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WHY NOT COERCIVE LEGISLATION?

‘We are concerned about the pressure
for coercive legislation as a means to
solve the problem of pet overpopula-
tion throughout the country. Euthan-
asia of healthy adoptable animals is
tragic and the numbers appear to be
excessive. The reasons for this are
multifarious, therefore solutions are
complex and will differ in each com-
munity and state. We would like to
pass on some thoughts which may be

useful in your ares. Awareness and in-

volvement in this issue will help you

determine if the proposed ordinance is
the best alternative for your communi-

ty. First ask questions.
1. Does your city/county/state require

By Joan Wastlhuber and Karen Johnson

In this contract you should find a paragraph requiring the shelter to make 2
quarterly/annua) report to a government office. Get a copy of the contract sand
take it to the office specified in the contract. Ask for 2 copy of this required
report for the last few years. THIS 1S PUBLIC RECORD. Analyze (or let us
analyze) the numbers and send a copy to the CFA Legisiative Committee, c/o
Jerry Woolard, 13411 West 57th Avenue, Shawnee, KS 66216; and the Na-
tional Pet Alliance, ¢/o Karen Johnson, 5969 Sorrel Avenue, San Jose, CA
95123,

b. The report, based on our experience, may indicate that the findings on which
proposed legislation is based are misleading and present an inaccurate pic-
ture. They may include all animals ~ injured, sick, dead, vicious, unweaned
animals, euthanasia requests at surrender, untamable feral cats, ete. — in
their goals to eliminate euthanasia. Your objective is to determine how many
HEALTHY, ADOPTABLE ANIMALS ARE BEING EUTHANIZED.

- ¢. Separate the figures for healthy adoptable animals from the feral cats

{genetically domestic cats reverted to a wild state). These two categories re-
quire different solutions: the first may be affected by adoption outreach, in-
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that all adult dogs and cats being
placed from your pounds/shelters be
altered before adoption and prior to
release from impoundment? This is
a critical factor in reducing ir-
responsible breeding. Is the shelter
aware of “early aitering” and the
number of humane organizations
already altering kittens and puppies
prior to maturity. A scientific study
is underway to determine any long
term effects of early altering. (1)

. Is there a provision for the shelter
to collect a deposit for future alter.
ing but no contract to enforce this
and no foliow through procedure?
The HSUS Guidelines for Responsi-
ble Pet Adoptions state that “the
shelter must be able to confirm that
at least 90% of its adopted animals
are sterilized to ensure that the
shelter itself is not contributing to
the pet overpopulation probiem.” (2)

. Assure that you receive an accurate
count of the real number of animals
euthanized at your shelters because
they are UNWANTED. Distinguish
this statistic from those euthanized

because they are UNADOPTAELE.

The unadoptable count will include

healthy animals who are otherwise

unsuitable for adoption.

a. Go to your county or city clerk’s
office (depends with whom the
shelter contracts) and agk to see
a copy of the contract between
the shelter and the city/county.

creased advertising, use of special assistance grants, the shelter policies on
screening, hours open, foster home and other programs as well as numerous
factors which could be modified. The second could only be affected by feral cat
trap/alterirelease programs in areas which are secure for the cats (parks, cam-
puses, etc.), foster care to tediously tame some of these cats and cooperation
with the Farm Bureau.

Coercive —~ Governing by force.

4. Does your shelter have low cost spay/neuter facilities. It is estimated to cost
$20+ for a shelter to handle each animal. All shelters would benefit by assuring
that animals placed at the very least are not capable of reproduction. According
to one study, 16% of unspayed cats and a comparable number of dogs in the
population reproduced. (3)

If there is a low cost alteri.ng clinic, is it available to the general public?

5. Has the community considered a certificate program in which al] pet owners can
get low cost spay/neuter services from a veterinarian of their choice. (4

€. Although cats euthanized are the primary problem, pedigreed cats represent only
an estimated 3% to 8% of the total! cat population. Find out, with the help of the
CFA central office, how many breeders, ongoing and active in registering litters,
gre within your area. Most likely the number will be extremely low. It wil) help
illustrate that targeting pedigreed cat breeders is no solution and that this will
not bring anticipated revenue.

Coercive Jegislation should be the last resort. Bureaucracy is expensive and infr-
inges on our rights. Voluntary methods with incentives should be tried first. Educa-
tional efforts have not been fully exhausted. Eliminating deterrents to adoption,
such as licensing of dogs without addressing zoning and limit laws, have not been
tried. Identification of cats to facilitate reclaim has not been fully explored.

The push for breeder directed legislation seems to be part of an Animal Rights
Activist agenda to eliminate pedigreed cats and dogs and eventuslly ALL compa-
nion animals. Control through laws, licenses, permits, etc. could make perpetuating
the breeds of cats economically and practically impossible. The most dangerous tac-
tic, used to obtain backing from the genera! public and media, is to mask this
ultimate Anima) Rights Activist goal in proposals which have easy public accep-
tance, i.e. “pet overpopulation.”

Cat Fanciers' Almanac, September 199]
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The facts and findings of pet over.
population are not related to
pedigreed cat and dog breeding. All
data indicates that the problem is
mainly related to free-roaming and
feral cat multiplication. Increase in
human population density and the in-
creased desire for cats as pets is a fac-
tor. Pet store and “backyard breeder”
indiscriminate selling of animals
without altering contracts and foliow
through is a factor. To focus on regula-
tions attacking responsible breeders is
not the solution.

Pedigreed cat breeders provide educa-
tion, funds and help raise the status of
ail cats, They can continue to con-
tribute to solutions if they are not
alienated by humane organizations
which are insensitive to their
interests.

Pedigreed cat and dog breeders are not

comfortable with legislators determin-

ing cattery or kennel management,
proper environment for breeding
animais and especially reproductive
decisions concerning numbers or spac-
ing of litters. A national certification
program (perhaps with CFA/AKC/
AVMA/HSUS cooperation) may be a
better alternative for problems concer-
ning these issues. Assuring the
WELFARE of breeding animals is not
directly related to pet overpopula-
tion. It is a separate matter.

Cost of compliance with legislative
solutions is high. The suggestion that
offenders will be discovered by com-
munity reporting and by license check-
ing, thereby saving expense, is offen-
sive in a free society. A “‘spy system”
of neighbors, veterinary clinic workers
and surveys of newspaper ads, etc. sets
up an atmosphere of distrust in the
commumnity.

Legislative proposals can be a means
to aveid scrutiny of poor Humane
Shelter management. Existing policies
leading to the choice of euthanasia
over outreach or because of lack of
cage space, poor hours, refusal to
solicit grant support, explore new pro-
grams, eliminate deterrents to adop-
tion, etc. should be changed prior to
consideration of new laws.
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New animal shelter policies must be considered, and given a trial period,
prior to coercive legislation: some ideas which might be workable in your area:

1. Altering all adult animals before adoption and early altering of kittens and
puppies.
2. Cooperation with feral cat altering/release groups.

3. Voluntary cat identification should be implemented using the new low cost
microchip implants (can be scanned at a distance of 8" and do not require
anesthesia to insert; may be inserted by veterinarians at the time of vaccina-
tion). Safety collars could be another option offered. Identification allows cats to
be reunited with their owners. (Microchips may also be useful to the cat fancy
for parentage verification in the future.)

4. Discount certificates for spay/neuter allowing owners a choice of low cost clinics
or participating veterinarians who are reimbursed from a special fund may in.
crease voluntary altering.

5. A higher cost for dog license and cat registration for unaltered animals would
provide money for a spay/neuter program and further encourage altering.

6. Free roaming animals, causing nuisance and reproducing are a8 major source of
community animal problems. When a dog is impounded 2 or 3 times the require-
ment to alter is not unreasonable; when & cat is impounded once fees and alter-
ing requirements might be considered. An appeals board would handle unusual
circumstances for properly licensed/identified animals.

7. Critical to any licensing of dogs/identification of cats is to eliminate or modify
the existing community “limit laws” so that people will not fear compliance. If
numbers of animals need to be stipulated, dogs and cats should be separately
considered and the limits should be based on conditions related to potential
nuisance or public danger, not arbitrary figures. Whether the animals are totally
indoors, housing is well spaced from neighbors, ete. are factors for determination.

8. Propose a spay/neuter “amnesty” program with free or very low cost altering of-
fered to city/county residents for a specific length of time. Require proof of
license/identification or certification-at surgery time to help defray costs.

