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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike, #157
Wilmington, DE 1980T

Endorsement Form

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

Name:

State:

ErW;

Comments:

Lori Nicely

Maryland

lorinkjefy@comcast.net

It is imperative for the safety and wellness of our companion animals
that triey-ar^treated-numanely-and-provided proper care in factfities^
mat have:

• heaf and air conditioning
• adequaie-cage-eonditionsT.

Proper breeding restrictions must be adopted,

Our society may be judged on how weilwe protect those who ean&rt
protect themselves.

Signed: - ^ • /% cJCy Date: 2̂ A W

Please fax this form to GAM 203.409.3851



MWH4-2007 WED 09=23 AM Metropolitan U,ber FAX NO, 2122623856 P, 02

Coalition Against Misery
Z2DrCbncord Pike #T57
Wilmington, BE T9803-

Endorsement Form

The undersigned organization endorses the comments made by tne Coaltion Against
Misery witri regard to thrpraposfid Pennsylvania Kennet Reguratlons.

(kgaoizatkWAgency^mi^

Address__l^^^^^JilAk_m&

E-mail Address *f/££cJOm p /? /^G0 ] n^kf)O^Q\^\

f
Contact Per-son(s) _ # M ^ : _ W _ ^

Comments:

Signed , / % % < ^ / ^ ^ - Q ^ " HAtA J - / T - ^ ^ ^ ^

Pfease fax this form to CAM 203.4O9738S1



MAR-14-2007 WED 09:23 f)M Metropolitan Lumber FAX NO, 2122623855 P, 01

Coalition Against Misery
ZZOZCbncordTPike #T57
mimingtDiT, DE rS803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned organization endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against

Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsytvanta Kennef Regufatibns.

Organization/Ag@wy k j A ^ p M ^ S , W^ bi2 C

Address. 4> % , Jtft_&^lii^_____

Qty_^i Stm6_M^LZfpCcde2i±^&^

E-mairAddre^_ ^ G & m r W (^J&0& ,^W^

Contact Persorr(s)^ ____L^kfc£.^=r_.

Comments:

Piease fax this form to CAM 2O3./]D5L3E5^



Mar 14 07 08:58a p,1

Page 1 of 1

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, OE T"9B0S

Endorsement Form

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

Name j \ .^_^±L2^ ,/\/ Y_AuD^

State AM^^&L ^rr^

Comments:

fCr/llh T, ,-/,-'~«-r~

^"""^^tSTt, .«--

<?
Signer*^%,/ ,xf$f^,/ Data ^,%%<;

tp://www.prisonersofgreed.oig/Endorsement-Jndividual.jpg 3/14/2007



03/14/07 07:13 PAX 704 319 1344 US LEC CORP. qg001

CoaliUuM Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington. DE 19303

Endorsement Form

Tfte tmctersigtted endorses i te cwHtracots maUe by the CoaSOon Ajjaii^t
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

State /UC'&Ttf clA&dc/MlA

Email : ^ % A . 6 ^ : J 0 U-'yUt-cuUx

Comments:

^if i / tk "fabPL. tc /Uij fA »vjM/«^5 s& ̂ JJ^'yi'• ti<:*J*d CA *u<crf

Jin c&UAtobiret<\J hr*£e*J£~r .

Signed. /tr^^^/^^^T<3)aA: ? !

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851



Mar 13 07 09:39p Thomas A_ Jennings 4359860208 p.1.
1 Ogt. » \J+ 1

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

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Again;

Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations^

N*m* 4 ^ u ^ 7 t y J^/U/t///O66

State __ J&T__r#j_ __

Email d^- |nevs^--fefM G hxsn^m

Comments:

5igned_^g^=gL Daw. -3V3^^

http;//w»-w.prisoJiersQfgreed,org/Endorsement-indiv7"dua3 jpg 3/13/2007



Mar 13 07 11:54p p. l

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
WHmingtort, BE 1980

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against

Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

state.

cl̂ !Jt3(2%-d:tJ/\.,___/t̂ \ir(;Ljf?f> 0 WmauA . c o r r h

Comments: % ^ Qfy ON^L^jI, ky^W^rs 4&

S^rSM^hMoLMdmi^- Date <3.//A/(H ^

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.385T

http://www.prisonersofgreed.org/Endorsement-individual.jpg 3/13/2007



Coalition Against Misery
Z207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, Dfc 19803

Endorsement Form

The wxbrdgnad endorses th« comments made by m CWtteft A # * t
Mk#ry with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania KAnW MfulsUoni. |

Comments;

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851

c



Feb 09 07 01:02p Manna Supply, Inc. 1 610-222-4776 p.l

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #1 57
Wilmington, DE 1980S"

Endorsement Form

The undersigned organization endorses the comments made by the Coallion Against

Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

Organization/Agency Manna Supply, Inc.
SGTFBIackswiftRd.

Cast Nurrituu. PA 19403
Address - -,-.„,

City: State. Zip Code.

E-mail Address MAPi1MS\/TB<&> AOL . C&M

Contact Person(s) M%!/*-££*! APAMS

Comments:

Sjgnod^^^gg^ fl*^ybt*~<^ Date •O^ldf/an

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851



TCD GO 2007 14=42 IHTCRGTOTC LUMDCR 283 531 OCOO P.Q1--QV

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157

Wilmington, %>E 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments mode by the Coalition Against
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 inhumane conditions now.

Signed;

^f^-^^h«y^^/^ ,=̂ zx3;f

/
J /

TOTAL P.01



Keb OS 07 11:00a P-*
Page l of 1

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

Endorsement Form

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

State __Fcog&A_

Email M^6 Fl4(Q ^/I/^^WK ^ ^

Comments:

Q*A_dAl£L

http;/AvAyw.prisonersofgreed.org/Endorsement-iiidiyidiiiiLjpg 2/W2007



MAR-14-2007 08:52 FROM: TO:12034093851 P:l'l

Page t of 1

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #T 57
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaition Against

Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Kegulations.

Name (¥\ ^ t f « t L & $ + ' - '

State .I^i-JESE:

Email rOyaggen endxe^;:OW.

Comments:

Signed jMMtkW&**=±^-—- Date_3V^L

Please fax this form to CAM 2O3.4O9.385T

nup://www,pribuncrsu%<ccU.uig/C<iUoi scuicMi-iuUivWual.jpg Z/9/2OO7



02^13^2007 08:26 8WGG3SQ024 ORWY V THQC 01
inaorsemenVin4iviqual.jpg !J)^IJ jmage,aftflflxOTtiP plxejs)..-. &L._ |iitpJ/www primmrrwfgrppi) w(^&«|w«emcnL4D#l#4jpg

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #1 S r
Wilmington, 0E 19803

Endorsement Form

Tha undwsignad *ndom*a th» comment* mad* by the Coaltton Against
MUwy with regard to the propotad Peiwiylyani* Kannel JU^uiatlons.

