


determmed that nearly a third of the dogs and

Exploring the Swrplus
Cat and Dog Problem

Highlights of Five Research Publications
Regarding Relinquishment of Pets

_:;‘3 en the National Councii on Pet Popu
I lation Study & Policy first formed to
research pet population dyhamics it

Giving up on our best friends

The evidentice is clear. People are notin the
know., When it comes to problem solving,

cats entering shelters were anamgls th_atdld have some pet owners do not have adequate
homes but whose owners had relinguished them knowledge to determine solutions. They are
to an animal shelter, Anecdotal evidence was unaware what may be contributing to the
that most of these animals were hot kittens and problems they face. Many are experiencing
puppies, but adult animals whose chances of the results of unrealistic expectations. The
adoption from the shelter were not great. [twas bottom line? Animals, who otherwise might
clear that if these animals could be kept in the remain happily in their home are relinquished

home, and the human/animal bond strength-
ened, then the euthanasia rate could be reduced
significantly.

to shelters across the country.

REGIONAL SHELTER

Part of the Council's mission is o identify the RELINQUISHMENT SURVEY

numbers of animals entering sheliers, the rea-

sons why they ended up there and how that
popuiation compares to the animal population
that remain in homes.

To address these issues the NCPPSP performed
the first multi centered study of the characteris-
tics of people relinguishing animals to shelters and

/

THE TOP TEN REASONS WE GIVE UP OUR PETS

DOGS CATS
1. Moving 1. Too many in house
2 Landlord issues 2. Allergies
3. Cost of pet maintenance 3. Moving
4. No time for pet 4. Cost of pet maintenance
5. Inadequate farilities 5. Landlord issues
& Too many pets in home & Mo homies for littermates
7. Pet illness(es) 7. House solling
8. Personal problems 8. Persconal probiems
g. Biting g, Pet illness(es)
[¢D No homes for littermates 10, inadequate facilities

NOTE: The listings here represent responses given as reasons for relinguishment. Up to five reasons

could be given Tor each animal as owners often cte multiple issues.

Animals relinquished Tor euthanasia due o illness or age, and antmals twrned in as strays were excluded
from this fist as these reasons do not necessatily represent breaking of the human-animal bond, Eight of

the top ten reasons for both species are shared.
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of the animals being relinquished. The protocol
for the Regional Shelter Relinquishment Survey
(Shelter Survey) was designed by a group of vet-
erinary epidemiologists associated with major uni-
versities, and was carried out under their supervi-
sion. Agreat deal of data were callected analyzed
and published as scientific papers in a peer-reviewed
joumnal.

Trained teams of interviewers visited twelve shelters from
four regions of the country to conduct interviews with
people as they relinquished dogs and cais.

Those who participated in the Shelier Relinguish-
ment Survey were asked a series of questions to
provide insight about the pet, the owner, and the
household in which they both lived. The questions
addressed:
+ the animal's health status
the reasons for surrender
the animal's species, breed or breed-type,
age, gender and neuter status
where the animal was acquired
how long the person had the animal
the price paid for the animal
the animai's care
veterinarian appointments
the approximate time the animal spent outside
how much training the animal had received (dog)
behavioral issues
the number of dogs and cats in the home
the number & source of animals added to the
household in the previous year
how any other animais had recently exited the
household
characteristics of the owner - age, gender,
ethnicity/race, income range, state of resi-
dence, and education level

Location & Number of Participating
Shelters:

+Bergen County, NJ (1)

-New York City, NY (1)

-Knox and Anderson Counties, TN (2)
-Jefferson County, KY (2)

- Denver, Larimer, and Weld Counties, CO (3)
-Sacramento County, CA (3)
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Panticipants were asked to answer a series of
twelve questicns intended to reveal their general
level of knowtedge regarding cats and dogs and
their attitudes toward animals.

NATIONAL PET-OWNING HOUSE-
HOLD SURVEY

In order to have a standard of comparison from
the general population, hcuseholds in the United
Slates that owned at least one dog or cat were
surveyed fo collect the same information. This
survey, known as the National Pet-owning House-
hold Survey (Household Survey), was conducted
in conjunction with the American Veterinary Medi-
cal Association and had two phases. In the first
phase, a list of 80,000 pet owning and nan-pet
owning households with diverse characteristics
were contacted by mail. These households were
selected as being representative of all U.S.
househalds. From the responses to the first
mailing, 7,399 households were selected o be a
part of the second phase. Second-phase house-
holds included at least one dog or cat. About half
had either a dog or a cat, and a smali number
had both species. Half of the households were
selected based on the fact that a dog or cat had
left the household during the previous year,

HIGHLIGHTS OF RESEARCH

Highlights of five scientific papers based on the
findings of the Shelter Relinguishment Survey and
the Household Survey are presented here.

Human and Animal Factors Related
to Relinquishment’

This paper presented and evaluated the results
of the Shelter Survey, in which interviews were
congucted with 3,772 owners who relinguished
a iotal of 3,676 dogs and litters of puppies, and
1,409 cats and litters of kittens. Stray or un-owned
animals and animals for whom euthanasia was
requested due to illness or old age were excluded
from these data.

Reasons for relinquishment common to both
dogs and cats included moving, tandlord not al-
lowing pets, toc many animals in household, cost
of pet maintenance, owner having personal prob-
lems, inadequate facilities for a pet, and no



homes available for littermates. Other reasons for
cats were allergies in the family, house soiling, and
incompatibility with other pets while other reasons
for dogs were lack of time for them, iliness of the
dog, and biting.

Findings included that 30% of dogs and 6% of re-
linguished cats were purebred. Most animais were
between 5 months and 3 years of age. Twenty-seven
percent of dogs and 36.5% of cats were reported to
live outdoors always or almost always.

The findings reported in this paper were consis-
tent with studies performed by cther researchers
in other shelter settings.

Relinquishment Due to Health and
Personal Issuas?

Because most of the people surrendering animals
reported personal issues as onhe of the causes,
this second paper examined the Shelter Survey
results to learn more specifically what those per-
sonal issues are and how they might be addressed
so that owners could keep their pets. When all the
various reasons for relinquishment that dealt with
health or personal issues are grouped together
they become the most prevalent cause of relin-
quishment for cats and the third most common
for dogs. These issues were surpassed by be-
havior and housing concerns for relinguishment
of degs. Examples of the type of health and per-
sonal issues cited by those refinquishing pets in-
cluded a birth or death in the family or a new job or
other change that would require the owner to be
away from home more. Aliergies to the pet, pri-
marily {0 cals, were alsoe cited.

The characteristics of the people who relinguished
pets due to health and personal issues were simi-
lar to those of people who relinquished for all other
reasons. Seventeen percent of the people who
were relinguishing their pet due to health and per-
sonal issues still had one or more other dogs or
cats remaining in their home. More than one-third
of people relinquishing a pet due to health and
personal issues also reported another problem:
for dogs, a behavior problem and for cats, teo
many animals in the home were most frequently
reported.

All Kinds of Reasons

When asked why they were giving up their
pet(s), survey participants were atlowed to
give up to five reasons. The reasons for
surrender which survey participants gave
included:

1. Behavior Problems - aggression te humans
bites, aggressive to people

2. Anima! Behavior Problems - animal-to-animal
incompatible with other pels, aggressive to
animals, kilied another animat

3. Animal Behavior Problems (other)
house soiling, inside destruction, escapes,
outside destruction, toa aclive, loo vocal,
attention, suthanasia requested due to be-
havior, not friendly, afraid, jumps on people,
animal jezlousy, pesters to be outside, chases
people, chases cars, coprophagy, pica

4. Requests for Euthanasia
due to iliness, old age, young age, or other
reasons

5. Animal medical - health
ill, injured, surgery complications

6. Animal Characteristics
wrang species, sheds, too old, foo young,
too mellow, wrong sex, nat protective, too
smali

7. Human Housing Issues
moving, inadequate facilities, landiord, not
allowed by parents, inadequate fencing, zon-
ing problems with the number or type of pet

8. Household Animal Overpopulation
can't find homes for litter, (oo many animals
in househeld, animal is pregnant

9. Owner Lifestyle
allergies in family, children and pet not com-
patible, diverce, gift, new baby, owner per-
sonal problems, owner {raveling, owner
pregnancy, no time for pet, owner died

10. Owner Unprepared/inappropriate Expectations
cost,too niuch responsibility, owner fears
disease transmission or damage, litterbox
odor

11. Other
No apparent owner, legal cases, body dis-
posai, dead on admission, no reason
given

Based on evaluation of the health and personal
issues reported, the authors of this paper sug-
gested ways to address this type of relinquish-
ment. Their results suggested that education and
counseling of pet owners before and after they
acquire a pet, and providing temporary housing
for pets when owners are experiencing a personal
crisis may reduce relinquishment of pets.



Moving and Relinquishment?

This third publication shed light on that common
catch-ali reason for relinguishment: “moving”. Mov-
ing was the most common reason given for relin-
quishment of dogs in the study, and the third most
common for cats. Because relinquishers could
give up to five possible reascons for giving up pets,
the term "moving” was further defined. Those
people who gave up pets because they were mov-
ing also said that their landlord would not allow
pets, that parents or other people living in their
household would not allow pets, or that their home
had housing rules or restrictions. Others reported
that their home was too smaill, had no yard, or had
“no piace to keep the animal®. More than half of
these relinguishers also reported behavior prob-
lems in their pets, strongly suggesting that hous-
ing restrictions are not the only consideration when
moving is given as the reason for relinquishment.

Statistics show that young people are more likely
to move. This survey found that a large number of
those relinquishing pets due to moving were also
young pet owners, significantly more so than would
have been expected if ali age groups were of equal
risk of relinquishing pets. The authors conciuded
that moving is an important life event that often
results in the relinquishment of a pet to an animal
shelter, and suggested that educational efforts
stressing both companion animal selection and
the process and difficulties of moving with dogs
and cats might be best aimed at the young-aduit
members of the U.S. population. However, age
alone should not be a reason to deny pet owner-
ship.

Behavior Reasons for Relinquishment?

This fourth paper ciosely examined the behavioral
reasons for which pet owners relinquish their pets
to animal shelters. When all reasons for relinguish-
ment that dealt with any type of behavioral prob-
lem are grouped together, then behavioral prob-
lems were the most common reasons dogs were
given up and the second most common for cats.
The authors found that households that had only
a single animal were less likely to give them up for
behavior problems, and that owners who added a
second pet might encounter problems leading to
reiinguishment of one or both pets. The authors

suggested that careful counseling hefore acquisi-
Hon of a second pet about how pets interact with
each other might be preventative. Owners who
relinguished dogs for behavior problems were
likely to have owned them for less than three
months, whereas cats were owned for 110 2 years
before being given up, suggesting that interven-
tion for dog behavior probiems wauld need to be
available as soon as the dog eniered a house-
hold, and soon thereafier for cats.

Failed Versus Successful Relationships®

Are the people who take their animals to shelters
for relinquishment significantly different than those
who retain their pets or dispose of them by other
means, or are the animals themselves guite dif-
ferent? This article is the first to compare the in-
formation from the Shelter Survey to that of the
Household Survey. The authors found that relin-
quished pets were more likely to be young, intact
{not neutered), and of mixed breed. Animals owned
for a short period of time were more likely tc be
relinquished, the longer the length of ownership,
the less chance they would be given up. Contrary
to what many shelter workers would expect, these
data showed that dogs received as gifts were
much less likely to be relinquished to an animal
shelter than those who were acquired directly from
an animal shelter, a friend, a pet shop, or as a
stray. Dogs whose owners paid $100 or more for
them were less likely to be relinquished. Cafs were
rarely purchased, and the amount paid for a catis
not associated with the risk of relinguishment.

in general, dogs who soiled in the house, dam-
aged things, were overly active, or were reported
to be fearful were more likely to be relinquished.
However, behavioral issues were not unigue to the
dogs relinquished at shelters. Veterinarians and
other animal professionals should be concerned
that behavioral problems are exhibited to varying
degrees by the dogs who remained in homes.

Undesirable behavior played a lesser part in the
relinquishment of cats than dogs. Cais who soiled
in the house, damaged things, or were ovetly ac-
tive were at greater risk.

Itis disturbing to find that people had poor general
knowledge about the animals they own. Signifi-
cantly more of those relinquishing dogs and cats



felt that the animal would be better off having a
litter prior to being spayed. And approximately half
of the owners in the Household Survey compari-
son group also wrongly thought this was true or
did not know the answer. Those relinquishing dogs
were less likely to know how often females could
come into heat (estrus).

