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Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture § ^
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement S cp m !JL^J
Attn: Ms Mary Bender ' =SS Z O
2301 North Cameron St liis ^ LQ
Harrisburg PA 17110-9408 §fg 3 <-

Dear Ms. Bender: =< ~*
"-C2 "- [—n

My name is Suzi Franks and I recently heard from my sister-in-law, who lives in Lancaster
County about the proposed new and amended kennel regulations and at this time I would
like to applaud you and your department for proposing these new regulations to improve
the living conditions of the dogs in commercial breeding kennels. These changes have been
a long time coming and I am pleased that these changes are in the near future.

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

I feel the amended regulations; such as regulating the temperature in which these animals
are made to live will make a big difference in their well-being. I also believe that enlarging
their kennels in which they live and walking each dog at least 20 minutes a day will only
result in healthier animals which will in turn produce healthier pups. I would like to add
however, that permanent tethering should not be used as the primary closure.

From what I have learned and researched and informed other of, is that Pennsylvania is
known as the "Puppy Mill Capital of the East Coast". This is a distinction I am NOT proud
of. So, again, I applaud your department for taking the necessary steps to diminish the
puppy mill situation and for being the voice for the dogs who have none.

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

Sincerely,

Suzi Franks
148 S. Main Street
Mountaintop, PA 18707
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January 2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender: 4=

I recently heard from a friend from Lancaster County about the proposed new and amended
kennel regulations and first off, I would like to thank the Bureau of Dog Law for proposing
these new regulations to improve the living conditions of the dogs in commercial breeding
kennels.

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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January 28, 2007

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement __ g | ____
Attn: Ms Mary Bender . c3 s:::i —U
2301 North Cameron St " [?r# 31 HI
HarrisburgPA 17110-9408 gg3 ™ ( j

8'g ^ rn
Dear Ms. Bender: #. ! ^
As a volunteer for the Humane League of Lancaster County I have seen dogs and purifies seized [ J
from puppy mills. Actually, just recently I met a poodle mix at the League named Zig Zag. S e
staff gave him this name because he was unable able to walk in a straight line due to being caged
all his life. Dogs, as you know, were bred to be companion animals and should not be treated like
live stock.

I would like to thank the Bureau of Dog Law for proposing new and amended kennel
regulations to improve the living conditions of the dogs in commercial breeding kennels.

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

Veterinarian practice, animal behaviorists and other animal care givers have substantiated the
type and level of care these animals require for a healthy life. I feel the amended regulations will
reflect these current care standards and are necessary to insure ethical and humane conditions
needed for better overall quality of life.

I feel that increasing cage size and a minimum of twenty minutes of uncaged exercise per day,
per dog, would greatly decrease the stress that dogs like Zig Zag endure.

The passage of these kennel regulations will also make Pennsylvania's Department of
Agriculture a national leader and diminish Pennsylvania's reputation as "Puppy Mill Capital of
the East Coast."

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

Sincerely,

Janet Easterwood
886 Farmdale Road
Mount Joy, Pa 17552

^ JIhm i(PiBiuuct-
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January 2007

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture _ _ & ? , _ .
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement g £3 ~JJ
Attn: Ms Mary Bender @9a zq [ T i
2301 North Cameron St S i l l c:o O
Harrisburg PA 17110-9408 g'^ ro ffi

Dear Ms. Bender: ' # ^ ^ ^

I recently heard from a co-worker about the proposed new and amended kennel regulatii^s '"—"
and first off, I would like to thank the Bureau of Dog Law for proposing these new regulations
to improve the living conditions of the dogs in commercial breeding kennels.

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

Veterinarian practice, animal behaviorists and other animal care givers have substantiated the
type and level of care these animals require for a healthy life. I feel the amended regulations
will reflect these current care standards and are necessary to insure ethical and humane
conditions needed for better overall quality of life.

The passage of these kennel regulations will also make Pennsylvania's Department of
Agriculture a national leader and diminish Pennsylvania's reputation as "Puppy Mill Capital of the
East Coast."

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

Sincerely,

net Co^ac^r-
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Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attn: Ms Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron St
Harrisburg PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender:
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I recently heard from a co-worker about the proposed new and amended kennel regulations
and first off, I would like to thank the Bureau of Dog Law for proposing these new regulations
to improve the living conditions of the dogs in commercial breeding kennels.

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

Veterinarian practice, animal behaviorists and other animal care givers have substantiated the
type and level of care these animals require for a healthy life. I feel the amended regulations
will reflect these current care standards and are necessary to insure ethical and humane
conditions needed for better overall quality of life.

o

The passage of these kennel regulations will also make Pennsylvania's Department of
Agriculture a national leader and diminish Pennsylvania's reputation as "Puppy Mill Capital of the
East Coast."

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

Sincerely,

i'S:
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Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture . Si'SR ^ j " L )
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement ;3 Si s-o [Tl
Attn: Ms Mary Bender IS m ..,., ~^
2301 North Cameron St E ^ ^ ^ Ppi
Harrisburg PA 17110-9408 % % r̂ ) |J_;

Dear Ms. Bender:

I recently heard from a co-worker about the proposed new and amended kennel regulations and
first off, I would like to thank the Bureau of Dog Law for proposing these new regulations to
improve the living conditions of the dogs in commercial breeding kennels. I do not reside in
Lancaster County, but understand that it is known as the puppy mill capital of the East coast
and that needs to change.

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

l^M CAPITAL %T
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January 2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender:

I recently heard from a friend, who is an animal advocate and l̂ ves~rjLn
Lancaster County about the proposed new and amended kennel regulations
and first off, I would like to thank the Bureau of Dog Law for
proposing these new regulations to improve the living conditions of
the dogs in commercial breeding kennels.

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

.Anyone who has studied psychology knows that the level of care given
to any individual or animal will have a direct impact on the quality
of life. Veterinarian practice, animal behaviorists and other animal
caregivers have substantiated this theory. I feel the amended
regulations will allow these animals to be treated humanely, which
result in a better quality of life.

I completely agree with regulating the temperature in which these
animals live. Just as humans, these animals need adequate heat in the
winter and cooler temperatures in the summer. I also believe that
enlarging the kennel size by doubling at a minimum is also the humane
thing to do to allow an enhanced quality of life, especially for the
breeding dogs who never see the light of day, currently live in
unsatisfactory conditions and never get the opportunity to stretch or
touch the ground throughout their life.

I believe this is an opportunity for the Department of Agriculture to
step up to the plate and become the national leader in diminishing
Pennsylvania's reputation as "Puppy Mill Capital of the East Coast."

Once again, I support and am eager to hear that these regulations have
passed in the very near future!

Sincerely,

Gina Dietrich
204 N Oak Street
Lititz, PA 17545
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Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement ^ | | -p
Attn: Ms Mary Bender s | Î J ppi
2301 North Cameron 5t | g S ("4
Harrisburg PA 17110-9408 ' gg ^ pfl

n
J

Dear Ms. Bender: ' l ^ | | ^ ( 1 1

I recently heard from a co-worker who lives in Lancaster County about the proposed new
and amended kennel regulations and at this time I would like to applaud you and your
department for proposing these new regulations to improve the living conditions of the
dogs in commercial breeding kennels. These changes have been a long time coming and I
am pleased that these changes are in the near future.

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

I feel the amended regulations, such as removing the dogs from their cage before being
cleaned, adequate lighting and necessary heating and cooling when applicable, will reflect
the care standards that are needed to insure ethical and humane conditions needed for
better overall quality of life for our canine companions.

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

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

Sincerely,
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Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attn: Ms Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron St _ %$
Harrisburg PA 17110-94.08 gg ^ j O

Dear Ms. Bender: @($j ™ ("~)

I recently heard from a co-worker about the proposed new and amended kennel rfg|ilatiofns an&%:̂
first off, I would like to thank the Bureau of Dog Law for proposing these new';r^gSatiorii to ~p\
improve the living conditions of the dogs in commercial breeding kennels. I do%Qgresi9s? in '—!—|
Lancaster County, but understand that it is known as the puppy mill capital of the East mast -̂—"*
and that needs to change.

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



Vincent Strangw
4013 Sardis Road

Murrysville, PA 15668
412-580-8334
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mFebruary 3, 2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender

I am writing you today regarding the proposed changes to the dog kennel regulations in Pennsylvania
and beg you to support them. It is just disgusting to see how some of these animals are kept and cared
for and an absolute disgrace to Pennsylvania. Pennsylvania is widely known as the Puppy Mill capital
and that just makes me so mad. How can we possibly accept this and let it continue?

The proposed changes make so much sense and will improve the lives of countess innocent animals.
The only people who would object to these changes are the immoral owners of these operations who
profit from the misery of animals. The vast majority of Pennsylvanians would support them and also be
outraged at the current conditions and regulations.

I am asking you to please be sure to support the proposed changes and include a special exemption
for animal shelters and foster homes so animal rescue groups are not inadvertently hurt. Thank you for
your time.

Sincerely,

Vincent Strangio
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Holly Moskerintz
911 North, Street | Jim Thorpe, PA 18229

February 2, 2007 ^ §3 - n

=sc5 -n [11
Department of Agriculture . • s^SS S3 V S
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement ~-rB — b..~,
Attn: Mary Bender . f3 : : ' : : r r>° ijj
2301 North Cameron Street • • ife PR ~g < T
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 ' ' mp ^ HI
Fax: 717-772-4352 ^ g ^ r--)

Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman -
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101
Fax: 717-783-2664

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli and Ms, Bender:

Please help Pennsylvania to not be referred to as the "puppy mill capital of the East"
and to make Pennsylvania a more humane place for dogs, as well as other animals.
I support Governor Ed Rendell's commitment to help the tens of thousands of dogs
affected by Pennsylvania puppy mills and his proposed changes to the outdated
kennel regulations which would improve the living conditions of dogs who currently
are suffering the inhumane conditions in these puppy mills.

I hope you too support Governor Rendell's proposals and you have some room in
your heart to protect the dogs that are currently suffering under current
Pennsylvania law.

Sincerely,
_x7

Holl/Moskerintz
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Ms. Mary Bender
Director, Bureau of Dog Law
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110

Re: Pennsylvania Puppy Mills

Dear Ms Bender,

As Pennsylvania residents and tax payers, we are not very proud of living in a place
known as the puppy mill capital of the East. We personally have stronger emotional ties
with this matter because we purchased our beloved dog Sunny from one of the
Lancaster based puppy mills. Sunny is 10 years old. She has had temperamental
problems all her fife. We rarely invite anyone to our house because we are afraid that
Sunny would attack our guests. When we walk her outside we have to be very diligent
not letting her to be near anyone. She also has had health problems all her life. Sunny
is a direct victim and living witness of puppy mill cruelty. Puppy mills are like an ulcer in
Pennsylvania. They hurt the animals and break the animal lovers' hearts.

We, as PA tax payers, strongly support the proposed changes that will provide better
living conditions for dogs in puppy mills. We also strongly support tougher and stricter
requirements for issuing kennel licenses to puppy mills. However we will support an
exemption for shelters from the kennel expansion and exercise requirements and also
an exemption for foster homes from kennel housing requirements.

We will closely monitor this matter and be glad to receive any updates.

Thank you very much for the initiatives I

Sincerely!

JuneZhao, PhD_

Tom McConneH, Attorney at Law

909 Chowning Dr
Hummelstown, PA 17036
717-979-3748
717-583-0830 (fax)
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Bender,

From:

To:

mtnshak [mtnshak@comcast.net]

Saturday, January 27, 2007 5:27 AM

mabender@state.pa.us

bgardner@pa.net

Page 1 of 1

2559
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- f % ;% FT]## ̂  w
Subject: RE: PROPOSED CHANGES TO PA DOG LAW s£g ^ p~j

Dear Ms. Bender,

Please allow me to introduce my self. My name is Linda Uncapher. I am the owner of several cats and a TDI
registered Golden Retriever.

I am writing to comment on the proposed changes to the PA Dog Law. I am aware and agree that unethical and
inhumane kennel conditions exist in many large commercial kennels in our state and they should no longer be
tolerated!

I support the proposed changes as outlined in the recent bulletin: www,pjMlietin,com/§e^ie/d_a^ta/y^36/36-
50/2452.Jitml as beneficial to dogs housed in large commercial kennels. I have also written to my local
legislatures and expressed the above sentiment.

It is time for Pennsylvania to shed its shameful reputation as "The Puppy Mill Capitol of the East" and believe that
these changes will make a difference.

I thank you in advance for your time and consideration in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,
Linda Uncapher
Preston C. Uncapher
256 Skyhigh Road
St. Thomas, PA 17252

2/1/2007
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Bender, Mary 9 <~ K n

From: mtnshak [mtnshak@comcast.net]

Sent: Saturday, January 27,2007 5:26 AM =_ 0 |

c o ^ ^ r-p
To: mabender@state.pa.us p^qg

Cc: bgardner@pa.net - 5 5 W >-k'

Subject: PROPOSED CHANGES TO PA DOG LAW 3 5= 7Z n~]

Dear Ms. Bender,

Please allow me to introduce my self. My name is Preston Uncapher. I am the owner of several cats amd a tp jp
registered Golden Retriever. w

I am writing to comment on the proposed changes to the PA Dog Law. I am aware and agree that unethical and
inhumane kennel conditions exist in many large commercial kennels in our state and they should no longer be
tolerated!

I support the proposed changes as outlined in the recent bulletin: ww^,paMHeJiircjDm/s
50/Z452JitmJ as beneficial to dogs housed in large commercial kennels. I have also written to my local
legislatures and expressed the above sentiment.

It is time for Pennsylvania to shed its shameful reputation as "The Puppy Mill Capitol of the East" and believe that
these changes will make a difference.

I thank you in advance for your time and consideration in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,
Preston C. Uncapher
Preston C. Uncapher
256 Skyhigh Road
St. Thomas, PA 17252

2/1/2007
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February 5, 2007

Department of Agriculture TrishWegner
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement 1117 Holly Court
Attn.: Mary Bender Naperville, IL 60540
2301 N. Cameron Street
Harrisburg PA 17110-9408
FAX: 717-772-4352 ^ \

Dear Ms. Bender, M
If

RE: Pennsylvania. " The Puppy Mill Capital of the East" %

My letter will serve to express my heartfelt gratitude to the Governor of your State for
talcing a stand on behalf of defenseless, suffering animals, so atrociously exploited by so-
called humans without a conscience. I also would like to here state my wholehearted
support of any efforts the Humane Society of the United States has made in this regard.