Al of these suggestions are alternatives to the pressure to pass laws. Education of
irresponsible people must continue as part of any effort to reduce pet overpopula-
tion. Feral cats don't buy Jicenses nor do they have owners to alter them. The com-
munity which states a goal of “zero population growth” must face this big obstacle.
Although feral cat trap/release programs have been succesful, there are cir-
cumstances in which the cats may be subjected to conditions which are more in-
humane than euthanasiz. (5

Many people have supported the passage of radical legislation believing that it is at
least something, a start. A real start would be implementation of the alternatives
suggested above and utilizing the ability of national organizations, such as CFA,
combined with local efforts. It is time to appreciate the part that cat fanciers play
in improving fundamental attitudes regarding the vaiue and status of all cats.
Passage of coercive legislation will sidetrack and thwart this important objective.
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BY PATTH STRAND

n 22 years of breeding dogs !'ve pern-
og:cafly nad pangs of gult for ail the
time and money we ve poured into our
cogs This amount of eMort and pas-
.M ~.gnt nave cured worid hunger My
huspang likewise goes through penods of
caoncern hal we dont iive hke mopst foiks
and that we navent accumuialed the ng
of weaitn we expected when we were both
in college 25 years and 50 champions age
Ang what effecthas cur unending breeding
program with summer vacatons at the
Natonal Specialty rather than tnps 1o Yei-
iows!one Park nad on our teenage son? |
feelanapoiogy wel'ing up inmy thrpat each
Lme the though! of one of my in-laws
crosses my ming and recall the tastiamily
gatnenng we missed due to &4 dog shaw. a
whelming or a dog seminar A fnend from
college came Dy 1o wisit recently (after a
25-year separalion) and ! again feit nke
apalogizing for having been on ancther
planet for pver two decades
Qur successes \n dogs have served 1o
explan our habiby 1o family and some close
friendgs But those unfamidiar with the fancy
simply can tunderstand our ongoing attrac-
tontothe sport Qurs s a difficult hobby o
explaint
Throughout all my apologies and expla-
natons. though for dog hav ang unat-
tended partes. it never pccurred 1o me that
the art ang spaort of breeding. raising andg
showing purebred gogs itself would come
under senous attack and be asked to apol-
0gize cease ang desist
That time 13 now at hand' They say that
a frog tossed into bailing water will leap out
unharmed while another placed n a pot of
cool water which s warmed gradually as it
1§ Drought 10 a boll will be iulled 10 sleep
pefore tsexeculion Sohasbeenwiththe
purebred aog community and the growth o!
the ammal nghis extrermisi's agenda Twenty
years ago the tiomedical cormmunity was

largeted then trappers and furners. hunters
T 7 msd tndal tma anan nt nurebred

- Reprinted with permission of author
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Animal Rights:
The Politically Correct

Movement of the 90's?

vra Strand Mern o Round Dalmarians has been breed:ng and
evh:beting for over 20 vears and has provided over 100 champrons
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docgshasbeenaddedtothe agenda Coast
to ccast the heat has been increasing tor
years The point of the frog dlustration 1s
that by the time the heat s detectable. it's
tco tate To save gur sport and owr night ta
breed dogs. 115 cntical that we all learn
what we are up aganst recogmze the
senpusness of the threat and :mmeagiately
becorme invoived

To put tus in perspechve, the 1ast
decade nas seen unprecedented growth in
the ranks and soptustcation of arrmal
nghis activist groups (n days gone by. ter-
rotist or miitant acts carned out by such
groups as the ALF (the Arimal Liberation
From. a domestic terronst group listed by
the F B 1ang PETA (Peopie for the Etrical
Treatmen! of Ammais) were seen by the
pubiic as radical and zarre cowns found
therr acis to becnrminal Legisiatarsavauded
therr extreme posthons and neither arson
nor spray-painting fur coats won the pub-
lic s neart Or its pockelbogk

Buthe leopard has changed s spots'
Erter e new and improved evangeincal
and totally trengty. ammal nghts movement
of the 90's Docinnare ang plugged into
every topic of the day. from enwronmental.
1ISM 10 new age one world gaovernment and
personal responsibility 1Issues. they ve gotit
all PAWS (the Progressive Animal Welfare
Society) and similar modern groups who
ahgnihemselves with extremisisinihe new
amma) nghts movement have become
masters of propaganda ang experts second
to none i using the media Decephively
framed 1ssues make efective ermnononal
appeals 1o humane and unsuspechng
audiences. well-dressed. perfectly traineg
spokespecple cish up servings of guit,
ppportunities to scapegoatl others ang
enhghtenment. en route 1o fundraising,
Swaying pubhc opimon and rearranging
society through legisianon which redistrib-
utes human nghts (it's impossiie 1o give an
animal a nght without first taking one away
from a human)

The 1ssue ot puppy milis 15 a8 prnme
example Who alterall amongtne purecred
dog community of tne public atlarge 1.
tavor of pupoy-mills? Consensus '55ues
hike these are used athrst 1o fan ine iames
of emotional outrage The second step
cormes when the uproar is useg as a
springboard o introduce ordingnces which
are sobroadly drawn thatthey not oniyban
explodive ac1s sucr asthe so-called puppy |
miils but also etfectively restnct the breeg-
ing prachces pf the most scrupulous
breeders This process pieases a number
of peliticat interests whie pubic fungs tor
human services are dimimushing (which
incluges enforcement for animatl control
legislation already on the booxs) polit-
Cians canappearinthe megatone ammal
lovers. whie turning up the neat on animal
pPOSSESSION anc owrership nghts

The aifference between ammal wei-
tare’ and armal ngnts s enormous' Thig
diterence (s tlurred in the meagia 10 the
extentthat many humane peopie (inciud-
NG our own dog peopie)are genuinely Con-
fused This contusion has led to the gevel-
opment of what we now call the humane-
ngustry " an ingustry whch explons com-
pass:on. ang sels ore segment of the
commurity agamst ancther under the pre-
tense of arumal wedare generatng an
enormous amount of-camial in the process

Because of media exposes and direct
attacks animal user groups become gefen-
swe, apologetc and often fall prey to the
tendency 1o point hingers at athers who “are
the real probiem ~ This moral one-upman-
ship game gets breeders 10 point the hinger
al pet shops ang pe! shops at breeders.
trainers at veternarans and most of the
above atthe AKC Pregictably this reaction
makes the actiwisls favonte “"divide and
conquer’ techmiques exiremely effective
Further the use ot scapegoating as atung-
raising techmque has been “widly ~ Sug-
cesstul for the “armmal nghts movement”

CONTINUED ON PAGE T0
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The combined ammai nghts network has
an annua! budge! estimaled al between
S50 000000 ana $200.000.000!

Scapegoatng has no histonc role in
honorablie poitical movemeants. Rather
has existeg throughout tme as the hand-
maden of hidden agendas angd mean-
spinted goals The niggen agenda i the
animal nghts movement is the totai abal-
tion - not the reformation - of animal use in
society The giue that holds this cultc-
metaphysical System together 1s not pro-
anmal byt rather anti-human

Throughout ime man has debated the
proper role 1o agdopl concerning personal
responsibiity for ammais in his enwviron-
me~t Ma or wotid religions have dealt with
this queshon At one end of the spectrum
are people who believe that man has full
and1otal nght 10 00 whatever he desites:n
the area of so-called lower ammals parici-
paton . plood sports such as bulthghting.
pircontests and otherforms of animal sacri-
fice fali \nto this category. which can be
ermeg  anmal expiodatierist © Literally
this classdicaton regards man's entertamn-
ment 85 Mmore important than the hle of an
arnimal

Al the other end of this spectrum are
pecple who represent the belief that the
oniy ethical behawvidr man canadoptinrela-
hor to an animal s one of "ammal protec-
tor {This posimondovetails 1o some degree
with environmental causes and thair spokes-
peopte 1& Engangered Species Act sup-
porter John Hoyl who 1 aiso Presigent of
the Humane Society of the United States )
For people atthis end of the spectrum even
SpOrts such as dog Shows. service work
periormed Dy gude dogs. 4-H programs
ang obedience work all represent forms ot
unacceptable ‘slavery " They behieve that
domestucalion iself represents a form of
uneth:cal manipulation by man and they do
not peheve thal the delberate breeqing of
animals by humans 1s ever justfied #im
Sturia. @ major spokesperson for ammat
rngnits says tha! someday dog breeding
should become an unacceplable prachce
like smoking ang drunk driving' Seme atths
end of the spectrum claim that the decision
as 1o whom 10 save from a burmng house.
choosing between a pel and the lile of a
chitld would depend on which was closest
They lterally believe in equal nghs tor
animals'

Trese ragical beliels are held so inten-
sely tha! tizarre public relations ang news
coverage events have been staged 10 jolt
(and emotionatze) pubiic attention PAWS,
whiCh s @ major player in the armmal nghts
movemen! of the Northwest, puts dogs and

€ats 10 sleep On telewision to make a pubhic
pointabout et overpopuiation and togarner
support for legislanon which would restnct
orbandogbreeding The Animal Libetakon
Front. which has claimed regponsibility for
two cases of arson in the Northwest this
spring. beleves that cimes committed on
benalf of reeing animals are efically justihi-
able A guestionnare pubhshed by PETA
recently asks respondents whether dlegal
acltivities are &ver justified when the ntent
1s to rescue suttenng animals.

