 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:
1. The Dog Law regulations
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Chairman of the independent Regulatory Review Committee (RRCY:

Arthur Coccodrilli,
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:
4. The Dog Law regulations as applied t0 kennels should exempt all non-

profit animal welfare and rescue organizations, especially non-kennel-
based rescues and fosters. These life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and caré for the dogs who aré given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad

breeding practices.

2. Represqntatives from non-profit animal welfare and rescue groups
should be included on the Dog Law Advisory Board to better represent the

interests of animals in forming these regulations.

Thank you for your consideration:
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Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committee (IRRC):
Arthur Coccodrilli,

333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:

1. The Dog Law regulations as applied to kennels should exempt all non-
fit animal welfare and rescué organizations, especially non-kennel-
based rescues and fosters. These life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad
breeding practices.

2. Representatives from non-profit animal welfare and rascue groups
should be in¢cluded on the Dog Law Advisory Board to better represent the
interests of animals in forming these requlations.

Thank you for your consideration:
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Chairman of the independent Regulatory Review Committee (IRRC):
Arthur Coccodrilli,

333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:

1. The Dog Law regulations as applied to kennels should gxempt all non-
profit animal welfare and rescue organizations, especially non-kennel-
based rescues and fosters. Thesa life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad
breeding practices.

2. Representatives from non-profit animal welf n
S 8 i dad on the Dog Law Ad Board t

in_formin: lation

Thank you for your consideration:




Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committee (IRRC):
Arthur Coccodrilli,

333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:

1. The Dog Law regulations as applied to kennels should exempt ail non-
al welfare a ni , éspecially non-kennel-
based rescues and fosters. These life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad
breeding practices.

2. Representatives from non-profit gnunugglfa_re__a_gdmg_gum
id be incl n the D W Adwso

i i in the: lations.

Thank you for your consideration:
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Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committae (IRRC):

Arthur Coccodriili,

333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli;

1. The Dog Law regulations as applied to kennels should exempt all non-
profit animal welfare and rescue organizations, especially non-kennel-
based rescues and fosters. These life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad
breeding practlces

2 Representatives from non-proﬂt _MW
o Dog nt ¢

interests of animals in formi er iations

. Thank you for your consideration:
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Chairman of the independent Regulatory Review Committee (IRRC):
Arthur Coccodrilli,

333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:

1. The Dog Law regulations as applied to kennels should exempt all non-
profit animel welfare and rescue organizations, especially non-kenne-
based rescues and fosters. These life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetlc disorders caused by bad
breeding practices.

2. Representat:ves from non-proﬁt an_im_aj_mlfar_e_any,[gggug_gcg_up&
h A

s of nlmal in formin r I j

Thank you for your consideration:
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Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committee (IRRC):
Arthur Coceodrilli,

333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:

1. The Dog Law regulaﬂons as apphed to kennels should exempt all non-
a : ganizations, especially non-kennel-
based rescues and fosters These life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad
breeding practices.

2. Representatives from non-profit animal welfare and rescue groups

| luded on the w Advisory Board to better represen
int ts of animals in forming th lation

Thank you for your consideration:

HED (hase

Rd 4 2 Bow 0O
CORRYY - o 164C7




Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committes (IRRC):

Arthur Coccodrilli,
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:
1. The Dog Law regulations as applied to kennels should exempt all non-

profit animal welfare and rescue organizations, especially non-kennel-

based rescues and fosters. These life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad

breeding practices.

2. Representatives from non-profit animal welfare and rescue groups

ul included on Advisory Board to better sent {
int of animals In for th regulations.

. Thank you for your consideration:
ngue. /QLWQ “
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Dear Ms. Bender:

1. The Dog Law reguiatlons as apphed to kennels should exempt al| non-
al izations, especially non-kennel-

based rescues and fosters These Infe-savmg groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad
breeding practices.

2 Representatlves from non—proﬁt gmmgl welfare and g_'gg g g gp_a

" interests of ammal in | h re lations.

Thank you for your consideration:
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Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender:

1. The Dog Law regulations as applied to kennels should exempt all non-
profit animat welfare and regcue organizationg, especially non-k.ennel-

based rescues and fosters. These life-saving groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad

breeding practices.

2. Representatives from non-profit gnimal welfare and rescue groups

§hould be included on the Dgg Law Adx;ggg Board to better represent the
sts of animals in formin regu .