Puppy mills proliferate inferior genetic material, to say nothing of the truly inhumane
conditions these poor breeding dogs live in, so that someone can turn a profit. My
opinion is that companion animal breeding ought to be confined to a very few, heavily
regulated, conscientious experts. Your State is to be commended for its efforts to
improve the situation. May I suggest to amend the legislation to exempt foster homes
and shelters for rescue animals fiom this proposed legislation, and to regulate their
activities separately.

Thank you for supporting the cause of animals depending totally on your protection!

Smcerelyy j

Trish Wegner
E-mail bobtrish7@aol.com

Cc: Arthur Cocodrilli, Chairman
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg PA 17101-FAX 717-783-2664
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February 5, 2007

SENT VIA FAX (717) 772-4353
Ms. Mary Bender
Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Re: PUPPY MILLS

Dear Ms. Bender:

I am writing a letter in support of putting an end to Puppy
Mills in Pennsylvania. Please change the regulations to
include, doubling the minimum cage size, require daily
exercise outside of the cage, require heat when temperature
drops below 50 degrees, require air conditioning of fan
when temperature rises about 85 degrees, improve
ventilation in kennel areas and deny licenses to
individuals convicted of animal cruelty with the past 10

I also ask for an exemption for shelters from the kennel
expansion and exercise requirements and foster homes should
be exempt from kennel housing requirements and instead have
separate performance standards appropriate for home care
settings.

I would like very much to see the abolishment of all Puppy
Mills but if this is not possible, I would at least hope
the above requirements could be met. Puppys and all
animals are such a part of FAMILY life. If things are
being done to regulate the system for children, then the
same should be done for the animals!!! Thank you.

Sincerely,

JILL V. LEAMAN
213 Bloomingdale Avenue
Wayne, PA 19087

Cc: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
Independent Regulatory Review Commission(717-783-2664)
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2 5 5 9 H.D. Mattingly
405 Buckeye Drive

Naperville IL 60540

February 5, 2007

Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement [V>,
Attn.: Mary Bender g § D
2301N. Cameron Street m ^ g ^ iT)
Harrisburg PA 17110-9408 s)5 ^ Q
FAX: 717-7724352 gW% ^ Q]

Dear Ms. Bender, - ' g ' ^ [[]

RE: Pennsylvania. " The PUPPY Mill Capital of the East"

My letter will serve to express my heartfelt gratitude to the Governor of your State for
taking a stand on behalf of defenseless, suffering animals, so atrociously exploited by so-
called humans without a conscience. I also would like to here state my wholehearted
support of any efforts the Humane Society of the United States has made in this regard,

Puppy mills proliferate inferior genetic material, to say nothing of the truly inhumane
conditions these poor breeding dogs live in, so that some disgusting, inferior, ignorant
"humans" can turn a profit. My opinion is that companion animal breeding ought to be
confined to a very few, heavily regulated, conscientious experts. Your State is to be
commended for its efforts to improve the situation. May I suggest to amend the
legislation to exempt foster homes and shelters for rescue animals from this proposed
legislation, and to regulate their activities separately.

Thank you for supporting the cause of animals depending totally on your protection!

Sincerely,

N %^%
Mattingly

E-mail pretzelbaker@aol.com

Cc: 1. The Governor, State of Pennsylvania (via e-mail)
2. Arthur Cocodrilli, Chairman

Independent Regulatory Review Commission
333 Market Street, 14lh Floor
Harrisburg PA 17101-FAX 717-783-2664

3. Illinois State Senator Dan Rutherford (via e-mail)
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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 dubs.

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.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Fehy
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TO: Dog Law Bureau Director Maiy Bender, 717.772.4352... ,., o ~ r
Independent Regulatory Review Commission, 717.78^6640 ^ m f' *•>

m#B«GUL4T0m
February 9,2007

Dog Law Bureau Director, Independent Regulatory Review Commission:

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

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

Te
Guardian of tWwonderful pups rescued from inhumane conditions at two separate
PA puppy mills
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Dog Law Bureau Director, Independent Regulatory Review Commission:

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

Please immediately take steps to rectify the appalling conditions in the commercial kennels of
Pennsylvania. I strongly oppose commercial breeding kennels, especially those where costs are
minimized by providing inadequate care and conditions for the dogs in attempts to increase profit.
It Is necessary that each and every kennel be required to have a visible, safe source of heat and
air-conditioning. The regulations should also limit the number of dogs that are kept in a cage. I am
also requesting that you include breeding regulations consistent with those established by
reputable breed clubs.

As I am sure you are aware that Pennsylvania is known as the Puppy Mill Capital of the East
Coast. A Pennsylvania pet stone owner that I recently spoke with, who purchases his dogs from
the mid west puppy mills, claims that he does it the correct way because he does not get his dogs
from Pennsylvania puppy mills. I found it extremely telling that even people who deal with other
puppy mills think Pennsylvania puppy mills are awful.

Thank you for your time and your attention to this matter.

Rachel A. Ogden
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Fax Pennsylvania Representatives about Commercial Kennels
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bxa triples

Summary

Brokers

PA Kennels

RECER

Prisoners o f Greed7 FEB12ffl"25

wmmEGuum
Puppymills Breed Misery W l i i

Dogs Can't Talk -They Need You To Speak For Them

Please Send A Fax to the Director of Dog Law Bureau and the Independent
Regulatory Review Commission

1. Copy tfve mmple leitur and ptate it into n goftwirc program like Word. You can use ii as ii is written but it
would be much better if you modified it to fit your opinion. Unique letter* * * tafcr than s tndud letters but ir>

impwi«Bi t M «h«y get the rae*ft»j;e. If yoi» nrc » vet or a vet la*, plane add thM. If you wnric for » rescue
oritiuii/uiiQii or have puppy mill <to|t» in your liome, l>k«« «<U ihm.

2, fi« s u t to sign youf name. faxes/letters must be signed or (bey will be Sgnomdl,

.1. fax Ihc Idler. Sec (he flu ruirtihrrs hflow

Sample Letter

Oog Law Bureau Oirector, indopondent R«gulahyy Roviaw Commission:

I support the changes to the commercial dog regulations submitted by the Coalition Against Misery,
The proposed regulations by the Pennsylvania Department of Aykullure that were recently published
in me Pennsylvania Bulletin do not adequately uddrnw tho issues of temperMuro control, cage
conditions «no humane breeding practice*.

i am wrongly opposed to commwcial breeding Kennels where the coats are minimized by providing
subatandanj caro and conditions for the dogs in an effort, to incnSMG the profit. I am writing to request
thot you Wmodtotely tnko atop* to address tho horrific condition* m comnwciiB KOnnels w
Pennsylvania, Lvety kennel must be required to have a vwbk), safe source of heat and arf-
eondttioning. AdditionaBy, tho rogulatkm* should limit the number of oogs that are kept m a cage. And
finally, we ask that you Include Breeding regulations consistent with those established by reputable
breed clubs.

It is a profound embarrassment mat Pennsylvania |* Known at the Puppy Mill Capital of the E a *
coast, Please take steps to ensure that the new regulations provide humane conditions for me dogs.
TfianK you.

Fax Numbers

Dog Law Bureau Director Maiy Sender 717,772.4352

independent Regulatory Review Commission 717.783.2664

763 <&<> 3 7 3 /
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From: Sherry Frey-Brown

202 Mulberry Place

Douglassville, PA 19518

2559

This is a message regarding the support of new, more humane regulations for dogs in
Puppy Mills in Pennsylvania.

s
Thank you for your time and consideration. w ^
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February 3, 2007

Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attn: Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408
Fax: 717-772-4352

Dear Ms. Bender;

I'm in full support of the new, more humane kennel regulations for dogs in Pennsylvania.
These new rules will help puppy mill dogs in that they will be provided with more space,
have better protection from the elements and will have time outside of their cages for
exercise. It Is time Pennsylvania clean up the cruel puppy mills that brutalize dogs and
tarnish our state's image,

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christina R. Allen
880 Snyder Corner
Red Lion, PA 17356
717-246-5657

c; Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101
Fax: 717-783-2664
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Department of Agriculture Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Alt Mary Bender

I hope you will help all the puppys and dogs that are in the Mills in you state and make sure that the old laws
are replaced with new laws that makes sure the dogs and puppys are treated humanely. You are the voice
for them .

Thank You

David Blankenship

ty
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I Attention: Department of Agriculture (Mary Bender) • | ';;• I

| Thank you for your time I i
i JoeHollerich fi ^
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Hello 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. Please be honest and tell
the press that the dogs do not have heat and are freezing to death!!!

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 to tow dogs. 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

Anna K Schuetz
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Prisoners of Greed
2559 ^ J ^ Puppymiils Breed Misery

Doge Can't Talk -They Need You To Speak For Them
2/09/2007
Dear independent Regulatory Review Commission,
I am appalled and disgusted by the thought of puppy
mills. How sad and cruel that "Man's Bfc'st Friend Is
treated this way. Not an honorable way to make a living.
I fully support the changes submitted by the Coalition
Against Misery.

Thank you,
Jana Broaddrick

Dog Law Bureau Director, Independent Regulatory Review Commission:

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

lam 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 thai you include
breeding regulations consistent with those established by reputable br&d 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.

Fax Numbers

Dog Law Bureau Director Msry Bender 717,772,4353

Independent Regulatory Review Commission 717.783.2664

Jana Broaddrick

ill I
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February 9,2007

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

RECEIVED
207 FEB - 9 PM q= 4

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.

I have adopted two dogs that were used as breeding dogs in a commercial kennel, i.e. puppy mill.
My 6 year old female Pomeranian was unlucky enough to be a good breeder. When she was
rescued after 6 years, she had to have 20 teeth pulled because they were rotting in her mouth
due to substandard food and non-existent vet care. She was lucky that her jaw did not break from
so many teeth extractions. After 9 months of freedom, she still runs away in fear from everyone
but me, which should tell you how she was treated in that commercial kennel. In the richest
country in the world, we allow an industry to exist where man's best friend routinely suffers
frostbite or worse, freezes to death because heat and cooling is not considered part of humane
treatment I am ashamed that we as Americans allow this to happen!

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.

JMH^WV^ \JJhtyn/
Susanne Wollman
St. Louis Park, MN
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Dog Law Bureau Director, Independent Regulatory Review Commission:

1 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 ttiat Pennsylvania is known as the Puppy Mill Capital of the East
Coast. As a former resident of this lovely state, I am embarrassed by all of this attention that
Pennsylvania attracts because the law has not been changed in an effort to end puppy mills.
Please take steps to ensure that the new regulations provide humane conditions for the dogs.

Sincerely,

oiljtu^yr^sbL-f^icJC
Allison Hetrick
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Dog Law Bureau Director, Independent Regulatory Review Commission:

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

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

am strongly opposed to commercial breeding kennels where the costs are
ninimized by providing substandard care and conditions for the dogs in an
jffort to increase the profit. I am writing to request that you immediately
ake steps to address the horrific conditions in commercial kennels in
Pennsylvania. Every kennel must be required to have a visible, safe source
)f heat and air-conditioning. Additionally, the regulations should limit the
lumber of dogs that are kept in a cage. And finally, we ask that you include
needing regulations consistent with those established by reputable breed
dubs,

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

^ 33
93 a mElizabeth S. Shulman, Ph.D. Eg =6= S Q

>77 N Lake Way
>alm Beach, FL 33480 3 ;

me 3
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2559 INDEPEMiREWORY
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VIA FACSIMILE - 717.783.2664

February 9,2007

Dear 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 for your consideration,

Sincerely,

^y)/UotAJd^£(>uif^ut(
Michelle R. Crandall
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I am writing this letter in support of more humane regulations on puppy millgTJAs v ~ '

a dog owner and lover, I feel it is a matter of pure common sense to have the decency to
protect these animals from harsh weather and inconsiderate human beings motivated by
greed. It should also be noted that these animals have the right to exercise and adequate
living space. These puppies are defenseless against ill intentioned breeders. How cruel
that we disregard the needs of man's best friend.

Sincerely,

Amie Guarino
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania
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Februay 6, 2007

Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg,PA 1710 _ g 5 ^ I ] ]

# ! n
Jennifer Evans S:::i N> f p
PO Box 102 #S 3 =̂
East Texas,PA 18046 sWg ^ r-^

-is,::.... ,-•—' ' W t * i

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli:

I am writing to urge the Department of Agriculture to adopt the new proposed regulations that
will change the conditions in inhumane Pennsylvania puppy mills. However, I do think that
humane organizations and foster homes should be exempt from these regulations since it would
place undue hardship on organizations already strugglinig to help animals day to day.

I thank you for your time and attention to this matter.

Jlegards,

<EA/&_
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Marjorie-Ann Faucher
808 American General Drive
Easton, PA 18040

February 5,2007

Mary Bender
Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Fax:(717)772-4352

RE: CHANGES TO KENNEL REGULATIONS

Ms. Bender,
I am writing to show my support for the changes to the regulations that affects dogs in puppy
mills. It's embarrassing and disgusting that animals are allowed to be kept In deplorable
conditions and I'm glad to see changes taking place to address this.

Animals need room to move, dally exercise, adequate heating and cooling, and sanitary living
conditions. The consequences against people who deny them these basic living conditions in the
pursuit of profit should be strong and expensive. They must also never have the opportunity to
hurt other animals again.

I appreciate the labor and time The Humane Society of the United States spent on this issue and
I hope their comments are taken into consideration. I also want to thank you for your time and
attention to this important matter.

Sincerely,

S3
I

no

b

^A^G^l^LgU^
Marjorie-Ann Faucher

CC:
Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Fax:717-783-2664

Robert C. Wonderling
State Senator
Fax:(717)787-8004

Hon. Richard T. Grucela
State Representative
Fax:(717)783-3180
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Department of Agriculture
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attn: Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408
Fax:717-772-4352

It is past time for Pennsylvania to make significant improvements to the outdated
kennel regulations used to inspect commercial dog breeding operations. I
support the Humane Society's recommendations on this matter and ask that you
accept and enforce them quickly.

Jennifer Bilotta
8539 Trumbauer Dr.
Wyndmoor, PA 19038 m
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Feb2'2007 2559

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

mm
US

O

Dear Ms. Bender,

I would like to voice my whole-hearted support for the new, more humane
regulations that would dramatically improve living conditions for thousands
of dogs. I would also like to give my support for the detailed comments
submitted by The Humane Society of the United States,

Thank you and hopefully we can finally do "the right thing" for animals and
clean up Pennsylvania's image.

