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Concerned Dog Owners of California

October 13, 2010

Public Safety Committee
Los Angeles City Council

200 Main Strest

Log Angeles, CA 90012
Arrcs Honorable Counci! Members;
Fhnd T e gy s Rondevaeg VOR
T R IR Concerned Dog Owners of California supports the recommendation of the Los Angeles
. Animal Commission o increase the number of dogs and cats per household to five of
EEE RN each.
e Such & move will allow those who do rescue animals from the Los Angeles shelter to
oo save more animals, It will allow people wha would like (o he in complinnce with the law
Fean to ficense all their animals rather than only three {or in some cases none if they have been
st de e g trying to be invisible). It will generate additional revenue for the Clty while reducing the
e number of animals that we euthanize, Itis indeed a win-win.
A O A K

There are many communities throughout the state and country, Including many more
population dense than the City of Los Angeles that have such expanded (or no) limits and

HC TR AT IRAEC TORT

S P B egidons they have not experience additional barking, nuisance or honrding complalnts,
S or o D utive D0 Ay '

; e o e Beasy Jape The City has brought in & General Manager who is actually untting the various factioms in

B e Jie O puidont the community rather than playing them off against one another. This proposal will
vt Begrory, Teo e e indeed put Los Angcles further down the rasd to being a Clty that does not kill heaithy
P Benaany fregue o BdQPMb!C anlmals.

Poae B ey Facp Prpndeay

TR The arguments againgt this increase simply do not hoid up under scrutiny (attachment).

We urge your yed vote on this recommendation in this Committee and at the full City
Council meeting.

e e € s Very truly yours,
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Ca((htc A Turner
Executive Director

co: Greig Smith, Chair
Tony Cardenas, Vice Chair
lan Pesry
Ed Reyes
Bennis Zine
Biki Rosendahi
Paul Koretz
John White (pleare add to Council File 10-G982)



Bz

B18 332 9699

sunbeoam

"

19

Ardmal Corrod Officers (ACOS) wil be H this were the case, all the "bad people”, dog lighters, etc would atready have 5 dogs because it would
efraid to go into a house/yard with 5 make them immune. Increasing the wrmts will not affect the behavior of thase who do not obey the lews and
dogs 1o enforce [aws. are g nuisance; they are akeady either ignorant or have decided o flaunt the iaws.

ft wil drastically increase the number of
dogs in the CRy.

Agccording to generally accepled guidelines, nublished by the American Veterinary Medicsd Association and
e Pet Food Councll, approximately 33% of household own dogs and 32% own cals. On average a ¢og
househotd has 1.7 dogs and a cat hausehetd has 2.2 cats. So Angelenas have nol increased numbers o
mest the law, Most people do not have the time/space/money to have mulliple animats but many are able
o care for muttiple animals. Yes, this will involve a slight increase as mare adoptable animak move out of
the sheiters, But clearly # will not be a wholesale rush.

Barkng dog compiainds will increase. Depariment records reflect that even in multiple dog households, it is typically ane dog that i the “barker*,
Very often, it is an ardy dog that Is the issue. And we have laws to deal with barking dogs.

The department cannot handée curent These da take a long time for reseiuhon. With additionsal revenues and fewer dogs in the shetter, LAAS

barking dog complaints. seuld ultimately re-assign personnel or be able to make a financial case o add personngl in this area.

it will penalize apartment owners. As they do now, owners of property may set any conditions they like for pets when they renldsase thelr
properties. R does not affect them at all.

There wi#l be more yowlng cals by This tecommendaton is for indoor cats. it will not increase ouldoor feral cats. And, indeed, may provide

apartments which wil decrease their homes for some of those over lime.

appeal.

Arsmad complaints wil inoreass.

That has hot been the case in other municipalies with such laws.

The comerrinity has not been heard.

Actuzlty this is the ltirst lime there have been community meetings to get input and it was overwhelmingly in
tavor. The meetings were well pubicized on TV, newspaper and online.

The vast majarity of the people atterding meetings and speaking in favor were dog cwners and people who

atv AN

Only breeders want this change.

rescue animals from the shelter and are hrustrated with not being abie 10 rescue more.
This will not really increase lcensing Los Angeles has developed & reputation as a dog “unfriendly” city and it has relied on its police powers 0
revenues. "make” peopie comply. As we all know, that is the most expenslve way o gain compliance. This approadh,

coupled with an innovative marketing program - making licensing easy and aftordable, can be a new start
for Los Angelas. Discussions are underway for bi-lingual marketing campaigns 1o be developed and paid
for with private turkds and pro bono work so educate people about the benefits of licensing. In the 2010
legislative session, the AB2689 was passed o make beensing requirements easior to meet. This will
ncrease revenues. How Much depends on owr abiity to keep our eye on the goal - iIncrease licensing of
dogs so we can get them home and they do nat end up at the sheltert
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