Thank you for your consideration:
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrigsburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender:

1. The Dog Law ragulations as applled to kennels should exempt ali non-

) : : : 8, especially non-kennel-
based rescues and fosters These llfe-savmg groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new
families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad

breeding practices.
2. Representatwes from non-profit gmmal welfare g_r_m mgggg groug
should be included on the Dog Law is

" interests of gmmgls in gm]mg these regulgyons

Thank you for your consideration:;
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408
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Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committee (IRRC):
Arthur Coccodirilli,

333 Market Street, 14th Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:

1. The Dog Law regulatlons as applied to kennels should exempt all non-
profit animal welfare and rescue organizations, especially non-kennel-
based rescues and fosters These Itfe-sawng groups are organized
specifically to save and care for the dogs who are given up by their new

families because of sickness and genetic disorders caused by bad
breeding practices.

2 Representatwes from non-proﬂt gn_mgjm_lje_s;e_gngmug,g_ggm

'g:u:x n e Dodg dviso

Thank you for your consideration:
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

Tie uniudrsigneo endorses thg comments made by the Caaition Agalnst
Misery withrregard 1o the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Reguiations.

State __ILLINOIS

Emal__ rleyis@fgi.net
Lomments:

I have three puppymill rescues which I adopted. One ig blind - born

with several genetic problems - a result of poor breeding. The other |
two arrived with secvese wvwwiiunal iusues, une nag overcome most of his

problems.  The-other; & female, still hidey and flatténs out when you
attémpt to plek her up. I have had her for 5 years. The ver feels

she was. 50. bravmatizéd-she may- never-overcome-her "fears: It took her over

a year to allow my husband to touch her. Notie of these dogs knew what

graas war, nr a hnul. for. their foed, a lkind couch or a tuy. They all
arrived sick, full of worms, Skin conditions, groas ears and nasty teeth.

1 shonid mention the blind baby also-has epilepsy and neurological problems
making it difficult for him to walk at rimes. -

Signed fUpurrta €l D24y AL Date__ Feb. 21, 2007

Please fax this form to CAM 203,409.3851




B3/14/2887 14:35 4182681138 SPCA OF ANNE ARUMDEL

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 10803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endarzes the comments made by the Cosltion Againat
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsytvania Kennel Regulations.

vame _Pnne. Vownded
Statn ) N,\}.«t\{iﬂll\a !
e NO\UNYERY (@, 0O.CSPCO. onﬂ
' ~

Comments:

S‘Qﬂed é‘l“"z Date_ ag/ Ly /07 .

Please fax this form o CAM 203.409.3851
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Mary Bender

Pa. Dept of Agriculture

2301 North Cameron St
Harrisburg, Pa 17110

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

. - ,‘| . , ‘ ; ' / ; p X
y oz _74—. / VRT3 /ﬁéé" a4 '{i‘f f LA S (:/Z‘“'
; E j é é;’/,c”k/i, il ow“ »Ttﬂ?/ Aze ol

Under the proposed changes as [ read them, small scale breeders will fall into the same
set of requirements as the large commercial operations. Licensed breeders with a K1 license
would no longer to be able to maintain, breed, whelp and raise their dogs within their homes-but
this is exactly the setting from which I want to be able to buy a puppy or dog! I want a dog that
was raised in a home from breeders who are careful about the health of their dogs, their
temperaments and bred dogs that look like the breed they are supposed to be! These breeders
would have to either stop raising dogs or build facilities to meet the.commercial breeders’
standards which are not the way I want a puppy I'd buy raised. The proposed regulations favor
the large scale operations that will have the budget to build these “sterile” kennel facilities and
hire staff to maintain the outlined record keeping requirements. Why we don’t even require 20
minutes of daily mandated physical exercise for our children in schools but for dogs we do!

I want to be able to buy a dog directly from a reputable breeder, not a pet shop or large
scale commercial kennel. I want to know that my puppy was raised in a loving home and exposed
to a variety of household situations. I want be able to buy a dog bred with thought to health,
temperament, given lots of human contact and exposed to everyday sights and sounds. I want to
be able to buy a dog that was allowed to romp in the grass and was played with by children and
around other dogs. This proposal goes against the very pack nature of dogs and their need to
socialize with other dogs and humans.