Sincerely

Diane%3rafesi
405 West Market Strefe
West Chester, PA 19382



19 Momingside Drive
Lansdale, PA 19446

February 2, 2JM)7 £3

ill
Depar tment of Agr icul ture % : ; : |SJ - J
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement W'H 3 ^
Attn: Mary Bender c3i- F>? PLj
2301 North Cameron Street l;i w V J
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 o

Dear Ms. Bender:

Please adopt the new, more humane regulations for commercial breeding
operations in Pennsylvania. Further, I fully support the detailed comments
submitted by The Humane Society of the United States regarding more humane
regulations.

Sincerely,

CC:
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101
Fax: 717-783-2664
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Blue Bell, PA 19422

February2,2007 ' ^ ^ % L J

Department of Agriculture "~~o l-5 C~J
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement "o
Attn: Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender:

Please clean up Pennsylvania's cruel puppy mills, which brutalize dogs and tarnish the
state's image. I respectfully urge you to adopt the new, more humane regulations for
commercial breeding operations in Pennsylvania. Further, I fully support the detailed
comments submitted by The Humane Society of the United States regarding more
humane regulations.

y /ix^-tvi^

Sincerely,

Lorna Murray

CC:
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
Independent Regulatory Review Commission
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101
Fax: 717-783-2664



Dept. of Agriculture
Attn. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron st
Harrisburg, Pa 17110-9408

mG3 - ZD
ma"""' # 3 rS'
I am writing to you in light of the new proposed laws to regulate puppy mills. I &#f#e ^ r~T^
with the United States Humane Society in that the cage sizes should be doubled|:lhfe ,„, ••••—
animals should also be provided exercise out of the cage several times through outf|e :a~ ^
day, if temperatures go below 50 degrees heat should be provided, same goes fof S
temperatures above 85 degrees there should be an air conditioner, better ventilation for
kennels, and denying anyone with a history of animal cruelty of obtaining a kennel
license. I believe there should be a cap on the number of different breeds per
establishment, and there needs to be more enforcement of the proposed changes. As of
right now we definitely have a shortage in humane officers in the state of pa. We need
more surprise inspections to enforce the laws. Please consider making the new requests a
change for the better of the animals.

Sincerely,
Andrea Taggart

:<:%% / % ^ 2*?
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Donald P. Conwell
4 Brentfort Court

Collegeville, PA 19426

2/5/2007
Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
Independent Regulatory Review Commission PI ; |
333 Market St., 14th Floor Eg 13 ;r? n i
Harrisburg, PA 17101 W;# f f

Dear Mr. Coccodrilli: #g 3 <

It is imperative that we make Pennsylvania a better place for an#al&.by C™
improving the outdated kennel regulations used to inspect our commercial ddg3

breeding operations. Specifically, the detailed comments by The Humane Society
of The United States need to be adopted.

Please do whatever you can to ensure that dogs in Pennsylvania puppy
mills are treated with the utmost of kindness and compassion.

"If we do not do something to help these creatures, we make a mockery
of the whole concept of justice."-Jane Goodall

Thank you very much for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Donald P. Conwell



Ability Kennel
531S. Crawford Rd

Hummelstown, PA 17036

January 20,2007 ^ g| - n

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement . 2^59 .%'# § r~|
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture tS - ^
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender 0 := ^ UJ
2301 North Cameron Street * m "1 < L
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 c | | | ^ KM

Dear Ms. Bender, •'y

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was issued
on December 16, 2006. I completely understand that substandard kennel conditions should not
be permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and costly.

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

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

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

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

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

*™*' )̂ vL (̂ W-



Livingston Kennel
5301 Mountain Rd

Chambersburg, PA 17201

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

2559

January 31|§©J7

2

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

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

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

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

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

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

incerely,

W



Eli Brenneman
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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

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was
issued on December 16, 2006.1 completely understand that substandard kennel conditions
should not be permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely, / / _ "-J? , /
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Bureau of Dog. Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department or"Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Hamsburg, PA 171 10-9408

Dear Ms. Bender.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely.
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender ^ E9 - %
2301 North Cameron Street ^ § ^ ^
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 JaB&p? 31 ,S007 l
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Dear Ms. Bender,

m
I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act 225 which v\§£ issued onj~

December 16, 2006. In

The current proposed regulation changes have appeared to be burdensome and beyond rulemaking. The

proposals add completely new categories and definition to the existing laws. These changes must be

addressed through the legislative process.

The proposals referencing housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary to good

husbandry, socializing and training practices. Furthermore, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry

basis for the amended space and exercise requirements.

In addition, the proposed regulations call for the temperature of the kennel floor to be 50F° in the warm

weather. Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F°. A dog sleeping on a 50F° floor can

develop hypothermia and become ill or die. For temperature, lighting, cleaning, exercise, housing, and

veterinary care, the attending veterinarian should set forth and approve procedures specific for the

kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

The proposed changes above will require Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected kennels to be

demolished and rebuilt. The average cost will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 per kennel, if

the proposed laws are adopted.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in term of improving the welfare of dogs. I urge that

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

Yours sincerely, .

Zimmerman's Glenbrook Kennel

101 Glenbrook Rd

Leola, PA 1 7540
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January 30, 2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was issued on
December 16, 2006. I completely understand that substandard kennel conditions should not be
permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and costly.

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

The proposed regulations call for the temperature of the kennel floor to be 50F- in the warm
weather. Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F-. A dog sleeping on a 50F9 floor can
develop hypothermia and become ill or die. For temperature, lighting, cleaning, exercise, housing,
and veterinary care, the attending veterinarian should set forth and approve procedures specific for
the kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture 2559
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 31, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a kennel owner for a good number of years, I appreciate the fact that the bureau
has helped to improve the dog laws. With regard to the proposed dog law changes
Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006,1 have a few serious concerns.

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be seized by
the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new requirements for pen
sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the same dog into a humane society
not required to have the proposed new standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform
kennel requirements. In addition, small business owners are affected greatly and
their due process rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

Catherine Hostetler
6922 E. Back Mountain Rd
Reedsville, PA 17084



Louie Kanagy
330 West Back Mountain Rd

Belleville, PA 17004

January 20, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement _.,, cJ3 -~J J U
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Scp rq fjj
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender =§= g H C ,i
2301 North Cameron Street W = ! ^ [7!
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 . I|p3 :? . <!

Dear Ms. Bender, | p ^

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,

m
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Allison Gap Kennel
330 W. Back Mountain Rd

Belleville, PA 17004

January 20, 2007 2559

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was issued
on December 16, 2006. I completely understand that substandard kennel conditions should not
be permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and costly.

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Knega Kennels
101 Grist Mill Rd #559

Glen Mills, PA 19342

January 26, 2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely, ,, ' _,



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement 25C\Q
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture **
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 se p| ~TJ

January 26, 2007 g g 3 |A^

Dear Ms. Bender US ^

As a kennel owner for a good number of years, I appreciate the fa<$ that the IJ_|
bureau has helped to improve the dog laws. With regard to the propbged dag i,
law changes Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006, I have a few serious "^
concerns.

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be
seized by the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new
requirements for pen sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the
same dog into a humane society not required to have the proposed new
standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform kennel requirements. In
addition, small business owners are affected greatly and their due process
rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge thsrLthjg proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

Hickory Creek Kennel
900 Alpine Rd
Bridgeville, PA 15017



2559 ^ i -J3
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement ^csq ^ rf\
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture ##=9 W f™*)
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender . gS - fr\'
2301 North Cameron Street II S3 -« ^ ?
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 E%iary^4, p # 7

Dear Ms. Bender, <s

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

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

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

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

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

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

sincerely,

LydiaWeaver
387 Cottontail Road
Martinsburg, PA 16662



Beaver Run Kennel
401RaderRd

Philipsburg, PA 16866 255 9

January 24, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture ^

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender sqg -n pfl

2301 North Cameron Street Sggq ™ (~)

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 WS "^ LU

S § 3]

# 3. ^
Dear Ms. Bender, • •—<::? f-9 r ~ j

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was issued ©h

December 16, 2006.1 completely understand that substandard kennel conditions should not be

permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and costly.

These proposals call for change in definitions and requirements of licensed and inspected kennels within

the Commonwealth. These extensive changes must go through Pennsylvania's House and Senate

legislative processes.

The proposed regulations call for the temperature of the kennel floor to be 50F° in the warm weather.

Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F°. A dog sleeping on a 50F° floor can develop

hypothermia and become ill or die. For temperature, lighting, cleaning, exercise, housing, and

veterinary care, the attending veterinarian should set forth and approve procedures specific for the

kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement

standards that were based on USD A standards. The proposed changes of this section will require the

demolition of licensed and inspected kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned kennels.

The average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 each.

The proposed changes would require a substantial increase in manpower with many hours dedicated

to filling out written bureaucratic reports and divert the small business owner's time away from caring for

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

Pennsylvania.

Sincerely, -



Lev/ Brubaker
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January 31, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture W45E
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,
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I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was
issued on December 16, 2006.1 completely understand that substandard kennel conditions
should not be permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely, , ^ ^ »



Lew'S. Brubaker

January 31, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement • g E5 j U
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture Cggj 7n [X-!
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender -«:%% "" L )
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408
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Dear Ms. Bender,

m

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was
issued on December 16, 2006.1 completely understand that substandard kennel conditions
should not be permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and
costly.

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement 2 5 5 9
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 January 22,2007

Dear Ms. Bender, 5= ^ %)

%@ r% r n
I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dof llSw A6t O
225 which was issued on December 16, 2006. S 5 ^ ^ i I

The current proposed regulation changes have appeared5§) % [T]
burdensome and beyond rulemaking. The proposals add completely new O
categories and definition to the existing laws. These changes must b%
addressed through the legislative process.

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

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

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

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

Yours sincerely,

W A Kennel
Rd 1 Box 597
Martinsburg, PA 16662



K-9 Bed & Breakfast Boarding Kennels
60 Church St

Curwensville, PA 16833

January 20, 2007 2559

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture ,,,,,
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender p § "JJ
2301 North Cameron Street P ^ 3 23 H I
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 QS5 ™ ( 1

g'aW ;; m
Dear Ms. Bender, . §gg4 . g ^

I am writing in response to oppose the Dog Law Regulations Act 225 recently issued on^ f~~l
December 16, 2006. The current regulatory proposals in general are unenforceable" and 1 .̂
extremely onerous when put into practice.

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,



Kings Kennel
137 Townlane Rd

Rebersburg, PA 16872 2559

January 26, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement _£§ ^ = §
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture ^scp g
Attn: Ms. Marv Bender ^S - -\_

^4=^ no ; 12301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 ' | | 3

, 3 t «
Dear Ms. Bender, 32 -- '' -'

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,

^%^yyu<L/ x ) , %xw^o
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Susan A Newton
635 S. Sixth St.
Jeannette, PA 15644

January .30, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Departme
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 g;£§ : g < -

Dear Ms. Bender, - g % l[]

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,

/

,6Wf'^./%/%6



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street ==* ' m -,,_,
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 g g ^ pU

5 O
January 30, 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,

^ f , ^ — ^ - "<^L
Sunvalley

1277 Latrobe Crabtree Rd
Latrobe, PA 15650
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Oak Grove Kennels
Rd 2 Box 19D Hoover Dr.
Martinsburg, PA 16662

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

January 24, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed Dog Law Act
22.5, 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,

(/ , 7-3/ /%^z<.6 i}><Y«»ryu^ % ^ ~ 6
125 Tom Cat Hollow Rd
Smithficld, PA 15478



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

/amwzn/30,2007 dg^g
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Dear Ms. Bender, gpo

a [!

I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed Dog Law Ac¥I2% which waf~-i
issued on December 16, 2006. oi

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•'stinuaway 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,

Trillium Kennels
161 Yeany Lane
Mayport,PA 16240



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender S ^ 3D
2301 North Cameron Street . S 3 5 FTI
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 30, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender, ^ ^ L_J

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,

Swamp Run Kennel
20 Basham Lane
Grove City, PA 16127
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LEON N. ZIMMERMAN
8 9 8 FlVEPOINTVILLE RD
STEVENS, PA 1 7 5 7 8

JANUARY 1 8 , 2 0 0 7

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY REVIEW COMMISSION
ATTN: ARTHUR COCCODRILLI, CHAIRMAN
333 MARKET STREET, l 4TH FLOOR
HARRISBURG, PA 171 o l

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 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,

^

i
1

i
i m



ON POINT KENNEL
303 W. SPRUCE ST
MARIENVILLE, PA 16239 25^Q

JANUARY 30, 2007

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY REVIEW COMMISSION
ATTN: ARTHUR COCCODRILLI, CHAIRMAN
333 MARKET STREET, I 4TH FLOOR
HARRISBURG, PA 17101

DEAR CHAIRMAN COCCODRILLI,

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

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

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

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

y^uAaul <* CJu^ 9^/
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission *- 5 5 9
Attn: Armur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 30, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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,

Stoney Pastures Puppy Haven
362 School Lane Rd
Gap, PA 17527
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EUGENE PEACHEY
RURAL ROUTE # 2, Box 291
HUNTINGDON, PA 16652 nr - r-% r i\ / r n
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207 FEB 12 PM 2 36
INDEPENDENT REGULATORY REVIEW COMMISSION
ATTN: ARTHUR COCCODRILLI, CHAIRMAN liiFpFNOFNT REGUifOfi!