Comments:

a (JAA^fc^WkL&i9VA 6 ^ K ^ D »̂ e«v<v

,n*4 li L l l Dutfl ^ I ' l M ^

Piease fax this form to CAM 2O3.4O9.3S51

of} 3/14/07 10:3) AM



SHAFFER AND ASSOCIAT SfSHftCMM u a / m ur iw.s. nw.w^w ^ , w _
t'ilgtf i Ol 1

Coalition AgainsLMisery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, D€ 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned organization endorses the comments made by the Coaitjgn
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennet Regulations.

OrgWzWon/Ageney-

JhLS^ftLSL..SJe /Qh
atyStililMfy&meJTlQiip code

Comments:

Signed C ^ C ^ C Oate!^

http://www.prisonersofgrsed.org/ErtUui5istitcin-uig<w.;/.ation.jps 3^ -i^oo3?



SHAFFER AND A55OCIAT 5738757969 03/14 '07 10:31 NO.858 01/03
rage 1 ox 1

Coalition Against Miaery
2207 Concord Pike #157
• Wflmtogton; BE 19803

Endorsement Form

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

State .^JfcSSE£El

Email.

Comments:

Signed & 1 ^ / ^ / - % ^ Date ^ ^ / ^ 7

bttp^/wvw.prisonCTSOtgreed.org/EndoTsement-mdTv^utijjpr 3 / 1 4 / 2 0 0 7



SHAFFER AND ASSOCIAT 5738757969 03/14 '07 10:31 NO.858 03/03
rage i oii

Coalition Against Misery-
2207 Concord Pike #157
WHmrngton, DE 198Q3

indorsement fomr

The undesigned endorses the comments made fey the Coaftion Agafm\
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regutatfons.

Email (%/^ 5 / / % ^ A /?7

Comments:

S igned__^ Date_

httpy/www.prisonersofgreed.org/Endorsement-indivjdualjpg 3/14/2007



03/14/2007 11:58 FAX 1 855 513 0075

The undersigned organization
with

endorses the comments made by the Cdaftibn
regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kenned Regttiatio ns^

C o m n j e m s : [LuLX-t^rk^fl-ts^rj

Organb

Address.

fcfltkm/Agenry, . J 2 T 'S... 7%f̂  '.fixS.

City*.

E-mail

Si 6Lhl£^£L State_^__ Zip Code ̂ IQSf* ° ^

Contact

?•

IT'S THE PITS

Pagelfefl

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

Endorsement Form

Vo Sox 7ZOOO&

Address. Abfrt^ti^tt^^«&R.m

*ersorrfe>:- A^d I£FI& &F%f j ~

_____ Date_A__2____Signecjl



M a U 4 , 2007 2:57PW SIO, LLP 6)0-617-2905 No, 1670

Coalition Against Misery
2207 ConcordPlke m 57
WUmtnglun, DE 198Q>

£ndor-semant Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaklon Asaingt

Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations

Name __A^_±]AtmE&._

State ^ J ^ O S ^ ^ v i f e :

Comments;

Clear, specific and enforced regulation of the puppy breeding industry is a
necessity. The neglect and abuse of these poor animate In the name of profit is a
disgrac9_ancLa black-mark against the governingjaody. of Pennsylvania. I fully,
support the comments made by the Coalition Against Misery and suggest they be
incorporated into the Proposed ReguiatioriS. By adopting the Regulations
(revised per the TEAM'S comments), the FA •Department of Agriculture wouiaUs
taking steps in the right direction to remedy the horrific lives these dogs lead.

Signed W WiAwWl Date *>H*1

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851



Page 1 of 1

^Coalition J^jaimt Misery
\Z2Q7 Concord Pike #157
Wilmmgton, DE 19803

^MoFsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coattion Againsf
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennet Regulations.

State ) ^ Z . C ? / ^ / / ^ ^

Comments:

qigrwd ^ % ^ W S & < , 1 ^ 6 % ^ ^ Date ^-/^"(^y
/

http://wvvvv.prLsoiier&ofgteed.Qrg/Eiidoi3ement-mdividuaLjp£ 3/14/2007



83/14/2887 14:35 4182681139 5PCA OF ANNE ARUNDEL rwx. vz>i v?

Coalition Against Miser/
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Ceattion Against

Misery with regard to me proposed Pennsylvania Kannel Regulations,

W- Ŝ s
Emaii S u e &_ S%:v/6fv\f(\/Cf' f6^s

Comments^ , ... .....•nentst I r> -.

Ptease fax this form t o €AM 2O3-,4O9v38ffT-\



83/14/2887 14:35 4182681139 SPCA OF ANNh AKUNUtL rwac u, , U J

Coalition Against Misery
22Or Concai-d Plk* #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.

CutnnwjMU>;

^Please IOK liria fumi LU CAM 203.403.3831



03/14/2007 14:35 4102681133 SPCA OF ANNE ARUNDEL PAGE 03/03

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

Endorsement Form

T!« muttttlgivul i f t iUau She u a u m u i (SWd4 by. the OjJUww A^m.M '

Misery vrfth regard to the praposed f annsylyrwie Kfnnei RegyftrttoW,

Wanw _ J&c.uJ£.££.£12-&f£jaf

Sttte _Z2la ___=i__==_=i5=

Comments:

StgneQ^^-^^.. < i ^ T ^ ^ g . — . uatez^=/3z33L___

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851



a ? / 1 ^ / 2 3 0 7 11? 95 4103&Q1139 GPCA OF At\«\E APUKIDEL PA<5E wu/iay

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

endorsement. Fuim

TTie undersigned endorses 1N Mmrrmt? m#«k by ttw Ceatttan Against

Misery with regard xo the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

Name ZS&3±^5^_&dLSjL%SA^

Sate _ ^ f h ! ^ ^ ^

Comments;

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851



03/14/2887 14:35 4102681139 SPCA OF ANNE ARUNDEL PA(^ 06/03

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

Endorsement form

The undersigned endorses ihe comments made by tha Coaltlon Against

Misery with r«gwd to the proposed Pennsylvania Kernel Rtguiations.

Name fflflUnK: ^W^j^M

State .Jflf lgjJ^LHl.