This effort to improve living conditions for dogs and puppies in large commercial
operations/puppy mills is laudable. It is a great disservice though to Pa dog lovers and the buying
public to place reputable small scale breeders under the same regulations as these large operations
that most of us object to anyway. I oppose these amendments and urge that this proposal be
withdrawn. Let’s put some common sense thought into the dog law and target the real culprit-
large scale multiple breed puppy farms. Why not simply try really enforcing the current dog laws
before wasting taxpayer money on regulations that require unenforceable record keeping &
exercise standards and will hurt the very type of breeder that should be praised for the manner in
which they raise their animals.

Sincerely, p /\
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Mary Bender

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

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

I have recently been made aware of the néwly proposed Pa Dog law regula
inhumane and substandard care and housing should definitely not be tolerated but not at the &~
expense of responsible breeders. - TN A S ST R P

A Foa e L [ Lovi o otnd b i L g,/’(“u : IR DY SRR W

Under the proposed changes as [ read them, small scale breeders will fall into the same
set of requirements as the large commercial operations. Licensed breeders with a K1 license
would no longer to be able to maintain, breed, whelp and raise their dogs within their homes-but
this is exactly the setting from which I want to be able to buy a puppy or dog! I want a dog that
was raised in a home from breeders who are careful about the health of their dogs, their
temperaments and bred dogs that look like the breed they are supposed to be! These breeders
would have to either stop raising dogs or build facilities to meet the commercial breeders’
standards which are not the way I want a puppy I’d buy raised. The proposed regulations favor
the large scale operations that will have the budget to build these “sterile” kennel facilities and
hire staff to maintain the outlined record keeping requirements. Why we don’t even require 20
minutes of daily mandated physical exercise for our children in schools but for dogs we do!

I want to be able to buy a dog directly from a reputable\breeder, not a pet shop or large
scale commercial kennel. I want to know that my puppy was raised in a loving home and exposed
to a variety of household situations. I want be able to buy a dog bred with thought to health,
temperament, given lots of human contact and exposed to everyday sights and sounds. I want to
be able to buy a dog that was allowed to romp in the grass and was played with by children and
around other dogs. This proposal goes against the very pack nature of dogs and their need to
socialize with other dogs and humans.

This effort to improve living conditions for dogs and puppies in large commercial
operations/puppy mills is laudable. It is a great disservice though to Pa dog lovers and the buying
public to place reputable small scale breeders under the same regulations as these large operations
that most of us object to anyway. I oppose these amendments and urge that this proposal be
withdrawn. Let’s put some common sense thought into the dog law and target the real culprit-
large scale multiple breed puppy farms. Why not simply try really enforcing the current dog laws
before wasting taxpayer money on regulations that require unenforceable record keeping &
exercise standards and will hurt the very type of breeder that should be praised for the manner in
which they raise their animals.

Sincerely,
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Coalition Against Misery o
2207 Concord Pike #157 230 9/o>
Wilmington,; DE 19803,

Endorsement Form

Tk undersigned organization gndorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kenne! Requlations.

S - Manna Supply, Inc.
Organization/Agency mm kewiR Ra-
Ackiress P
Cy State ZpCode. o ..
E-mail Adcress M APAMS VI B@ AL .COM. .
Contact Persanis) MAYREEN APAMS ... ...
Comments:

s'smd,./ _._é/ . pate-02f03/27

EvasNE A. PRINCE, PRES wogalT
Plause fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851




Feb 15 07 03:07p  Linda pa

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

Name L(J"’!F/CL ( LM 1 D

o/
State _ }\1_\5 c

Email_LC LG I E it f1eF

Commentg:
‘ | , | ;,(.. i 7 ‘ : ’ ,',’ LT . -
Signed / ix'_f_’r el fimee Date~ = é?

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851
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Coalition Against Misery |
2207 Concord Pike #157 |
Wilmington, DE 19803 i
Endorsement Form.
The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Agams: |
| Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Reguta-tuon; :
Name Dorpy S%é&aﬁ’\
State @Q'\r\_t‘.:g\“\fw\:cc__
Email
Comments:
. L T2t o Lo
bngned_}_t)(mc,m Date  /¢fo
Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851
2/8/2007

http.//www

prisonersofgreed.osg/Endorsement-individual jpg
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- Cdmments:
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http://www

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington,. DE 19803 -

Fndorsement Form .