. 333 MARKET STREET, 1 4TH FLOOR . RFViFf COWSSW
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 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,



PARAGLIDE KENNEL 2 5 5 9
BIRD CREEK RD. _ ,,._
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY REVIEW COMMISSION INDEPENDFNI' ! T O S ATORV
ATTN: ARTHUR COCCODRILLI, CHAIRMAN fWRIfBllSrilj
333 MARKET STREET, l 4TH FLOOR
HARRISBURG, PA 17101

DEAR CHAIRMAN COCCODRILLI,

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

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

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

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



I n d e p e n d e n t R e g u l a t o r y R e v i e w C o m m i s s i o n , , . , i o P | « / ' 3 6 o £ er n
Attn- Arthur rW.r.nHri11i rhwrrnxn iMI r t 0 " ' ' <S O 5 9Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 141

Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 30, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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,

j : j % ^ "

Stormy Ridge Kennel
183 Field Ln
Centre Hall, PA 16828



PARKVIEW KENNELS
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY REVIEW COMMISSION JNUF PFNITO Rffijii#*py
A T T N : A R T H U R C O C C O D R I L L I , CHAIRMAN '" j lffmMRSfiP'
3 3 3 MARKET S T R E E T , 1 4 T H F L O O R
H A R R I S B U R G , PA 171 o 1

DEAR CHAIRMAN C O C C O D R I L L I ,

I AM WRITING IN R E S P O N S E T O T H E P R O P O S E D A M E N D M E N T S T O THE D O G
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,



PAMPERED PUPS
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY REVIEW CoMmg$sg^| REfill Allli
ATTN: ARTHUR COCCODRILLI, CHAIRMAN pjPij OllilCi
333 MARKET STREET, l 4TH FLOOR
HARRISBURG, PA 17101

DEAR CHAIRMAN COCCODRILLI,

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

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

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

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



PANSY HILL
MID VALLEY RD
LAKE ARIEL, PA 1 8436 ^ U & I V LU

JANUARY 13(3, 2007 2m? FEE! 12 PM 2= 37

INDEPENDENT REGULATORY REVIEW COM^ISSJQN;/^ mm
ATTN: ARTHUR COCCODRILLI , C H A I R M A N ^ ^ K ^ S S f l !

333 MARKET STREET, l 4 T H FLOOR
 nLVO* {MimxAm

HARRISBURG, PA 17101

DEAR CHAIRMAN COCCODRILLI,

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

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

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

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



SAMUEL D. PEACHEY
HC61 BOX 599 B
MILL CREEK, PA 1 7 0 6 0 PP^F ^FP
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INDEPENDENT REGULATORY REVIEW COMMISSION
ATTN: ARTHUR COCCODRILLI, CHAIRM>IP : NOW; HnlH.ATORY
333 MARKET STREET, 1 4TH FLOOR BFViFWuIMffifl
HARRISBURG, PA 17 1 01

DEAR CHAIRMAN COCCODRILLI,

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 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,

jJja^KMsJy J)



2559 RECEDED
Independent Regulatory Review Commission im pro 19 p|l 2: 37
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman

Harrisburg,PA 17101 RE\#G#
333 Market Street, 14"* Floor INDEKNiM^JlRtun

January 30, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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,

Martha Stroup
PO Box 326
Kreamer, PA 17833

^0^^^^)
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Independent Regulatory Review Commission
Attn: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman
333 Market Street, 14th Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17101

January 30, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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,

Kevin Stroup
PO Box 326
Kreamer, PA 17833



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
/l#M.A4s. Mary Bender =g ^ -%J
2302 Norf& Cameron Sfregf ^ggj -^ [11
JHarng&wr&fVL 17110-9408 #% '2 O

"™ ~ m
January 30,2007 gg 3 <_

Dear Ms. Bender, "s « u

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,

"'ft/'

TnpkCCC Kennel
3964 River Rd
Troy, PA 16947



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender _
2301 Norfk Cameron Sfrggf ^g@j ^ zW

3
S2C5 -r.
4^cm rmHgrr!s6wrg/PAZnZ0-94O8 53=25 # , ,
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Dear A4s. Bender, ^ "23 ^ L_J

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,

Mu /
Twin Maples Kennel

665 N. Biesecker Rd
Thomasville, PA 17364



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

s § :o
January 30,2007 g S S3 r"l

8^ ^
Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the propose! Dglg Law J
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,

Stratford Yorkshire Terriers
8 Teal Rd
Mechanicsburg, PA 17050



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

January 24, 2007 gg Sj ^

Dear Ms. Bender, Si5 ^ HI

I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed 0og Law^Act) 1
225, which was issued on December 16, 2006. 'Si r-o

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,

Timothy Stahl
3559 Silver Creek
Port Trevorton, PA 17864



January 26, 2007 « Ms Susan Weber
342 Deer Run Dr.

, ~ . . . .« , .»v . . . ,«^ K « _ , i v , , , , y _ , _ Roaring Spg, PA 16673

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender, WSi r% H I^ ^ ^
CO (-)

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law #^g25 f ° LU
which was issued on December 16, 2006. l i p s g? <C

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

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,



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

January 30, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposal Do|«Lavi_U
3

m
Om

Act 225, which was issued on December 16, 2006. n

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,

/
Summer Mountain Kennel

329 Summer Mt. Rd
Loganton, PA 17747



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

January 30, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

m
m

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,

^nn/nx^t->iL&^&vi2>?i)

Bonnie Sullivan
2375 Manncreek Rd
Mansfield, PA 16933
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January 24, 2007

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

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

w<% ™ r i
As a Pennsylvania breeder, I am strongly opposed to the overly restrictive -Siles fajid f-"~j
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 tftgJ iohcerSed, JZZZ:
caring and law-abiding breeders in Pennsylvania. The extensive number of- gg^ulaWns j_JLJ
outlined in this proposal and the limited time allotted prevents die proper consuitStion;^ttid
review of these regulations with our kennel veterinarian and other professionals. Therefore,
in order to allow for the proper review and consultation of this extensive proposal, I request
a ninety-day extension of the comment period.

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

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

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

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

January 30, 2007

Dear Chairman Coccodrilli,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,

w
SamuelFisher
P.O. Box 233
Ronks, PA 17572



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

January 31, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

2559
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I am writing in response to the Dog Law Act 225 that was issued on BscembS
16, 2006, of which I have several disagreements. The regulatory proposals
in general are very difficult and costly to enforce, extremely onerous, and
not feasible when put in to practice. .

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

1. Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 2 6
dogs in a calendar year to the individual, it is impossible for the kennel
to know if the individual is required to have a Pennsylvania kennel license.

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

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

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

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

I sincerely request that this proposal be withdrawn.

Yours Sincerely,

Double A Kennels
6756 McClays Mill Rd
Newburg, PA 17240



Karen and Kent Shaver
165 Kyle Road

Valencia, PA 16059-2707
Liebran Kennels

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement 3= § HQ
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender . =p qq - n pj~]
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture pPiis SJ /—\
2301 North Cameron Street . 5::&P — ^
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 . g:g ^ tJJ

Dear Ms. Bender: . . • }3S^ T> t'Tl

My husband and I have owned purebred dogs, and show dogs for most of our lives. We have bejiji
breeders the last 30 years. We have raised healthy, socialized puppies in our home and made sure
they went to good homes. I was very shocked to find that the current proposals would effect not
only the "puppy mill" breeders, but those that are dedicated to raising healthy, happy puppies for
the public. We spend a lot of money on seminars, genetic testing, etc. before even picking breeding
pairs. Our hearts and pockets go into trying to raise the best puppies we can. This law would
adversely effect us, as well as other reputable breeders. I am sure you have read the following
previously, but I just want to reiterate some of the problems. I have heard that there have been
some changes to the proposed new rules already, is there a website where I can read about these
changes? If so, please let me know at: jiebmn^^nnecttmicjier

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the Pennsylvania dog law regulations
issued on December 16,2006.1 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. Many are impractical, excessively
burdensome and costly, unenforceable, and/or will not improve the quality of life for the dogs in
these kennels.

Examples of problems with the proposal are the following:

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

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

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

* The regulations will require wholesale renovation, if not rebuilding, of many kennels already built
in compliance with current federal and/or state standards. There is no scientific foundation for the
arbitrary, rigid engineering standards specified.

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



* The record keeping requirements with respect to exercise, cleaning, and other aspects of kennel
management are excessively burdensome and serve no useful purpose, as it would be impossible to
verify their accuracy in all but the most egregious circumstances. Such egregious circumstances
already violate existing regulations.

* The proposals pertaining to housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary
to good husbandry, socialization and training practices.

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

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

Sincerely, ; „

Mrs. karen A. Shaver, RN.,B.S. (biology)
Breeder of Irish Water Spaniels
Owners of other pet dogs
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283 Williams Rd
Windsor NY 13865

607-655-2170
January 31*2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender:

I am a concerned dog owner commenting on the proposed amendments to the Pennsylvania dog law
regulations issued on December 16, 2006. Although I live in New York State, I board my dogs in
Pennsylvania when I go out of town and I attend a number of dog-related events in Pennsylvania
each year - including agility and herding trials and dog club activities. I belong to the American
Tending Breeds Association which is a Pennsylvania club. I take herding lessons and herding
clinics in Pennsylvania.

I am deeply upset about inhumane and substandard kennel conditions when they are found to exist,
but I believe that any problems can be addressed by enforcing current regulations. These proposed
regulation changes will be very costly to small businesses and local governments with lack of
adequate evidence or justification. In addition, the regulations appear to be written in ways that will
have unintended consequences.

The regulatory impact statement indicates that it will cost most kennel owners, who already comply
with existing regulations, an additional $5,000 to $20,000 to comply. These are small businesses and
I do not think they have this kind of money. A family-owned boarding kennel probably nets about
$30,000 a year - how are they going to be able to comply with these regulations and what is your
basis for demanding these changes? I am very concerned that the kennel where I board my dogs will
go out of business.

The definition of "temporary housing" could also cause many unintended consequences. I go to
herding clinics, for example, at farms in Pennsylvania. If more than 26 dogs in a year visit these
farms for the purpose of taking herding lessons, will these farms then be considered kennels and
have to get kennel licenses? Given the costs and strange requirements of this proposed law, I think
they will simply have to stop offering training opportunities instead. If you have a livestock industry
in Pennsylvania, you need trained herding dogs and this could be affected by these proposed
regulations.

Furthermore, I notice a big difference in the roads and upkeep when I cross the border into
Pennsylvania. The rural townships in my area are really struggling to provide basic services and
infrastructure given their tax bases. Where are they going to get an additional $5,000 to $10,000 a
year to enforce these regulations?

Dog owners, particularly those involved in dog shows and other dog sports, are organizing to
boycott shows in states or cities that pass unreasonable dog legislation. I have heard that outrage
from the dog fancy may cost the Louisville Kentucky area as much as $6 million dollars as many
participants are planning to boycott the large Louisville shows this spring or to stay and eat outside
of Louisville if they do attend. Look at the economic impact of dog show and performance events in
Pennsylvania and consider the potential effects of unneeded regulations on attendance. No one is,



for example, going to pay to get a veterinary health certificate every time they bring their dog to an
event in Pennsylvania - they will simply stop coming.

The proposed regulations seem to be a bad idea. Put more money and effort into enforcing existing
regulations. I think you need to more carefully consider the economic consequences of these
regulations and withdraw the proposals.

Sincerely,

Sara Reiter

Cc: Arthur Coccodrilli, Chairman, Independent Regulatory Review Commission
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7901 Henry Ave., Apt. C-107
Philadelphia, PA 19128

January 31,2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attn: Ms. Mar)' Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street ;S S3
Harrisburg. PA 11710-9408 %pi5 g

Dear Ms. Bender, zg ... j
My name is Diane Weil. I reside at 7901 Henry Avenue, Philadelphia, PA 19128.. I am a member of both the Delaware Valley;)

Yorkshire Terrier O lib and the Yorkshire Terrier Club of America. I have been active in the sport of dogs since 1972, when I
purchased my first Yorkie. I am active in my breed club and endeavor on a daily basis to inform myself of new information in the
sciences that pertain to my breed and dogs in general.

1 am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the Pennsylvania dog law regulations issued on December 16,2006. I
believe that the 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. Many are impractical, excessively
burdensome and costly, unenforceable, and/or will not improve the quality of life for the dogs in these kennels.

The list of proposals is indeed too long for me to address each proposal individually. I will address several point s of concern to

Smaller breeders and dog owners who maintain their dogs in their own residential premises but are covered by the Pennsylvania
dog law, who provide care and conditions far superior to those required by the proposed new standards would be unable to comply
with the rigid commercial kennel standards. Compliance would burden the. small hobby breeder financially and in many situations,
physical change to the property would be impossible.

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

Another point of concern being, 'The proposal s to housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary to good
husbandry, socialization and training practices. To assume that the size of a dog would dictate a hostile environment, based solely on
that issue, is not correct. Yes, a Jack Russell Terrier may be the size of a large Yorkie but in no way at all would their temperaments
be the same. Yet, 1 have, seen Yorkies interact with a gentle spirit and no fear with a Standard Poodle. Also, one must give the owner
of these dogs credit for being intelligent and educated providers for their beloved pets. Surely none of us would put our dog in danger.
Our dogs are bred not only for good health and adherence to the standard put forth by ARC, but also they are bred for temperament.

I am most hopeful that clear thinking individuals will vote down the suggested proposals. We want the best for those animals
whose lives are so intertwined with ours. The proposed laws would not enrich the lives of our dogs but in many instances, would
actually endanger them... physically, spiritually and cognitive!)-.

Thank you for consideration of this post. I am grateful for your time.

Sincerely,

Diane Weil



Barbara Doran, CPDT
1306 Barkway Lane

West Chester, PA 19380
610-344-0570

January 30,2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement _ . c b :"-J J J
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender g ^ g :% H I
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture -Sps CE3 (""~)
2301 North Cameron Street l lJ ~~
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender: "*W K> CD

The proposed revisions to legislation in the State of PA regarding laws pertaining to dogs, their
ownership, breeding and housing has recently come to my attention. I felt it necessary to
comment on the proposed amendments to the Pennsylvania dog law regulations issued on
December 16, 2006 as I believe several of the proposals will ultimately create significant
problems for the average pet dog owner, and their immediate communities. I am a certified pet
dog trainer who believes in using positive training methods. I teach group classes at the Dog
Training Club of Chester County. Through the club I see a wide variety of dogs, from a wide
variety of upbringings and backgrounds. It is imperative that a puppy has proper socialization
from birth in order to become, later in life, a well-balanced family and community member. If as
is proposed all puppies are raised outside the home, the risk that proper socialization will not
occur is excellent.

Characteristics of inappropriately socialized dogs include dogs that are afraid of people and other
dogs. When afraid, dogs either become shrinking violets or reactive (aggressive). We see this
frequently in dogs that were born into a puppy mill situation. However, those that were home
raised (in the house with family) have a much greater frequency of being well-adjusted fun dogs
to be around.

Examples of problems with the proposal, as I understand it, include the following:

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

• The regulations will require wholesale renovation, if not rebuilding, of many kennels
already built in compliance with current federal and/or state standards. There is no
scientific foundation for the arbitrary, rigid engineering standards specified.