Emafl

Comments:

Please fax -thte- few-tfr CAW•2O3--40Ss3»54-



03/14/2007 14:35 4102&81139 SPCA OF ANNE AKUNDtL r n u t u,,u_,

Coalition Against Mrieiy
2207 Concord Pike #1 57
Wilmington, DE 19803\

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Agsmst
MWeiy wall )«ip»i4 Vu tfitr piujjuaexJ rVinisytvmits KWUIKI aeyulnltuita.

state _J5*agJfs>»

Comments:

j-H-cT

CA% 203.40913951



03/14/2007 15:16 FAX l o r f f ¥ S¥»s6F "jg1 oo 27 QO2

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157

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
Pennsylvania Depai liiiecU of Agriculture do not adequately
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 clubs.

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

Dated; March 14, 2007
State

C0C\&K.

^ • /u j^.Fa\Torm

7

^ " ^

Fa\ form tO CAM 203-409-3651



83/14/2087 14:35 4182681133 SPCAOF ANNEARUNDEL PAGE 89/83

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #1 57
Wilmington, DE 19%D3\

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses tlie comments made by * « Coattten Against
Misery withreaard to the proposed PemsyWwa Kennel R«gutet<tms.

Comments*

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851



Mar 06 07 07:27p Karen S. Johnson 717-534-0811 p. l
t,naorsemeni-maiviauai.jp&\ji'c.u unagB, /..>>ux.-> iuu.pix*usj~ uufi^iwww.)inM>»ciw^icc».iH^aiuuiw5iliciiiTiuuiyuiu<ti,ipg

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 1980^

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltidn Again:

Misery with regard to the proposed t'enrrsylvania Kermef Regatatiorjs,

Name WlfeA S. cJoKVyian-

State ± # :

Fmail if6k\reM _^ ̂ ?(^^bJ-)^e. Og#L

Comments:

h&i r\Q$ Qfitdd "heedr O'fke.r ^eXL/^s W^)^U_

u

Signed__j^d^±^2^^AA±±±^2&L. E)at& >£[£'(&7

Iof2 3/6̂ 2007 7:20 PM



Mar 05 200? 4:28PM 6M. S£a LS3B 4048482289 p.1.

Endorsement-indlvfduai.jpg 2550x3300 pixels 03,'05/2007 04:14 PM

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #T 5?
Wilmington DE 1980^

Endorsement' Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against

Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennet Regulations.

Name JS^Q-lddj^^d

State <j>&dZ6>/A

Email 6>^k&d^/2j*^"c''C€*J*^

Comments:

Signed__2^==^A Date f*/*7*7

li«p://sww.prlsonarsofgreed.org('EitiJafsameiit-mdlvldua»Jpg ......... • fage 1 of 2



^ndoraemeflt-indi'iduiff.jpg0PEG *ma@<255(A30afpixcl6) • Sealed(lf%) kip://*\\^.priscmerso%c»d.j'rg/Eoiioreeirieat-ii<diviladjpg

2

i

I

5

&>alitibn Against Mrcerjy
2J37 dncord Pikfe #1 $7
Wlmin^ton, DE iSi^3

Endorsement Form

The widteirsigned emdokes th i comments liiacjj b^ «B»e doaltion Against

Misery -iiith regard to the proposed Penrkiytwanisi Kenna) IRegulations.

Xflhn Wkajr

State .jJtt&hlriey-f&Tr-*-: i

Commeints:

aliewu Such CLAAT +r*&tm*rh

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851

S

3/5/2087 8:43 AM



MAR-I5-2007THU 08:03 AM MONROE TREE CO. INC. 860 364 5494 P. 01
Endorsemtnt-indlvldualjpg 25SOx33ao plx«|s

tH/t.S/2007 08:18 AM

CoaJition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
WHrnington, OE 19803^

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the CtjaJtion Against
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvarwa Kennel RegWaifons.

st3t»__AaSA^g^^2

Comments: /

-)t ^hose $ us take •tffr&'in M&fijuutJ^

Signed-J$lt&Mlkx^r__ Datei^^7 L^L2^1

hnp://www.prlsDnerspfgresd srg/£ndof sem««t--'tnclivwSga),iBa
'" Page lof 2



Mar "15 07 11: 12a Daniel Burzlaff

^l

GG1-G70-80GG
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MAR-16-2007 14:46 MERRILL LYNCH - LANCASTER 717 295 5660 P.01/02

IL 3.00.7-.—..

m_m<L..&m%2L

.B£$UJ Of

- -

-

5#4LP 6y^g^lifi:__j%&i^__^d2AL=/^%2o6%j:__^%6[u%l&4, WELEm6.. jMP_

j(3̂ E3f:Lj33\(I:Z::f:j:) _̂ j;;̂ f)f;()<jC;K:;fi6,Lr>/ , go <.W&, _ _ # b _ C m f L ^ . . :jGbti=L_j;i:%S5;..__

^^>j(iAu\6E2;s;__jg3yjC) ,A^ / / a : / . c _ _ D 5 ^ m > a ^ C / m s 6 ^ _ ^ X . ,.Bao _

££&BDMQ-^5mcnc£S^- _ -
j£±^flzjt>l8es&^^ ^m^Lr._#j.m^i__.w&ui%&

Afvn R6^r/^ A?n(/ps ^ / / L D ^& /Aicu/nm r)Ai n ^ . % 4̂ /^r^ ..
Ad(//^&/ ^ ^ m z -T7? Rer^m. REf^gsmr i3Js_.asiiE^B57^. .Of
QHim^is. LK .^&m#zL_/i%sE •.jg^saMri(i.A/_s; _



MPK-1G-2007 14=46 MERRILL LYNCH - LANCASTER 717 295 5668 P.02/02!

_^Kcm..,._..]:.___ cwt—rrkw, j/b%_ -tw... ^Pn^\j .%_. ztiiEiGHSL,,.. ' L M ^ ^ w
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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 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 oaused by bad
breeding practices.

2. Representatives 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:

Erie., Pfi 1G5O9



Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committee (IRRC):
Arthur Coccodrilli,
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Hanrisburg, 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
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:

ft 73 SHtm^JA^



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 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
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:



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. 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
should be Included on the Poo Law Advisory Board to better represent the
interests of animals in forming these regulations.

Thank you for your consideration:

w^, ((c5,O9



Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committee (1RRC):
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
should be included on the Dog Law Advisory Board to better represent the
Interests of animals In forming these regulations.

Thank you for your consii



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. 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
should be included on the Poo Law Advisory Board to better represent the
interests of animals in forming these regulations.