Itis this lack of knowledge that might contribute to
unreaiistic expectaions or inappropriate actions
on the part of the owner. People need to know
more about why animals behave the way they do,
and more general knowledge about the animals
they take inic their homes to make for successfui
relationships. The authors suggested that edu-
cafion of pet owners about the general biology and
behavior of dogs and cats might lessen the possi-
biiity of relinguishment of their pets. Veterinary clin-
ics, animal shelters, pet stores, trainers and breed-
ers could alt be invalved in proactive educational
efforts to prevent the development of problems or
to deal with existing ones. Data from these sur-
veys suggest that the window of opportunity for
intervention and education is a narrow one based
on the length of ownership prior to relinquishment.
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part of the family.

VETERINARIANS AND OTHER ANIMAL PROFESSIONALS COULD MAKE A DIFFERENCE.

itisn'tjust puppies and kitiens anymore. There are other issues causing people to give up their
animals, some issues that could be addressed in ways that would allow the animal to remain a

People have unrealistic expectations. When those aren’t met, they give up. Knowing why
some human-animal relationships are unsuccessfut is the first step toward prevention. From a
mountain of data, some patterns and possible solutions are emerging.

The majority of dogs and cats relinquished had been in the home for less than a year. This
leaves a narrow window of cpportunity for salvaging the relationship. Education must be imple-
mented during the initial health examination at a veterinary clinic or source of acquisition. Here
misconceptions can be clarified, ohedience training can be recommended and potential behav-
I ior problems coudd be identified and/or discussed.

Afew minutes of time in the clinic could result in years of trust, respect and loyalty from a client
experiencing a lasting, successful relationship with a companion animal, Animal professionals
are encouraged to utifize the information from this research to begin their own program of
building successful human-animal relaticnships.
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DOGS

B sexually intact

B obtained at little or no cost

B over 6 mo, when obtained

8 were more work than expected

B S/he had regular veterinary care
A S/he participated in obedience
training

Those more (ikely to be relinquished

L] ﬂq
CATS 7\‘(;\*: '
8 sexuallyintact E
# without veterinary care Q,
® frequent house soilers
8 being more work than expected
B not fitting the expectations of a

;;;;:éﬂnimaﬁf were less likely to be velinquished if..

cat’s role in the family

The owner had read a book or
other educational material about
cat behavior

$/he had veterinary care
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PetPac

May 21, 2009

The American Veterinary Medical Association and the American Society for the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals have both come out opposing mandatory spay and neuter.

Both organizations cite similar reasons to why PetPAC has opposed mandatory spay/neuter
MSN for over two years. In a javma News article for May 15th, the AVMA states: “Mandatory
spay/neuter a bad idea”

"The AVMA does not support regulations or legislation mandating spay/neuter of privately
owned, non-shelter dogs and cats. Although spaying and neutering helps control dog and cat
populations, mandatory approaches may contribute to pet owners avoiding licensing, rabies
vaccination and veterinary care for their pets, and may have other unintended *

After review and discussion, committee members agreed that the AVMA should not support
regulations or legislation mandating spay/neuter of privately owned, non-shelter dogs and cats
for a number of reasons, which were provided in the background of the recommended policy
changes.

Although spay/neuter is an important part of effective population control programs, and may
benefit individual dogs and cats if performed at the appropriate time, whether and when to
spay/neuter specific animals requires the application of science and professional judgment to
ensure the best outcome for veterinary patients and their owners.

Prevention of unexpected litters; reduced incidences of some cancers and reproductive
diseases; and prevention and amelioration of certain undesirable behaviors have been
documented as benefits to spaying/neutering dogs and cats. However, potential health
problems associated with spaying and neutering have also been identified, including an
increased risk of prostatic cancer in males; increased risks of bone cancer and hip dysplasia in
large-breed dogs associated with sterilization before maturity; and increased incidences of
obesity, diabetes, urinary tract infections, urinary incontinence, and hypothyroidism.

There are conflicting reports regarding euthanasia rates and animal control costs achieved in
communities that have enacted mandatory spay/neuter.

Mandating spay/neuter can increase canine, feline, and zoonotic disease risks because some
people will attempt to avoid detection of their unaltered pets by failing to seek veterinary care.”

The ASPCA joins in opposing MSN.
In its Position Statement on Mandatory Spay/Neuter Laws, the society writes;
“To the knowledge of the ASPCA, the only method of population control that has demonstrated

long-term efficacy in significantly reducing the number of animals entering animal shelters is
the voluntary sterilization of owned pets. There is also evidence that sterilizing very specific, at-

http://petpac.net/action/chairmancolumn/avma_aspca join_petpac_opposing_msn/ 11/2/2009
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risk sub-populations of companion animals such as feral cats and animals in shelters can also
contribute to reductions in overpopulation. In contrast, the ASPCA is not aware of any credible
evidence demonstrating a statistically significant enhancement in the reduction of shelter
intake or euthanasia as a result of the implementation of a mandatory spay/neuter law.

.....Caution must therefore be applied when interpreting existing claims regarding the effects of
local mandatory spay/neuter (MSN) laws. First, because nationwide per capita shelter intake
and euthanasia generally are in decline due to voluntary spaying and neutering,

....Another complication is that it can be extremely difficult for even a veterinary professional to
visually determine if an animal, particularly a female, has been sterilized; it would be virtually
impossible for an animal control officer to make those determinations in the field.

.....In at least one community that enacted an MSN law, fewer pets were subsequently
licensed, likely due to owners' reluctance to pay either the high fee for keeping an unaltered
animal or the fee to have the pet altered....

....As a result, the proportion of pets from poor communities who are being euthanized in
shelters remains high; shelter euthanasia rates in the poorest counties in states including
California and New Jersey are several times higher than those in the most affluent counties. ...

Each community is unique, however, in terms of the particular sources and causes of
companion animal overpopulation and the primary barriers that exist to having pets altered. No
one-size-fits-all solution is therefore possible.

...the most important step a humane community can take to decrease companion animal
overpopulation is to make a safe, effective, voluntary spay/neuter program available and
readily accessible to the community, with programs and incentives targeted to the populations
known to be contributing disproportionately to shelter intake and euthanasia.

Both of these organizations echo arguments to MSN that PetPAC has been fight for. These
organizations join with the California Veterinary Medical Association, the lllinois Veterinary
Medical Association and hundreds of other dog and cat organizations, including law
enforcement, hunting, service, guide dogs, hearing, herding, farming, cattle, sport and working
dog groups opposed to MSN,

It is PetPAC hope our lawmakers will finally realize what animal experts already know. MSN
does not work, cannot be enforced and will cost millions to state and local governments.

http://petpac.net/action/chairmancolumn/avma_aspca_join_petpac_opposing_msn/ 11/2/2009
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DOMNATE NOWI ©

ER LEGIBLATION

NAIA opposes mandatery spay/neuter legislation because 1) there is no evidence to suggest
that it is effective in achieving its stated goal, 2} causes well-documented health and
deﬁelopmentai probiems in some pets, espacially when performed before sexual maturity; 3)
pushes responsible breeders out of the licensing system; 4) reduces the availability of well-bred
healthy, home bred and raised puppies and kittens; 5) encourages the importation of puppies s Ohlt Loun
and dogs from iess acceptable sources, including foreign countries; 6) laws that force owners to

perform surgery on their pels without a rational basis for doing so may be unconstitutional.

in view of continuing campaigns thal tout the benefits of mandatory spay/neuter legisiation
which have never been substantiated, the NAIA believes that it is time for 2 new and clear
resolution to guide governmental efforts in solving pet-refated problams. Therefore, we
respectiully submit:

The Responsible Pet Owner's Approach to Animai Regulation

WHEREAS, even the most sincere lawmakears can get swept along momentarily by well
marketed but flawed ideas; and

WHEREAS. mandatory spay/neuter legisiation has never succeeded anywhere in the US, and

WHEREAS, mandatory spay/neuter laws have generally led to increased costs for animal
i fersg and

v

e Gy O

FOUTHA ST

controf agencies, as &

WHEREAS, mandatory spay/netder laws fike the one proposed in Chicago penalize only the
law abiding minority who aciuaily license thelir pets; and

WHEREAS, similar legislation eisewhere has pushed good people out of the licensing system
and reduced certainly regarding rabigs vaccination rates; and

WHEREAS, top medical professionals and animal experts, such as the lllinols (www.isvma.org)
and Chicago (www.chicagovma.org) veterinary associations, the American Kennel! Club
(www.ake.org) and Cat Fanciers Associations (www.cfainc.org), and moderate, fact-based
animal welfare organizations such as the National Animal Inferest Alllance

(www . naiaonline.org) all oppose mandatory spayMeuter, and

WHEREAS, the veterinary scientific literature disputes claims that neutering dogs will diminish

http://naiaonline.org/about/policy _mandatory spay neuter.htm 11/2/2009
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dog bites; and

WHEREAS, mandatory spay/neuter laws have proven unenforceable and generated
constitutional challenges that are currently in the courts; and

WHEREAS, virtually everyone but oulright criminals wants to eliminate dog fighting; and

WHEREAS, any system that makes the {aw abiding, responsible pet owners who license their
pets accountable for the ones who don't is inherently unfair and destined fo fail; and

WHEREAS, modem learning theory and dog trainers teach that success only comes from 1)
rewarding good behavior; 2) correcting bad behavior; and 3} never giving a command that
cannot be enforced,

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the city of [ ] vote NO on this new spay/neuter proposal
and instead work with the law abiding pet experts in veterinary associations, kennel and cat
clubs and national animal welfare groups to write effective, enforceabte laws that will build
rather than destroy community support for Animal Care and Conirol and respect for pet laws.

Further, NAIA recommends a serious ook at NAIA's Guide to Pet Friendly Ordinances and
Maodel Ordinance:

Together they offer methods for writing enforceable laws that buikd support for community
animal control by rewarding responsible pet owners and applying meaningful penaities to
problem owners.

For more information, please call on the National Animal Interest Alliance at
www.naiaoniine.org or at 503-761-8962

Be sure to see these additional NAIA policy statements

{ Pat Chynersiin | Dogs | Pets @
et | Aninal hyst

srpenile f Suardinnaiio

Hitreduction

Andmal ey | Ao

http://naiaonline.org/about/policy_mandatory_spay neuter.htm 11/2/2009



THE DARK §

Legislation is often thought of as a quick solution to high rates of shelter killmg.

“If only we had a law,” the argument goes, “all the bad, irresponsible people
would have to take care of their pets properly, and shelters wouldn't have to kil
so many animals.” If this were true, given the proliferation of punitive
mandates nationwide, there should be many No Kill communities. That there
are not, is because experience has proven that legistation is far from a cure-all.
In fact, it often has the opposite effect, Communities that have passed such laws

Studies show the primary reasons people
do not sterilize their pets are cost and lack of
access to spay/neuter services. The same is true
for Hcensing, The higher the cost, the lower the
rate of compliance, As a result, lower-income
houscholds with animals, those who are
unaware of these laws, and truly frresponsible
people will not comply in significant numbers.
Punitive legislation will only discourage people
from caring for homeless pets or drive
disadvantaged people "underground,” makmg
them even harder to reach and help, If a person
15 feeding homeless cats, they will be loathe to
turn to the shelter for low-cost spay/neuter help
or other support because doing so risks putting
the cats in jeopardy for some technical violation
of a community’s pet limit, licensing, or leash
faw. Compounding the problem is the fact that
enforcement of ordinances, such as mandatory
spay/neuter is often selective and complaint-
based, leaving people who care for animals
vulnerable to retaliation from neighbors and
others, even when the animals are healthy and
well cared for.

Furthermore, legistation may be worded
50 that the result of non-compliance is the
impoundment and death of the animal.
Alternatively, the laws contain significant {ines
which are likely to lead to abandonment,
relinquishment to shelters, or people refusing to

www.nokilladvocacycenter.org

are not only far from No Kill, manry are moving in the opposite direction.

offer care to homeless strays. That is why many
jurisdictions have seen their impound and death
rates increase following passage of laws which
give agencies carte blanche to round up and kill
outdoor animals. If a shelter has high rates of
shelter killing, 1t makes no sense to support the
passing of laws that give them greater power
and more reasons to impound---and
subsequently kill—-even more animals.

Finally, in most jurisdictions, licensing
revenues go into a city or county’s general fund,
not directly back to the animal control agency.
As a result, even where licensing rates increase,
it has no direct impact on shelter finances. in
the end, the shelter is diverting money from
needed programs to hire more officers to write
more citations, only to raise money for the city
or county, at the expense of its own needs.

When Fort Wayne, Indiana, San Mateo,
California, and King County, Washington,
passed their animal control legistation, for
example, these laws were hailed as “national
models.” To this day, animal activists use these
as examples of “success” 1 order to convince
their own communitics to adopt similar
approaches. A hard look, however, reveals they
are a dismal failure. Fort Wayne is still killing
three out of every four domestic animals, San
Mateo killed more animals in the

E OF MANDAT



[ORY LICENSING AND NEUTER LAWS

unincorporated areas of the county which passed
their law (resulting in the fivst ever increase in cats
being killed) as compared to cities where the law
was not passed, and King County’s law reduced
the number of animals being saved. (See “There
Qught Not to be a Law,” No Kill Sheltering,
Volume [, lssue [, 2007).