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

• The proposals pertaining to housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are
contrary to good husbandry, socialization and training practices.



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

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

Sincerely, ...

BafWa Doran,"CPDT



January 31,

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

Dear Ms. Bender:

I am a member of the Harrisburg Beagle Club. The Membership has asked that 1 voice
there opposition to the proposed Dog Law Regulations. The Harrisburg Beagle Club was or
in 1948. Our property is located in Fairview Township, York County. We have approximate 152r
acres used for the training of Beagles and running Field Trials. Since it's organization the club has
held hundreds of Field Trial events Sanctioned by the American Kennel Club.

The Club submit's the following comments on the proposed amendments to the
Pennsylvania dog law regulations issued on December 16,2006. The Clubs Members believe
inhumane and substandard kennel conditions should not be tolerated, but do not agree that most of
the proposed regulatory changes are needed, or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if
adopted. Many are impractical, excessively burdensome and costly, unenforceable, and /or will not
improve the quality of life for the dogs in these kennels.

Examples of problems with the proposal are the following:

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

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

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

The proposals pertaining to housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary to
good husbandry, socialization and training practices.

The proposal that outdoor facilities, including runs and exercise areas shall be kept free of grass is
ludicrous. This proposal would in effect mean dogs could not be trained in grassy areas, dogs could
not be used for hunting or field trials since they are run in grassy areas.

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

The recording keeping requirements with respect to exercise, cleaning, and other aspects of kennel
management are excessively burdensome and serve no useful purpose, as it would be impossible to
verify their accuracy in all but the most egregious circumstances. Such egregious circumstances
already violate existing regulations.

The above is far from a complete list of the deficiencies with the proposed regulations. The
Club associates it's self with the more detailed comments on this proposal by the Pennsylvania
Federation of Dogs Clubs and The Harrisburg Kennel Club.

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

Sincerely The Harrisburg Beagle Club,

Donald R, Kraly Field Trial Secretary
164 Penns Woods Lane
Loysville, Pa. 17047

Officers of the Harrisburg Beagle Club:

President Kevin Klingensmith 370 Old Stage Rd, Lewisberry, Pa 17339 Ph. 717-938-2062

Vice-President Clyde Morrow 3619 North 4th St., Harrisburg, Pa. 17110 Ph. 717-238-4438

Correspondence

Secretary Robert Wertz Jr. 503 James St., Mechanicsburg, Pa 17055 Ph. 717-691-4158

Treasurer Robert Wertz Sr. 900 Cocklin St., Mechanicsburg, Pa. 17055

Field trial Secretary Donald R. Kraly 164 Penns Woods Lane, Loysville, Pa. 17047 Ph. 717-789-9344



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron St.
Harrisburg, Pa. 17110-9408 January 28, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender:

My name is Clyde Morrow and I reside at 3619 North 4th St., Harrisburg, Pa. I am a
member and Vice-President of the Harrisburg Beagle Club and a member of Swatara Beagle Club. I
have owned and raised Beagles since my teens and have participated in running them in fiek#rials=3 —r-j
for the last forty years. As a responsible dog owner I am very concerned about the pro^seaq _ n r i _ ,
amendments to the Pennsylvania Dog Law Regulations. =$ :cg rH MM

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the Pennsylvania d o g ' # % 4 % i j
regulations issued on December 16, 2006. I believe inhumane and substandard kennel conditions svs f~]~J
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. Many are impractical, excesW%ly= ~»- .ZZz
burdensome and costly, unenforceable, and /or will not improve the quality of life for th'k#^g$ in N» M J
these kennels. . :~§ r-o ' ...J

Examples of problems with the proposal are the following: •

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

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

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

The proposals pertaining to housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary to
good husbandry, socialization and training practices.

The proposal that outdoor facilities, including runs and exercise areas shall be kept free of grass is
ludicrous. This proposal would in effect mean dogs could not be trained in grassy areas, dogs could
not be used for hunting or field trials since they are run in grassy areas.

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

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

/



January 29, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement ___ ^
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender ..,-,_, H "^ r-r-
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture BJr# PA CL!
2301 North Cameron Street. ' 3215 ^ C J
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 S3 35 w fTl

Dear Ms. Bender:

g ^My Name is Shirley Patterson. I live in Chester County, 2102 Chestnut Court, Pottstown, PA'Sl have-beerk^
involved with dogs for a good 30 years. I have bred and shown Yorkshire Terriers for 25years. I arrfa member
of many local kennels, Obedience and Agility Clubs as well as National Breed Clubs. I have trained my dogs to
be welcomed as family pets,
As Therapy Dogs and as a part of my own personal forever family. They are my life and my hobby. I abide by
the present Dog Laws set forth in PA. I am an educated breeder. Attending all types of Educational seminars
to enhance the health and welfare of my animals.

1) I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the Pennsylvania dog law regulations issued on
December 16, 2006.1 believe that "Mans Best Friend" should not live their lives in kennels that have
substandard conditions that are in-humane and detrimental to the physical and emotional health of the
animal, however the regulatory changes that are being proposed create unnecessary and unenforceable
situations for most hobby/show Kennels. These changes will not improve the quality of life for dog in a
Class 1 Kennel because those dogs are already living in conditions far superior to those required by the
proposed new standard. The benefits that these dogs have now would be taken away rather than being
improved. Why would one want to do that? Makes no common sense.

2. Temporary Housing:
Why regulate temporary housing? There is no mass production of puppies in that situation that
will need to be housed in laboratory type conditions. Temporary housing needs to be reevaluated by
individuals who are familiar with the practices involving a hobby/show breeding type home kennel as
well as temporary homes for rescued dogs. What obligations would be imposed upon them ????

3. Animal Husbandry:
a) Space: There are some breeds of dogs that want a cave type space rather than a wide-open space.
There are breeds that need a Queen size bed space and there are breeds that need a small round circular
pillow space. Space is usually breed specific. Extreme standardization involving space required for the
cumulative number of dogs in a kennel situation where the count only ever reaches half the number of
dogs your kennel license allows but you are by law expected to comply with space for the total number is
unrealistic and needs more discussion.
Toy breeds are companion animals to the extreme their space is near you so being housed out in
a separate building Is not the answer for a hobby/show kennel where people search for a
homebred family pet rather than a laboratory conditioned pet.

b) Exercise requirements: Not all breeds need to be walked for 20 minutes. It is a fact that Toy
breeds get enough exercise just running around the floor. Not all Breeds want to go outside.
How many humans walk for 20 minutes? Sure we walk from the TV to the refrigerator several
times. We do sit in our chairs a lot—at home and at work.
Hey, these dogs will be in better health than any of us humans.



4. Specified Standards: The amount required to renovate a facility to the "Laboratory type" Standards to
comply with the proposed regulations I feel is definitely not an accurate figure. It will cost far more to comply
with the proposed cumulative amount per kennel class because you will definitely have to enlarge your
kennel.
Smaller hobby/show breeders and dog owners who maintain their dogs in their own residential premise and
are now covered by the Pennsylvania dog law should be allowed to be grandfathered in. During the past years
they have provided care and conditions far superior to those required by the proposed new standards. They
have complied with all aspects of the past and present Dog Laws and should not be put into the same
classification as a large commercial kennel whose main purpose is the income from puppy sales with no
regard to health, welfare, training and socialization before the sale. Why Penalize the Hobbv/Show breeders
when they have already complied and have done a good job?

5. Record keeping Requirements: What on earth does this improve. One could do it at night before one goes
to bed and just hang it up the next morning. No possible way to really verify. There are more important jobs to
spend your time doing besides filling out a sheet of inaccuracies. An animal could mess up 2minutes after you
just initialed the sheet signifying that the cleaning was done. So does that prove that you are not complying
with your clean kennel regulation?

6. Housing and social interaction of dogs: The Proposals in regard to the housing and interaction of dogs of
different sizes are contrary to good husbandry, socialization and training practices. We take dogs to puppy
training classes to socialize them with other breeds. Do we separate small and large people? Do they all get
along? NO. Why? Because of our various temperaments and our socialization skills. I would tend to think that
an educated person in dogs knows which dogs or breeds of dogs will get along with one another in a kennel
situation without it being law enforced.

Throughout this entire law I do not see one mention of education, instead we are making regulations that we
will not have the manpower to enforce and telling everyone that it is not going to cost us any more. Who is
going to pay for this? Why is something not done to educate those kennel owners, kennel helpers, kennel
keepers who want to make their living by breeding animals. Were not going to stop them but education could
help. Probably some of the kennel helpers and keepers living facilities are dirtier than the kennels. Anyone
can get a job at a kennel and I mean anyone. At present ,one does not need a Highschool diploma. When we
wonder why the animals are not cared for in a humane manner it might relate to uneducated individuals
being hired to do the job that they have not been trained to do. There is no education. My children had to be
taught how to clean. You must have further education to obtain a license for many other trades. Why not
demand a positive action rather than all these impending regulations. Suggest and Offer mandatory Kennel
Management. Kennel Aid. Animal care and first aid courses etc. Education always makes a difference!

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

Sincerely, .
<=> W->-£-->-> i<\ \ ^ <•-
Shirley A. Patterson \



231 Park Dr. West
Kintnersville, PA 18930
February 1,2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement c!5 -d _ O
Attention: Ms. Mary Bender £SEpj ^ FQ
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture SScS :c5 f*""̂
2301 North Cameron St. . g S ~ r-T4
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 i g = D '""" !.jj

Dear Ms. Bender: ' S 5 ,.«, iT]

I have been breeding and showing my english springer spaniels for well over 15 years now. I have done '.^% " '
rescue work for our breed for many years as well as being involved in therapy dog work where I take my
dogs to nursing homes to visit the elderly. I am a member of our specialty club as well as an owner handler
club where our purpose is to educate the public about all areas relating to dogs and dog handling. 1 am a
delegate to the PA Federation of Dog Clubs thru my clubs. We pride ourselves in our dogs who are
members of our family.

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the PA Dog Law Regulations issued on December
16, 2006. 1 believe that any inhumane and substandard conditions dogs are kept in is unacceptable and I
don't believe this should be tolerated in our state, but I do not agree that most of the new proposed
regulations are needed or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if they were approved as is. Many of
the proposed rules and regulations are impractical, burdensome and costly and unenforceable, and /or will
not improve the quality of life for the dogs in these kennels.

Examples of the problems with the proposals are as follows:

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

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

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

The regulations will require wholesale renovation, if not rebuilding, of many kennels already built in
compliance with current federal and/or state standards. There is no scientific foundation for the arbitrary,
rigid engineering standards specified.

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

The record keeping requirements with respect to exercise, cleaning, and other aspects of kennel
management are excessively burdensome and serve no useful purpose, as it would be impossible to verify
their accuracy in all but the most egregious circumstances. Such egregious circumstances already violate
existing regulations.

The proposals pertaining to housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary to good
husbandry, socialization and training practices.

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



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

Sincerely yours, ^_

Robin Piorun



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attn: Ms Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301N. Cameron St g B -]Q
Harrisburg, Pa. ^qcc

17110-9408

3Dear Ms. Bender, We' .
I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the Pa. Dog Law regW&tion&issuepH

on Dec 16th 2006. My name is Robyn Hand and I live at 4934 Millstone Road Glen^Camgbjdl, PV'
15742.1 have been involved in dogs ( Breeding, Showing in confirmation and obedience, good
citizenship, therapy, etc.) for over 25 years. My dogs are part of our household as well. I belong
and am active in several kennel and parent breed clubs. 1 am on the Board of directors of the
Skye Terrier Club of America.

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. Many are impractical, excessively burdensome and costly,
unenforceable, and/or will not improve the quality of life for the dogs in these kennels.

Examples of problems with the proposal are the following:

* The proposals pertaining to housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are
contrary to good husbandry, socialization and training practices.

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

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

* The record keeping requirements with respect to exercise, cleaning and other aspects of kennel
management are excessively burdensome and serve no useful purpose, as it would be impossible
to verify their accuracy in all but the most egregious circumstances. Such egregious
circumstances already violate existing regulations.

*The regulations will require wholesale renovation, if not rebuilding of many kennels already
built in compliance with current federal and/or state standards. There is no scientific foundation
for the arbitrary, rigid engineering standards specified.

The above is far from a complete list of the deficiencies with the proposed regulations.

The Bureau has tacitly conceded that it's current regulations have not been adequately enforced.



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

Sincerely,

'A



Carla Mckeirnan
1910 First Fork RD

Austin, PA 16720 __ -> _ ^
Fiistfbrk@penn.com _ @ ^ c ^

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

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

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

* The record keeping requirements with respect to exercise, cleaning, and other aspects of
kennel management are excessively burdensome and serve no useful purpose, as it would be
impossible to verify their accuracy in all but the most egregious circumstances. Such egregious
circumstances already violate existing regulations.

w

Dear Ms. Bender: m~m -a <"""

I have a male and female AKC reg. toy poodle, which live in my home and are my dbar|ets.. FS>
breed them atleast once a year, (and don't feel this makes me a terrible person.) and sell the ^
puppies. She usually has 3 to 4 pups. I am very upset with the new dog laws being enacted across
the country. I love having puppies, and enjoy hearing from the people who have purchased my
pups. I have never gotten a complaint or bad review, from any of my buyers. A few have come
back and purchased from me again. My pups are always vet checked and utd on there shots
before I pass them on, unless the buyer prefers to do this their selves. These laws are to strict and
I feel they infringe on my wrights as a citizen of the US. More and more of our wrights are taken
from us everyday. I feel this is no longer America the land of the free. It is America the land of
no wrights just rules and regulations. With these strict rules and regulations comes high priced
penalties, which I feel is another way to take money from the average citizen. Although I do feel
we need some way to control the abuse of uncaring cruel owners, but most of the new laws won't
stop the abusive owners only make it harder and more expensive for the honest "PET" owners.

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

Examples of problems with the proposal are the following:



Carla Mckdrnan
1910 First Fork RD

Austin, PA 16720
Firstfork@penn.com

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

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

Sincerely yours,

'WL ^%4^ ' fK^

Carla Mckeirnan



231 Park Dr. West
Kintnersville, PA 18930
February 1,2007

=== pg —__
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement : ; DS| ~3 ~XJ

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture :#B c o f""-)
2301 North Cameron St. P^E$ ^ ] ^

i §
Attention: Ms. Mary Bender ;gm n FT}

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender: . g ' §5 . > ^ FT]

J have been breeding and showing my english springer spaniels for well over 15 years now. I have done c>,
rescue work for our breed for many years as well as being involved in therapy dog work where I take my
dogs to nursing homes to visit the elderly. I am a member of our specialty club as well as an owner handler
club where our purpose is to educate the public about all areas relating to dogs and dog handling. I am a
delegate to the PA Federation of Dog Clubs thru my clubs. We pride ourselves in our dogs who are
members of our family.