Thank you for your consideration:



Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committee (1RRC):
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
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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^ p e a u 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
- -- — - • - . — - - -— . — — — — - , _ L .. _ - — . - ,_ _,—*r _— -- -.,. , — — - . ..—.. — — — — — — - — • • - - - — — — —— — — — . - — - — — — . — — - -- - , , . . . — — ^ — - — - . - . . . . . .

them herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest

powers, proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and

shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

in 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 isalso 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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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



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

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

Sincerely,



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

February 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 (ASPC A) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon the requirements set forth in 3 P.S. §
459-901:

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

2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty and neglect;
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers, proper use of

search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for referral to appropriate

authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in 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, 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(lXiii) for "failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions" should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest

powers, proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and

shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

6. A new section should be added to the regulations mandating that the Department and dog
wardens coordinate and work with law enforcement when applicable. It is imperative that
the department work with law enforcement, and specifically Humane Society police officers,
to ensure that both the cruelty laws and Hie 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 10,2007

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 Xiii) 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 tor 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 PS. § 459-

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,

7^W^f6cL)f-\\, (Mr | 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: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest

powers, proper use of search, seizure and '
warrants;

5. State and federal laws relating to 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 OF
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,



i _
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture

i Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
& 2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

February 2,2007

| W RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

f;« Dear Ms. Bender,

#&

m

As a concerned citizen of the state of Pennsylvania, I respectfully submit this comment on the

— —
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

| 5 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.
S 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
J'Bf Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
f; # herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

1::; 1. The penalties in § 21.4(l)(iii) for "failure of an individual to comply with licensure
| ; j provisions" should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
f:J§ violation.

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

1 3. I commend the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for
I , doubling the required cage size. This is perhaps the most important change that can be made
1 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

1 ' all dogs. For instance, if the enclosure houses two dogs, it must provide double the cage
I " space that would be required for a single dog. If it houses three dogs, it must provide three
I i times the cage space, etc.



i f
4. I also commend the Department of Agriculture and Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement for

§1 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.

I-

i

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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

t



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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters; "".'.'./"",•
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders' contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the lawi
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, -T5%T" ^ _ ) / L^S 4 ^



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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a fell lateral recumbent position arid 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(l)(iii) for "failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions" should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

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

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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to po'unds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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



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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

^ / ^ ^ ;



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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering1 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,

(JL/



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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

5m iuaUfl fit;



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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest

powers, proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and

shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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January 23,2007

Independent Regulatory Review Commission iilfW (XI tc :I; I
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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

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

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

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

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

Yours truly,



SAMUEL D. PEACHEY
HC61 BOX 599 B
MILL CREEK, PA 17060
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BUREAU OF DOG LAW ENFORCEMENT =#:S S3 r~)
PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE ^=g % m
ATTN: MS. MARY BENDER 115 ^ ~ ~
2301 NORTH CAMERON STREET mS 3 ~p
HARRISBURG, PA 1 7 1 1 0-9408 1 | W ' ' '

DEAR MS. BENDER,

I AM WRITING IN RESPONSE TO THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE DOG
LAW ACT 2 2 5 WHICH WAS ISSUED ON DECEMBER 1 6, 2 0 0 6 .

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

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

THE PROPOSED CHANGES WOULD ALSO REQUIRE THE DEMOLITION OF
PENNSYLVANIA'S LICENSED AND INSPECTED KENNELS. YET, THERE IS NO
SCIENTIFIC BASIS FOR THE CHANGE. IN ADDITION, THE AVERAGE COST TO
REBUILD KENNEL WILL BE BETWEEN $ 3 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 AND $ 5 0 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0

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

YOURS TRULY,



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 Dog Law Act
225, which was issued on December 16, 2006.

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

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

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

Yours sincerely, .

David Stoltzfus
84 Williams 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
Prevention of Cruelty to, Animals (ASPCA) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herembyre&rence. specifically,I ; ; ;, ;

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

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

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



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 and1-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

r~ the requirements set forth in 3 PS. § 459-901:
1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and

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

and neglect;
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

W " foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
i impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
:s free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when

a. 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

..m. with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from tiie law.
w 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
v 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 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, 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 PS. § 459-901:

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs; •":...
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest

powers, proper use of search, seizure and '•"•'".[
warrants; J

5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and
shelters; , . . . ' / ' . . ' • .7 ,'.

6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for 7
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

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. - ..Vl

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



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

Sincerely,



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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



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

February 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:
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1. The penalties in § 21.4(l)(iii) for "failure of an individual tp 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 "proofofcurrent and proper veterinary care
for the dog." This provision should also be amended to include excessive matting and
excessively long toenails as indications of lack of proper veterinary care. Inadequate
grooming can lead to painful medical issues for dogs, including skin lesions from excessive
matting and leg and joint injuries from failure to keep toenails appropriately trimmed.
Moreover, the section should be amended to require dog wardens to order a veterinary check
on dogs that exhibit signs of infection, contagious disease or parasite; or that appear to be in
poor health where proof of current and proper veterinary care is not provided.

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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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 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 a.s a citizen will be omitted by
the bias opinion of those who will hear my side of the story.

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

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

Sincerely,
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created by this proposal is my rights as a citizen of this state to own property, and my rights
to be afforded due process guaranteed by the provisions of our state's constitution. The
vagueness of this proposal causes great concern that my rights as a citizen will be omitted by
the bias opinion of those who will hear my side of the story.

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

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

Sincerely,

^7 / J - lC4/%/^



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,
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about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to consider the one section
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the bias opinion of those who will hear my side of the story.
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deal with the excessive administrative burden caused by these regulations. The shortages of
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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,



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 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 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 our industry than in improving our industry.

Sincerely,



PAMPERED PUPS
5285 ERIE S T
EDINBURG, PA 161 16

JANUARY 30, 2007

BUREAU OF DOG LAW ENFORCEMENT
PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
ATTN: MS. MARY BENDER
2301 NORTH CAMERON STREET
HARRISBURG, PA 1 7 1 1 0-9408

DEAR MS. BENDER,

1 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 I WASHED EACH FOOD AND WATER BOWL, EVERY TIME A PEN
is CLEANED; EACH INDIVIDUAL OUTSIDE RUN IS CLEANED, ETC. IT WOULD BE
BETTER FOR ME TO HAVE MY GENERAL DAILY PROCEDURES THAT I
ROUTINELY FOLLOW, IN WRITING. THIS IS SIMILAR TO HOW THE U S D A
REGULATIONS ARE WORDED.

THE PROPOSED CHANGES WOULD ALSO REQUIRE THE DEMOLITION OF
PENNSYLVANIA'S LICENSED AND INSPECTED KENNELS. YET, THERE IS NO
SCIENTIFIC BASIS FOR THE CHANGE. IN ADDITION, THE AVERAGE COST TO
REBUILD KENNEL WILL BE BETWEEN $ 3 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 AND $ 5 0 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0
EACH.