The environmental wing of this move-
mentisasikely to quote reigious figures as
sCientists when discussing ssues such as
anmimal protechomsm  The relig:on it most
closely resembles s Hindu. but in fairness
to that religion 1 shouid be adoed that
they've borrowed only those trendy doc-
Innes which ht thew larger goals Ammal
rights s not a reliqion (1 the strictest sense
ltis a cull with an “ends qustifies the means
mentaty It this were not the case theyd
use education rather than emotonal man)-
pulaton to win converis and they d cppose
terronsm as a poutical enforcement tacthc

As 8 pobtical movement they resemble
the fascist mode! Ther inteliectual elite
nave deterrmined that they have the answer,
the only answer !or the rest of mankind
Further, they veé decided that manking,
through self interest. greed and stupidity 1s
noi capabie of grasping the mportance and
truth of therr belhefs. hence. the majonty of
the population must be propagandized and
regulated into comphance For those who
contnue to oppose them. the ALF serves
as a terronst entorcer therr military police.

We dog breeders oppose both the
explotatonists and the animal nghts
extrermists and have an ornenfation which
piaces the vast majonty of us squarely if1
the middie of the spectrum Specidically. we
pelieve inthe concept. termed “animal wel-
fare "whichisbased onthe Judeo-Chnstan
premise thal man has domnon over the
animals to the extent tha! he serves as a
responsible. non-explovhve 'steward
Ciearly. in this metaphysical system, man
and ammai do not have equal nghts. We
would choose the life of a child over that of
out mosi beloved pet. in our "Golgen Rule”
the term “others” 1s not exclusive. but It
goes mean humans first!

Our sportis vulnerable To do a “reaity
check’” on ihus premise ask ten tnends
casually what they think about “biomeadical
research " Based on what we've seen and
heatd durng the 1as! several months. we'g
guess that the majonty wont even answer
the question but instead will ik about how
much they disapprove of “cosmetic test-
Ing " As with the pet overpopulshon issue.
youll fing that ammal nghts propaganda
has aiready distorted ithe subject 50 greatly
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that facls may never gain agcess 10 the
aiscussion Dhd you know forinstance that
all over the Urited States there has been g
tremendous dechne in the number ot dogs
enienng the shelers over the past !wo
decades and a paraliel gechne inthe number
ofamimals euthanized” We have along way
to Q0 and much more work 1o do. bul the
truth is tha! public egucaton, spay-neuter
chimics and breeder contracts that require
spaying and neuterng are having an enor-
mous. thowgh incremental effect in fact,
many animail control workers don’t use the
term pet overpopulation feehng ingtead that
what we currently have 15 an unwanted pet
probiem A major study introduced by the
AVMA suggests that mast dags who enter
sheiters today may be healthy but have
behawvior problerns gue 10 wmproper pur-
chaser ' owner expeclanons ang improper
or hon-exisient puppyhood raning

Notwithstanoing these tacts and trends.
the animal mterest langscape s continualiy
being colored by groups who would preter a
specific appearance for a very specific pal-
mcaladvantage The sirength of the move-
ment s ga:ned by 1actcs which range from
outnght manipulation 10 opporturistic
association having visibly cozied up to the
environmenial groups animal nghts act-
viSi$ Sirke an even mote ‘pohtically cor-
rect” ang recognizable posture and con-
tinyeto gaincredibidy froman urban pubhic
whose knowledge of arumal 1ssues comes
primanty from Walt Disney

As the ammal rignhts movement gamns
momentum in the 90's 1t 1s critical that we
dog Dreeders who iove our sport and work
with Qur animais consiantly as a tabor of
iove .. rather than a doctrinaire methodoi-
ogylogainaccesstothe newage getour
positive message out to the pubhe. 1 lor
one. arm proud 10 be part of a sport which
provides compethion thal gives everyone
from whatever background -ihe oppartun-
Ity 10 pevelop: that s a parucipation sport
rather than a spectator speornt and thereby
proviges the potental for physical hiness
for all its entrants. that aliows families to
pariicipate together and children 10 grow
through such programs as 4-H and Jurior
Showmanship a sport which has asaudg-
ing critenon an assessment of a persons
abihily 10 nurture an animal mntc a mentatly
and physically healthy being. that suppons
the use of dogs tor physically hmited peo-
pie. and which, throughout the recent vio-
lent gecades. has remained virtually drug-
free and positive. Our sport is not without
probiems. There 15 no endeavor it which
man has ever particpated that 1s problem
free Our test ites in whether we iove our
sport enough 1o wark towarg its :mprove-
ment without taling wichm 10 fachcs
designeg 1o cauvse us o scapegoal 515 par-
hcipants and nshiivhons intp oblvion ()
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THE WRONGS OF
ANIMAL RIGHTS ACTIVISM

AND HOW THEY AFFECT YOU

Until just & few months ago ], like most of you, considered the
possibility that snimal right activists could actually stop the
breeding of purebred dogs and cats extremely remote. I was so
engrossed in raising my puppies and showing my adults that I
didn’t notice the growing influence of their cause. San Maleo
passed a non-breeding ordinance but 1 blithely thought: *It will
never happen here.® Furthermore, I was convinced the public
would see through their lies and distortions. That was an
extremely naive and ultimately dangerous perception.

In our willingness to be flexible and make compromises, we
have already allowed the politicians to be manipulated by the
animal rights activists into introducing extremely restnctive
legislaion. We did not know, &8 we do now, that to
compromise with them is to sign our own death warrants as
animal owners. We blindly did not see what was happening and
then we recoiled in shock when they actually got the legislation
they wanted.

The issue 1s ANIMAL RIGHTS which is fundamentally
different from animal welfare, an observation most of us have
overiooked.  Animal rights groups call for the TOTAL
ELIMINATION OF OWNERSHIP AND USE by humans of
ANY ANIMAL (dog, cat, horse, cow, chicken, etc.). We dog
owners are only a pant of the tolal agenda.

Although the humane and animal welfare societies started out
many years ago with animal welfare as their concemn, the
leadership of many has been increasingly subverted by the animal
rights activists taking over the governing boards. One such take-
over is graphicaily detailed in an excerpt from *Who Will Live,
Who Will Die” by Katie McCabe, THE WASHINGTONIAN,
August 1986, It says:

"Along with his lobbying efforts on national issues,
McArdle (of the Humane Society of the United States...HSUS)
coordinates and guides local humane societies into taking a more
aggressive animal-rights stance. On his desk during an interview
is a letter from the Peninsula Humane Society in San Mateo, CA,
one of the country's wealthiest organizations.

According to the December 18, 1985 SAN MATEOQ
TIMES, a ‘surprise coup’ at the Society by local activists
forced the resignation of the board's conservative members,
one of whom said, ‘I am resigning because ] do not agree with
the philosophy of the extreme activists.’

The radicalization of focal humane societies is & nation-wide
phenomenon.  Says PETA's Ingrid Newkirk®™ ‘Humane
societies all over the country are adopting the animals rights

. philosophy (and are) becoming vegetarian.'*

Increasingly, we see attempts by the activist humane sociclies
to lead the public into believing that they are not a part of the
total animal rights movement. Don't you believe it! Look below
the surface. Read beyond their deception of denial and you will
find they subscribe to the same ideals and goals. They may want
you to think of them as "spples and oranges® but in reality they
are al] fruits. I prefer to think of them as & piece of cloth with
one end kept shining and clean by carefully working within the
legal and political system and the other end being dirty, tattered
and frayed as they go about their work using terroriam, hate
campaigns and smear tactics. The two ends may not look the
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same but the same thread runs through the entire length of that
cloth.

There is no such thing as separsie philosophics and goals
among the literally hundreds of different animal rights groups.
They are ALL working on their piece of the action toward the
same goal - the goal that 90% of their followers and workers
don’t even know about or at least refuse to admit - the goal that
is the eventual ELIMINATION of the use and ownesship of ALL
ANIMALS by human beings.

Can't happen, you say? Too far out, you say? Let me tell
you, it IS happening. Now. And has been happening, little by
little, for years. If you don't believe sc, aak the biomedical
researchers who have been hit with 30 many new restrictive laws
{pushed by the activists) and so much terrorism (by the activists)
that continuing their research will cost billions more than it
shouid. Or ask the McDonalds restaurant owners that were the
object of terrorists threats and harassment because they dared sell
hamburgers and chicken. (You have to kill cows and chickens
to get such food, you know.) Or ask the outdoorsmen who have
been fighting for years to keep their right to hunt and fish from
being Waken away from them. And now it is happening to the
breeders of dogs and cats, ‘

Read the agenda printed below. It was written by an animal
rights activist and published in an animal rights activiat
magazine. It is the world they are in the process of
LEGISLATING into existence. They have been telling us for
years exactly what their goals are but we weren't listening.
{Remember Hitlet's “Mein Kampf™?)

1. Abolish by law all animal research.

2. Qutlaw the use of animals for cosmetic and product testing,
classroom demonstration and in weapons development.

3. Vegetarian meals should be made available at all public
institutions, including schools. :

4. Eliminate all animal agriculture.

5. No herbicides, pesticides or other agncultural chemicals
should be used. Outlaw predator control.

6. Transfer enforcement of animal welfare legislation away
from the Department of Agriculture.

7. Eliminate fur ranching and end the use of furs.

8. Prohibit hunting, trapping, and fishing.

9. End the international trade in wildlife goods.

10.5top any further breeding of companion mnimals, including
purebred dogs and cats, Spaying and neutering should be
subsidized by stale and municipal governments. Abolish
commerce in animals for the pet trade.