Indeed, no better proof exists for this
proposition than Long Beach, California, which
has had a breeding ban for over thirty years, If
legislation is the answer, Long Beach should be a
No Kill comnmunity by now. But it {s far from it, as
mary homeless animals have discovered who have
had the misfortune to enter that animat conirol
shelter system. By contrast, the
two most successful
communities in the nation with
the highest percentage of
animals going home alive—
Tompkins County, NY (91%
save rate) and Charlottesville,
Virginia (92% save rate)—have
no mandatory cat licensing or
spay/neuter laws.

Nonetheless, local
activists and national groups—
even those who embrace No
Kill and are sincere in their
desire to end killing-continue
to champion the legislative
approach. While activists across the country have
been embeldened by the No Kill movement, they
have almost uniformly failed to heed the central
fesson: never mind the laws, reform the shelter.
While they are demanding success in their own
commnities, they fail to demand that local
shelters cither replicate the programs that
eliminated the deaths in other communities for ail
but irremediably suffering and non-rehabilitatable
animals, or to insist upon the removal of directors
who refuse to implement them. Instead, many seck
No Kifl through traditional legislative maodels. The
end result is not hard to predict.

Unfortunately, the viewpoeint that the
public, rather than the shelter, is to blame for
the volume of killing has been internalized by
animal activists all over the country. And the
tool they use to make the public responsible is a
resurrection of the failed legislation model.
Since the very “solution” they propose makes
the goal impossible, however, they are forced to
seck more citations, greater penalties, more
animals subject to impounding, and more
draconian laws, increasing the divide between
the shelter and the public, and taking
themselves further and further away from the
goal of true lifesaving with each piece of
punitive legislation.

Sadly, it is a pattern
played out by animal
activists throughout the
country, over and over
again. Despite animal
controi’s dysfunction and
overkill, animal activists
continue to 1gnore and
apologize for the shelter’s
failures by blaming the
public, rather than those
who are directly
responsible: the very staff
and administrators who
fail every time they inject
an animal with an
overdose of barbiturates in the face of
alternatives like foster care, offsite adoptions,
and working with rescue groups. These activists
fail to see the real causes and solutions to
shelter killing because the bar or “imndustry
standard” has been set so low, and because the
national agencies to which they look for
guidance reaffirm this point of view again and
again,

In a democracy, animal lovers are free to
believe whatever they want. But believing
something doesn’'t make it so, and never will.

No Kill Sheltering Issue Il 2007 4



EMPOVVERED TO _KILL

‘:'after passage of Lhese 1aws

Meanwhile, animals continue to be killed in
appalling numbers and reform efforts are
squandered on an agenda that has no hope
of achieving success. Moreover, the animals
are paying the ultimate price for the false niorderto
beliefs of animal activists. They are the ones e Hamane.
being slaughtered en masse because of it.

With animals being killed every day
in shelters because shelter leadership has not
embraced the programs and services of the
No Kill Equation (See No Kill Sheltering,
Volume 11, Issue 1, 2007), activists must
move beyond the empty hope that punitive
legistation will ever be anything but a
failure. Animal activists are stifl
championing a nineteenth century model of
sheltering rooted in defeatism and failing to
demand the real changes necessary for No
Kill to succeed, while ignoring over a
decade of No Kill success in other
communifies.

And as soon as activists realize this,
they can begin the only proven process of
saving lives: comprehensive implementation
of programs like foster care, working with
rescue groups and volunteers, TNR for feral -
cats, and offsite adoptions; s, regime change
for shelter directors who refuse to do so. -
Unfortunately rather than champion the No -
Kill Equation, the only course of action that =
has created a No Kill community, they are
chasing shadows, In turn, activists have
developed a culture of defeatism, a sense of
helplessness that No Kill cannot be
achicved. They become apologists for the
status quo, championing mediocrity and
failure, when they should be demanding the
resignation of shelter leadership.

www.nokilladvocacycenter.org
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Most people agree that increasing the spay/neuter

rate of cats in the United States is a worthy goal,
and a growing number of communities are considering
Jegislation to accomplish this result. Mandatory spay/

neuter legislation (MSN) is frequently discussed, but a
look at the demographics of the cat population shows

thar this approach would not be effective at raising the
overall cat neuter rate.

"The fundamental problem with MSN is that it targets only
the pet cat population-—-82% of which is already spayed or

Alley Cat Allies

The cats' leading advocate
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neutered-—while ignoring that a parentially equally large
stray and feral cat population exists, less than 3% of which
is neureredd. Furthermore, MSN is counterproductive; it
spends limited public resources on administrative expenses
instead of on spay/neuter programs.

The U.8. Cat Population: Not Just Paet Cals,
Stray and Feral Cals Too

The U.S. cat population is made up of both per cais
living in houscholds as well as stray and feral cavs living

outdnors.

www.alleycat.org = © Alley Cat Allies 2008



According o the American Veerinary Medical
Association, 82 million cats live in ULS. houscholds.?

In addition, scientists estimate thac the size of the ULS,
stray and feral cac population rivals thac of the pet eat
populaton.® Scientists are of the opinjon that the majority
of kittens being born in this counery are born o the
outdoor cat population.’

Nawter Rates of U5, Cats

The neuter rates of the two subpopulatiens of U8, cats
differ significandy. Rescarch indicates thar 82% of cats in
U.S. houscholds are newiered,® Is contrast, less than 3%
ol stray and feral cats ure newtered, according to the most
C()IT][JI'C]}CHS“’C Study Lo datc.'r‘

Any arrempr to meaningfully increase the overalt cat neuter
rate in the United States muse address this stark disparity.
MSN urrerly fails to do so.

MBN Does Not Reach Most intact Cats

MSN not only ignores the disparity between the neuter
rates of the two subpopulations of ULS. cats, butir also
overtooks the very existence of the stray and feral ca
population, this failure is not surprising given that MSN
was developed without regard to demnographic data.

In particular, one of the first proponents of MSN
erroncousty believed thar the primary source of kistens in
the United States was cat owners who bred their animals.®
She argued that it was necessary ta pass laws requiring cax
owners to stevitize their pets because those owners would
not voluntarily stop breeding their animals.” As a result,
MSEN targers owners of pet cats in an effore to increase
the spay/nenter rate—a pointless rarger given thae 82%
of per cats are already neucered.

By igroring the entire stray and leval car population, MEN
fails 1o reach what sciendists believe is approximately half of
the rorat ULS. car population — the same half that is more
thar 97% inact,

MEN Diverts Limited Resowces Avway

from Spay/Neuter Programs

In addition o being incffective, MEN imposes a financial
burden on raxpayers and existing government budgets.
M
imposing penaldes on pet owners. Generally, punishment

atcempts to increase the spay/neuter rare by

is the most costly way to accomplish any legislative goal.
tu the case of MSN, goverminent agencics — and the
vxpayers who fund then — may incur the expenses of
monitoring owner compliance, issaing citations, collecting
fines, o participating in coure proceedings for disputed

Alley Cat Allies

The cats’ leading advgcate

citations. Tax dollars, in other words, would be used
fargely for administracive activities and net on actual spay/
NEUTET Programs,

Spay/MNeuter Programs: a Belter Way to Target
Irtact Gals

A quick fook at the demographic data makes this much
clear: MSN does not targer the vast majority of intact cats,
and therefore cannot achieve the goat of increasing the
neuter rate of the ULS. car population.

To have a real impact on the overall neuter rate of U8,
cats, resources should be directed o spay/neuter programs.
‘These programs have become common cnough across the
country that Veterinary Medical Care Guidelines for Spay-
Neuter Programs have been published® Properly designed
spay/neuter legislation should support these spay/neuter
programs, not MSN,
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Aliey Cat Allies Opposes MSN (Mandatory Spay/Neuter)

I'll be going into this more thorgughly in the near future. | have tong been in favor of spay & neuter legisiation, am
"heat” for it in the past. 1 do believe education is the key, however deplore the "puppy mills" and "kittens farms” w
puppies and kittens with complete disregard for protecting and improving breed standards. I'm embarrassed to ad
past, we purchased one "purebred" dog, a Lhasa Apso, and & "purebred" Manx kitten from pet stores; both were v
these backyard breeders.

There are a number of proposed state, local, and federa! bills across the U.S. today, for MSN {Mandatory Spay/Nel
with bills governing puppy mills. In fact, there is one pending right now in the Ustifpnis : - my home sta
surprising to discover that the venerable Alley Cat Aliies opposes MSN laws, § have not been surprised that breed &
exception, oppose these laws, But when a group like ACA opposes them, it certainly got my attention. The i
are a real eye-opener. For instance, of the estimated 82 millicn household cats, 82% are spayed or neutered. Con‘
estimated 82 million stray and feral cats, only 2.3% are neutered, The only flaw I can find in those numbers is: Wl
strays come from? Where did the ancestors of those ferals come from?

For me, the more compelling argument is that MSN can be fiscally impractical and places an undue burden on taxpoyeis.

MSHN attempts to increase the spay/neuter rate by imposing penalties on pet owners. Generally, punishment is the most costfy way to accomplish any legislative
goal. In the case of MSN, government agencies - and the taxpayers who fund them - may incur the expenses of monitoring owner compliance, issuing citations,
coflecting fines, or participating in court proceedings for disputed citations. Tax dollars, in other werds, would be used fargely for administrative activities and not on

actual spay/ neuter programs.

I'm very interested in my readers' opinions about these MSNs, Please vote in the accompanying poli, then post your comments below with your thoughts about these
laws.

{1} Sari Grove says:

Prav

The Australian Alliance for Contrageption in Cats & Dogs has developed alternatives to surgical spay & neuter, for animals that ¢annot undergo a genarat
anaesthetic because of possible heart weakness {(many puerebreds can have HCM, which can make stress or drugs dangerous...), for animals that were destined for
much later breeding-reversible birth controis..., for feral animals whe may be difficult to catch...for many reasons..these are only a few examples...Fortified by the
AACCED , & the holisticpetvet who also had 40 vears of regular vet experience, we found a product called Balance made by Phytopet, which contains a low herbal
dose of natural progesterone, which keeps animals out of heat cycles.. If your pets are same sex, birth control is not necessary, just suppression of annoying heat
cycles.. .Four years later, our ladies still get 8alance (from England) in their food daily & are fine..Personally, 1 wasn't ready to spay because [ still wanted chitdren &
was transferring- also, I had seen s0 many very overweight pets, some with diabetes, who seemed to be se stuggish..] was wondering if there were alternatives..,
Of course, my choice Js rare & reguires work...I also joined many societies immediately in order to learn about the breed & medical & anecdotal experience,.1 also
got a breeder's certificate, not to be used, but to defend mysell from the plethora of rude opinion givers who seem to think my choice not te spay was criminal..1
was also tired of people telling me that pets get cancer if you don't remmove their sexual organs, thinking that soon, this would be happening to women worldwide...

(being tald that removing my ovaries, by projection, was best for my future health, was...well. .hmmm...)

Anyway, there are alternatives...On the AACCED site they have various products like Neutrosol {sp?) which is injected into a dog's testes without the need for

anaesthetic.. The dog is neutered without surgery ... This is one development | have read about...

I think if more people try te seek alternatives, we can make having pets a more happy humane experience, rather than a censtant suspension of disbelief...

For many, with only one pet,who have no intention to breed, a more gentie approach might make everyone feet better...Maybe less expensive too..
Yes, birth control for pets can lead to cysts- but there are now ways to induce excretion of aguired cysts, which might be built into & program...
T just think an open mind & a desire to learn & make the world a better place for pets, will give us new solutions to a reat problem...

(2) Susan B, says:

Don't we have enough government interference in our lives without this? What are they going to do, have raids on anybody who has a pet and inspect them for
balls or spay scars? Crazy. I neuter and spay all my cats, but to waste the money in enforcement instead of actually paying for programs to do it is just nuts.

{3} Mary says:

Education has always been the key. Yes, enough with government interference. I've been doing rescue for 40+ years and when I speak I am still amazed at the
“lack” of knowiedge peopie have on the basics of what “but just ene litter is OK” means. Most do not even know what TNR is and they especially still don’t know

what feral means.

As 1 talk 1 can usually see the light go on on many faces. Speaking in the scheols is best. They are the future and animal knowledge

should be mandatory for them. It can help to reduce animal and human abuse as studies have showi.

http://cats.about.com/b/2009/03/14/alley-cat-allies-opposes-msn-mandatory-spayneuter. htm
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A lot of my “kids” are FIV after one of my rescues came up positive. I work with the Vat
on this issue, T take them and Felv and other ilinesses go to different fosters.

So teaching all by sharing your knowledge casually or thru organized groups is the key.
And government intervention, weil does that really need explaining.
And in praise AAA and their Information has helped me so many ways as I controlled Feral colonies.