I am writing to comment on the proposed amendments to the PA Dog Law Regulations issued on December
16,2006. I believe that any inhumane and substandard conditions dogs are kept in is unacceptable and I
don't believe this should be tolerated in our state, but I do not agree that most of the new proposed
regulations are needed or would necessarily have a beneficial outcome if they were approved as is. Many of
the proposed rules and regulations are impractical, burdensome and costly and unenforceable, and /or will
not improve the quality of life for the dogs in these kennels.

Examples of the problems with the proposals are as follows:

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

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

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

The regulations will require wholesale renovation, if not rebuilding, of many kennels already built in
compliance with current federal and/or state standards. There is no scientific foundation for the arbitrary,
rigid engineering standards specified.

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

The record keeping requirements with respect to exercise, cleaning, and other aspects of kennel
management are excessively burdensome and serve no useful purpose, as it would be impossible to verify
their accuracy in all but the most egregious circumstances. Such egregious circumstances already violate
existing regulations.

The proposals pertaining to housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary to good
husbandry, socialization and training practices.

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



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

Sincerely yours, p.

William Piorun



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender „__ g | — p
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture ,....., csj J : ± ^
2301 North Cameron Street 3 2 "PR rn 1,1, j
Harrisburg,PA 17110-9408 • 5 i | | !J W

Dear Ms. Bender: # : p::; T) '~P~:

Gerry Hess S ^ ^ LJ-{
240 Broad St 3 ^ w

Spring City, PA 19475
We raise & show Siberian Huskies. We are also members of a local breed club as well as
members of a local breed rescue.

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

Examples of problems with the proposal are the following:

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

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

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

* The regulations will require wholesale renovation, if not
rebuilding, of many kennels already built in compliance with current federal and/or state
standards. There is no scientific foundation for the arbitrary, rigid engineering standards
specified.

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

* The record keeping requirements with respect to exercise, cleaning, and other aspects of
kennel management are excessively burdensome and serve no useful purpose, as it would be
impossible to verify their accuracy in all but the most egregious circumstances. Such egregious
circumstances already violate existing regulations.

* The proposals pertaining to housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are
contrary to good husbandry, socialization and training practices.



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

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

"TV •
/\/^.yy}/



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

DearMs. Bender: zg E3 - 0

CindyHess . Ssg 5 lA|
240BroadSt Zztp __ Lzf
SpringCity, PA 19475 gg ^ LJJ
We raise & show Siberian Huskies. We are also members of a local breed club as well asri :S •<!„
members of a local breed rescue. <:3SS; t..? fTl

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

Examples of problems with the proposal are the following:

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

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

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

* The regulations will require wholesale renovation, if not
rebuilding, of many kennels already built in compliance with current federal and/or state
standards. There is no scientific foundation for the arbitrary, rigid engineering standards
specified.

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

* The record keeping requirements with respect to exercise, cleaning, and other aspects of
kennel management are excessively burdensome and serve no useful purpose, as it would be
impossible to verify their accuracy in all but the most egregious circumstances. Such egregious
circumstances already violate existing regulations.

* The proposals pertaining to housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are
contrary to good husbandry, socialization and training practices.



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

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

Sincerely yours,

• J



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

January 30, 2007
" O

JCkwrAds. Bender, g^g r̂  p_|

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,

Tuscarora Kennel's
RKZBo%22
EastWaterford,PA 17021
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Martha Newswanger
RD #2, Box 185 2559
Williamsburg, PA 16693

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
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Mountain View Kennel
2069 Pine Road
Newville, PA 17241 g % c q

January 26, 2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act 225 l / 1

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 clearted; 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, w//(& ^r//^

^#xf % 6̂̂



Oberjoch Kennels 2 5 5 9
2800 Reach Rd
Williamsport, PA 17701

January 30, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement 83 ;s PA I {*
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture SiSS !1 l - i
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender ' ^ " ' n '
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408
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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,

OJL^



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

January 31,2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

3559
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I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed Dog Uaw AcL225,LJ
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,

The Hush Puppy Kennel
RR 2 Box 181 West
Thompsontown, PA 17094
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 22, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender, ==25 ^
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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,

Southampton Toy Poodles
1308 Welsh Rd
North Wales, PA 19454
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Noah G Martin Kennel
762 Center Church Road
East Earl, PA 17519

January 30, 2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in response to 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 sof 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,



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

January 30, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

2539

Si

8

S.

ID
m

m

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,

/^^K />

Sudol's Boarding & Grooming Kennel
RR 2 Box 73
Watsontown, PA 17777
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Warren Nolt 2559
RRlBox597
Martinsburg, PA 16662

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, ~ o

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.



Mustang Poms Kennel 5 S S Q
Rd 1 Box 89H Mutt Rd.
Litchfield, PA 18840

wJanuary 26,2007 ^ g % ^

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement ;f|gp — ^ 4
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture 2rS fO LU
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender S S 3 < r"
2301 North Cameron Street 1 :=4 *s> l l

Harhsburg, PA 17110-9408 3 —

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.

- - l • 7
I sincerely urge that this proposal be withdrawn, as the beneficial outcome will be
in question if the proposal is adopted.

Yourstruly, _ " . . . - / - / ' _ / / / ; v , W / / i ^ , '^ / ^ . , / : , M ^ ^
'I't /;*<V



Linda Nolt 9 K K A
PO Box 2372 ^ 0 5 9
Martindale, PA 17549

Yours truly,

J_ry30,S007 ^ g g %j

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement XVfc: — rn
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture SgFg _.r, ^
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender # ^ =̂  [IT]
2301 North Cameron Street ^ @ ^ CJ
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.
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 22, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,
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I am writing to express a few concerns that 1 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.

A-^b-tf-J^jk.

Spotlight Kennel
2120 Columbia Ave.
Lancaster, PA 17603

y & v ^
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement 4o0d
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 31, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing 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 S. Stoltzfus
5646 Umbletown Rd.
Gap, PA 17527
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David Lamar Martin _
1625 Clay Road ^ 5 5 9
Ephrata, PA 17522

January 20, 2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act 225 whleh
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

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

Yours truly,

/ l ? / ^ ^ ^ f /%&%^f



2559
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street = M -T]
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 ^S ^ m

January 31,2007 ^ ' ^ iG H I

Dear Ms. Bender, @g Ẑ  H]

I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed Dog Law Act225,
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,

The Dog Den- Boarding Kennel
101 S. Groffdale Rd
Leola, PA 17540



2559
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street %, __
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 S S3 J3

January 22,2007 g g H O

Dear Ms. Bender, • . VicS rg <C

I am writing to express a few concerns that 1 have with regard to the propc#d _~ L J
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,

Snairs Kennel
Moore Avenue
Mount Union, PA 17066



Marvin Newswenger
340 East Brubaker Valley Road 2 5 5 9

Lititz, PA 17543

January 30, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street ^ # 30
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 g g g FT!
Dear Ms. Bender,

#gi2 32
I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Doggggjw A#t (JL̂
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,



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement & 5 5 9
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

/awwan/30,2007 #g # ]%]

gg 9 rn
Dear Ms. Bender, ^ S ) __ L )

szz w rn
I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed Dog Law A$z£M>, wMch w ^ L

6zss%adoMJDecaM6erI6,2006. - ^sB ^ ' ^

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,

Union Canal Kennel
1705 Russell Rd
Lebanon, PA 17046
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Ms. Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 sobp .. . . .

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452 ^ g - {̂

Dear Ms. Bender, |gS 3: ^

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

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

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

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

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to
me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.

2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

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

Sincerely,

I m&, Q i •z>i



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

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452

Dear Ms. Bender, F%Si :% H i

It has been brought to my attention the newly proposed amendments to*3tfePAfG [11
dog law regulations. As the owner of ( a /several) companion dog (s), I am wrgngto ,-, < ^
express my concerns and opposition to the proposed changes. # | ;- '"'% p f i

I purchased my dog directly from a reputable breeder, not a pet shop oPlaf|e- : ; \^"J
scale commercial kennel, because I wanted the best chance at getting a healthy dog with &i=
good temperament. I wanted to know that my puppy had been exposed to a variety of
normal household situations and was prepared to live the life of a family companion. By
buying directly from a breeder, I was able to see the conditions in which my puppy was

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

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

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to
me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.

2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

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

Sincerely,

A^y^t^cy <z;/"i- /(/]v?<u6Z%y L^ v ̂ yy2^t_y



Ms. Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street r,j
Harrisbufg, PA 17110-9408 Eg ^ % ]

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452

Dear Ms. Bender,

It has been brought to my attention the newly proposed amendments tdtrgPA j [ r j
dog law regulations. As the owner of ( a / several) companion dog (s), I am writing to w
express my concerns and opposition to the proposed changes.

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

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

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

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to
me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.

2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

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

Sincerely,



Ms. Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301NorthCameronStreet ==, W -r-i
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 =%S ^ j ^

Dear Ms. Bender ^ c S — ^ 4

SUBJECT: Doc. No. 06-2452 @ W 32 < =

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

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

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

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

1. My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to me, as it
helped with the housebreaking process.

2. In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such as kitchen
appliances, television, and other noises that occur in my home.

3. My puppy was given an opportunity to interact with other dogs, which helped develop social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

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

Sincerely

Holly Tekely



Ms. Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg,PA 17110-9408 =g g -0

SqW -n FT]
Re. Doc. No. 06-2452 F ^ ^ So ^

A§ ^ rfi
Dear Ms. Bender, if: ^ ^ —--

It has been brought to my attention the newly proposed amendmentsii? | | | PA:f |—{
dog law regulations. As the owner of a companion dog, lam writing to express fflyi f> '* ;

concerns and opposition to the proposed changes.
I purchased my dog directly from a reputable breeder, not a pet shop or large-

scale commercial kennel, because I wanted the best chance at getting a healthy dog with a
good temperament. I wanted to know that my puppy had been exposed to a variety of
normal household situations and was prepared to live the life of a family companion. By
buying directly from a breeder, I was able to see the conditions in which my puppy was
raised.

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

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

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to
me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.

2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

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

Sincerely,



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

=S " 3mmstmrg,PAl7H0-940S _,__ ^

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452 jgg Z! W

Dear Ms. Bender, . g g 3§ . <C

It has been brought to my attention the newly proposed amendments to thWPA w

dog law regulations. As the owner of ( a / several) companion dog (s), 1 am writing to °
express my concerns and opposition to the proposed changes.

I purchased my dog directly from a reputable breeder, not a pet shop or large-
scale commercial kennel, because I wanted the best chance at getting a healthy dog with a
good temperament. 1 wanted to know that my puppy had been exposed to a variety of
normal household situations and was prepared to live the life of a family companion. By
buying directly from a breeder, 1 was able to see the conditions in which my puppy was
raised.

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

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

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to
me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.

2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

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

Sincerely,

j-



Ms. Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture p
2301 North Cameron Street F c S
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 ;

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452

rn

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to
me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.

2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

While I applaud the efforts to improve the living conditions for the dogs and puppies
being raised in commercial facilities, I find it a great disservice to the reputable breeder,
who standards far surpass in many ways, what these proposed amendments mandate. I,
for one, want the choice to buy from a small scale, reputable breeder, and oppose these
amendments. „ . 7L^
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Ms. Mary Bender • . kscg rn
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture sfe-SB " ' L ,-'
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

m'<±:
Re. Doc. No. 06-2452 ^ g '", Cl

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to
me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.

2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

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

Sincerely,

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

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to
me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.

2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

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

Sincerely,

W<6^
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Ms. Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to
me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.

2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

While I applaud the efforts to improve the living conditions for the dogs and puppies
being raised in commercial facilities, I find it a great disservice to the reputable breeder,
who standards far surpass in many ways, what these proposed amendments mandate. I,
for one, want the choice to buy from a small scale, reputable breeder, and oppose these
amendments.
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Ms. Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to
me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.

2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

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



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

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to
me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.

2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

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

SitoucbWrc'H Kafoo)



Ms. Mary Bender =q S -Q
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture R3S3 :q f"f]
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 c q ' ^ - p ^

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452 g{g =̂ ^p:

Dear Ms. Bender, -*=• ^ v "'

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

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

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

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

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to
me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.

2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

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

Sincerely, ^



Ms. Mary Bender
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisbur&PA 17110-9408 ^ ^ ] 3 ]

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452 @g ^ (^

Dear Ms..Bender, # f±i

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

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

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

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

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to
me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.

2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

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

Sincerely,

^cf /^ / ^ y ^



Ms. Mary Bender ,, }
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture pf :™! % ]
2301 North Cameron Street g g _̂ _ pf)
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 ggq ^ ^

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452 i:S ..... ~

Dear Ms. Bender, ' c:3

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

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

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

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

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to
me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.

2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

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

Sincerely,

- f
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Ms. Mary Beoder
Peoosylvaoia Departmeot of Agricoltore
2301 North Cameron Street ^ .
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 ^95 ^ J J

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452 January 30, 2 # g ^ (T )
$2%i is) F H

Dear Ms. Bender. g ^ ^ <^

It has been brooghtto my atteotioo the newly proposed amen&m§8ts t&ihe f ~ j
PA dog law regolations. As the owner of companioo dogs, I am writiog to expresjyriy "*"
concerns aod opposition to the proposed chaoges.

I porchased my dogs directly from a repotable breeder, oot a pet shop or
large-scale commercial kennel, because I wanted the best chance at getting a healthy
dog with a good temperament. I wanted to know that my poppy had been exposed to
a variety of normal hoosehold situations and was prepared to live the life of a family
companioo. By boyiog directly from a breeder, I was able to see the conditions in
which my poppy was raised.

The proposed changes, particularly those applying to "Kennels- Primary
Enclosores", are of particular concern to me. It is my onderstandiog that io these
proposed changes, if a comolative total of 26 dogs are housed at "the Establishment"
during a calendar year, then licensed breeders will be reqoired to have housing
facilities that comply with the specifications outlined io the proposed chaoges. Small
scale breeders who fall ioto the class 1 desigoatioo, would oo looger be able to
maiotaio, breed, whelp or raise their dogs withio their homes. These breeders, who
strive to produce dogs which are true to breed type, of good temperameot, and,
inasmuch as possible, free from geoetic disorders, would be forced to either restrict
their oumbers or build facilities to meet the staodards.