11.End the use of animals in enteruainment and sports.

12.Prohibit the genetic manipulation of species.

(From: "Politics of Animal Liberation* by Kim Bartlett,

ANIMAL AGENDA, November, 1987)

They are not my words. They are the words of the animal
rights activists themseives. THIS 1S THE AGENDA the activists
are secking to legislate into our lives and yet, because they are
so skiliful in separating (in peopie’s minds) the various parts of
the agenda, most of the people never even see the total picture.



The,hunters ‘think they are the target. The researchers think
they are the tarpet. The fur people think they are the target,
The dog and cat people are new to all this and they are dismayed
to find that they are the target. What is important to understand
here is that WE ALL ARE THE TARGETS. This new religion
- or cult - or philosophy - or movement or whatever you want to
call it - has only one goal: To change our lives forever by
FORCING us to adopt their beliefs. They are doing this by
making their beliefs into LAW, Little by little the legislation
they are responsible for having introduced is being put into law.
Little by little those seemingly *good for the animals® laws are
eating awsy at the nght of human beings. Little by little those
laws are bringing us closer and closer to the legal status that
Ingrid Newkirk of PETA declared as her personal moral
philosophy. To emphasize how she feels about the equality of
man and animals, she said: "A rat is a pig 15 u dog is » boy.”
The animal rights sctivists subscribe to this theory, that ajl
animals are equal to humans and, therefore, deserve the same
right as humans.

Which includes our dogs. Which means they feel no dog
should be "enslaved” by being owned by a human being. Which
brings us 1o the REAL goal behind the breeding bans that are
sweeping across the country. Which brings us to the truth of
what those breeding bans are really meant to accomplish. Which
is to eliminate the ownership of dogs by human beings.

Ingrid Newkirk (PETA) herself has told us this is their goal.
In her own words she has said: pet ownership is an "absolutely
abysmal situation brought about by human manipulation.™ She
further defines the stepe that she feeis should be taken 1o achieve
this "liberation” of the pets in our animal kingdom. Read these
words and remember them. They were sard by the co-founder
of PETA (People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals), the
same PETA that hundreds of us have so willingly supporied all
these years in the mistaken belief that we were supporting &
group that cared about animal welfare.

Newkirk ssys: "I don’t uvse the word ‘pet’. T think t's
speciest language. I prefer ‘companion animals’. For one thing,
WE WOULD NO LONGER ALLOW BREEDING. People
could not create different breeds. There would be no pet shops.
If people had companion animals in their homes, those animals
would have to be refugees from the animal shelters and the
streets.  You would have & protective relationship with them just
&z you would gn orphaned chiid. But as the surplus of dops and
cats (artificially engineered by centuries of forced breeding)
declined, eventually COMPANION ANIMALS WOULD BE
PHASED OUT and we would retum to & more symbiolic
relationship....gnjoyment from s  distance ” HARPERS
MAGAZINE, August, 1988, Think sbout those words. "We
would no longer allow breeding.® The breeding bans impose
this restriction.

*...those animals would hsve to be refupees from the animal
shelters...* The breeding bans, if carried across the country the
way the activists are trying to do, would eliminate the purebred
breeders. Therefore, the only dogs available to the public would
have 10 be from the shelters.

There is one part of these breeding bans that she does not
directly call out but it is & very real part of the agenda. The San
Mateo ban and others like it call for the mandetory spaying and
neutering of dogs and cats. The only exceptions allowed would
CarTy A price tag so outrageous that it would be financially
impossible to comply. ,

Where does this lead us? 1) Purebred dogs are eliminated by
the breeding bans; 2) Mixed breeds are eliminated by the
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mandatory spay and neuter laws; 3) What ie left to repraduce
after this iz all over, folks?

“Not sof” the sclivists protest. "We jove animals. Look at the
millions we have adopted out over the years. We don't wani to
eliminaie dogs. We just want to stop the killing,” they cry.

Look again st Newkirk’s quote. We humans would be the
*carctakens”, the "guardians™ of those shelter animals but only
until such time as THERE ARE NO MORE. ‘*Eventually
companion animals would be phased out..." Do those words
sound like their goal is to allow you to have animals in your
home?

Are you upset? You should be. Are you scared? You should
be. Are you going to do something sbout it? You'd better or
eise the animal rights sctivists are going to do it for
you....THEIR WAY. '

At in all of their campaigns against 2ll of the users of animals
in' any way, they have found the emotional key that enables them
to sway people blindly lo their side and enables them to get the
multi-million dollar operating budget they have achieved through
donations from the uninformed. Emotionalism and guilt are
triggered by the grotesque campaign methods they use. In the
case of biomedical research they used the (staged) posters with
Domitia, the now-famed Silver Spring monkey, and they sought
to halt an entire research industry by hammering away &t & few
very real instances of misuse. In the case of the fur industry,
they use the photos of animals...dead and caught in traps... as
well as posters of a woman dragging a fur coat, trailing a poo!
of blood. In the meat industry they get 20/20 to cover the very
real mistreatment of downed animals &t alaughter yards while
ignoring the 98% of the meat industry that js responsible and
concemned for the humane treatment of their animals, even in the
slaughterhouse. In the dog and cat world, they show barrels of
dead dogs and cats and execute them publicly on T.V. and in the
newspapers while ignoring the literally billions of dogs and cats
that are well cared for and loved by most of the human race.

They are smart. They are media-wise. They know how to
work the political system to get the Jegislation they want. THEY
ARE DANGEROUS'

In the issues of our dogs and cats, they have jumped on the
very real problem we have to contend with: overpopulation.
That problem needs to be addressed. By you. By me. By all
of us. But we must address the problem with solutions that will
work for ys. The solution is not the elimination of dogs and cats
from our households.

Or is it? Is this what you think the solution should be?

Decide for yourself and the DO SOMETHING ABOUT IT.
If you feel the activists' solution is not the right one, GET
INVOLVED. Join and support with your money, your time and
your commitment, one of the many groups forming to fight the
activists. If you are not a registered voter, GET REGISTERED.
If you are not politically inclined, GET POLITICALLY
INVOLVED ANYWAY. You will jeam, just as we are
learning.

We cannot ignore the threat in the hope it will go away. We
cannot compromise with their demands because each compromise
is a victory for them, unother step toward their ultimate gosl.
We cannot sit back and “iet somebody else do it" becguse
nobody else is doing it. You are the somebady else who has to.
We cannot wait because in the last ten years, the animal rights
aclivists movement has done nothing except get stronger and
bigger and better financed all the time.

NOW 35 the time to stop them. Not tomorrow. Not next
month. Not next year. By then it may be too late.



Issues and Concerns in Unwanted Pet Control

By Margaret A. Cleck, PhD, Beverly Cain &

r Sherry Guldager, MDD

Let me ask a couple
of questions to
assess Your views on
conflict.

¢ [f someone burst into your home with a
shot gun, and swore to kill you, would you
consider it a really good day if you talked
them into shooting your right leg off
instead?

» If someone has vowed to eliminate you,
would you agree to pay a fee to obtain a
permit, so they can more easily identify
you?

» When two dynamite trucks meet on a
road wide enough for one, who should back
up?

¢ If someone was trying to take away the
greatest pleasure of your life, would you
just ignore the sitnation, waiting to see if
it could really happen?

* Do you have the esteem to face conflict
as a challenge and work to achieve solu-
tions which are in your best interest and
the best interest of others?

Get the picture?

Is the random breeding of surplus
animals an issue?

Yes, we believe the killing of our spr-
plus pets is a tragic waste of life, a need-
less drain on our civic resources, and a
demoralizing and dehumanizing task for
the individuals who must perform this
activity.

Can we decrease the problem of
unwanted pets?

Yes, after examining the research avail-
able, it can be concluded that pet overpop-
ulation is not an unsolvable problem. It is
possible to reduce the surplus pet popula-
tion and reduce the killing of animals at
shelters and animal control. Certain facts
must be understood however, First, all
mortal creatures must die, so we can never
have a zere death rate. This is an obvious
fact overlooked by some people who push
for unrealistic goals, Many animals are
euthanized because of aggression, other
behavioral problems, injury, age, and ill-
ness. Thus, to address the population sur-
plus issue, we must have accurate shelter
statistics indicating the proportion of ani-
mals killed for population control (i.e., ani-
mals considered healthy and adoptable)
relative to the total population handled by
the sheiter or control facility. Most shel-
ters and control facilities have not kept the
needed statistics. Rowan (1991} in a paper
on pet overpopulation publizhed in the
Journal of the American Veterinary
Medical Association, states, “Those repre-
senting local programs couldn’t provide
empirical data on the animal demograph-
ics of their own community...no one provid-
ed reliable baseline data to serve as a
model to evaluate a new program.
Considering the amount of time, effort and
money spent to control pet populations, it
was, to say the least, surprising that so lit-
tle evaluation had been done.”