I believe we have all seen that mandatory rarely gets the job done,

{4

Louise says:

Hi Franny..that figure (B2% of all cats are fixed) is not strictly accurate, “While the spay rate is high, especially in ownead cats, all is not wonderful. Roughly 19% of
the female cats had a litter prior to being spayed. This falls in line with the 16-20% of females which had a litter prior to being spayed found in other studies.{9],
{10],(11] Far and away these were accidental pregnancies, which NPA dubbed the “oops factor.” The oops factor accounted for 58.3% of the pregnancies before

spaying.

This is taken from the National Pet Alliance actual study. Several studies were done, and all showed roughly the same numbers, About 20% of “Eventually spayed”
cats had litters prior to being spaved.

(5) Jo says:
I'm with Afley Cat Allies, Mandatory spay/neuter laws sound good on the surface and appeal to those looking for a quick fix, but what they do is shift resources from
programs that work to enforcement. Before 1 started researching them I theught I would support them but the evidence is against blanket mandatory s/n laws.
History has proven that they de not work. I'd like to see more programs like the one instituted in Delaware in O¢tober 2008, It's modelled after the New Hampshire
program which had overwhelming success and includes these three elements: 1)Govt. subsidized spay/neuter program; 2)Mandatory spay/neuter of animals
adopted frem shelters; 3) Up to $250,000 tax credit for veterinarians participating in the program, There is also supposed to be & performance review committee to
monitor the effectiveness of this program as to its impact on shelter intake and euthanasia, which s very important, as we need better evidence of what is effective
and what is not.

{6) Fransy Syufy says:

Thanks for all the thoughtful comments, Louise, your comments are particularly helpful with regard to litters prior to spaying. Bo you have Web links to any of
those studies you cited?

Jo, similar question: do you have links to the New Hampshire and/or Delaware programs?

As I mentioned on my blog, 1 intend te develop this issue into a fuli-fledged article, but my readers will need links, not just my (or someone eise's) word, to be
convinced of the valigity of my arguments,

{7) Bucky's Rescue says:

Whether we all want it or not ~ legislation of effective faws to spay/neuter companion animals is presently the only way to prevent the endless problems we face
with out of control animal popuiations in this country. Humans created this trouble and we need to fix it. | have seen first hand, the neediess suffering of innocent
creatures when nothing is done to curb rampant breeding. Until we creste something better - spay/neuter faws will help to solve the problem that desperately
needs solution right now!

{8} Theresa Swallick says:

Iwork with a group of people who do the TNR program on Sundays, We have veterinarians who volunteer afeng with all their other co-workers and volunteers for
this project. Finding those who will feed, provide shelters and water, Is an on-going job. On Thursdays they trap, Sunday spay/neuter, 2 days later the cats go back
to their cofony. If any need further medical attention, it, too, wili be given. We need more people who will give of their time and energies to help these feral cats-
some are even friendly-dropped off by semeone who no longer wants them and are stili able to be saved and adopted. Some of the kittens of these feral cats, if
little enough, can be fostered and adopted out. People made this problem by “putting out” the cat at night knowing they can reproduce and did nothing about it. It
is time they are made to carry out the burden of their carelessness.

{9) Diane Blackmaun says: 5

Itisn't the people that pay the price for mandatory spay and neuter. It is the cats who die. Peopte who risk fines will choose not to care for them at all. Meanwhile
animal control continues their catch and kilt poficy.

{10) Deanis says:

I'm not sure,

(11) Ruby Ridge says:

1f you can pass S/N legislation for animals, it’s only a matter of time before the federal governement passes legislation for humans, Given the shambles aur
economy is in and the over running of our country by illegal immigrants, it is not if, but when.

{12} Hanaah says:
Most of the cats killed In shelters never had an pwner. Most were no one’s “probiem.” They are in the sheiter because the "better off dead” crowd would rather they
die than that they face the iife any wild animal faces, I've always wondered why their "humane” stance does net include capturing and exterminating every racoon,
pessuim, squirre, fox, deer ... they ¢an get their hands on. [ love ailey cat allies. They help without kiiling.

{13) Sue says:

I think it would be nearly impossible to enforce, Requiring shelter adoptions to be spayed or neutered would be practtcat (3ust make it part of the fee and do it
before theyre handed over); so would free spay/neuter programs like the one in Ohio's Summit County (bitp:/ : }or
tax incentives (going back to Franny's earlier blog entry about deductibie pet care). I'm not comfortable with the amount of privacy I'd have to give up to prove my

http://cats.about.com/b/2009/03/14/alley-cat-allies-opposes-msn-mandatory-spayneuter.htm  11/2/2009
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cats are spayed and neutered (and have rabies shots, which is mandatory and probably would be on the same checks), or the amount of money I'm sure I'6 get
charged to run the government’s inpection program. Besides, bribery always seems to work better than punishment, and then everybody’s happy.

{i4) Deb says:
1 oppose madatory spay/neutering, not only because of the ridiculousness of trying to enforce such a law, but it’s also toe much government interference. I've lived
in places (around the world) where feral cats were beneficial at keeping the rat population down,

1 am aiso concerned, that if such a program were successful, we wouid be left with ONLY purepred cats. That would such a shame, as IMHO purebred animals are
not as strong as animals who are the preduct of a larger gene pool. Mixed-breed cats are s¢ much more beautiful in their variety and easier te live with.

Peopie ARE becoming more responsible on their own. 1'd never heard of neutering cats when [ was growing up, and there were always neighbors with litters of cats.

Let’s make laws controlling peopie who actually do deliberately and physically abuse animals, not someone who lets Fluffy get knocked-up by the neighbor's tom
cat.

{15) Jo Tharman says:

In answer o your question Franny, yes I have links to information about the New Hampshire and Delaware programs as well as others which you might be
interested in for your research. Apparently, hawever, I cannot post them here in a comment.

{16) Kathie says:
I am always shocked that ANYONE who truly loves animals would not be for MSN. I have done rescue for 30 years and have seen enough sadness for 5 lifetimes,
People who want pure breds and not rescue pure breds, and people who find neutering and spaying unnatural are selfish, pure and simple. As far as saying they get
lazy, fat, diabetes, etc.. if 82% of owned animals are now fixed (although I find that percentage high), wouldn't the majority of them have diabetes, be fat, or fazy?
Ridiculeus! I think there should be strong laws against breeding animais, where as there can only be a certain number of ticensed breeders of a certain breed and if
found breeding not licensed, stiff penalties, and I feel that NO ONE shouid have an animal unneutered or unspayed. Certainly I sound like a nut to some but come
take a walk with me over the past 30 years and see what I have seen, all due to stupid people letling thair cats get pregnant or get others pregnant. Then there are
always the people who say “we can’t afford it” If you can’t afford it, don’t buy the pet.

{17} Kathie says:
And 1 totally disagree that most cats in shelters were never owned. That woufd mean most are feral. Not $0. Again, take a walk though a city pound on any day of
the week or a rescue shelter and see the many stories and excuses that lame people came up with to get rid of something they used to love but have no use for
anyinore

{18} Debbie says:
Having been in rescue now for almost 10 years, I cannt support MANDATORY s/n as proposed here in the State of Illinois. If peopte who don't want to s/n their pets
face being fined and/or having pets confiscated, they wilt either 1) NOT take their animals to the vet so that they don’t have to comply or 2} abandon them because
they cannot afford it. This leads to animals who are not vetted properly, abandoned animals, or shelters being overcome (like we're not already) by relinguished
animals. Spend the money on low <cost or free s/n programs and LOTS of publicity about how to take advantage of the programs. People are already abandoning
their animals {s/n or NOT) because of econemics conditions. Thig will make it worse!

{19} jessica says: TOLLDMEI G S R o
1 think ¥'m in favor of the proposition, but I really would like to learn more about both sides. On the surface it does sound good and I'm really curious why such a
fine organization as ACA does not support it. T agree with the poster that people crested the animal over population probiem and we need to fix it. I think we are a
LONG ways away from seeing the common, mixed-breed cat from becoming extinct. If this proposal ever does ge into law, we can re-evaluate it again when the
pounds begin to stop taking in animais, Ideally, every animal should be considered too valuable and precious ¢ euthanize. As for the argument that people will not
take their cals into the vet for proper treatment for fear that they wilt be fined, I'm not $o sure about, 1 mean, if @ pet swner is not responsible enough to
spay/nevter their cat, they are probably not responsible encugh to property care for it anyway. Besides, what about alt the kittens a cat in such a household could
potentially bring into the world? What about the sort of lives they will live? For now, I'm in favor of mandatory spay/neuter. I'm looking forward to your article
frann, so that 1 can make a more informed decision, thanks,

{20} A Friend 1o Cats says:
MSN SOUNDS good, but when you lock at the communities that have tried it, you find that it's costly, difficult if not impossible to enforce, and results in more
abandoned animals, gither on the streets or in shelters.

When communities would work with sheiters, rescues, and nationai advocacy orgs to offer free or low-cost SN ~ that's what works, You have to:
advertise/promote/educate adequately and persuasively

target the neighborhoeds/populations who often don't SN

offer incentives (free or discounted vaccinations, pet food, freebies from petsupply store

make it easy {free transport for those without cars, etc)

1If government would put some of the money currently going toward animal “control” and the prepesed funds earmarked for MSN, these pregrams could be paid for
- and then start paying for themsaives.

Part of what a program like this also does is reshape the way people view their pets. When it becomes more cornmon and accepted for virtually all pets to be
spayed and neutered, there will be less resistance to it.

{21) Barbara says:

Frankly, it is frightening to me to think that the great, long arm of the law...would be able to reach out and tell me how many kittens 1 can have, what to feed them,
hew to breed my aduits, what they need in general...The governments {both National and Local) have their hands full trying to keep our economies from being
devastated now. California, is one of the most hard pressed governmental bodies in the country and certzinly doesn need to add more expense and dictatorial
diatribe to its list of events, The border states already have more than their share of responsibilities to handfe...without placing pet ghurus in their midst to tell those
of us who are responsible and qualified to raise our animals. I find it reprehensible to even think about. There will always be irresponsibie, abusive people ‘out
there’ who ignore everything decent for our beloved animals...But they are the ones who don’t obey the faws already...Why, Franni, would you think they would be
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more responsive to new Isws. The rest of us do a great job of notifying the authorities about those people now...and their ARE laws which punish thers and remove
the animals from them. There are so many people who know what they have within their care. It is cailed stepping up to the plate and accepting respensibility for
Self and others..It doesn’t happen through overzealous legislation by political types’ who seem to feel they know all about everything..there is to know. I will never
support this type of fegislation in any form. I know so many outstanding breaders and pet owners and it isn’t the job of the 'law’ to teach them about being loving,
caring pet owners, 1t fails right in with the abortion issue as far as I'm concerned. It is not the business of Governement.

{22} Elaine Dunbar says:

The key here is to educate the public that spay/neuter is the way to go and {o support government programs which assist owners who cannot afford to spay/fneuter
their companions.

We have sufficient government mandates aiready.

Thankx for letting me speak my piece,

{23) Anastasia says:

Just spayed a cat 2 days ago! Making it MANDATORY to shell out the 170 sucks to get it done, yeah right, I'm with the rest of the rescuers, fix the throw away
mentality & help provide programs for Low cost surgeries and allow the vet to do their JOB without fear of retaliation Yes my cat had just gone through a heat cycle
with the obvious conseguences but the vet in THIS country was aliowed to spay her anyways versus many places in the U.S. thay would be required to stop and
close up! MY Family in the U.S. seriously disagreed with my planaing to bring a kitten gver that my children had found & tamed and unfortunately they released it
BEFORE the spay date, it was an inconvenience for them. I'm just glad the rest of the litter went to rescue and that they got “done” but that baby never will &
neither will the mother probably, even though she's taime, THAT'S the problem, not mandatory laws for pet owners, but the concept that a cat is disposable, Uniess
you spend thousands on it.....