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

YOURS TRULY,



PEACEFUL VALLEY KENNELS
262 SHADE HOLLOW RD
SALISBURY, PA 1 5558

JANUARY 30, 2007

BUREAU OF DOG LAW ENFORCEMENT
PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
ATTN: MS. MARY BENDER
2301 NORTH CAMERON STREET
HARRISBURG, PA 17.1 10-9408

DEAR MS. BENDER,

1 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 1
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 $ 3 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 AND $ 5 0 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0

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

YOURS TRULY,

toi8a!?s-^



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, P A 171.10-9408

DEAR MS. BENDER,

I AM WRITING IN RESPONSE TO THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE DOG
LAW ACT 2 2 5 WHICH WAS ISSUED ON DECEMBER 1 6 , 2 0 0 6 .

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 BOW.L, EVERY TIME A PEN
IS CLEANED; EACH INDIVIDUAL OUTSIDE RUN IS CLEANED, ETC. IT WOULD BE
BETTER FOR ME TO HAVE MY GENERAL DAILY PROCEDURES THAT I
ROUTINELY FOLLOW, IN WRITING. THIS IS SIMILAR TO HOW THE U S D A
REGULATIONS ARE WORDED.

THE PROPOSED CHANGES WOULD ALSO REQUIRE THE DEMOLITION OF
PENNSYLVANIA'S LICENSED AND INSPECTED KENNELS. YET, THERE IS NO
SCIENTIFIC BASIS FOR THE CHANGE. IN ADDITION, THE AVERAGE COST TO
REBUILD KENNEL WILL BE BETWEEN $ 3 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 AND $ 5 0 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0

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

YOURS TRULY,

.^^4 \ V / ^ ^



OSBORNE KENNEL
273 OSBORNE RD
OXFORD, P A 19363

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 U S D A
REGULATIONS ARE WORDED.

THE PROPOSED CHANGES WOULD ALSO REQUIRE THE DEMOLITION OF
PENNSYLVANIA'S LICENSED AND INSPECTED KENNELS. YET, THERE IS NO
SCIENTIFIC BASIS FOR THE CHANGE. IN ADDITION, THE AVERAGE COST TO
REBUILD KENNEL WILL BE BETWEEN $ 3 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 AND $ 5 0 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0

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

YOURS TRULY,

2/%J



PANSY HILL
MID VALLEY RD
LAKE ARIEL, PA 18436

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 $ 3 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 AND $ 5 0 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0
EACH.

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

YOURS TR



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

January 24, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Yours sincerely,

Springbrook 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, :

0 ^ t. ££-*—'
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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. I am writing to express
strong opposition to the current revisions for a number of reasons. While it is admirable
and desirable to address the issue of dog abuse and the deplorable conditions of puppy
mills, the implementation of the proposed revised regulations (referenced above) would
be likely to have nearly the opposite effect.

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

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

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



In an effort to better the conditions for the dogs of our state, much could be accomplished
by funding more Dog Law inspectors, more frequent inspections, and expanded
education of the public in order to help buyers to locate reputable breeders whose dogs
aren't mass-produced with profit as the only incentive to breeding, I appeal to you to
rescind these changes.

Sincerely, _ _ ^ / ;



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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

7. A new section should be added to the regulations requiring that a licensee must have
enough employees to carry out the level of husbandry practices and care required by the Act
and its regulations. Additionally, the employees who provide for care and husbandry or
handle animals should be supervised by an individual who has the knowledge, background,
and experience in proper husbandry and care of dogs to supervise others. The licensee must
be certain mat 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 mat all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a full lateral recumbent position and be able to make normal postural adjustments. Resting
boards are necessary to provide for the comfort of the dog and to allow the animal to have
some time away from living on grated fencing. Providing resting boards will result in fewer
foot lesions and other foot and leg injuries to the dogs. A solid resting surface that is
impervious to moisture is also a more natural environment for the animal, provides a draft-
free surface and enables the dog to retain its body heat. A dog feels most vulnerable when
lying down, and forcing a dog to lie over an exposed area can contribute to anxiety. Humane
standards and survival standards are separate, and creating an environment that merely allows
for survival does not necessarily make such an environment humane.

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders' contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

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

Sincerely,

Z jo z agBj dspoyjq



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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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



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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set forth in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders' contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels that keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

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

Sincerely,
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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 die 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 widi 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 worm 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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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 (ASPC A) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

10. Contrary to what the breeding industry states, the engineering standards specified in the
proposed regulations do have a scientific foundation. The standards in the proposed
regulations are more akin to acceptable husbandry practices. They will bring the engineering
standards up to par with, if not above, those set form in the Animal Welfare Act. Contrary to
the hobby breeders' contention, the new regulations will not bring hobby breeders under the
purview of the Dog Law. Only kennels mat keep, harbor, board, shelter, sell, give away, or
transfer a cumulative total of26 or more dogs in one calendar year will be required to comply
with the new regulations. As a result, true hobby breeders are still exempt from the law.
Good husbandry practices dictate that anyone harboring a larger number of dogs (26 or more)
should comply with certain engineering standards to ensure the health, safety, and well-being
of the dogs. The Dog Law and its regulations are aimed at regulating larger and commercial
breeding facilities. Therefore, the new regulations will not affect hobby breeders, contrary to
what the breeding community suggests.

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

Sincerely, / /)
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Mary Bender |
Pa. Dept of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron St
Harrisburg,Pal7110

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

I have recently been made aware of the newly proposed Pa Dag.law regulations. Yes,
inhumane and substandard care and housing should definitely not be tolerated but not at the
expense of responsible breeders. •• .

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

I want to be able to buy a dog directly from a reputable breeder, not a pet shop or large
scale commercial kennel. I want to know that my puppy w#faised 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 wanfto
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,



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 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 die story.

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

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

Sincerely,

Wfi
%<3-l



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 veterinarian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

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

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

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appears to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to consider the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a "service" to be exempt from
these regulations. I immediately question the intent behind those who are pushing the
governor on this issue. What sense does it make to remove animals from a substandard
facility and place them in another substandard facility? None! Furthermore, this proposal
has no incentives or educational programs for the breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives of those supporting this proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.
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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 veterinarian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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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 veterinarian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

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

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

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

Sincerely, f / /1<^^^/^<^#^
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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 dumber 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. f

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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



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

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

1. State laws relating to dog licensing, control and
•. • .. :....:.•.::.: o w n e r r ^ o j i s i b i l i t i e s ; :::-- •--••••••• •

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

7. A new section should be added to the regulations requiring that a licensee must have
enough employees to carry out the level of husbandry practices and care required by the Act
and its regulations. Additionally, the employees who provide for care and husbandry or
handle animals should be supervised by 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 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(l)(iii) for "failure of an individual to comply with licensure
provisions" should be increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of
violation.

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



8. Stacking primary enclosures on top of one another should be prohibited. Stacking cages
creates an unnatural environment for me 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.