Why are these statistics so impor-
tant?

Rowan (1991) states, “Without such
data there is no reliable way of estimating
the total number of dogs and cats that are
handled and euthanized in the shelters.
Also, without aceurate estimates on ani-
mal euthanasia rates, it is not possible to
assess the effectiveness of various mea-
sures axmed at controlling animal popula-
tions.” If we are going to solve the prob-
lem, we have to know what proportion of
animals disposed of at sheliers and control
facilities are surplus population kills and
what proportion are euthanized for rea-
sons other than surplus. Plumb (1992,
Promotion of Animal Welfare Socjety,
California, Ine.) in an excellent position
paper on pet overpopulation, uses popula-
tion models to demonstrate how the sur-
plus can be eliminated. Once the surplus
population is ascertained, the breeding
cycle and fecundity statisties can be used
to determine the number of additional ani-
mals who would not ordinarily be
spayed, that must be spayed to reduce the
population by the number required.
Surprisingly, Plumb’s paradigms indicate
that an amazingly small number of addi-
tional spays must be done to reduce the
gurplus. Plumb’s population statisties indi-
cate that less than 2% of the dog-owning
public are responsible for the surplus pop-
ulation.

So all we have to do is assess the
surplus, zap it with some math model,
do a spay or three and solve our prob-
lem?

It is more complex than that of course.
Once you have ascertained the amount of
the surplus, you must account for the
sources of the surplus so you know it will
work and where to direct your resources.

——l

i : <BACKGROUND ¢ - ;

In the gummer iof 19921 (Margaret Cleek) was. dragged-off to a task’
fcrce meemng on: pet overpopu}atmn by # fnend i planped on keep-
get mvalved inany actlwt:es at that tlme ]

Tiwas: appa]led to discover that the issue. of animal welfare and
overpopulatmn_was ‘not being addressed;.atid the real agends for the:
folks who had laid the grovndWork for the task force was a. mandatory
spaylneuter ordmance and reedmg ‘ban. Naof one to keep my mouth
shut, I addressed the task foree, critieizing ite ineffective group
process, dnd noting the lack of goal definition and prublem solving

activity, I accused them of spending an’ inordinate amount of ime on

unimpartaritdgues and trying to raifroad: through the breeding ban.

“The riext: day a Humane Officer visited my home on an animal

heglect complsunfﬁ t.hou h 1 was assured that. it was Just a coinci-

There wasa’ good_grapevme, w:thm hnurs I wWas coni;acted by Bev-_
Cam ‘' cat breeder, wha had been involved for several months. She |-
arrived: vmh hteraiiy, a box af .artlcles and: materials for me to repd-
‘that had been collected by ‘herself, Sherry Guldager, (a dog: breeder)-

and Nancy Deermg [a cat breeder and tagk force member). -

I am an organizaiional psychelogist and a university professor so I

“have an understandinig of organizational dynamies and I am used to
reading and assimilating information. Bev and Sherry brought me up

to speed in no time: I'got a crash course in the politics of the animal

: rlghts agenda

I was at this point’ advot:atmg a more canciliatory position, but Bev,
and Sherry in partmular, a researcher and & veteran of the ARA

_research wars at her University, convinced mie, with all the literature

they provided, that a “ne compromise™ pesition was appropriate.
- Breeders were not making much progress. We were disappointed in

_thé position taken by the representative from the fancy and we were
‘making little head way againat the ARA's emotional appeal. The

“breeders are scum” mentality wag firmly entrenched amongst the

. ARAs and they were quick to.wave the petitions for a breeding ban
.Signed by “thousands.” I will never forget-the hate evident as a task
: | force member sndrled at me through cleriched teeth, “You're a breeder
- aren’t you?” in-an attempt te unde:rmme any credibility 1, or my pro-

- posala, mlght have As jf they had only-pure motives and I had special

interests!
At this point.I began to:read, assimilate and write up information. I

- was-amazed to find out that there was information available from reli-
- -able sources which: strongly argued that punitive “pay or spay” fees

were not i the best interests of animals or the public health. Informed



For example, let’s say surplus dogs
come from the following sources in the pro-
posed percents indicated in columns A, B,
and C.

TABLE 1
A B C
Pet shops 50% 05% 05%
Irresponsible owners 10% 10% 15%
Shelter returns/offspring 25% 00% 00%
Small scale breeders 05% 60% 10%
Large scale breeders 05% 20% 65%
Poor who can't afford spay 05% 05% 05%
Responsible dog owners 00% 00% 00%

100% 100% 100%

Represented above are hypothetical dis-
tributions of dog population for purposes of
illustration.

The source (percentages) of the animals
tells us where to address our efforts to
solve the problem. If situation A were the
case, then the way to solve the problem
would be to require that all dogs sold in
pet shops or adopted from shelters be
spayed or neutered since this is where the
bulk of the animals come from. If situation
B were the case, a ban on breeding would
be justified. If C were the case, the large
commercial breeders should be targeted.
The principles of statistical quality control
in industry apply—you can't fix a problem
unless you know what is causing the prob-
lem. The sources of variance have to be
identified and the appropriate solution
applied. If situation A were the case, and
you banned breeding, there could be little
impact in terms of reducing the numbers
killed because the breeders are not the
source for the surplus animals in this situ-
ation. In all the hypothetical cases, respon-
sible owners are not contributing to the
problem, so punitive license fees would not
be justified.

Do we have any data to show
where our problems lie?

In Sacramento, not yet, but it is in
process. Plumb has collected data for sev-

eral years which indicate where the prob-
lem lies. He has data for Butte County and
limited data for Sacramento.

Plumb’s data indicate that the percent
distribution of dog population from the
various sources are as follows:

Irresponsible

(i.e., those who don't care) ................
Small Scale Breeders....ccovoieeneivevcvecenee
Commercial Breeders ......
Poverty level pet owners

He concludes:

There are sufficient number of dog own-
ers with incomes so low as to preciude
their altering their pets even though they
would gladly do so if they had the means,
to completely account for surplus. We need
to provide low-cost spay programs, and
remove obstacles such as fear (many asso-
ciate humane groups with animal control
and are afraid of being ticketed), trans-
portation needs...and on and on. (Plumb
1992).

Se, if we combine irresponsible pet own-
ers and the poverty level pet owner, we see
that 70% of our pet dogs and undoubtedly
more than 70% of cur surplus dog problem
comes from these sources.

But how come low cost spay/neuter
programs haven’t solved the problem?

Because low cost spay/meuter programs
are not reaching the target population. It
would appear that the people who are
using these services are people who would
have, and can afford to spay their animals
at their own expense, but opted to save a
few bucks. Those truly needing the service
are, for whatever reasons, disenfranchised
from the service, What is needed is a plan
to reach these pet owners and empower
and enable them to spay and neuter their
animals. Potting, a “Spay your Pet” sticker
on your BMW and driving it down Gold
River Road is not going to do the trick!

We would suggest that most veterinari-
ans have been reluctant te offer lower-cost

spay/neuter because they recognize that
the people taking advantage of these ser-
vices would have and could have paid fair
price for these services. If we could assure
the veterinary community that the low-
cost spays they provide would not other-
wise be performed we would predict a
greater willingness to participate.

So you are saying that low income
pet owners may be largely responsible
for the problem and we need to help
these people get spay services?

Yes! Ask Animal Control if they per-
ceive this as an issue—see where the bulk
of their ealls and litter pickups come from
and you will get initial confirmation. In
the near future reliable statistics will be
available,

Spaying the family pet, of necessity,
cannot be a high priority budget item for
low income families; many times the pets
are strays who are fed, but remain mar-
ginal “members” of the family; we need to
reach these owners and let them know
that help is available.

8o if these animals are not inten-
tionally bred, breeding bans and
punitive license fees will not solve the
problem,

Right! Plumb’s work as well as common
gense dictate that only increased spays in
the target population will solve the prob-
lem.

But if we stop intentional breeding
of purebreds won't more of the unin-
tentional randomly bred dogs be
adopted from shelters?

The “trickle down” theory works no bet-
ter for dogs than it did for Reaganomics.
People choose to own purebred dogs for dif-
ferent reasons than mixed breeds. We do
not believe that the birth of a wanted,
healthy, planned, purebred puppy dis-
places a shelter animal.

You don’t think intentional breed-
ing of purebreds contributes to the
numbers of shelter animals?

Reputable purebred fanciers, have

e

and humane individualy suggested that suck programs penalize Rind-

ness:and would lead ‘to great: suffering for animals: Public Health:
focused individuals pmnted out that. punitive: hcense structures would -
undermiine ‘the main purpose of animal agenmes—-rables control.
Epidemmloglc data mdlcated breedmg ba‘ns would have httle impact.

on euthandsia numbers.