(24} Edil says:
SOMEONE MOST READ ALEX HUXLEY NOVEL 1984 .OPEN YOUR EYES AND EARS THIS LOOKS LIKE WHAT IS GOING IN CHINA THE GOVERMENT WASTS TO
CONTROL EVERYTHING TN YOUR LIVES,THIS IS CRAZY.I used to have 10 cats ,only have one now,all of them were $\n as thy came of due time or age,What we
must try to achive is education at all levels specially at schools ,the earlier we start the better,but the problem is that you are not supposed to talk about sex and
reproduction to CHILDREN adn that is another problem

(£5) Jenanifer says:

Very interesting topic! I agree with the majority here; education ang incentives are key to encouraging humane and responsible treatment of animals, 1've worked
in 2 “no-kill” shelter in a more affluent, gengrally educated (and more “liberal”) area, and then moved to a more conservative, historically agricultural part of the
state that is becoming more urbanized and populated, I was appalled at the difference in attitude, and also at the distressingly fower fevel of animal services. We've
adopted 4 kittens over the last 2 years, two who were going to be dumped at an overcrowded shelter, and two who were wandering (2bandoned with a littermate
at approximately 5 weeks old) in the parking lot of a business in a very high-traffic area, We're not terribly weli-off, but would rather share than turn a blind eye,
Calls to shelters only met with “we're not accepting animals” and the runaround to get assistance with $/N is ridiculous. The vet in the “rougher” part of the city
was most realistic, allowing walk-ins for testing which was essential before we could care for them at home with our other cats, {Of course, we ended up battling a
URIL among afl 7 anyway!} All of my cats have always been spayed/neutered, ail indoor, and all adopted in need. They are happy and heaithy now, but despite the
laws, not because of them (limit on the number of cats per household}. So I know firsthand that paople who can neither afford to spay and neuter nor get
assistance from sheiters will leave animals in the hope that they will have at least 2 ¢hance. We know how few those chances are -~ more laws wont make them
any better. Alley Cat Allies sounds like a very intelligent, compassionate group of people with the right idea. Education and encouragement should include
caratakers at all income levels.

(26) Doug says:

This shouldn't be a taxpayer thing, but T think the best solution is to partner with local animal shelters and have feral animal hunts. Here's how it works:

. Find an animal.
. Capture it.

. Knock it out.

. Spay/neuter it,
. Release,

R T R

It’s like hunting, but for & good cause! Legislation shouldn’t tell us what to do/not do with our pets (well, agige from the obvious like abuse)... this should be a
grassroots thing.

{27) Doug says:

Forget the legislation .. locat groups need to organize catch/neuter/release activities. It's like hunting, but for a good cause!

{28) Suzanne Williams says:

Education ts definitely the key but it is not working.Check out the statistics for the number of cats angd kittens put down every year

because no home could be found for them. As a responsible pet owner my cals have always been

neutered or spayed,including my SHOW Siamese

and my adopted strays.It {s the only answer.T now have an 8 month old Persian from Champion and Grand Champion Lines and a feral kitten I

saved from some children who had kilted the mama and left 5 kittens approximately 2 weeks old to die.I bottle fed the babies and found them homes{except the
one I kept for a companion for my Persian)My Persian may be bred.Every tima I go to his doctor,I run into a Persian Breeder who begs for just one mating

with my baby.He is being neutered this week and only this fate because his aliergys have been so bad his doctor dig not want to annestesize him.1 have aiways
refused to mate this magnificant SHOW cat because there are too many unwanted cats already,Go out and give a FOREVER home to a cat or kitten at your local
ASPCA.Do I believe in mandatory

newter and spay?Yes,definitely. But there must be some allowances made for careful breeders

who are trying to improve a breed,otherwise I would not have my magnificant Black Persian who is best friends with my adopted feral kitty. When my human
children were younger,one

of them accidently let a cat outside.] had saved this cat from torture and a certain death and I foved him dearby.My husband and I must have put up over 1000
posters offering $1,000.00 dollars for his return.We definitely were net rich,in fact we had very littie but when we saved this cat from his torturer,we promised him
a lifetime of love to make it up te him.We also ran ads in the paper.We went to the jocal ASPCA every single day looking for him.One day I went to the shelter and
the man who worked there et me fnAs I walked into the back,! looked inte this large room on the side.l saw 5{five)large wheelbarrows filled with heaped up dead
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animals.I was told that these were the animals that had been put down because no one had adopted them.This was a small town, Think of how many are out there
every gay.] still have NIGHTMARES over that sight.I believe in mandatory spay and neuter with allowances made for careful breeders who are trying to maintain or
improve a line..

{29) 1ill says:
Cur local Humane Society spays and neuters ail arrivals, starting at a few weeks of age. They provide free s/n and 1D for all low income pet owners, and for all
feral/stray cats brought in by pecpte feeding them.{tnr)Animals must be s/n before being adopted. This policy, combined with a drive to encourage people to get
their pets from the Humane Society rather than elsewhere can help reduce pet poputation. People need to be educated not te buy animals from pet stores at all and
not to shop at pet stores that selt puppies or kittens.

Alse, in my experience many shelter animals were brought in because of landiord probiems. It is almost impossibie for renters to find a fandiord who will allow pets.
Alsa the “just one fitter before spaying” is a problem that needs to be discussed constantly. People don't get the math or logic. They think if they find homes for the
fitter it's ok, and that females need to have a litter. Yet I have female cats who never had a litter and are perfectly happy. So education, spay/neuter services and
possibly aiso mandatory spay neuter laws combined.

(30) Carol Gibbs says:

1 don't believe that legislating, or forcing people to spay and neuter their animals is right. Educate and give incentives, but don’t legisiate or force. We're over
legislated as it is,

{31) Ross P. says:

The debate shoulon't end with the proper extent of government regulation. If most owned cats are incapable of reproduction and MSHN is mederately successful,
what will be the effect on the genetic pool for house cats for my great grandchildren? There is adequate genetic diversity today in the kitty gene pool, but leaving
maintenance of that diversity in the hands of pedigree breeders and back yard kitten farms is nat optimum. MSN has the potential to produce that result.

{32) Linda says:

I am concerned that the legisfation might be a way to force the starvation of feral cat colonies that a sometimes fed by local caretakers (out of their awn pockets).
In some states (I belfeve Florida is one) the law seems to state that if you feed an animal it is yours ang then you are responsible for getting it spayed or neutered
which may be impossible either financially or even to catch some of these kitlies without professional help and funding from agencies that have the knowhow, funds
and time. Senior citizens and others who feed these colonies cannot be held responsitle for the expense of spay or neutering or they will discontinue feeding them
and then some of the cats will inevitably die from starvation espedially in cold climates like New England,

{33) KAT says: B

T do not agree with the MSN laws because if the responsible breeders that are producing good purebred cats are punished by heavy fines, many will be forced to
shut down and it will become nearly impossible to purchase a purebred cat for showing or even If you desire one for 2 pet. [ amaiso involved with breed specific cat
rescue as well as the cat show sceng. Also if you are invoived with showing and your cat is fixed, you must show in the premier class instead of the champion ¢lass.
I have found that the breeders that you find at a show are generally very responsible, The problems come from the bad breeders such as puppy and kitty mills that
produce genetic defects and inferior quality puppies and cats,

{34) Sandra says:

Tam all for spaying and neutering our cats. I have three girls all spayed. What worries me about this idea is what about those with fow incomesand others that
can't afford to have their pat spayed or neutered? We need more low cost spay and neuter clinics to help those who may not be able to afforg the high price of the
surgeries, For some people it just costs so much.

{38) marta gasper says:

I voted depends on the terms because from what I've seen it varies with the particular iocal itli ba applied to.

i agree it shouldn't be where taxpayer money goes to s/n programs b/¢ it would detract from it thereby giving the law a bad name,

But in places_such as where 1live_where there are no s/n programs at all, other than ordinary ¢itizens that pay of our own pockel o not only ferals but our
agighbors roaming cats can be s/ned so that no more ferals wil! be born{that'll be the day, etc)

it'd be nice if there was a mandatory s/n iaw.

Granted many can't afford it, that people is forgiven in my view. But other owners can, what's 2 cats and a dog compared to 20 cats + our own at home!!

1t would stop all that backyard breeding as a sideffect.

Secend con is reinforcenment..but at least it is an start if it was mandatory..with exceptions for low-income, disabilities, etc where other people couid chip in.
Adl that said in my personal case [ wouldn’t want it 70 mi from where I am. There taxpayers money goes to s/n programs,

(36} marta says:

I voted and commented but i isn* showing yet,

Anyways mandatory s/n can work in some places; ie I wouid love to have it in my rural town. There’s nothing as for s/n programs, lo cost dinics, etc. Ferals and
strays are cared for individuals. Many hardly think of s/ning their pet (who roams and produces more of the same and ferals) A mandatory s/n law would hardly
change people taking a pet to the vet..

However I don't see it in a piace just 70 mi from here where things are compietly different.

{37) Kathie says:

Fourteen years ago I started a Cat Rescue organization for TNR and adoption of abandoned and cats able to be socialized. I completely support mandatory S/N
Laws. Enforcement is another story. I have never in 14 years give out a kitten or cat that has not been altered. The Kkittens are fostered until 10 to 12 weeks when
then can be altered. Anyone asking for “the youngest kitten” available for adoption won’t get it from me until it is altered. But, I know for a fact that there are
numerous unscrupulous “rescue” people that make their money by adopting out cute, cuddly infant kittens that are too young for the average person to care for.
Their argument is this is what the public wants. Too Bad! The average public doesn't alter and ultimately will throw out or put in a shelter a cat that reaches
maturity and goes into heat or sprays.

These people who don't suppert mandatory S/N Laws and the pompous Alley Cat Allies that only choose to support causes that wiil bring press or farge donations
should see the tradegies I have dealt with over the years, But [ am sure that those that make a “living” off of cats and dogs will never allow this law to pass.

{38) Joanna Harkin says:
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Before cats are left/put outside, people call for help, but there is little customer service in the field of animai welfare — not from {arge organizations; not from small
ones. Little advice or suggestions are given callers about which shelters might be best and how to access rescue 1ocal rescue groups or how to find a good home for
animals. So momma kitty is left out and becomes the matriarch of a new crop of neighborhood cats. Feral cats come from a lack of customer service on the part of
organizations — often some generations back. ! would like to see more attention paid to helping callers piace animals safely and put a website together with tips
{Googie my name - Jeanna Harkin - to locate). Organizations need to answer calls and walk/tatk people through their particular and peculiar unique situations.

(39) Emiiy says: RN
T am for the IDEA of mandatory spay and neuter, but it needs to be a great program, perhaps incentive based at first, Wouldn't it be much less expensive for the
tax payers to provide low cost spay and neuter surgeries than pay the fees of running a sheiter? The amount of lives that are thrown away, the amount of suffering
is so great that a few classroom visits aren't going to offset the damage.

1 think the gov't should make breeding licenses available for the responsibie, professional breeders that can prove they are breeding with health in mind as well as
looks. (So many purebreds have genetic problems because of caretess breeding.)

Semething has to change. If people REALLY cared about their animals they wouldn't have a problem getting them fixed. Although in their defense, the public for the
most part has NO IDEA how bad it truly is in the sheiters. We need images of the realities of shelter life as promotionat material to wake people up - I'm talking
about the refrigerators stuffed with dead dogs, the black trash “body” bags being hauled to the dumgp, the piles and piles of dead cats, the gas chambers wherg
groups of animals are put to fight it eut until death... I could go on and on. it is disgusting out there and something has to change. Why not MSN?

{40} Yhe Rage says:
We had TNR in the City of Columbia AND West Columbia, SC. We were lied te by the local pounds that our colonies were “safe”. 1 never trusted them BUT one naive
individual named where the colonies were thinking they would be protected. ALL the cats were rounded up and kitled. Because they were not "licensed” by our local
government authorities. West Columbia went even further. After loosing a cowrt case by jury decision, they “retaliated” against ALL rescuers and THR calling it
“absndonement of animals”. It is required that YOU have your cat on a tether OR in a large cage outside. To feed a stray cat can be reasib for arrest. it is ILLEGAL
to even “help” an injured feral animal. ALL animals trapped and brought to thelr shared facility near Cayce (pronounced Casey) South Caroling are IMMEADIATELY
put down. The police will fine and arrest you for burying your pet in the backyard. Three pelice cars were dispatched to harrass and fine two ladies who were were
taking care of two spayed cats benind an old grocery store.

It is ILLEGAL to feed your CWHN cat on YOUR front porch. ACA sent everyone of their city counsel persons literature packets and dvd‘s on the benefits of TNR, The
councel, in-turn, used the ACA website against anyone that practices TNR. One poor lady with cancer, 8 Sandra Broadway, had the solitary dog catcher patrol
around and around her home, in a 10 mpg tax=payer provided ALL day long even stopping to chase her cats out into the streef so they could fine her. (they were
ail spay, neutered, vacinated.) When a neighbor confronted the dog catcher, @ Mz Horbacher, about her harrasment of an old lady/didn®t SHE the ACO have nothing
else to do, regular pelice came and fined the gentleman for “interference” with a city “official”.

Where did these draconian laws come from. A crack-pot, 40 year otd, mal-content who thought ALL cats should be inside and who told everyone “You have YOUR
truth..T have mine”. Oh vea, she was from California, She lobbied and complained and whined untit the Council gave in to her every whim and whimsy.

Point is. Anytime you start passing "mandatory pet laws”, licensing or the rest, you only punish the GOOD people, NOT the bad. AND in this case, the TRUE
rescuers were persecuted, along with their wards (the cats) because they primarily didn’t ASK NOR NEED the government’s permission OR assistance. Private

INITIATIVE was punished.