Debbie Durigon
PO Box 408
Fayette City, PA 15438
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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(l)(iii) for "failure of an individual to comply with licensure provisions" should be
increased from $25 to $300 per violation to $25 to $300 per day of violation.

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

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

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

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



the following areas should be added into the regulations to expand upon the requirements set forth in 3 PS. §
459-901:

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

2. State and federal laws relating to animal care, cruelty and neglect;
3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers, proper use of

search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for referral to appropriate

authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;
8. Overview of the legal system, court structure and terminology;
9. Basics of interpreting animal behavior;
10. Identification of injury, disease, abuse and neglect in dogs;
11. Animal hoarders; and
12. Civil liability issues.

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

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

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

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

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



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

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



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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

Sorely, ^ _ % ^ ' ^ -



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

February 2,2007

RE: Comments on proposed Dog Law regulations

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

9. The section on wire mesh flooring should be amended to make it at least as strict as the
federal Animal Welfare Act, which requires that metal strand flooring be greater than one-
eighth of an inch in diameter (9 gauge) or coated with a material such as plastic or fiberglass.
Language should also be added requiring that all primary enclosures that have wire mesh
flooring also have a resting board of sufficient size to allow each dog in the enclosure to lie in
a mil 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 (Le.
hobby breeders who raise, breed, move, sell, etc. fewer than 26 dogs per year), will
continue to be exempt under the revised regulations. '

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

referral to appropriate authorities;
7. Report-writing and record-keeping;

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

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

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

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

7. A new section should be added to the regulations requiring that a licensee must have
enough employees to carry out the level of husbandry practices and care required by the Act
and its regulations. Additionally, the employees who provide for care and husbandry or
handle animals should be supervised by an individual who has the knowledge, background,
and experience in proper husbandry and care of 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, _.. fl^Hl
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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 (ASPC A) on behalf of its members, and incorporate them
herein by reference. Specifically, I strongly support the following:

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

3. State laws relating to dangerous dogs;
4. State and federal law relating to lack of arrest powers,

proper use of search, seizure and warrants;
5. State and federal laws relating to pounds and shelters;
6. Basics of cruelty and neglect investigations for

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

s • U



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attn: Ms Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 171109408

Dear Ms Bender.

I 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 mat 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 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.

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 allowed to
be together when boarded? I would prefer they have the security of being together when separated from

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 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 man containers
which are not reused? The time spent cleaning metal food dishes is time staff can't use doing other things.
The kennel where 1 now board uses paper for feeding boarders. I am very pleased with this.

I ask that these recommendations hot be accepted and that the board seek the opinions of those who are
actively involved in breeding and caring for dogs. How many people from such backgrounds were involved
in the creation of these changes'? j . , ^

Sincerely,



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attn: Ms Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 171109408

Dear Ms Bender.

I 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 m 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 keeping..

The intense record keeping requfred 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.

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 allowed to
be together when boarded? I would prefer they have the security of being together when separated from

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 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 1 now board uses paper for feeding boarders. I am very pleased with this.

I ask that these recommendations not be accepted and that the board seek the opinions of those who are
actively involved in breeding and caring for dogs. How many people from such backgrounds were involved
in the creation of these changes?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



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 veterinarian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

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

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

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

Sincerely,

David W.SmiWus
84 V W # ^ Run Road
Christiana, PA 17509
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Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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

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

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

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

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 die 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, die economic loss to the state will be
in die 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 tihat this proposal appears to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to consider the one section
diat 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 diem 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,

/X^A(
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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 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 mk. Additionally, the economic loss to the state will be
in the millions, and will go far beyond,the breeder to include pet supply retailers, cities who
sponsor shows, and state tax revenue.

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appears to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to consider the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a "service" to be exempt from
these regulations. I immediately question the intent behind those who are pushing the
governor on this issue. What sense does it make to remove animals from a substandard
facility and place them in another substandard facility? None! Furthermore, this proposal
has no incentives or educational programs for the breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives of those supporting this proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.
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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 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 die goal of odier law-abiding breeders is to raise the
best quality and healthiest puppy possible. This is not me issue. Unfortunately, the issue
created by this proposal is my rights as a citizen of this state to own property, and my rights
to be afforded due process guaranteed by the provisions of our state's constitution. The
vagueness of this proposal causes great concern that my rights as a citizen will be omitted by
the bias opinion of those who will hear my side of the story.

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

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

Sincerely,



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 veterinarian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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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 veterinarian and odier professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

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

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

As a Pennsylvania breeder, I believe it is unfortunate that this proposal appears to be more
about animal activism than about animal welfare. You only have to consider the one section
that permits shelters and other similar facilities that provide a "service" to be exempt from
these regulations. I immediately question the intent behind those who are pushing the
governor on this issue. What sense does it make to remove animals from a substandard
facility and place them in another substandard facility? None! Furthermore, this proposal
has no incentives or educational programs for the breeders. It is all threats and punishment,
which is another indication, that the motives of those supporting this proposal are more
interested in eliminating our industry than in improving our industry.
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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 veterinarian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

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

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

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

Sincerely,



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 veterinarian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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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 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 %s a citizen will be omitted by
the bias opinion of those who will hear my side of the story.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



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 veterinarian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

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

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

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

Sincerely,



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 veterinarian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408
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vagueness of this proposal causes great concern that my rights as a citizen will be omitted by
the bias opinion of those who will hear my side of the story.

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

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

Sincerely,



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 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 ®ur 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,



j?-%~ <3.c>oy
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 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 beyon 1 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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Dog Law Bureau Director, Independent Regulatory Review Commission:

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

I am strongly opposed to commercial breeding kennels where the costs are minimized by providing substandard
care and conditions for the dogs in an effort to increase the profit. 1 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. ^ "y "Thank you. / "
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Dog Law Bureau Director, Independent Regulatory Review Commission:

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

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

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

Thank you.
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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. 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
should be included on the Dog Law Advisory Board to better represent the
interests of animals in tormina 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
Harrisbuffl, 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
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:



Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committee (1RRC):
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
should be included on the Poo Law Advisory Board to better represent the
interests of animals in forming these regulations.

Thank you for your consideration:
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Arthur Coocodriili,
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
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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
should be included on the Poo 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-
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 aqd 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:



Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committee (IRRC):
Arthur Coccodrilli,
333 Market Street. 14th Floor
Hamsburg, 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
should be included on the Pop 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 (1RRC):
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
should be included on the Poo Law Advisory Board to better represent the
interests of animals In forming these regulations.

Thank you for your consideration:
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Dear Ms. Bender:

1. The Dog Law regulations as applied to kennels should exempt all non-
profit animal welfare an^ 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
should be included on the DOQ Law Advisory Board to better represent the
interests of animals in forming these regulations.