I credit my dog's good temperameot to thoughtfol breediog aod to the love aod
attention that my breeder gave my poppy. Most importantly, this incloded exposure Io
everyday sights and sooods, soch as:

1) My poppy was takeo ootside to potty oo grass regolarly. This is of importance
to me, as it helped with the hoosebreaking process.

2) In a home sitoation, my poppy was exposed to different surfaces and ooises
soch as.kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occor in my home.

3) My poppy was giveo opportooity to ioteract with other dogs, helpiog with
social skills needed to meet other dogs we come io cootact with.

While I applaod the efforts to improve the living conditions for the dogs and poppies
being raised in commercial facilities, I find it a great disservice to the repotable
breeder, who standards far sorpass in many ways, what these proposed amendments
mandate. I, for one, want the choice to boy from a small scale, repotable breeder, aod
oppose these amendments.

Sincerely,

""( JtJW^ 'OJvtr
Lori M. Dorwart
140 Sarah Drive, Dover, PA 17315



Ms. Mary Bender ^559
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 ^ a -n

Re. Doc. No. 06-2452 g g g W

Dear Ms. Bender, . g ^ g ^ GO

It has been brought to my attention the newly proposed amendmentsg&l&e PAt>
dog law regulations. As the owner of ( a Me^eraT) companion dog (s), I am writfi| to —
express my concerns and opposition to thepfoposed changes.

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

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

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

1) My puppy was taken outside to potty on grass regularly. This is of importance to
me, as it helped with the housebreaking process.

2) In a home situation, my puppy was exposed to different surfaces and noises such
as kitchen appliances, television and other noises that occur in my home.

3) My puppy was given opportunity to interact with other dogs, helping with social
skills needed to meet other dogs we come in contact with.

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

Sincerely,



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement 25 5 9
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 -
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I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed Dog Law Act 23S, which wfS~J
zsswedoM Dgcg?Mbgrl6, 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,

Tree-Beri Farms Boarding Kennels
637 Grahams Wood Rd
Newville,PA 17241
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 30, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposed Dog Law Ac¥i25, which
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,

Valley View Kennel
355 Hammertown Rd
Narvon,PA 17555



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture ^ 0 0 9
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street _ g
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 ^ Q ^ 3 0

January 30, 2007 iiy
Dear Ms. Bender, % Z% m

I am writing to express a few concerns that I have with regard to the proposeffDog 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, y

^

Sunny Side Kennel
735 Cold Run Road
Millmont, PA 17845
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North Star Beagles
3429 Whistler Rd ^ 5 5 9
Stoystown, PA 15563

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,

33
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Oak Bend Road Kennel
34 Oak Bend Rd 2 5 5 9
Newburg, PA 17240

January 30, 2007 ggg § HI

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement g -5 IO LLl
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture #E; 3 <:_:
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender 1 ^ (^ j jJ
2301 North Cameron Street ^ c, v J
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.

Yô s truly, / ^ / ^ % ^Z%/



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement 5 "
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 30, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,
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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,
- ' •

Stoneledge Boarding Kennel
271 River Rd
Auburn, PA 17922
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Jonas Beiler
196 Blank Road 2559
Narvon, PA 17555

January 18, 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 USD A
regulations are worded.

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

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

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

January 30, 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, <^/x.&/ /% 8 _^^^"^(

Strawberry Lane Kennel
40 Lengle Road
Myerstown, PA 17067



Linda Martin
1526 Milton Grove Rd
Mount Joy, PA 17552

January 30, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement p§ -3 Ju
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender 8| S ^ C)
2301 North Cameron Street qS ro fT]
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 • H f S -:S 2C.

Dear Ms. Bender, " ' % ' ^ LJ

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,



Reuben Brenneman

January 31, 2007
^ m %)

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement gSpR pA H I
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture == §§ l ! l ^
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender 2559 |i:J
2301 North Cameron Street Kg g
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 gs

>j t n

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was
issued on December 16, 2006.1 completely understand that substandard kennel conditions
should not be permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



Mammoth Kennels
216 Sugar Run Rd
Avella, PA 15312

January 30,2007 Egg 22 CO
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement <:5;;:;;; f° , JJ
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture WCcB " i < C
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender .' . §£ I"o HI
2301 North Cameron Street " : : S ^ O
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 ^

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,



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

January 22, 2007

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

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

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

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

Yours truly,
/

^ W / ^
Pet Place

5522 Shaffer Road, Ste 128
Dubocs, PA 15801



3Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement ^ 63 -j-i
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture —eg Z pi-,
/Utn; Ms. Ma/y Bender ' ^@ 3 ^
2301 North Cameron Street ;S;fep — b/
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 " " ' M ?

January 20, 2007 _ _ _ _ _

Dear Ms. Bender, *-J

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

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be
seized by the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new
requirements for pen sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the
same dog into a humane society not required to have the proposed new
standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform kennel requirements. In
addition, small business owners are affected greatly and their due process
rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

Judy Glass
P O Box 664
Carrolltown, PA 15722



Elsie Carbaugh
2730 Jack Road

Chambersburg, PA 17201

January 30,2007 ^ ^ - 0

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement 2? S§ ^ C~")
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture $3 ::;J rsi f™
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender . . eScS ' Z3 Ip*
2301 North Cameron Street . ' ' . c:| 5- ™ ppj
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 bd ['' (—;

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was issued on
December 16, 2006. I completely understand that substandard kennel conditions should not be
permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and costly.

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement 32 c3 w L -''

ffi " !-5Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North CameronStteet %2=a rS» r
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was
issued on December 16, 2006.1 completely understand that substandard kennel conditions
should not be permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and

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

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

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

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

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded and the USDA standard be adopted in
Pennsylvania.
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 20, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be
seized by the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new
requirements for pen sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the
same dog into a humane society not required to have the proposed new
standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform kennel requirements. In
addition, small business owners are affected greatly and their due process
rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

Lloyd E. Gerhart
139 W. King Street
Ephrata, PA 17522
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron street ^ ti
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 January 27, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

be
add

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

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

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

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

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

Yours sincerely,

Working Dog-Tnc.
RR 7 Box 7297
Saylorsburg, PA 18353



Canine Country Inc
617 N. Bethlehem Pike

Lower Gwynedd, PA 19002

January 30, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street , ,,, F==, ; M ,.] m
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« -* m
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender,

\ : -
I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was'iissused on K~J
December 16, 2006. I completely understand that substandard kennel conditions should not be
permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and costly.

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



Lueanna Kennels
202RebeceaLn

Coatesville, PA 19320
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street ; tf; - r -p
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 January M | | 0 7 *> r—j

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,



IS
n»a
CO

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

January 31, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a kennel owner for a good number of years, I appreciate the fact that the bureau
has helped to improve the dog laws. With regard to the proposed dog law changes
Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006,1 have a few serious concerns.

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be seized by
the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new requirements for pen
sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the same dog into a humane society
not required to have the proposed new standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform
kennel requirements. In addition, small business owners are affected greatly and
their due process rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

Mervin M. Hoover
380 Limestone Road
Milton, PA 17847



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture pgi £§ % ]
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender gaqfj ::!-i r r i
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 , , = i ,^,
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January 31,2007 #S ^ ^n

Dear Ms. Bender, % % K~~"J

As a kennel owner for a good number of years, I appreciate the fact that the bureau
has helped to improve the dog laws. With regard to the proposed dog law changes
Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006,1 have a few serious concerns, c

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be seized by
the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new requirements for pen
sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the same dog into a humane society
not required to have the proposed new standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform
kennel requirements. In addition, small business owners are affected greatly and
their due process rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

Mervia Hoover
308 Limestown Rd
Milton, PA 17847



Joe S. Byler
19526 Sweetwater Rd.
Dry Run, PA 17220

January 30, 2007 _^ o !:;:::> -JO

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement -s~ Si Z. L .)
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture c5 ~;j • ro [* j ]
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender . ^ 8j ;:g <["
2301 North Cameron Street g % t x )

Harr i sburg , P A 17110-9408 :: :j ^ ? ("~

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was issued on
December 16, 2006. I completely understand that substandard kennel conditions should not be
permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and costly.

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

The proposed regulations call for the temperature of the kennel floorto be 50F- in the warm
weather. Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F-. A dog sleeping on a 50F9 floor can
develop hypothermia and become ill or die. For temperature, lighting, cleaning, exercise, housing,
and veterinary care, the attending veterinarian should set forth and approve procedures specific for
the kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

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

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

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

Sincerely,



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

9 3 m

Dear Ms. Bender, : i ~J~> - ~

As a kennel owner for a good number of years, I appreciate the fact that thWBS^eavh-? l •
has helped to improve the dog laws. With regard to the proposed dog law chafiges to
Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006,1 have a few serious concerns.

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be seized by
the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new requirements for pen
sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the same dog into a humane society
not required to have the proposed new standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform
kennel requirements. In addition, small business owners are affected greatly and
their due process rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

Laura L Horst
4230 Chapman Hollow Rd
Mount Pleasant Mills, PA 17853



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture >
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender r..,|5 ^ ZD
2301 North Cameron Street ; ' • ffiS 5j. CD '
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 ?|puary^24, &^)7

Dear Ms. Bender, | | g =1 <^

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act 225;5§rhiah -was
issued on December 16, 2006.

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

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

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

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

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

Yours sincerely,

Whispering Winds Boarding Kennel
826 Whitestown Rd
Butler, PA 16001



Schrock's General Store

Spartansburg, PA 16434 ^ ^ M tn

1 : 8

43342 Penoyer Rd
16434 § ^ _ ,

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement B-E ^ r n
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture mpa N —
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender ?"!c:' -A
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 31, 2007

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

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

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

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

Yours truly,



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture

2301 North Cameron Street === | | -pi

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 F r ^ %; p T ]

Dear Ms. Bender: g:;! ^ fTl

Having purchased dogs from wonderful, ethical, breeders and boarded them in ?:l@ 3 ^L,

Although, perhaps, well intentioned, the proposed amendments of December

16, 2006 to the Pennsylvania Dog Law Regulations greatly concern me.

I agree that inhumane and substandard kennel conditions should not be

tolerated, however, I emphatically disagree with the proposed regulatory

changes.

I believe these changes are impractical, will create a great burden from a

financial standpoint, will not be enforceable and, most importantly, will

not improve the quality of the lives of the dogs entrusted to the

aforementioned, ethical breeders and boarding kennels.

These regulations will also require wholesale renovation, if not rebuilding

of many kennels already built in compliance with current federal and/or

state standards. Small, boarding kennels, and breeding facilities, whose

care and conditions are far superior to those required by the proposed new

standards, would be unable to comply with the rigid commercial kennel

standards.

These small breeders and boarding kennels would be forced out of business,

face a loss of income, and deprive their communities of their outstanding

services.

I strongly urge that tfys proposal

Sincerely,

clean, air conditioned/heated boarding kennels, owned and operated by - c

animal loving, ethical professionals, I feel compelled to voice my opinion. " w
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture S 5 5 9

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street S §3 3 D

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 Jaigapg31 ,^307 j T l

Dear Ms. Bender, W : S r"°

IS 3
I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act 225 which^aSissMejl on

December 16, 2006. -2 H **—-

The current proposed regulation changes have appeared to be burdensome and beyond rulemaking. The

proposals add completely new categories and definition to the existing laws. These changes must be

addressed through the legislative process.

The proposals referencing housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary to good

husbandry, socializing and training practices. Furthermore, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry

basis for the amended space and exercise requirements.

-In addition, the proposed regulations call for the temperature of the kennel floor to be 50F° in the warm

weather. Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F°. A dog sleeping on a 50F° floor can

develop hypothermia and become ill or die. For temperature, lighting, cleaning, exercise, housing, and

veterinary care, the attending veterinarian should set forth and approve procedures specific for the

kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

The proposed changes above will require Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected kennels to be

demolished and rebuilt. The average cost will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 per kennel, if

the proposed laws are adopted.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in term of improving the welfare of dogs. I urge that

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

Yours sincerely,

Zimmerman's Kennel

2854 Col John Kelly Rd

Lewisburg, PA 17837



Lo-Kons Selinauzcrs Kennel
6323 Grindstone Hill Rd
Chambersburg, PA 17201 2559

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,

^



Back Acres Kennel
18460 Dry Run Rd West
Spring Run, PA 17262

2559
January 22, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture ==? | 3 — r-j

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender Rgj%j %i HI

2301 North Cameron Street SijS f̂ (D

Harrisburg,PA 17110-9408 S ^ ^ ^ L U

Dear Ms. Bender, i B
I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was issued on December 16, 2006.1

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

changes are impractical and costly.

These proposals call for change in definitions and requirements of licensed and inspected kennels within the Commonwealth.

These extensive changes must go through Pennsylvania's House and Senate legislative processes.

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

conditioned to a comfortable 70F°. A dog sleeping on a 50F° floor can develop hypothermia and become ill or die. For

temperature, lighting, cleaning, exercise, housing, and veterinary care, the attending veterinarian should set forth and approve

procedures specific for the kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

Kennels have been custom built to comply with the Department of Agricultures Dog Law Enforcement standards that were

based on USDA standards. The proposed changes of this section will require the demolition of licensed and inspected

kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned kennels. The average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and

$500,000.00 each.

The proposed changes would require a substantial increase in manpower with many hours dedicated to filling out written

bureaucratic reports and divert the small business owner's time away from caring for their animals.

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



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

January 23, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

2559

I
§

As a kennel owner for a good number of years, I appreciate the fact that the bureau
has helped to improve the dog laws. With regard to the proposed dog law changes
Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006,1 have a few serious concerns.

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be seized by
the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new requirements for pen
sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the same dog into a humane society
not required to have the proposed new standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform
kennel requirements. In addition, small business owners are affected greatly and
their due process rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

GreenffekTKennel #1
1183 Reading Rd
Bowmansville, PA 17507

m
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture 2559
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 31, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

As a kennel owner for a good number of years, I appreciate the fact that the bureau
has helped to improve the dog laws. With regard to the proposed dog law changes
Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006,1 have a few serious concerns.