- Most importantly, I fouud that most sheiters dld mot havethe hase:

rate dita to indicate the sonrces and status.of animals. These that chd

showed that uhowned feral cats were the biilk of the problem many uf 1
thé animals were not healthy.or sdoptable ind the public was turning |
in aged or infifm pets for veluntary euthanama. A distmctmn between_ :

“surphus” and “unfit"was in order;

‘In short, it became obvious that the pos:tmn of the Animal R:ghts

groups, that breeding Hans weré called for, ‘could noét stand -up to the
Hpht of day. The information that they were providing was not nceu-
rate, yet. we were asaummg that it was. We believed that *the number
of shelter deaths was escalating out of control.” Available data did not
canfirm, this. Even if numbers were incredsing, such figures would

nied to be corrected for hixman population growth in'the area and the’

ammals had to be categurized. We needed to do our homework.

"I compiled the information and proposed 4 study on ‘shelter demo-'
graphics, since our area did not have the information needed to assess |

the probiem-or evalnate any intervention.; Later, 1 decided we needed a

position paper to educate the Board of Supervisors and the staff
involved in; mskmg recommendations. I-did a rough draft.and.Bev and
Sherry and-T got logether to refine and structure the .document: The
result was: the followmg position paper—and that Sherry caught my

: terrlble cold. -

Each: County Supervisof, City Council Member and involved Staff
Memberreceived the position paper and a bullet format” cover page

" with major points highlighted. We also had follow-up-meetings with

evaryone to assure the paper was reviewed and’ pomts understood, We

: feel thiat the work we did had 4 strong impact on the outecome. We
- heard staff and the: officialé use our words and concepts in their com-
_thénts. The county established a database on animal demographies as
‘pet.our comments and recogmzed action without baseline data was iil-

advised.
-As per the task farce recommendations, the County agreed that

animals adapted from. the shelter be altered ‘prior to adoption at the

expense-of the adopter, We consider this a good thing. The minority

“task force recommended a punitive licerise structure and breeder per-
‘mits, and evthanasia reduction goals, The scariest peint for me was
" that they wan!:ed euthanasia reduction goals. It was hard to convines

the officials, who had the mind set that goals are good, that goals were
inappropriate. We convinced them that goals could not be set without

the base rate data toidentify the source of the probiem.
——



quality breeding stock which is tested
clear for genetic disease and of sound tem-
perament. They sell pets on spay and
neuter contracts so that buyers do not
have breeding rights to the animals. For
reputable breeders, the commitment to the
buyer extends past the sale, All reputable
breeders take back animals that caunot be
kept by their owners and re-place them in
suitable homes. These animals are not
“surplus.”

There are people who own registered
purebred dogs, usually of inferior stock,
and sell them as “AKC registered.” The
commitment to the buyer ends at the point
of sale and owners are not required to
spay/neuter animals purchased. These
“Backyard Breeders” are not generally
willing or able to take back animals which
can no longer be kept by the buyer.

There are large-scale out-of-state comn-
mercial breeders and/or puppy mill opera-
tions that supply pet stores. They do not
require spay/neuter nor do they take back
dogs which are subsequently unwanted by
the buyer.

“Backyard Breeders” and puppy mills
do contribute to pet surplus because
national figurea indicate about 2% of the
shelter population is purebred.
Educational efforts aimed at making the
purebred buyer aware of how to identify a
reputable breeder, and that AXC registra-
tion does not mean quality per se, will help
to reduce the market for backyard and
commercial stock.

Why are reputable breeders so
opposed to breeder permits?

Because we know that it would not
work and we know the agenda of the
Animal Rights Activists. Animal Rights
Activists are well aware that eurrent zon-
ing and use laws could be used to make it
impossible to obtain permits, and they are
then one step closer to the goal of eliminat-
ing the breeding of dogs and cats. The rea-
son reputable breeders are so opposed to
punitive license fees, and spay neuter ordi-

nances is that they realize that the com-
mercial breeders would be exempt, and the
irresponsible breeders wouldn'’t care. The
true targets of these laws are the rep-
utable breeders who do not contribute to
shelter kills.

You feel that reputable breeders
are not responsible for the suffering
of surplus animals?

That is correct. Let me put it to you this
way, you give birth to and raise two happy
healthy children who are much loved and
well cared for. Does the fact that you gave
birth to these children result in a battered
child and the child in India who labors in a
textile factory? The logic is the same.

However, while we do not accept blame
for the pet overpopulation problem, we
would like to accept responsibility for the
solution. We are not prepared to stand by
and let the Animal Rights Activists impose
their minority opinion on the majority.
Nor will we tolerate the “breeder bashing”
which takes place. Animal Rights activists
hurl epithets such as “murderer” and
“pimp" at reputable breeders; often in set-
tings where ostensibly overpopulation
issues are supposed to he addressed. We
find this every bit as offensive as racial
and ethnic slurs. We feel that they are
entitled to hold their beliefs, but not to
impose them on others with the enactment
of sometimes unconstitutional laws nor to
insult and berate people who do not
espouse their beliefs. The last time we
checked, the constitution was still in
effect!

If only a very small percentage are
responsible for the surplus, how come
the problem is get{ing worse and
worse?

Whoa, let’s get something straight; the
problem is not getting worse and worse.
The Animal Rights Agenda, July 1992,
reports a drep from 20 million to less than
6 million sheiter kills in the last ten yveara.
The American Humane Association pre-
sents similar statistics eonfirming this

position.

Some pecple are not aware of these
facts; others are aware of them but choose
to present the picture that there is a crisis
situation and pet breeding is out of con-
trol. The fact is that we have made signifi-
caIit progress in surplus population con-
trol.

Since things have improved so
much, why are we being told there is
a crisis, and coercive legislation and
breeding bans are the only way to go?

To understand this requires about six
hours of background reading!

In a nutshell, in the last 20 years or so,
many humane organizations have shifted
focus from concern for animal welfare to
concern for animal rights. Animal Rights
proponents are anti-pet ownership, They
believe that all animals have rights as do
humans, and therefore they view animal
ownership as immoral as slavery. One of
the stated goals of the Animal Rights
Movement is to eliminate the breeding of
all “companion animals” {they consider the
word “pet” insulting) and to eliminate all
ownership of animals (we could serve as
“guardians” for existing strays until the
populations were eliminated). Presenting a
sense of a crisis out of control enables the
Animal Rights groups to enact restrictive
legislation—the real goal of which is not
understood by the general public or even
the “worker bees” of the movement.

It must be further understood, that suc-
cess in soliciting donations is directly pro-
portional to the perceived magnitude of
the problem—no problem, no donation.
Fueling the fires of “pet population hyste-
ria” gerves the need of some organizations
to garner donations to combat a problem
presented as intractable. This also setves
the political agenda of the Radical Animal
Rights Activist who wishes to enact coer-
cive legislation to restrict and tax pet own-
ership out of existence.

Are you saying that the killing of
surplus animals is not the main focus

D ——

Goals are the most critical of coneerns.:Given the demographics.of

the surplus problem, goals are impossible to.meet. Goals are a tremen-
dous threat, as.the ARAs couple them with “if; tk : F
leave the door open. for bang and moratorivms. Remember that even a

3 to 5 year moratorium on bréedmg’ would: Wipe; out the breeding pro-
grams of most fanmers, seven years.could wipe put some breeds, and in

as few-as 12 years purebred dogs would be aliminated.: Goals, which

appear.to be the most innoeuous. of their proposals are the: “foot:in. the
door™ to endet the most destructwe of propusals Dnnt t.hmk hhey' :

haven't figured-this put.

Even to the bitter end the ARA Ietter ca.mpmgn was in’ qu swing '
to support a Breeding Ban. I wis. told that 1,300 lettérs were sent to-
the Supervisors: in-the’ week prior: to the voté and ads were placed in.

the paper urging the public to write or cdll to “stap the killing.” ‘They

also targeted the financially motivated; st.atmg that it was costing the -
pubhc “millions.” Put thére was no breeding’ han or spay or pay provi-
sion adopted and no. goal setting; Most 1mportantly, 1 think-wé have:
educated our bfficials, which shotld helpus inthe foture, and the data-

base may helpy to affect posmve outcomes for ammals.

- (hir position-and’ actions were not popular with all members of the__
fancy, espedally: those who think we:should show 6ur concern: by “eom.:-

promising,” or aceépt permit fees and punitive license structures. Some

have Iabelad us the “Radmal R:ght, and consxder ug:a threat to the-

if, then” proposals which. .

fancy because we urge no compromise or accommodation, Actually, the
position is very much left, and I am convinced and can demonstrate
with available social science research that a non-accommodation strat-
egy is in order.

* Those who propose comproxmae or accommedatmn are either unin-
formed or driven by guilt. If ¥bu believe yon atre responsible for the

.deaths of sheltér animals, then the only ethi¢dl response is to stop

bréeding. If you believe that what you do is of value and good, then.

_gtand firm and do not yield to their guilt-inducing tactics.

- All are welcome to0 use the information compiled if you cite it prop-
erly. I hope it helps,

March 2, 1999 (position paper)

When all was said and done, Bacramenic County did not adopt:the
breedmg ban or-“spay or. pay” ordmance that the Animal Activist
groups wanted: so badly.