Thank you for your consideration:
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Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender:

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
should be included on the Doa Law Advisory Board to better represent the
interests of animals in forming these regulations.

Thank you for your consideration:



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

Dear Ms. Bender:

1. The Dog Law regulations as applied to kennels should exempt all non-
profit anjrnal wejfare 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
should be included on the Poo Law Advisory Board to better represent the
interests of animals in forming these regulations.

Thank you for your consideration:

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



Chairman of the Independent Regulatory Review Committee (IRRC):
Arthur CoccodrilU,
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:

1. The Dog Law regulations ad 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
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:

) w # / _ _ (£«*• X WtUtetr)



Endorsement-individualjpg (JPEG Image, 2550x3300 pixels) - Seal... MpVAvww.phsone

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

Endorsement Form

TUB uiiuar signed endorses ?h« comments made by the CsaWen Against

Misery wittrregarrJ to the proposed Pennsylvania KgnW Regulations.

HnimJaS&LJUJi&as.

State . j g U J J T O I S

EmW tLsg&a&i&iS&lL

Comments;

I have three puppymill rescues which I adopted. One is blind - born
wittr severs! genetic problems - a result of poor breeding. The other ,
ctro arEivcd with scvcu cmoLiuudl issues, une nas overcome most of hie
praWame^, The-other, a female, still hides and flattens out when you
attempt to pick her up. I have had her for 5 years. The vet feele
stie_ was. so, tsawaat-ieied eke- may never-overcome-her fears-; Ic rook her over
a year to allow my husband to touch her. Notle of these dogs knew what
grass uaRr nr a hnwl. fdis.-felM̂i*̂  food, a bind couch or a Cv?y . They a,ll
arrived sick, full of worms, skin conditions, gross ears and nasty teech.
1 should mention the. blind.-bahy_ al^o ha& epilepsy and neurological problems^
fflflkteg it difficult for him to walk at times.

Signed^Z&^t^.^6LL&L^Date Feb. 21, 2007

Please fax this form to CAM 203,409.3851
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CsaKtion Against Misery

2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 1S8O3

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses tfie comments made by tt» CosWon Against

Misery .with regard to the proposeci Permytyimia Kenne! Regutettons.

Afsrstt. \WukAN*me _jfcVfc.UA&»

Comments :

3

Date__&5^L_Ljy

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851
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1. The Dog Law regulations as applied to kennels should @xemp.t.a(LO@D:pra%
anirnaj.vm^aisJiOfitJQ99cue. OUSAOJLsationff, 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 m!f#r§..m^m§Qum^rp.u^@bPw!d..b,.
included onj^Dm.,LmAdylgory..Bp_8rd to be#r mpmsenLthe m#.re#ts_Qf $r
in forming these./eflu|atio.ns.

"*"L—.1' >— * - - < - . . . „

!6
inimals



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,

9I have recently been made aware of the newly proposed Pa Dog law regulagqiisFYes-
inhumane and substandard care and housing should definitely not be tolerated but not # )he r r
expense of responsible breeders. \X A^>C^-^JI^ .Ur^jJxa, /^L^,_&& , W ^ " 6 ^ . J ; - :
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Under the proposed changes as I read them, small scale breeders will fall into the same
set of requirements as the large commercial operations. Licensed breeders with a Kl license
would no longer to be able to maintain, breed, whelp and raise their dogs within their homes-but
this is exactly the setting from which I want to be able to buy a puppy or dog! I want a dog that
was raised in a home from breeders who are careful about the health of their dogs, their
temperaments and bred dogs that look like the breed they are supposed to be! These breeders
would have to either stop raising dogs or build facilities to meet the-commercial breeders'
standards which are not the way I want a puppy I'd buy raised. The proposed regulations favor
the large scale operations that will have the budget to build these "sterile" kennel facilities and
hire staff to maintain the outlined record keeping requirements. Why we don't even require 20
minutes of daily mandated physical exercise for our children in schools but for dogs we do!

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

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

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

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

Sincerely,



32,'13/2687 12=43 215543353S VJ5 PROD/MANNA SPLY PAGE 31
Fmb 09 07 0 2 ; 0 ? p NSMS Swppig, Inc. 3 S:g-222 = 4?7S s t i

Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157 **r*ff* ?
WWrntngto*. DE 1 9803^

Endorsement Form

T N undersigned @rg@n4z@Wn sndors** the comm#%& made by the CoaJtion Against

Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regul**ions.

Organtiation/AgenGy^.- ymw&SSlilSfc-
Ea*Nomtoo.PA1W03

AddftSS ; . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . , , rt,™»T-l-

Cty State Zip Code

E-mail AddressMMMMS VT9@LAGLLC*AL^.•

Contact Pf,nani*)j4j#*=gglJ-AeAMJZ~...^^^

Comment;

Dat«r_J?_%42/i?:3_

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 1980S

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against

Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

State tJ^LLU

Email U tinw^nfi JfeuVX/VV/-/.tC*~

Comment^:

Signed__:#lLW.-2_ Date-i J2±t
Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #1 57"
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Agams

Miseiy with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennei Regulations,

Name jCtodkLiaL&SflCi —^_

AState Jfc3J5Cv&^jAsuiBL> •

Comments:

I

bigmedj

http://www

M&^AC Datea V^ ô v

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851

prisonersofgreeAofg/fejidor5eroeni.iiidhuduaijpg- 2/8/2007
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Coalition Against Misery
2Z07 Concord Pike #1 57
WHmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorsee the-comments madehy the Coaltion AgaiA t
Misery With regaui lo the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Rftgulation$

State

f%^& L/*>*sw^

Comments:

Email.

Signed. £es£Z,Z* Date. x ^ 7

PLcascifax this forfn to CAM 203,409.3851

http://ww4.pnsonersofigrccd.org/EWofsem«nt4WivWw@yp^ 2i8/2D.d7
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 1930S

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments m#e ^ the Gesttiefl Asainst

Mlsary with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel ReflUtsSons,

Comments:

jMttM-jkilt&Aik

PlessafiX-this farm to CAM 203.403^851
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Coalition Against Misery
230? GoneOFd Pike #4-57
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement F o i m

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against

Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

Name _j±sJajLa Z & \

State _SZJ-J^Q\S-y^3.J^

Comments:

Sioned *VLkJy^ I f ^ Date^ JL_I__L1-—Z A ^

Pitas© fax this form to CAM 203.409,3851
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord-Pike -rttt-57
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

The. undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Against
Misery With regard to trie proposed -Penrbyivdi'ua Kennel ftegutotiono.