The undersigned"endorsesrthe comments .made by the Coaltion Aggip&ﬁt
MISefy with-r-egalll-h‘)- the propﬁacd PQHT\QY‘QQ(’“S Kennel RPQUlatjons

Name ﬁ@/@ M aZaa" 7

State _ FA

Email.

PAGE 81
) =S

Plcasc fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851

. prisonersofgreed-org/Endersement-individualjpg -

nedv | AA}V — Date__ %47

2182007
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Coalition Against Mizery

2207 Concord Plks #157

Wilmington, DE 19803
Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments mede by the Coaitien Against
Misary with regard to the proposed Pannsyivania Kenne! Regulations,

Name _u)itm .DUbbS
State PH

emar__ \UJ0ULACS Verizn, o f

Comuments:

Signed a:g__g" V; 07

Pleasa fax this form to.CAM 203.409.3851

NO.131

P.11
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Eonecord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Forn

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

Name Luly i %R\\f

State N1 T 0\ A N e

Crnail VV\‘*%IX'J}:\Q'}K’,@ e J,&.}lﬂ@g L\ﬁ"rwai},‘ s,

Comments:

EV‘\ A \\-\\m\ﬂ S “'\V‘l\CID\DT C
M ljk%marg__

Signed ’\QJJ)/\. W __Date__2 = 12 =07

Please fax this form to.CAM 203.409,3851
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Coalition Against Misery

2207 Concord Pike #157

Wilmington, DE 19803
Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against
Misery with regard 10 the proposed Periiisylvania Kenneg) Regulations.

Name \%OL. . Eg{r\ﬁ- )
State ___\j:\.i‘:%fmgﬁ\

Email_Quigtz_bMEr%m@ Al o

Comments:

/\/0 p-e S \A‘F‘x’:ﬁj

o) |
Signedwﬁ/g‘/ A?@\M____ Date. 2;/"17/5'7

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851

PAGE @2
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Coalition Against Misery
- 2207 Concord Pike #1 57
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form.

The Ondersi’gned endorses the vunmments madc by the Coaltinn Agalqﬁ

. Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennei Reguiat‘i'orxs?.

T Y AR :
Name _ D& AN o - 1
' SN :
P
State -
Email §
Comments
~ TN
R L |
Sighed__ >80 A~ N _Date - ’07_,

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851

e W wwr B4 N wf m S

http-//wrw prisnnersofgreed.erg/Endorsement-individual ipg ..

2/8/2007
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157 s
Wilmington, DE 19803
Endorsement Form.
The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion /\gain?s 3
-
| Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations:
Name “f:‘\""-’\c"ﬁ* e St .
State ___ ¥Pr
Email -
4 rmd e
Comments:
Sighed_ it i € | N Y.
U il e {  sF— __ate_..oLll &/ e
Please fax this form tc CAM 203.409.3851
http://www|prisunersulgrecd vl g/Eidwsemcntzmdividual jpg /2007
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" Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Witmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form-

The undersigned enderse&tn&commem’ﬁ made by the Cca!t.a" Aga'sz

Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulat:on
Name \_5-;@#3;1 B VYo
State BEM " S\if [\/ﬁ W\(}\
T _
Ema" L’:’\»Tul } & VA4 8?)(2‘) 3 ”'(4,\3'# Lo ~
~ {
u>mments
VA
/] i
/2
Ry /5 /
Signed__/~72F2 71 L \/,9'(77 Date.2/ 1/0O77
07 ]]
‘Please fax this forfy'to CAM 203.409.3851
nup://www prisonersoigreed. org/Ensorycmen-indi vidual jpyg : 3 25/
e -
}
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Coalition Against MiSery

2207 Concord Pike #157

Wilmington, DE 19803
Endorsement Form-

The undersigned-endorses. the camments made by the Coaltion Agai',ﬁ?
Misery with. regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel chulation?, :

Name __:SM ' . )
State _._E«ma&w ‘

Email-

Cqmments: |

Sighed | Sﬁwu, __ Date_ ;?[icﬂ,

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851

htp://wwwy.prisonersofgreed.org/Endorsement-individual jpg - 1 21812007
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concurd Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 19803

Fndorsement Form- | 1

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Agai;p t

Misery with regaid to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regu(ationjsq :
- Name i -7)\"‘\(1\?\ :D?L“__ | ,. 1)

State :\?f?nﬂ&%‘lmniv\

Emait_

hed —@T)ﬁ——/ ___Date Qjﬁj]bf]

84

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851

. prisonersofgreed-org/Endorsement-individualjpg--

2/8/2007
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form-

Misery with regard to. oposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regutattons

o ﬂ%f M 4 la%(

State ___ ,_,.,,

Email-.