But the so-called Animal Rights Actmsts (ARA’s) barely missed a
beat, Within days: of the Sacramento vote, a news report on Chanriel
18 (KXTV) News was discussing pet overpopulatmn in Stanaslans
County, .suggesting that a.mandatory spay/neuter ordinance “like the
one recently adopted in Sacrmnento Caunty” was necessary Next vic-
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of Animal Rights Activists?

Bingo! We call this a “mongoose tactic.”
The mongoose distracts its vietim by wav-
ing its tail. While its victim is busy attack-
ing the tail, the business end of the mon-
goose is accomplishing the kill. While we
think that Animal Rights Activists are
concerned with the welfare of animals,
their real purpose is te foree us all by law
to conform to their belief system, While we
think we are addressing the needs of our
pets, they are laying the groundwork to
enact their agenda to tax and ban pet own-
ership out of existence.

They are well-funded, and well-orga-
nized, and are more than eager to let oth-
ers pay the price for the laws they enact.
Please read the information provided in
the attachments; see what they have cost
us in the areas of animal research, fur,
hunting, ete. They wish to ultimately elim-
inate the use of all animals for any pur-
pose including meat, dairy and egg produc-
tion, They wish to ban by law all com-
merce in animale and all animal agricul-
ture. They are affecting these changes
through legislation. In recent years they
have met with limited success at the
Federal and State level, so are currently
targeting various mpunicipalities. What is
happening in our community is part of a
nationally organized movement and people
from outside our community have spear-
headed 1t. Their tactic is to whittle away,
wearing at our officials inch by inch, all
the time using emotional appeal and fabri-
cated statistics, until finally they yield.
Animal Rights Activists are noted for their
slick media releases and “chain” phone
and letter campaigns which are designed
to give the impression of a mass movement
and a broad base of support.

So the “spay or pay” plans of the
Animal Rights groups are part of a
hidden agenda?

Yes. One that is not aimed at surplus
population control. In fact Plumb predict-
ed, and the facts now availabie support

that “these plans penalize kindness {feed-
ing and caring for strays) and puts pet
ownership out of reach financially for
those in most need of the benefits of pet
ownership—companionship for the poor,
including children and the elderly.” Such
legislation targets the “98% of dog owners
who do not breed...(and) is the height of
irresponsibility in crafting legislation.”
(Plumb, 1992)

Fund for Animals provides literature
titled “How to Initiate a Breeding Ban in
your Community.” Note that the title is
not “How to sclve pet overpopulation.”
Animal Rights Activists have chosen to
ignore demonsirably effective programs
in leu of their solutions which have
proven expensive and ineffective in terms
of reducing overpopulation, but effective in
terms of their mission to make it more
expensive for people to own pets. The evi-
dence indicates that their agenda costs
munidcipalities large sums of money and is
ineffective in reducing surplus population.

But hasn't the San Mateo
Ordinance been successful?

Ha! The statistics now available from
San Mateo indicate the following:
Number of Breeding Permits

sold 18 at 25. = 450
Enforcement costs = 33,920
Revenue lost because of drop

in dog licensing plus other

minor income and losses <or= 18,000
When all was said and done

the result: Net loss 46,370

BUT MORE IMPORTANTLY,
EUTHANASIA RATES HAVE
INCREASED!! THIS IS WHAT
PLUMB PREDICTED AND WHAT
AVANZINO (SFSPCA) WARNED
ABOUT.

Even with aggressive canvassing
license compliance has been low. Fewer
people licensed dogs and only 600 cat
licenses (574 were for cats adopted from
PHS.) were purchased. The cat population
is estimated to be over 13,000!

THE SAN MATEO ORDINANCE
HAS PROVEN EXPENSIVE AND
INEFFECTIVE.

And what about King County?
Check the sources reporting success
and you will see that this is nothing more

than Animal Rights propaganda. These
“solutions” were not even implemented
when the Animal Rights groups were tout-
ing their success. Legislation such ag San
Mateo and King County is planned to fail.
Then the Animal Rights activists can get
back in our faces to argue for even
stronger laws because existing ones have
not solved the problem!

We find it interesting that San Mateo
was touted as the “model program”——until
the hard facts confirming its failure and
outrageous costs were published. Since
then we hear nothing of San Mateo, but
the King County ordinance is lauded. Ina
year, when it too has been exposed as a
failure, will they move on to hoast of
another county with a “model program”
Just waiting to drain the county’s funds
and drain energy from more vital civic con-
cerns—let us hope that county is not
Sacramento!

How come we have not been able to
solve this problem before?

Because the Humane groups and the
Animal Rights Activists have been run-
ning the show. The rest of us blindly trust-
ed that they knew what they were doing.
We never adequately researched the fiter-
ature and therefore bought inte the propa-
ganda. It turns out that a few individuals
have actually been researching the prob-
lem and have proposed solutions using
methods and data from the physical and
social sciences, such as Epidemiology and
Population Modeling. Animal Rights
Activists choose to ignore these demon-
strable solutions, becavse they are more
interested in furthering their goals than in
solving the problem. Some Humane groups
have a vested interest in maintaining the
perception of the problem as being out of

—

Thus, the ARAs moved on from one targeted county to another, as
is typical of their tactics. A King County, Washington ordinance was
predicated on the “success” of a Sani Maieo ordinance, Sacramento was
urged to adopt an ordinance similar to the “model” King County

Ordinance, and now Stanaslaus County is urged to adopt a°

spay/neuter ordinance as per Sacramento County. In fact, the San
Mateo ordinance is a failure both in terms of fiscal and humane impact
(8an Mateo Report Card, Hand et al., Nov. 1982}, and the King County
Ordinance was not even enzcted when its success was being cited. As
for Sacramento, mandatory sterilizatien applies only to animals adopt-
ed from shelters, ) ' '

“Pet Population Control Task Force,” or Bresding Conrtrol
Ordinances are part of a nationa! movement spearheaded by a minori-
ty special interest group. Slick media releases which incite the public,
and “chain” phone and petition campaigns give the impression of a
broad base of support.at the community level.

Many in support of such ordinances are not aware of the stated
goals of ARA groups. The espoused issue for these organizers, is the
killing of animals at control facilities and shelters. The real issue, is
the ARA's stated goal to eliminate the breeding and ownership of dogs
and cats. .

I call this a “mongpose tactic.” The mongoose distracts its victim by
waving its tail. While the victim is attacking the tail, the business end
of the mongoose is accomplishing the kill. While we think we are

attacking pet overpopulation, they are laying the groundwork to elimi-
nate the breeding, sale and ownership of cats and dogs.

The killing of animals is the emotional version used to get breeding
restricted—just as leg-hold traps was the vehicle used to affect our
attitudes toward wearing fur. Fund for Animals provides literature
titled “How to Enact s Breeding Ban in Your Community.” Note that

" the title is not “How to Solve Pet Overpopulation.”

A Fund for Animals organizer has heen quoted as saying that she

" wishes to make the breeding of animals as reprehensible in the eyes of

the public as the wearing of fur.
The bread and butter of Animal Activism is the prometion of crisis
to attract attention. The activists claim the pet population is explod-

ing, and the death toll is out of control. In fact it was reported in the

Animal’s Agenda July 1992 that there was a drop from 20 million to
less than-6 million shelter kills in the last ten years. It reports that
many activists feel this dramatic reduction should not be made known

‘to the public.

With any cause, sconer or later the mission shifts, and altruism is
replaced with money, power, and politics. The Animal Rights move-
ment is no longer addressing animal welinre. It is a special-interesi
lobby, focused on its own agenda, the goals of which are not known to
the average person.

Radical ARAs are anti-pet ownership. Stated goals of the move-
ment are to eliminate the breeding of dogs and cats, to outlaw the

—_—



control!

So research has actually been
done?

Yes, there is research available and
several researchers are currently gearing
up to conduct further studies. A research
resource is available right down the road
at ©JC Davis in the School of Veterinary
Medicine, Epidemiclogy Department. This
research needs to be applied to solve the
problem, Hysteria, blame, and expensive
and ill-conceived coercive legislation does
not contribute to a solution.

Researchers have applied scientific
analysis of the data using mathematieal
models to predict pet population growth
and distribution. Anyone interested in
solutions should read these studies (refer-
ences are provided in attachments). But
solutions are not¢ the objective of the
Animal Rights groups, they have different
goals.

The bread and butter of Animal
Activism is the promotion of a perception
of crisis to attract attention. Plumb refers
to this as “Commotion, Emotion and
Donation.” While money is poured into
solicitation of donations and efforts to
enact legislation, the people who really
need spay services are not reached. In
short, the rich get gala events, T-shirts
and bumnper stickers, and the poor get
puppies and kittens.

So what d¢ you recommend?

(et the data needed to assess the prob-
lem and then direct existing resources to
where they will do the most good.

Competent researchers in the commu-
nity have offered to develop the software

necessary to establish the data bases need-
ed to determine the source of the problem
at no cost to the city/county. When the
problem is identified, an action plan can be
initiated that will solve the problem, With
limited ammunition a shotgun approach is
ili-advised; with the proper data and mod-
els, a targeted solution is possible. We
need the following course of action:
RESEARCH PROBLEM DIAGNOSIS -
PRESCRIPTION - ACTION PLAN

Rather than draining existing resources
or drawing resources from other critical
issues, let’s obtain the information we
need to approach the problem effectively.