Name Z&zL^^=W&iJCLi_,

State __\!ll^W& _

Comments:

pv-^ S lAf^j- \

Signed Date ^ & 2

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409,3851
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #1 57
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses \\w tomments made by the Coaltinn Agairii

Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennei Regulations.

State i-

Copnments:

- v C \
Sighed \U/4 v Date. i-uknL

Please fax this form to CAM 203,409.3851

http//\»/wv| pri <5nn«rsrtfereed. ^rg/Eodorsenieiu»individual.ipe- 2/8/2007
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #T57
Wilmington, DE 1 9&O3

Endorsement Form

jrhe undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Agains,

Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations

N B LIEBMAH HARRISBG

j£)22&i^k> Sli-£*1=

State _ . 9A.

Comments:

t
Sigmed

http://www

frf^t. £W<-f

>

. itf'wtAV ,̂,,„.,„:,, u a ^ a m
"7

Please fax this forfnto CAM 203.409.3851

pri suiief sofgfceU. in g/Ei iUwi-»eaiciit^kuiividiMJLj.pg- ?/R/?flf>7
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Coaiitidn Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, D£ 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorse^th^commefitsmade^bx the Coaltior. Agajilst

Misery with regard-to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulatiohj

^UlSX—S-irL^

PAGE-M.

State __j6gHl^miB.

EmaiL__^&±^L^^&Ali.Sgr

Comments:

Signed <&-A^ 'aBate&lUill

Please fax this fork/to CAM 203.409.3851
hnp://www.prlsonersQigrBeiLuijjxEnijyE»ciiicui-i«uiviuuai.jjy^ 2/G/2007
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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 Agaiift
Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulation*

Name __A.£yojmjd&

State ^A^asa^&&6&^

EmatL

lments:

Sigjied. Mt. Date jft/fo

P!ease_fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851
http:/7ww\j.prisonersofgreed .org/Endefsement-md ividuaJrfp^ 2/8/2007
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #1 57
Wilmington, DE 19803

Fndorsement FoFffi

The undersigned endorses the comments made bythe Coaltion Again

Misery-with regaiU to the proposed Pennsylvania Kmnnml Regulation^

I

State £!2!£2-

EmaiL

Comments:

ed •&3&2L Date_2M£Z

Please fax this form to CAM 203.409.3851

prisonersofgre«hwg/En<k>fsenieflt-ifldivid«a^.jfg 2/8/2007
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Coalition Against Misery
2207 Concord Pike #1 57
Wilmington, DET 79803

Endorsement Forn^

The undersigned endorses- the comments made by the Coaition AgaW

Misery with regard to j&^ roposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

EmrnL

Comments:

siakr —MJ01/1P k̂ Date. lite
http://www

Please fox this forfp to CAM 203.409.3851

.pfisonersofgreed.org/F.ndnrsffmpnt^individiiaLjpg,. 2/8/2007
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Coalition Against Misery
2Z07 Concord Pike #157
Wilmington, DE 19803

Endorsement Form

The undersigned endorses the comments made by the Coaltion Again*

Misery with regard to the proposed Pennsylvania Kennel Regulations.

Name J^eE.GgflH_/d^_L'$Z_(Z

State __

Comments:

T l

iJfiJcOL—SignedJWb&m^/.llA=== .__ Date

htlpy/www.prisonersofgrcechorg/Enctorsement-indrvidoal.ipg 2/8/2007
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Bureau of Dog U w EnforcamantAttn: Ms. Hflary &»inid«!-Pttnn*yfvanSa Department of Agrfeuitur«2$Q1 North
Cameron Str*»tH*m*surgt *»A 1?11<MMS0«Oe«r Ms. Bender,

I am writing this tetter to inform you that I am against the new dogi law piopoaal. I believe that Inhumane and
substandard kennel conditions should not be toleratod, but I do not agree that most of the proposed regulatory
charges are needed, or would nec««8«tity Have a beneficial outcome If adopted.

I believe that Camp KCS b one of the finest kennels around *nd It wW put a HUGE burden not only

on the owner* of the kennate but the custom®!* who board their dogs.

I ask that you oppose thi» iaw because M it doe* go Into effect, our kennel wiH have to lncr«ase the charge for
boarding end we would not b* able to afford this, as I am sure many others vrill not and theeekennete may
eventually go out of ijuainss*.

Thank you for your attention In this mutter.

114, !5e/%f K..U "&\U(i

1 of I . 2/14/200? 8:35 AM
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Bureau of Dog Law EuforcementAltn: Ms. Mary B«ndcrPens»syIvan»a Department of
Agriculture2301 North Cameron StreetHarrisburg, PA 171lO-9408Dear Ms. Beader,

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

I believe that Camp KCS Is ouc of the finest kennels around and it will put a HUGE burden not

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

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

Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,



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

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

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

^ s % ^

dfcu&S'3&>)*fA)(



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

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

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

Pjk^ls^±-.A.M/L.



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

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

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

s%n , \_x0^W^ X^C7ti4>f,co



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

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

I ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as I 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 <^%^^<fV^/t^^€;

Print.__—^ î̂ :_ j2...A^^.^^J±::Z^^ ̂ "



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

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

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

ĴVgZ% z=p, ( ? ^ ^ ^ / ^ ^ ^ ^



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

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

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

MjM^c-

A:9sj..-jQnjo...Jz{or.\r.jDMP n



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

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

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

, ,XjU# f̂v x; ' ^ - - _.

v t , ^ \ -I,.A\c:.s<jWN^'1



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

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

Pnnt ^ ^/ ' '^\. ^ q ' 4 W u _ -



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

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

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

2o=^# VI~JJJO

Print .^-<^^^lLL_.l!&Ay^L^/l^.L_.
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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 I am against the new dog law proposal. I believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but I do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

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

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

JP;&Wa^<dV/^/^dLjd&^

/&P/f/6/4/"/P /^&%5V&4^///C



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

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

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

^ % ^ ^ ^ ^

y^ ^L./^$%^<P%^L



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Atln; M», Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street
Rarrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms, Bender,

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

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

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

Thank you for your attention in this matter.

Sincerely,

Print ^***&L±J^Z»*±&&£i!LL

tvtjoAo fillip, PA I?4?O



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

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

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

.&DWjAAW__^Aba&o



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

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

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

Print
J^<A —^A<sJ



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

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

I ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as I 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 .^J^llAjLLJ^.^.:J^h^Z^..

Print __ fH ^pc±&n. L. # tiD^r-



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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



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

1. Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

I ask that you oppose this law because if it does go into effect, our kennel will have to increase the
charge for boarding and we would not be able to afford this, as I 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 I am against the new dog law proposal. I believe that inhumane
and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but I do not agree that most of the proposed
regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if adopted.

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

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