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be seized by
the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new requirements for pen
sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the same dog into a humane society
not required to have the proposed new standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform
kennel requirements. In addition, small business owners are affected greatly and
their due process rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

Horse N' Hound Haven Kennel
1385 Hunterstown Hampton Rd
New Oxford, PA 17350



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture o pj K q
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender ^ d J J '
2301 North Cameron Street ^ el ~*Q
Hamsburg PA 17110-9408 ^ % %i JT)

January 31,2007 gg - gi

Dear Ms. Bender, m& & P^

As a kennel owner for a good number of years, I appreciate the fact that the S&reaw^
has helped to improve the dog laws. With regard to the proposed dog law changes *"""
Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006,1 have a few serious concerns.

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be seized by
the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new requirements for pen
sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the same dog into a humane society
not required to have the proposed new standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform
kennel requirements. In addition, small business owners are affected greatly and
their due process rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

Ivan Z. Horning
78 Centennial Rd.
Mifflinburg, PA 17844

//^W^ y- / 7 ^ x ^ ' ^



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement ** 0 0 9

Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender e 3 II 30
ggq _r, r"n

2301 North Cameron Street S g S3
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 ja#@y s i ^oo^ -

Dear Ms. Bender, gg ^ g-j

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act 225 which was isseed on"™"

December 16, 2006.

The current proposed regulation changes have appeared to be burdensome and beyond rulemaking. The

proposals add completely new categories and definition to the existing laws. These changes must be

addressed through the legislative process.

The proposals referencing housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary to good

husbandry, socializing and training practices. Furthermore, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry

basis for the amended space and exercise requirements.

In addition, the proposed regulations call for the temperature of the kennel floor to be 50F° in the warm

weather. Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F°. A dog sleeping on a 50F° floor can

develop hypothermia and become ill or die. For temperature, lighting, cleaning, exercise, housing, and

veterinary care, the attending veterinarian should set forth and approve procedures specific for the

kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

The proposed changes above will require Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected kennels to be

demolished and rebuilt. The average cost will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 per kennel, if

the proposed laws are adopted.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in term of improving the welfare of dogs. I urge that

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

Yours sincerely,

Amos W. Zimmerman Jr.

937 Glenwood Drive

Ephrata, PA 1 7522
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Michael & Vonnie Chapman
590 North Lime Street
Elizabethtown, PA 17022

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement ^ 5 5 9
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 19, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender, ' ? § § w _

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

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

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

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

Yours truly,



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement n % ~ _
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture ** " "
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Hamsburg,P417110-9408 ^ g -g
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January 31,2007 Sgcg =? ^

Dear Ms. Bender, ig pM __ -—=

As a kennel owner for a good number of years, I appreciate the fact that tft§ Gtirea^ L-U
has helped to improve the dog laws. With regard to the proposed dog law chsfiges "Z ^
Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006,1 have a few serious concerns.

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be seized by
the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new requirements for pen
sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the same dog into a humane society
not required to have the proposed new standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform
kennel requirements. In addition, small business owners are affected greatly and
their due process rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

Horst's Tiny Terriers
145 Mountain View Rd
Shippensburg, PA 17257



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

January 31, 2007

2559

f;-^ •*^ ^w/sj

DearMs. Bender, #cg rn (jjl

Ada Horning
78 Centennial Rd
Mifflinburg, PA 17844

1.1As a kennel owner for a good number of years, I appreciate the fact that t|<§ WreatP
has helped to improve the dog laws. With regard to the proposed dog law §| lgges gg <C,
Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006,1 have a few serious concerns, f g 5^ IS) [ T i

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be seized by
the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new requirements for pen
sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the same dog into a humane society
not required to have the proposed new standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform
kennel requirements. In addition, small business owners are affected greatly and
their due process rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,



Lighthouse Kennel
5 5 9 2 2 5 Upper Valley Rd

Christiana, PA 17509

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture S SJ ~Q
Attn:Ms.Mary Bender E g ^ ^n j^-]
2301 North Cameron Street = r i i 5 ro r"^
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 Januarjfg:2007^ i . i

Dear Ms. Bender, . 25 a=; ,,o fTl

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,

7%^^w,r"x^^%

6(6^ /W/^



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement 9 ^ ^ Q
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture 4 O O y
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 31, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender, . . FR E£! -n r n

As a kennel owner for a good number of years, I appreciate the fact that th^ bljreau^ fj-\
has helped to improve the dog laws. With regard to the proposed dog Iaw'§hf8ges^ L~p
Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006,1 have a few serious concerns, e l F= == p ^

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be seized by
the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new requirements for pen
sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the same dog into a humane society
not required to have the proposed new standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform
kennel requirements. In addition, small business owners are affected greatly and
their due process rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

Mary H Horst
1273 E Earl Rd
East Earl, PA 17519



Janet H. Martin
250 Gehman Rd

Narvon, PA 17555

January 30, 2007

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

bear Ms. Bender,

2559
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I am writing in response to oppose the bog Law Regulations Act 225 recent Igssued on
December 16, 2006. The current regulatory proposals in general are unenforceable-and
extremely onerous when put into practice.

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,

m
m
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John R. Zimmerman
1087 Silver Hill Rd
Narvan, PA 17555

January 19, 2007 «£ 5 5 9

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

Dear Ms. Bender,
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I am writing in response to oppose the Dog Law Regulations Act 225 recently issqed on
December 16, 2006. The current regulatory proposals in general are unenforceable and
extremely onerous when put into practice.
The proposed regulations call for kennels to be specific in regard to exercise and cleaning
records. These would require a substantial increase in manpower and time dedicated to
filling out written bureaucratic reports, and it would be impossibly to verify their accuracy.
This change would also divert the small business owner's time away from caring for their
animals.

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,



Matthew M Martin
146 Mill Road

Ephrata, PA 17522

January 30, 2007

2559
Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of /Agriculture g g —»-i

2301 North Cameron Street ?:p~i= . ao
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender =p, eg ..,., pi--.

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 cSW:! — >-,^

Dear Ms. Bender, 012 3 <C

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours sincerely,
IS <^w /

3%'W AuWc^ d ' c?^

Whispering Spring Kennel
316 Good Rd
East Earl, PA 17519
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 January 27, 2007
Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours sincerely,

winterest Kennels
305 winterset Rd
Ebensburg, PA 15931
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

January 26, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,
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As a kennel owner for a good number of years, I appreciate the fact that #?e
bureau has helped to improve the dog laws. With regard to the proposed dog
law changes Act 225 issued on December 16, 2006, I have a few serious
concerns.

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be
seized by the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new
requirements for pen sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the
same dog into a humane society not required to have the proposed new
standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform kennel requirements. In
addition, small business owners are affected greatly and their due process
rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

%)
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Y ^ Z % ^
Hallmark Farm Kennel'
1516 Ewing Rd
Punxsutawney, PA 15767



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture 2 5 5 9 S| __«_,
4M/7. Ms. Ma/y Bender _^|g ^ - ^
2301 North Cameron Street ScB d -JJ
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 =sg — ' W.

January 20, 2007 Kg ; ; <C

Dear Ms. Bender, ^ oW=5 N> |-J-i

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

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be
seized by the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new
requirements for pen sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the
same dog into a humane society not required to have the proposed new
standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform kennel requirements. In
addition, small business owners are affected greatly and their due process
rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

( C
Foxhill Toy Fox Terriers Kennel

1723 Treasure Lake
Dubois, PA 15801
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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

Dear Ms. Bender, ' ' ii:52 3 < ^

I am writing in response to the proposed amendment13to ,JfheO
Dog Law Act 225 which was issued on December 16, 2001?. •&>

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

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

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

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

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

Yours sincerely,

windi-Pines Kennel
360 Wolfe Run Rd.
Freedom, PA 15042



A Pet Getaway
RR 6 Box 1409

Mount Pleasant, PA 15666
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January 20, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture 3= § 3 0
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender FRcQ -r, ff]
2301 North Cameron Street • Sges ^ O
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 gW Z ffl

Dear Ms. Bender, # g ^ ppj

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was^sued **'
on December 16, 2006. I completely understand that substandard kennel conditions should not
be permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and costly.

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely, p

'Je0^\l /Waft*
L- o



Kromerhaus Kennels Inc
991 Pear Rd

Wai nut port, PA 18088 2559

January 26, 2007

mBureau of Dog Law Enforcement sS .% ZD
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Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture -ssgp rg
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender, =s — " J

"S 3

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely, , //?

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

January 20, 2007

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

The proposed changes make no sense for all kennel owners' dogs to be
seized by the Dog Law Bureau based on the Governor's proposed new
requirements for pen sized or quarantine regulations. Dog Law places the
same dog into a humane society not required to have the proposed new
standards. It is vital to have fair and uniform kennel requirements. In
addition, small business owners are affected greatly and their due process
rights in court are limited if the proposed changes adopted.

I sincerely urge that this proposal be rescinded.

Yours Sincerely,

Four Paws Inn
3234 Burtner Rd
Natrona Heights, PA 15065
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement 2 ^ ^ Q
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture ss «3 ~j~)

^eAttn: Ms. Mary Bender ^ ^ %% [Tl
2301 North Cameron Street
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

m a ^
Dear Ms. Bender, S ^ s N, i j l

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was
issued on December 16, 2006.1 completely understand that substandard kennel conditions
should not be permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



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

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

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

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

Yours truly,

S&S Kennel
383 Memorial Road
Lititz, PA 17543



Lester S. Martin
181 Martin Rd

New Holland, PA 17557

January 30, 2007

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

2559

2301 North Cameron Street >:>55 ~ — -
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408

Dear Ms. Bender, :2-c!§ ^

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

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,

za

! ! ô



Vera Martin
9 - - q 526 Quarry Rd
~ New Holland, PA 17557 2559

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, ^

- CO
I am writing in response to oppose the Dog Law Regulations Act 225 recentfpfspjued P̂S1 I H
December 16, 2006. The current regulatory proposals in general are unenfdgegBle arid (™)
extremely onerous when put into practice. >s SS w [ T ]

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

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

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

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

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

Yours Sincerely,



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture =g? H "33
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender a W
2301 North Cameron Street #%
Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 S%

January 22, 2007 s , r ,

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

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

Yours truly/-%^
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Daniel J Peachey
4220 E. Back Mountain Rd
Belleville, PA 17004



Linda Brubacker

January 31,2007 ^ # "g
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Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture C2VSS ?'° L--?

2301 North Cameron Street %S% H>
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender % S S S sc: v-> .-is

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 " ' "
sa

Dear Ms. Bender,

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which was
issued on December 16, 2006.1 completely understand that substandard kennel conditions
should not be permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and
costly. '

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



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

January 22, 2007

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

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

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

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

Yours truly,

,-^^ULJ-U W , ' A

Peachey Kennels
145 Mill Rd
Allensville, PA 17002



Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement 2559
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture

Attn: Ms. Mary Bender

2301 North Cameron Street _ F^

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 jagg#ry3%20(

Dear Ms. Bender, g ' ^ - pT]

I am writing in response to the proposed amendments to the Dog Law Act 225 whifc||vas issfied cwHpj

December 16,2006. --B ^ (H

The current proposed regulation changes have appeared to be burdensome and beyond rulemaking. The

proposals add completely new categories and definition to the existing laws. These changes must be

addressed through the legislative process.

The proposals referencing housing and social interaction of dogs of different sizes are contrary to good

husbandry, socializing and training practices. Furthermore, there is no scientific or accepted husbandry

basis for the amended space and exercise requirements.

In addition, the proposed regulations call for the temperature of the kennel floor to be 50F° in the warm

weather. Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F°. A dog sleeping on a 50F° floor can

develop hypothermia and become ill or die. For temperature, lighting, cleaning, exercise, housing, and

veterinary care, the attending veterinarian should set forth and approve procedures specific for the

kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

The proposed changes above will require Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected kennels to be

demolished and rebuilt. The average cost will be between $30,000.00 and $500,000.00 per kennel, if

the proposed laws are adopted.

The current proposed appears to be over idealistic in term of improving the welfare of dogs. I urge that

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

Yours sincerely,

Mary Zimmerman

840 Wfeaverland Rd

East Earl, PA 17519
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Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender ^ ^ -Q
2301 North Cameron Street g ^ %, jri
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January 31, 2007 %g ,̂ '—=
Dear Ms. Bender, -gg '̂  (-1

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

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

Kennels have been custom built to comply with
Pennsylvania Department of Agricultures Dog Law
Enforcement standards that were based on USDA Standards.
The proposed changes of this section will require the
demolition of Pennsylvania's licensed and inspected
kennels and the rebuilding of entirely new dimensioned
kennels. There is no scientific basis for the change; the
average cost per kennel will be between $30,000.00 and
$500,000,00 each.

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

Yours truly,

Laurel A Scott
RR 2 Box 323
Gillett, PA 16925



Henry Byler
17111 Dry Run Rd.

2 559 South Dry Run, PA 17220

January 30, 2007

Bureau of Dog Law Enforcement
Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture
Attn: Ms. Mary Bender
2301 North Cameron Street g 3 —1—,

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9408 ; s qd _,-, f^r-t

Dear Ms. Bender, g ' ^ — p ^

I am writing in opposition to the proposed changes to the Dog Law Act 225 which w^sSissuedibn 2̂'Z;
December 16, 2006. I completely understand that substandard kennel conditions shoM^iot hip j j j
permitted, but most of the proposed regulatory changes are impractical and costly. -< - - ^—/

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

The proposed regulations call for the temperature of the kennel floonto be 50F- in the warm
weather. Many kennels are air conditioned to a comfortable 70F9. A dog sleeping on a 50F9 floor can
develop hypothermia and become ill or die. For temperature, lighting, cleaning, exercise, housing,
and veterinary care, the attending veterinarian should set forth and approve procedures specific for
the kennel buildings and breeds of dogs.

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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John M Horning
78 Centennial Road

Mifflinburg, PA 17844

January 19, 2007

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

Dear Ms. Bender,

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

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

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

Unless the kennel has purchased, sold, or transferred more than 26 dogs in a calendar year
to the individual, it is impossible for the kennel to know if the individual is required to have
a Pennsylvania kennel license. 3 / , / y (h>) Pro hi b / h a r t S on Jc?*/,nq W'+k

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

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

Yours Sincerely, ^ ^ ^ ^ "