0Oh yea, the murder, robbery, and rape percentages have INCREASED in Columbia and West Columbia, and the number of kills at the local pounds have also
increased WHILE resources are wasted pursuing the “good peopie”.

Oh yea, the Asllomar Acccord, the document passed a few years back, which sounds on the surface in favor of TNR, actually states that alf private groups are to
giveway to the will of the government without questics.

Asitomar California that is. YOu that are for forcing people 1 have ONE thing te say. A quote from an ole’ 70's song..

“He can’t run his own life, I'll be DAMNED if he runs MINE!"” NO, I'm in favor of legisiation FORCING £VERY single dog pound to FULLY WORK, Assist, and in every
way CODPERATE with the PRIVATE SECTOR, with that same PRIVATE SECTOR having the power of Binding Recommendation over said pounds/sc-called shelters!.
Mo more should we stand for being mistreated and persecuted. No more should peopie like the current “director” “Marly” of the Columbia, SC City Animal Controf be
ALLOWED o call we in the private sector “Bunny Huggers”,

To government. . COMPLETE TRANSPARENCY and OPENESS.. Put some controt (checks and balances) ON YOUR SELF FIRST..

1f 1 sound like I have an axe to grind, that axe has been sharp ever since I spent the day in JAIL for reporting an abuser keeping captured cats in traps for three
days without food or water or out of the sun, City of Columbia, SC Traps..That was 5 years ago..AND things have cnly gotten worse with ALL the new legislation.

Keep your ideas for MANDATES to YOURSELF!

{41) Diane says:
We had a stray kitten adopt our house and later weasled her way into cur home pregnant. Fortunately she only had 2 kittens. A coupie months later, she promptly
went into heat, We paid $170 and bought back our sanity. Now we have the dilema of the two kittens she had. I will not do what someone else did and dump them
on semeone not looking to be a cat owner but I think it is very unfair that there are not resources out there for people like us who are willing to do the right thing
but have to pay for it when I really needed to pay a bill.

{42} Istalllred says:

1 have to agree with someone else down the lst. How can you say you love animals but go not suppert mandatory spay & neuter. That doesn’t make any since.
Stop by a local sheiter on house cleaning day. The line after ling of foving and scared out of their minds pets. And where did the info that says most cats in the
shelters weare homeiess to start with? I see tag after tag with a losers excuse of why they sent their pet to die. I even saw a tag that said "We got a new Kitten™.

Who said anything about “door to door raids”? Has anybody on here accusaly read the guidelines? It doesn't include those who go to the vet for care, It doesn’t

inctude a door to door, It says if Animal control were to be calied to your home. It doesn‘t inctude purebred pets or service animals or even pets under 6 months
old. And this so called “Government involvernent”, Apparently we are not able to handle matters on our own or this would not even be considered a problem. Oh
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yeah, the "tax payers money” thing, Our County Animal Shelter works from Monday thru Frigay, 9am to Spm. 1 don’t think they will spend one more minute of their
time after that to give out extra fines to citizens when they will not see one dime of it,

1 do agree that the government should offer help in spay and neuter programs. However in many cities you can find some help. If you take the ime to look. Asking
one friend from werk deesn’t count,

Take the time to read all of the rules and regulations, get your heads out of your butts, get your animals fixed and support the MSN laws, Like ] sai¢, spend some
time volunteering at a shelter. Humans arent even smart enough to control our own population and you want us to take on other species? Good luck with that,
Istalitred

Fugt R
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We The People

15 December 2007

SETTING THE RECORD STRAIGHT FOR AB1634 - CALIFORNIA'S
"UN-HEALTHY" PET ACT

Recently Amber, a California Healthy Pets Act blogger new to the scene (and to California)
wrote " Bill Hemby Chairman of PetPAC has lied so many times about AB1634 California's
Healthy Pets ACT that we lost count.” Since my curiosity was pigqued, { thought | would click
on the link. What to my wondering eyes did appear but a sad-faced doggie behind bars with
a message "HE NEEDS QUR HELP."

Now, that's a surprise. It is a similar sad-faced doggie just like the ones
"used" by the Humane Society of the United States when they are soliciting
for their donation du jour. We all know by now the woman-behind- the-man-
behind- the-bill, but please add PETA and the Humane Society of the United
States to the list of organizations working fast and furious behind the scenes
of California Assembly Bill 1634 to remove Fluffy and Fido from the family
photo!

'Tis the season so | read on. New blogger (obviously drinking kool-aid from
the California Healthy Pet punchbowl) writes: "LET'S SET THE RECORD
STRAIGHT."

Imagine my disappointment when new blogger failed to accomplish her goal.
She presented "lies". She presented "facts". She did NOT present the truth!!

Since | had some time on my hands between decorating the tree

and wrapping presents for my dog's extensive list of canine friends, | thought
"I'" would help to set the record straight. | did have to take a break or two

to pop more non-vegan cookies into the oven and slice a ham for our holiday
gathering with friends this evening, but the importance of setting the record
straight kept my fingers busily clicking away on the keyboard.

New blogger is most concerned with the nature of PetPAC. Perhaps new
blogger needs to delve more deeply into the nature of Social Compassion in
Legislation instead, a key supporter of AB1634. Principals are Judie
Mancuso, her husband Rolf Wicklund, Jane Garrison, and her husband (the
chiropractor? ) Mark Garrison. | do think a few of those names are PETA-
esque. | wonder if they are on Ingrid Newkirk's and Wayne Pacelle's
Christmas card lists. {Is Christmas a vegan holiday?)

Why does Social Compassion in Legislation want to be just a figurehead
supporter asking for donations ("'click to donate”)? Wouldn't you think they
would want financial contributors to know all about their good works so that
those potential contributors could delve deeper into their pockets this
holiday season and SEND MONEY? If you have free time, google Social
Compassion in Legislation. You will find bubkus! [also

spelled bubkes or bupkis ... means you will find "nothing at all"']

| thought | would share some further insight into the "coalition”. By the way,
I have heard on numerous occasions by Ms. Mancuso that "hers" is a
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Republican coalition. Do you honestly think the puppies and kitties care if
you voie Democrat or Republican?

A recent press event held in Los Angeles by Lioyd Levine and "legendary”
television star Bob Barker and members of the coalition informed one and all
of the return of this blithering bill. Senators have had to ask Santa for fax
machines throughout the State to accommodate the ensuing piles of
SUPPORT or OPPOSITION faxes soon to arrive with the New Year.

The Associated Press had another report recently (14 Dec) that 1 thought i
would share with you:

"PRICE WAS RIGHT, BUT THE CAR WAS WRONG, CONTESTANT SAYS"

According to a lawsuit filed this week in Los Angeles Superior Court, in June
2004, a contestant on "The Price Is Right” guessed that a sports car was
worth $33,495 and left the stage thinking she had just won a new 2004
Pontiac GTO Coupe. In her lawsuit against the game show, CBS
Broadcasting, the auto dealership that provided the vehicle and the
transportation company that delivered it, the contestant alleges the GTO
Coupe she received was not new, as she had been promised, and had been
in an accident. When she took the car, which arrived in her home state of
Washington in September 2004, in for service the next year, she was told that
it had suffered structural damage to the frame and front end, “but the repair
work was such that an obvious effort had been made to conceal or hide the

damage.”
O0PS!

For full text of above referenced AP article, please click here:

<http://www.signonsa ndiego.com/ news/state/ 20071214~ 1638-ca-
wrongear htmi>

Okay, where was 1? Oh, | remember. Back to setting the record straight.
Let's chat awhile about pet overpopulation. Do you know that there is
actually a SHORTAGE OF ADOPTABLE DOGS in the United States? Let me
repeat for those AB1634 "supporters" who might be reading challenged.
There is actually a SHORTAGE OF ADOPTABLE DOGS in the United States!!

Do you know that there is a prison program offered by the Marin Humane
Society?

Oh, | see a potential problem looming.

Perhaps the California Healthy Pet "supporters" are geographically
chailenged and are NOT aware that the Marin Humane Society is located in
CALIFORNIAI!

Perhaps the California Healthy Pet "supporters"” are NOT aware that the
Marin Humane Society is located in NOVATO, CALIFORNIA, only 100 miles
from Santa Cruz, CA, the sacred capitol of all things right with sheltering
according to Assembly Member Lioyd Levine and the coalition.

What's that? You don't remember Santa Cruz being a role model to

http://www.usspco.com/id1 1. html 11/2/2009



THE BIG LIE: SANTA CRUZ Page 3 of 7

emulate?

Just this week it was announced in Santa Cruz County that their Animal
Services Authority General Manager, Katherine Vos, was ousted! Loyal
shelter workers staged a sickout. Both volunteers and employees were
AFRAID TO SPEAK TO THE MEDIA ... for fear of losing their jobs!

Why is that? What could possibly be gleaned by this change in command in
Santa Cruz? Someone wouldn't be trying to "conceal or hide" anything,
would they?

of my own homework. Here is some inferesting information straight from the minutes of the
Santa Cruz Board meetings:

Dec 2007: It is announced that Animal Services Authority (ASA) General Manager, Katherine
Vos, will leave in January 2008. [Was it politically motivated??7? ]

l.et's go back.

April 2007: Newly appointed General Manager to the ASA, Katherine Vos, is introduced to
the Board.

May 2007: Lisa Carter, Executive Director of the SPCA, encouraged the board to endorse the
California Healthy Pet Act, AB 1634. [This is the same woman who just happened to call-in
to the recent KGO radio program with Judie Mancusoe. Interesting how Lisa always gets on
every radio program that Ms. Mancuso is doing. To be fair, KGO's radio host did describe
Lisa as "one of her dearest friends."”]

To continue setting the record straight, the County of Santa Cruz took over animal-control
services and the bulk of sheltering in 2002 amid a FINANCIAL SCANDAL at the local SPCA.

The S8PCA now serves as an advocacy and education group but does NOT handle shelters)!

(see below)
Financial scandal? Doesn't handle shelters?

QOPS!

Act and a list of sponsors and supporters. Please note the following:

BOARD ACTION: The Board recommended staff put this item on the next
agenda for a vote with a copy of the hill and a comprehensive analysis. [If
Santa Cruz has been consistently touted as Lloyd Levine's "model,” then
wouldn’'t they jump at the chance to support the bill? This appears odd to
me.]

Annette Hogue, Watsonville Shelter Volunteer wanted to show her support for the
California Healthy Pet Act, AB 1634. Sammy Ettenger, SPCA, explained the difference in

handed out their newsletter. [And "still" the Board took no action to "support” the bill
despite the fact that Santa Cruz is the RECOMMENDED STATE ROLE MODEL for
the California Healthy Pet Act?]

Let's look further.

June 2007: BOARD ACTION: Take no action on the bill at this time. Board
directed General Manager to draft a letter with comments in regards to Santa

Cruz ordinance verses the AB1634 hill. [Even though "supporters" were pushing
AB1634 down the throats of the Board members via feeding tube, the BOARD STiLL TOOK
NO ACTION!]

http://www.usspco.com/id] 1.hitm] 11/2/2009
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Sept 2007: BOARD ACTION: Accept and file report and directed the ASA
General Manager to bring back to the board an update on efforts made to
decrease the euthanasia rates at the Santa Cruz County Animal Services

Authority Shelters.
[What's this? Santa Cruz needs to DECREASE THEIR RATE CF EUTHANASIA? Do you think

Lloyd Levine knows about this? Do you think Lioyd Levine cares? Let's go a bit further
down memory lane together, shall we? Gotta set the record straight!]

expose of the issues surrounding the Santa Cruz SPCA and how it led to the creation of the
ASA. In addition to the SPCA article of April 26!, an articie regarding the status of the ASA
and it's role in the delivery of anima! services was published. These articles have drawn
considerable attention to the agency.

O0OPS! An expose? Missing funds? Corruption? And shelter shutdown?

Sept 2003: FIELD SERVICES: In late September, with a full complement of Animal
Control staff on board, we will be refining our animal control dispatch
services with a training day on the enhanced uses of our Chameleon animal
control data base system. In addition to this training, our new
clerk/dispatcher will be spending a day at NetCom learning some basic
dispatch procedures that can assist us in our own operations.

[Hmmmm..... This couldn't be the same Chameleon animal control data base system that Ed
Boks, General Manager at LA Animal Services and California Healthy Pets Act coalition
member, is using, could it? Must be a coincidence. | do recall reading on a few occasions
by another well-researched blogger that Chameleon is Ed's software-of- cheoice for "cooking
the books™! Not my choice of words but interesting nonetheless, eh?)

Nov 2003: Accepted a report from the General Manager. Animal Control and shelter acfivity
has continued to increase over prior months. |n addition, there has been a noticeable
increase in field activity such as animal biting incidents and barking dog complaints.

