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The big news this month is the defeet of the Puppy Protection Act (PPA). After an eight month long effort, Congress
removed the PPA from the Farm Bill. If you don’t believe grassroots effortswork, just take alook at thissuccesst My
gpecia thanks goesto each of you who contacted your congressiona members or in any way supported these efforts.
SincethisBill has been discussed extensvely in previous communications, we Il not detail it here. However, if you need
any additiona information, fedl free to contact me or Stephanie Pier in the AKC office a (919) 816-3720 or e-mall
doglaw@akc.org. Asaways, this report will be added to the website under Club Stuff

Ingatelegidation, Legidators have again been very busy. For examplein T exas, the Arlington City Coundil introduced
an ordinance that would permit the city to seize dogs that are deemed dangerous immediately upon the determination.
Current owners of dangerous dogs could aso be required to give up their animasif they fal out of compliance on the
safety regulations such asleashing and muzzling. Onceadog issurrendered, ajudgewill determineif the dog should be
euthanized or if it can be returned to its owner.

The City of Daisettais consdering abreed- specific ordinance and has called the AK C for assistance. The AKC Canine
Legidation Department explained that such legidation is prohibited by state law in Texas and provided officids with
dangerous dog information packets for use in their work to develop afair, reasonable dternative.

In Oklahoma, PoncaCity officiasare consdering a breed- specific dangerous dog ordinance despitethefact statelaw
prohibits such legidation. The proposa camein responseto a“pit bull” atack on ayoung boy. In New M exico, an
onerous anima control ordinanceisbeing consdered in Vaencia County that would require owners of unatered dogs
and cats whose animas had been impounded to pay a $75 “derilization depost” in addition to the regular $25
impoundment fee. Owners must Ao license their animas annualy at acost of $5 per dtered dog or cat and $25 per
undtered anima. Additiondly, ownersof unsterilized animaswould be charged a$100 yearly permit fee. Themeasure
contains provisions for the keegping of a dangerous dog, but the definition of “dangerous’ and “vicious’ are vague.

Asusud, California leads the nation in the number of dog ordinances. I’ m sure you're aware of the high profilejury
verdict in March of a San Francisco lawyer. She was convicted of second-degree murder after her dog mauled a
woman to desth last year. Jurorsfound the woman guilty because they believe she knew her dog to be dangerous but
did nothing to properly restrain the anima from harming others. Theverdict, only thethird oneof itskind in U.S. history,



could certainly have a negative impact on dog fanciers as landlords and insurance companies nationwide reevauate
liability issuesrelated to dog ownership. Some dog owners have aready reported not being ableto obtain homeowners
insurance or finding housing that will accept dogs.

Incidents like the tragedy in San Francisco remind us that animal control laws must be strongly enforced. Leash laws,
clear guidelines for deding with dangerous dogs — regardless of breed — and increased public educeation efforts to
promote responsible dog ownership aredl positive waysto protect communitiesfrom dangerous dogs. Ownersshould
not be judged on whether they will be good tenants or insurance customers based on thefact they own acertain szeor
breed of dog.

Asdways, theseareonly highlightsof thelegidative activities, soif you need additiond information, pleasedon’t hesitate
to let us know. It continues to be an honor and a pleasure serving the Club in this capacity!
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