Comments:

The undersigned endarses the comments made by the Coaltion Againgt

7

PAGE _ 83

Plcasc fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851
| hnpsl/wswj.prisonersofgreed.org/Enduxscmcnkind'midnaLjpg,,

- Mm )\W - owe L1 Joof |

2/8/2007
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Page 1 of |

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Agains
Misery with regard to the propnsed Pennaylvania Kennel Regulations.

Name '\DE-T’SOQ A H JQ; ( 122 (o

State P f

f

Email (‘i COEC I éﬁl_j_,_ﬁ)_{__(_@ﬁ__)

Comments:

_IT" S TINE |

N P

Signed ‘._xjksw’x{ Lﬁ*—-’“ ' Date—fév/c’l—“
- !

http://www.prisonersofgreed:org/Endorsenent-individual. jpg 2/8/2007
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Buresu of Doy Law EnforcementAttn: Ms. Mary BenderPennsytvanis Department of Agriculture2381 Nosth
Cameron Streatiarrisburyg, PA 17110-0408Doar Ms. Bendur,

1 &m writing this letier to inforra you that | am against the new dog law proposal. | belleve that inhumane and
sutstandard kennel conditons ahould not be toleratud, but | do not agree that most of the proposed reguletory
changes aré nesded, or would necessarily have a bensficial cutcome If adopted.

| believe that Camp KCS & one of the finast kenneis around and it will put a HUGE burden not only

on the owners of the kennels but the customaers who board thelr dogs.

| ask that you opbou this law because if it doues go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the charge for
bosrding and we would not be able to afford this, as | am sure many others will not and thesekennels may
eventually 9o out of businsss. \

Thank you for your sttention In this matter,
| Sincerely, Qf;u,mde ;F,(y%u:{)
| ’wmdm"ftbu%«adv (+ Bean )
Lo "Penef e td Bud
Peeos e u-& ESAAA

tofl 2/14/2007 8:35 AM
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Bureayu of Dog Law Enforcementatin: Ms, Mary BenderPennsylvania Department of
Agriculture2381 North Cameron StrectHarrisburg, PA 17110-9408Dear Ms. Beoder,

I 'amn writing this letter to inform you that I am against the new dog law proposal. I believe that
inbumane and substaadard keanel couditions should not he toleruted, but I do not agree rthat most
of the proposed regulatory changes are needed, or would pecessarily have a beneficial outcome if

adopted.

I believe that Camp KC3 is oue of the finest kennels arouad aud it will put « HUGE burden not

only
on the owners of the kenmels but the customers who beard their dogs.

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

Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,

& Ve
g BB
o124




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsyivania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agricuiture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender, v |

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

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

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

"~ kennels may eventually go out of business.

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

Sincerely,

{ )/ 17120/};”\-, A
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

| believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put 8 HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

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

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

- LO@W e kQCw/cuu
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

kennels may eventually go out of business.

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

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Sign ‘\)%MAQQ/ p&'vvﬁ,t/t?
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agricuiture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Atin: Ms, Mary Bender

Fennsyivania Departmant of Agricuiture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrigburg, PA 17110-8408

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

1 ask that you oppose this law because if it does g6 into effect, our kerine! will have o increase the charge
for boarding and we would not ba able to afford this, as | am sure many others will not and these

kennels may eventually go out of business.

| am in favor of the proposed changes Camp KCS has suggested.

Thark you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerély.
sign /\{wu}, H &mtw
ornt . GEoRGE W Barrrer g doH .

Tocono fise, Pa 8250

e




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsyivania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms, Mary Bender -

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Sign /7')/;’/1/\1 N é/ ()&T‘Zl
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-2408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,




Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-2408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

| believe that Camp KCS is one of the finest kennels around and it will put 8 HUGE burden not only on
the owners of the kennels but the customers who board their dogs.

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

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

Sincerely, '

Sign V4
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Sign ﬂ ZJZ // N ALELL
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