[What's this? Animal biting incidents? 1 didn't think this was possible with spayed and
neutered dogs according to Lloyd Levine and Judie Mancuso. Could this possibly mean that
Santa Cruz is failing in accomplishing their goal? Santa Cruz canines nibbling on neighbors
and chomping on the postman and the meter reader?]

Here is more from the Board meeting in November 2003.

The shelter has gained in traffic through the facility. The latter is reflected in the ASA's
increase in revenue generated in Humane Services, which included adoptions, reclaim fees

and other shelter-reiated activities. Staffing has consistently presented a problem in our
response to the workload created by this increase in sheiter visits by the public.

[it appears then that this is a "revenue generating" bill? Is that what Levine and Mancuso
mean when they say "SAVE MONEY, SAVE LIVES"? Has Mr. Levine NOT read the partin the
Santa Cruz Board meeting minutes that staffing has consistently been presented

with problems with the ADDITIONALLY CREATED WORKLOAD caused by MSN? Isn't
AB1634 the cure-all feel-good bili of the future?]

The California Healthy Pets website says communities will be SAFER. They droo!l on by
informing that "Mandatory spaying and neutering will reduce the dangers caused by roaming
stray animals, the transmission of rabies, and injuries from dog bites. Unaltered dogs are
three times more likely to attack humans and other pets.”

Since Santa Cruz field authorities state that there is a noticeable increase in
field activities such as animal biting incidents WITH mandatory
spay/neuter, it would appear that "mandatory” spaying and neutering is

http://www.usspco.com/id1 1. html 11/2/2009
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DETRIMENTAL to communities and NOT SAFER!
QOPS!

Must be an oversight on the California Healthy Pets website. | do hope
their new blogger is reading this!

Here is a link to the recent Santa Cruz Sentinel article "Animal Shelter Workers Protest
Leader's Departure” (12 Dec 2007)

<http:/lwww.santacru zsentinel. com/story, php?storySection =Local&sid=51502>

It appears the first paragraph explains things quite nicely. Workers
suspected that Katherine Vos resigned Monday "under pressure.” The
article also states that "workers deciined to comment to the press on
Tuesday in fear of losing their positions." Some shelter workers calied in
sick on Tuesday to protest a decision they said was "forced on them."”

Watsonville since the county agency was formed in 2002, stated "l know
there's been a ot of dissension about me leaving and this is not what |
wanted." (The shelters house a combined 6,500 animals.)

The county took over animal-control services and the bulk of sheltering in
2002, amid a FINANCIAL SCANDAL at the local SPCA. The SPCA now

serves as an advocacy and education group but does not handle shelters.

The Animal Services Authority is governed by a board of city
and county administrators and law enforcement heads. Only
one elected official, Sheriff Steve Robbins, serves on the
board.

Vos has worked in animal sheltering and enforcement for more than 25
years, and is vice president of the state Animal Control Directors
Association. Before coming to Santa Cruz she worked as chief animal
control officer for El Dorado County and chief animal care officer for
Sacramento Animal Care Services.

[Wouldn't you think Santa Cruz would want to keep the VP of the Animal
Control Directors Association on their payrofi?]

Continuing on setting the record straight, here is a link to an article about "Taiwanese" dogs
in the State of California.

<http://lwww.cooldogh alloffame. com/rescue- dog-hall- of-fame/prison-
program-turns- problem-dogs- into-pets/ 1377>

From the San Francisco Chronicle (14 Dec).

"Taiwan? There are dogs in shelters here from Taiwan? Yes, there are. In
some parts of the United States there is a shortfage of adoptable dogs, not an
overpopulation. Dogs are being imported to the U.S. from Puerto Rico to as
far away as Taiwan to fill shelters here so people can adopt them. Iit's
currently easy to import dogs into the U.S. though, as diseases like the
canine version of rabies are eliminated here, more people are worrying about
the diseases that such dogs may bring with them into this country.” [Thanks
to Cool Dog Hall of Fame!]

"PRISON PROGRAM TURNS PROBLEM DOGS INTO PETS"

http://www.usspco.com/idl I.html 11/2/2009
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Last year, Melody was just another typical mongrel from Taiwan: sharp
features, pointy ears, curly tail. [please click on above link for full text of
article]

In closing, Santa Cruz MSN is a miserable failure. No "ifs", "ands" or "buts"
about it. it failed. Plain and simple. However, Lloyd Levine and Judie
Mancuso are going to continue beating a dead horse. By the way, when |
asked Ms. Mancuso in October 2007 the following question, "Judie, whose
bill is this? Yours? Or Lloyd's?" Her reply was swift. "Why it is MY BILL, of
course! Lioyd is busy with his Senate campaign.”

| had no idea that Ms. Mancuso was now an elected official. | must have
missed that part. My bad.

The Santa Cruz shelter statistics that are being utilized by the coalition are
unverifiable. Please note that when mandatory spay/neuter was first

implemented in Santa Cruz (1995-1997), sky rockets were going off. Impounds and
euthanasia went through the roof,

There is NOTHING "healthy" about AB1634. This unfunded bill will cost the State of
California MILLIONS OF DOLLARS. The California Healthy Pets Act will NOT save the state
ANY money. It will NOT save lives. Thousands more dogs and cats will fose their lives in
shelter "death camps" needlessly throughout the statel

Let's kick this bill to the curb and get back to what we all love ... our
companion animals. Make 2008 the year that this legislation goes to that
great big doghouse in the sky.

NOW the record has been set straight!

Happy Holidays,
Brat Zinsmaster

P.S. Please feel free to share this "record" with your Assembly Members and
Senators, with your local news media (print and radio}, with your local
shelters, the butcher, the baker, and the candlestick maker. Permission to
cross post is encouraged!

IS the Price Right?
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| County SueLrerR EuTHANASIA |

AND
Erirvunyg

Which Door Judie? Which Deoor Lieyd? Which Door Barker?
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Mandatory Spay/Neuter Laws Hurt Animals

Mandatory spay/neuter is en vogue these days, but ne-kili advocates such as flast Friends, Alloy Cat Allies and the Mo Ki
Advocacy Centar point out the downside to putting false hope in these laws. In reality, mandatory spay/neuter laws just
shift the focus away from the status quo at kill sheiters and place blame on “irresponsible pet cwners.”

Read the griicle from o K Advocaoy Conter

Road the article from Alley Cat Atfies

The most positive, proactive way to get people to spay and neuter their pets is not to criminalize them if they don't, but to
educate them about why they should and help them to pay for it. Ultimately, punitive measures such as mandatory
spay/neuter do more to hurt animals than to help them,

10 Reasons Why Mandatory Spay/Neuter Doesn’t Work

1. Penalizing the Animals. Unaltered animals who end up in the animal control shelter are at risk of being killed if their
owners cannot pay the reclaim fees for spay/neuter, fines and impoundment, This constitutes a “lien” on the animai, and
if costs (which can be hundreds of dollars) are not paid, the animail becomes the property of animal control. Since Pima
County animal control kills more than 60% of all animais impounded, this is a harsh consequence.

2. Faulty Logic, These laws are based on the premise that animal births are responsible for shelter kifling. Decreasing
the anima! birth rate may (or may not) decrease shelter intake, but it will not necessarily reduce the rate of killing. That
takes a commitment to all of the life-saving programs and services of the No-Kill Equation.

3. Feral Cats. Feral cats are not owned and will not be affected by the law. Rather than promoting TNR, it will legitimize
the outdated approach of rounding up and killing feral cats.

4. Non-Compliance. The most egregious offenders are not likely to comply with the law, just like they are less likely to
go to the vet and license their animals

5. Lack of Funding. These laws disproportionately impact low-income pet owners and rarely inciude adeguate funding for
free and low-cost spay/neuter programs.

6. Inadequate Capacity. Even if we had adequate funding and everyone did comply, we do not have the capacity in our
vet clinic system to accommodate all the animals needing surgery.

7. Exemptions. In order to gain enough public support to get such faws passed, they are often watered down with
exempticns and breeding permits, which defeats the purposa.

8. Expensive and Difficult to Enforce. Most communities aren’t even able to enforce the laws that are already on the
books, much less mandatory spay/neuter laws that rarely include additional funding for their enforcement.

9. False Sense of Success. Many people assume that once there is a law, the job is done. This can lead to public apathy
and lower participation with the programs that reaily will make a difference in reducing the killing.

10. Not Necessary to Achieve No-Kill. Communities that have tried mandatory spay/neuter have abandoned it after it
hasn't worked. In San Mateo County, California, this type of ordinance resulted in 2 126% increase in dog deaths and an
B86% increase in cat deaths. In addition, licensing compliance dropped by 35%. After the mandatory spay/neuter failure,

they switched to free and low-cost spay/neuter programs. The communities that have successfully implemented the No-

Kilt Equaticn have not used mandatory spay/neuter.

http://'www.nokilltucson.org/mandatoryspay 11/2/2009
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Rand more from the Nevads Humane Society

Rosd more from the San Francisco SPCA
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Mandatory Spay Neuter laws across America have led to

 more animals killed

: more animals impounded

« increased animal control cosis

= decreased licensing revenues

Santa Cruz County, California

1995 mandatory spay/neuter ordinance
change in shelter intakes and euthanasla
rates are no better than the state average

Animal control costs doubled after
passage

Animal control cosls “spiraling”
* out of control, according to a Santa
Cruz Sentinel investigation

Capltola, CA canceled animal
« services contract with county due
to rising costs

Watsonviile threatening 10 pull out
due 10 rising cosis

ticensing  compliance  dropped
significantly

Supporters of AB 1634 frequently claim
that Santa Cruz County had a 50+%
reduction In shelter intakes after Imposed
mandatory spay/neuter in: 1995, Thisisnot
rue, The officlal shelter data published by
California’s Department of Health Services
{CDHS), County of Santa Cruz budgets per
State Controiler County Budget Act, show
the annual budget for 1990 $626,522,
1993 $642,498. In 1995, the MSN law was
passed. From 1995 to 2002, the annual
hudget Increased from $647,742 with an
average Increase of $52,454 annually, for
a 2007 budget of 1,329,637. hitp://www,
naiaonline.org/pdfs/SC budget.pdf

Los Andeles, California

In 2000, after passing the mandatory Spay
or Pay ordinance, the LA County saw:

« Adecline In licensing compliance,

Animal contrel budgdet rose 269%,
from $6.7 miilion o $18 million.

City hired additional animal control
officers and bought new trucks
and equipment Just to enforce the
new law

OPPOSE HB 2516

Aurora, Colorado

mandatory spay/neuter ordinance
= licensing compliance has dropped
dramatically.

Pinellas County, Florida

breeder {lcensing since 1992
animal control budget increased
75% with revenue increasing only
13%.

shelter intake and euthanasia rates
increased after the law took effect

San Mateo County, Californla

The nation’s first mandatory spay/neuter
law was in San Mateo County, CA. In
1991, dog deaths In the areas doverned
by the MSN ordinance increased 126%
and cats 86%, while areas of the county
not covered by MSN laws decreased.
Licenses declined by 35%. It was primarily
pushed by the Peninsuia Humane Society
{PHS). The PHS assessed the San Mateo
MSN law to have been “disappointing”
since it led to increases In shelter kiiling.
As a result, the PHS does not support CA
AB 1634. Supporiers of AB 1634 do not
use San Mateo statistics, as i Is so widely
recognized as a failure.

Camden County, New Jersey

1996 mandatory spay/neuler ordinance:
PAWS N| commenis 5 years later, ‘An
analysls of these statistics shows the
Humane Soclety of Southern N} which
operates the Camden Counly Animal
shelter, to be consistently one of the
leading, If not the leading kiilers of
animals in the state of New [ersey.’
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peiuranges
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] Santa Cruz County Shelter Intakes of Dogs
Discrepancy Between California Department of Health Services Data and Claims by “California
Healthy Pets” Coalition

Number of Animals

003
. I
marelatony spayheutsr Manéam;y Spay’Neuter
i o i ’
4200 ordman;f?éi?as frito | Doesn't Work!
| California Blepartment of Health
] Services data proves that there has
4001 - | been no improvemeant in shelter
| intakes comparad to befaore
: spay/neuter ordinance
3504 I
|
0405
2540 i
i
i
i \“\
2001 4 !
1 LY
: Questionable Data Supplied by W
15091 , "California Healthy Pets” ey
i shows progress that has mot occurad
i
1904 ' . ' v ' . - . v v v v
1893 1931 1892 1903 144 1995 1998 1947 1968 1999 2000 2001 2602 23
Year
Soaroas:

Caliornle Depadraent of Haallh Sarvicas, Veterrary PUDEC Hagith Sackion
"Califarila Healthy Pets” data Fom ABpy/democats Asssmbty . ca_ gonidmem barssad O Ca- Heallhy PetdctSentaCrurstads. pdl



Santa Cruz County Shelter Intakes of Cats
Discrepancy Between California Department of Health Services Data and Claims by
"California Healthy Pets” Coalition
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Dog and Cat Impounds in Santa Cruz County
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graph contains questionable data. it does not match Santa Cruz County Impound data reported, by law, to the CDHS-VPHS.