Again to quote Rowan in the
Journal of the American Veterinary
Association, 1991;

Shelter programs need to recognize
that without such data and subsequently
evaluation of the effectiveness of their pro-
grams they are destined to continue to
struggle with an endless flow of unwanted
animals. The money spent on an annual
survey may mean that, initially, less time
is devoted to education or that fewer stray
animals are handled. In the long run, how-
ever, the survey is likely to be a more effi-
cient use of resources and may also
strengthen the support for municipal ani-
mal control programs.

To enact any type of ordinance or coer-
cive legislation which is costly to the
municipality in this economic environ-
ment, without the information needed to
assess its impact, would be the height of
legislative irresponsibility.
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genetic manipulation .of spemes (i.&:, séleétive breeding-of purebreeds);
and outlaw. all commerce: in ammals {from-“Politics of Animal
L1beratlon, ‘Kin Bartlett, Animal's Agenda, chember - 1987).

Amid the Animal: Activist’s hidden agendas and demagoguery,-

problem focus amd solutions arve lost. Hystena, blaming. hidden agen-
das, and jllconceived, and costly edereive: legialation will: not: solve the
prablem of surpl&s animals, Determmed applxcataon of avaﬂable
kﬂawletlge Wil

“Research in the ﬁelds of Eplde:mology and Pupu}atmn Modehng
mdlcat,e it 13 pusslble to’ reduce the surplus pet populatmn and the
killing. - e
Certam facts must be: understood howaver Maug ammals are
euthanized: becaige: of aggressmn, sther behavioral: problems, injury,
age; and illness: Any species has. individuals who are unfit to survive
in:the wild: the unfit are eateti or starve. In: ‘the pet population, the
unfit: are humanelv deatmyed ’I‘hus we can never have ' zerg death
.rjate

We need to know what prapomon are surplus lnlIs and what pro-
portmn gre‘euthanized becziise:they are unfit. We also need.to kaow
the source of the: surplus Kills, so that resources can be targeted.

Rowran: (1991) in a paper. pubhshed in-the Journal of the American.
Veterinary: Medzcai Assocmtaon, notes that most shelters have not kept

thig mformatlon

- What: dita is avmlable, mdlcabes that raudom—bred stray and feral _:

ammals are the source of the surplus. Mandgtory spay/meuter legisla-

tiot could hot replace the surplug killing-unless we coitld get the ani<
maly udowoed; or gwned by 1rresponsxble people to turn t;hemselves i

for sterilization.

The conceptual hnkl and causai reIatwnshms that the. Ammal
Rights folks make are generally fau_]_ty Given that random breeding
and feral animals are the source:of the. problem, proposing legisiation
which affects the visible breeder of purposely bred animals has as
mauch: logic as proposing we solve vur teen pregnancy problem by lock-
ing up all the seniors attending exclusive private girls’ schools.

In Sacramento, ARAs used emotional appeal and letter and phone
campaigns as usual, but the staff'at Animal Centrol and the County.
Supervisors considered the facts and information available and: acted:
in line'with logic and teason, ratherthan emation a.nd hyperbole.

" Constructive: action ‘to address the: problem was taken. The Ccunty
will not adopt out unaltered animals. Nassar-and Fluke (1991) in the

-Journal of the American Veterinary Association - predict a 25%.drop i

a community’s cat population in five yéars and a 50% drop in fifteen

_years with this policy. Animal Control immediately established a pet
.demographics data base to determine thie source and scope of our prob-

lem, Their-action was informed, responmble and in the best mterest of

. the community. -

But the ARAs are st} out there, with arguments long on emotion

“but short on’ logie: Let us not go for the mongoose’s tail, and instead

use.the knowledge available to really solve pet overpopulation.

Reprinted from “Champions” April 23, 1993
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Spay-or-pay
juggernaut
rolls on to

next county

Margaret Anne Cleek is an associate professor in
the School of Business Administration at California
State University, Sacramento, and a member of the
Alaska Malamute Club of America.

By Margaret Anne Cleek

HEN ALL was said and done, Sacramento
County did not adopt the breeding ban or
“gpay or pay” ordinance that the animal
rights activists wantéd. But that hasn’t stopped the
animal rights activists from claiming that the county
did. Lo
Within days of the vote, 2 news report on Channel
10 (KXTV) was discussing pet overpopulation in Stan-
islaus County, suggesting that a mandatory spay/neu-
ter ordinance “like the one recently adopted in Sacra-
mento County” was necessary. )
That kind of misinformation has become all too com-
mon as the activists move from one targeted county to
the next. An ordinance in King County, Wash., for ex-
ample, was predicated on the alleged “success” of a
San Mateo ordinance. Sacramento, in turn, was urged
to adopt an ordinance similar to the “model” King
County ordinance. Now Stanislaus County is being
lobbied to adopt a spay/neuter ordinance that's sup-
posed to be like Sacramento’s. ]
In faci, the San Mateo ordinance is a failure both in
terms of fiscal and humane impact. After nine months
in operation, members of the county task force there
reported that only 18 breeding permits had been sold,
enforcement costs totaled $33,920, and revenues frorp
dog licenses had fallen $18,000. The King County ordi-
nance hadn't even been enacted when activists were
touting its success here. And as for Sacramento Coun-
ty, mandatory sterilization undeér the new ordinance
applies only to animals adopted from shelters.

HE BREAD and butter of animal activism is fo-

menting 8 perception of crisis. Te promote

their current interest in breeding-control ordi-
nances, activists seek to create an impression that the
pet population is exploding, and the death toll in shel-
ters is escalating out of control.

But in July 1992, the Animal Agenda, published by
the Animal Rights Network, reported that there had
been a drop from 20 million to less than 6 million shei.
ter kills in the last 10 years. The American Humane
Association presents similar statistics confirming this
report. The Animal] Agenda notes that many activists
feel it is better not to mention this dramatic reduction

to the public. L s_,

‘W,

W o

Pet population control and the Kiiilng of animais at
shelters isn't even the primary interest of the more
radical elements of the animal rights movement. It’s
just an emotional vehicle for advancing ‘a broader
agenda of anti-pet ownership. ’

The stated goals of this movement seek to curtail
the breeding of dogs and cats for both pets and pure-
breds and to put an end to all commerce in animals,

_That'’s from the “Politics of Animal Liberation” by Kim

Bartlett in the Animal Agenda, November 1987. In-
grid Newkirk, leader of People for the Ethical Treat-
ment of Animals, equates pet ownership with the en-
slavement of Africans and demands that we serve only
as “guardians” until the “companion animal” popula-
tion has been eliminated. X

Amid this kind of demagoguery, problem focus and
solutions are lost. Encouraging hysteria and costly co-
ercive legislation will not solve the problem of surplus
animals. But the determined application of knowledge
can.

Many animals are euthanized because of aggression
or other behavioral problems invelving injury, age and
illness. Every species has individuals that are unfit to

. survive; in the wild population they are eaten or driv-

en off to starve. In the pet population they are hu-
manely destroyed. Thus, we can never have a zero
death rate.

E HAVE to know what proportion of the an-

imals disposed of at shelters are surplus

population kills and what proportion are
euthanized because they are old, sick or anti-social.
We also need to know where the surplus animals are
coming from. Unfortunately, most shelters have not
recorded this information.

Once the source and size of the surplus population is
ascertained, we can begin to apply the results of re-
search in the fields of epidemiology and population
modeling to reduce the killing. Fertility rates, for ex-
ample, can be used to determine the number of addi-
tional animals in the target population that must be
spayed, : .

What data there is on these questions indicates that
random-bred, stray and feral animals are responsible
for most of the surplus population problem. Mandato-
ry spay/neuter legislation consequently would not do
much to reduce the surplus killing unless we could get
all of the animals that are unowned or owned by irre-
sponsible people to turn themselves in for steriliza-
tion. On the other hand, legisiation that affects the
breeder of purebred animals, which is what the ani-
mal rights activists proposed, makes no sense. ,

In Sacramento, activists resorted to emotional ap-

-peals and letter and phone campaigns. But the staff at

Anima] Control and the eounty supervisors considered
the facts and applied logic and reason, rather than
emotion and hyperbole. As a result, the county will no
longer adopt out unaltered animals.

Recent studies in the Journal of the American Vet-
erinary Medical Association predict this approach will
produce a 25 percent drop in a community’s cat popu-
lation in five years, and a 50 percent drop in 15 years.
Meanwhile, Animal Control is setting up a pet demo-
graphics data base to determine the true source and
scope of our problem. .

Rather than draining existing resources or drawing
funds away from other critical needs, the county opted
to obtain the information wq need to approach the sur-
plus pet population problem effectively. That action
isn’t what the activists wgnted, but it was informed,
responsible and in the best interest of the community.
Speci?l to The Bee?‘