California Healthy Pets Act - AB 1634
Proponents data raises authenticity questions

By Angie Niles

From the moment the California Healthy Pets Act was introduced, animal shelter data and shelter population trends became critically important topics. As a
trained mathematician, | am inherently interested in numbers but these data sets are all the more intriguing because the advocates and opponents of AB 1634
interpret the data to support opposite conclusions.

Proponents claim that reduction in shelter animal impound and euthanasia rates can be achieved only by mandatory spay/neuter laws and point to shelter data
from Santa Cruz County where such a law was passed to prove their case. Opponents point to an already existing trend of dramatic reductions in shelter
euthanasias as proof that mandatory spay/neuter programs are unnecessary.

As a result, | have been analyzing shelter intakes and euthanasia rates from California counties for the last several weeks to determine what is actually going on.

During the course of this study, which will be reported on in further detail in an update to this report, it became clear that the dog and cat impound data used by
supporters to promote this bill do not match Santa Cruz County shelter data reported, by law, to the California Department of Health Services - Veterinary
Public Health Section. Please see the following graphs showing the discrepancies between the Santa Cruz County impound data for dogs and cats as reported
to the CDHS-VPHS and the data used by supporters of AB 1634. The curves do not match. This author searched exhaustively for other data sources in an
attempt to understand where CA Healthy Pets Act advocates obtained their data: no other data sources that are known to this author matched.

It is difficult to reconcile the severity and pattern of the deviation between the CA Healthy Pets Act data from that of the only credible data source availabie,
CDHS-VPHS. My conclusion, in the absence of any clarifying information is that data used by CA Healthy Pets Act advocates is falsified. The CA Healthy Pet
Act data is consistently offset in such a way as to indicate a downward trend where none exists. There are additional inconsistencies in the CA Healthy Pets Act
dog and cat impounds in Santa Cruz County chart that are troubling to anyone who knows what to look for and who has done their due diligence. The original
AB 1834 CA Healthy Pets Act chart and graph containing what appears to be falsified data and other questionable claims can be found at this website.

The results of this study indicate that the fundamental premise of this bill claiming a nexus between pet birth rates and shelter euthanasia rates and its corollary
that lowered birth rates via mandatory spay/neuter will result in lowered euthanasia rates is not supported by the facts.

AB 1634 is singular in its approach. It does not address any of the top nine reasons that people relinquish pets to shelters in the first place.

Therefore it cannot lower shelter impound rates and, subsequently, euthanasia rates through behavior modification or
assistance programs that affect these top causes. The intent of AB 1634 is o force reduction of shelter euthanasia rates by reducing the supply of pets available
irrespective of demand until no animals are relinquished to shelters. Using that approach, AB 1834 would have to be applied nationally - if not internationally - in
order to quench supply. Since AB 1834 is only statewide, it diminishes neither the supply of nor the demand for dogs and cats in absolute terms, although it is
likely to reduce the supply of California-bred pets. It merely shifts the suppliers to underground operations and/or out of state sources. Under AB 1634, sheiter
euthanasia rates can only drop fo zero when the absolute numbers of dogs and cats drops to zero.

It is my studied opinion that because AB 1634 fails to address the frue causes of shelter relinquishment that lead to euthanasia, no amendments can fix this bill.
Additionally, society will become encumbered with the unintended consequences of AB 1634 while never achieving the stated goal.

Note: Data used for this study was obtained from the California Department of Health Services — Veterinary Public Health Section, The National Animal interest
Alliance Shelter Project and the Animal Council.
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There is another aspect of our data pattern that gives us further confidence that ovarie
do matter when it comes to successful aging. A simple explanation for the observation
ovaries promote longevity would be that taking away ovaries increases the risk for a n
lethal disease. In Rottweilers, cancer is the major killer. We found, however, that by ¢
a subgroup analysis that excluded all dogs that died of cancer, the strong association |
intact ovaries and exceptional longevity persisted. After excluding all cancer deaths, fe
that kept their ovaries the longest were 9 times more likely to reach exceptional longe
females with shortest ovary exposure. Thus, we observed a robust ovarian association
longevity that was independent of cause of death, suggesting that a network of proces
regulating the intrinsic rate of aging is under ovarian control. This work positions pet d
their broad range of lifetime ovary exposure, to become biogerontology&apos;s new w
for identifying ovary-sensitive physiological processes that promote healthy {ongevity.

Interestingly, our findings in dogs surface just as data from women are calling into qus
whether those who undergo hysterectomy should have ovary removal or ovary sparing
our results mirror the findings from more than 29,000 women in the Nurses’ Health St
underwent hysterectomy for benign uterine disease (2). In that study, the upside of
ovariectomy — protection against ovarian, uterine, and breast cancer — was outweigh
increased mortality from other causes. As a result, longevity was cut short in women v
their ovaries before the age of 50 compared with those who kept their ovaries for at le
years. Taken together, the emerging message for dogs and women seems to be that v
comes to longevity, it pays to keep your ovaries.

But before we all go out and buy T-shirts with some romantic imperative like “Save tt
Ovaries”, perhaps we should step back and consider the following guestion: Why have

previous dog studies called our attention to this potential downside of ovariectomy? Re
the literature, an answer quickly bubbles up. No previous studies in pet dogs have rigc
evaluated the association between ovaries and longevity. Two frequently cited reports
provide limited guidance because: (1) longevity data are presented as combined mear
death for a relatively small nhumber of individuals of more than 50 breeds of different t
and life expectancy; and (2) ovarian status is reported as “intact” or “spayed”, rather:
number of years of lifetime ovary exposure. Comparing female dogs binned into the ce
of “intact” versus “spayed” introduces a methodological bias that might lead one to col
that ovaries adversely influence longevity, i.e. ovary removal promotes longevity. Bec:
reasons for ovariectomy (e.g., uterine infection, mammary cancer) increase with incre
it is expected that a large percentage of the oldest-dogs are binned as “spayed” despit
many years of ovary exposure. For example, a dog who at age 12 undergoes
ovariohysterectomy for pyometra would be binned as “spayed”, despite 12 years of ov
exposure. In our study, we employed a more stringent study design — restricting the «
population to AKC registered, pure-bred dogs of one breed, carefully quantitating the |
duration of ovarian exposure — in order to lessen the likelihood of such bias. And we r
that studying veterinary teaching hospital-based populations of dogs with artifactually
expectancies (for example, 3.5 years is median age at death for Rottweilers in the Vet
Medical Data Base)(5) was an inappropriate vehicle to describe the influence that ovar
on aging. So we cast a wider net and collected data from Rottweiler owners nationwide
focusing our attention on exceptional longevity, not average age at death, as our stud
endpoint.

Why study exceptional longevity? Why not average longevity? We thought studying th.

http://’www.gpmcef.org/respectovaries.htmi 11/3/2009
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exceptionally long-lived individuals would tell us something about what it takes to age
successfully. It’s the same rationale used by Thomas Perls and investigators of the Ne»
Centenarian Study {6) and by other scientists who study long-lived humans in other p.
world (7). The approach even garners support from the mathematical field. In a semin
on the origins of creative genius, the mathematician Jacques Hadamard wrote: “In cor
with a rule which seems applicable to every science of observation, it is the exceptione
phenomenon which is likely to explain the usual one.” (8) Hadamard was trying to unc
how the brain gets creative so he studied people with extreme creativity. When it com
studying aging, we're solidly in the Hadamard camp. That is why in 2005 we establisht
Exceptional Longevity Data Base, launching the first systematic study of the oldest-old
(9). But folks in the opposing camp might justifiably fire back: “Don‘t study extreme Iic
Extreme longevity is much more about luck than it is about genes, or environment, or

So to address the possibility that the “strangeness” or outlier nature of dogs with exce
longevity could be forging a misleading link between ovaries and longevity, we studied
separate cohort of Rottweiler dogs. This data set was comprised of 237 female Rottwe
in North America that died at ages 1.2 to 12.9 years — none were exceptionally long-|
Information on medical history, age at death, and cause of death was collected by que
and telephone interviews with pet owners and local veterinary practitioners. In this po
we found females that kept their ovaries for at least 4.5 years had a statistically signif
reduction in mortality rate (1). This translated into a median survival of 10.4 years for
with more than 4.5 years of ovary exposure — 1.4 years longer than the median survi
9.0 years in females with shorter ovary exposure (p < 0.0001). Taken together, if you
ovaries before 4 years of age you cut longevity short an average of 1.4 years and dect
likelihood of reaching exceptional longevity by 3-fold.

Up to this point, my ovary story has centered around a summarizing of methodologie:
results. The reader has been given opportunity to see the gist of our findings within th

of previous dog studies and late-breaking studies in women. Now, let us pivot our atte
away from the results to focus on the recipients of these results — DVMs and pet owne¢

We can start by tackling the question: Just how receptive will DVMs be to these new r¢
findings? It's hard for old dogs to learn new tricks. But one thing is sure — blossoming
rooted in real communication. The anthropologist Gregory Bateson wrote: “The pre-ins
state of the recipient of every message is a necessary condition for all communication.
can tell you nothing unless you know 9/10ths of it already.” (10). T call this “Bateson’s
the 9/10ths”. If Bateson is right, then we will want to do something about the pre-inst
state of veterinarians. Because when it comes to the biology of aging, the state is virtl
blank slate. None of us received training in the biology of aging as part of our DVM cur
whether we graduated 30 years ago or last summer, Therefore, most DVMs are ill-pre
receive messages examining the mechanistic underpinnings of the aging process. A Be
prescription for positive change would be to ratchet up the biclogy of aging IQ of pract
veterinarians. We agree. That is why we established the first gerontology training proc
veterinarians in 2007 {(11). We believe that by helping veterinarians “know"” more abot
they will be more able and more receptive to communicating the things that promote |
longevity in their patients — things like preserving ovaries.

For certain, DVMs will be asked by pet owners to help them make their decision about
spay in light of this new information, The question will be asked: Just how generalizab
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these findings in Rottweilers to other segments of the pet dog population? It is imposs
at this time. It will demand further study. Alas, 10 years from now, we might just find
tongevity-promoting effect of ovaries in dogs is limited — limited to large breeds, urba
rural dogs, or only those individuals with particular polymorphisms in insulin-like grow
1. These restrictions should not only be expected, they should be celebrated. It will m«
we have looked more deeply into how ovaries might influence healthy fongevity. It will
that our initial findings have been contextualized. And it is this contextualization of infi
that marks scientific progress — the kind of progress that guides sound clinical decisio
For it is context that determines meaning (12).

Our provocative findings in Aging Cell mean that it’s time to re-think the notion that te
ovaries has no significant downside to a dog’s healthy longevity. Perhaps it would help
thought of lifetime ovary exposure as information — information that instructs the org
Just how long and how healthy a female lives reflects what her cells, tissues, and orga
thought they heard from the message received. Of course in biology, there is no single
but a symphony of messages, enabling each individual to successfully respond to envi
challenges. Our findings suggest that ovaries orchestrate that symphony. Taking away
early or mid-life makes for muddled information, less than perfect music.

Information muddling can ensnarl decision-making. Our research takes an important f
toward disentangling the thinking about ovaries and longevity. We must never be parza
the incompleteness of our knowiedge. Our knowledge will always be incomplete — sub
revision, primed for further inquiry. This uncertainty, although invigorating for the inve¢
is often painful for the practitioner who seeks simple, fact-driven algorithms to guide ¥
Just as scientists will be called upon to forge ahead with their scientific inquiries, so to.
practitioners be counted on to master the uncertainty. Together, we must navigate wh
Danish philosopher-theologian Soren Kierkegaard called the gap “between the underst
and the willing.” That is, we must ask the right guestions and make smart choices so t
action (the willing) is in synch with our knowledge (the understanding). Under just wh.
circumstances will a particular individual benefit from specific lifestyle decisions? This i
the most prescient, overarching guestion in the weliness and preventive medicine field
both human and veterinary health professionals today. How can we promote healthy k
Antioxidant supplementation or calorie restriction? Ovary removal or ovary sparing?

Undoubtedly, there will be protagonists and antagonists in this ovary story. The prota
will be open-minded to following a new script. They will embrace the idea of ovary spa

critical periods of time to maximize longevity. They might even recognize the need for
of “ovarian mimetic” in spayed dogs to optimize healthy aging. The antagonists in this
the defenders of the old script — will dismiss as trivial the notion that ovaries regulate
of aging and influence healthy longevity. Lines will be drawn and opinions will fly. But
what healthy debate is — antagonists and protagonists keeping a high priority issue fr
center, not allowing it to fade into the woodwork. It would seem that, in light of the ne
scientific findings, a contemporary dialogue should balance the potential benefits of ele
ovary removal (13) with its possible detrimental effects on longevity.
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