MEMORANDUM

TO: Board of County Commissioners

FROM: Rachel Brown, Deputy County Attorney /(jl?

DATE: February 26, 2013

RE: Second Public Hearing for The Santa Fe Animal Control Ordinance: An

Ordinance Governing the Duties of Animal Owners and Others,
Impoundment of Animals and Issuance of Permits, Defining Offenses and
Establishing Penalties Related to Animals, and Repealing Santa Fe County
Ordinances 1981-7, 1982-7, 1990-8 and 1991-6 and Santa Fe County
Resolution 1982-28.

In November the Board of County Commissioners (the BCC) authorized publication of
title and general summary of an ordinance intended to replace Ordinance 1991-6, the
Santa Fe County Animal Control Ordinance. The proposed ordinance addresses licensing
of animals, offenses involving animals, and administration of the ordinance by the
Sheriff’s Department. The BCC requested that staff schedule two public hearings on the
draft ordinance. The first public hearing took place on January 29, 2013 and the second
public hearing is scheduled for February 26, 2013.

Attached hereto as Exhibit A is the draft ordinance presented to the BCC on November
14, 2012 with revisions which were proposed at the January 29, 2013 meeting noted
using the track changes feature of Word. The proposed revisions were compiled as a
result of public comment, input from the Sheriff’s Department, and to incorporate general
editorial corrections. Additional public comment has since been provided along with the
feedback given by members of the public during the January 29, 2013 hearing.

As previously noted, the most substantial differences between this draft ordinance and the
1991 Animal Control Ordinance are:

1. An expanded definitions section;

More detailed minimum standards of care for animals are set forth, including
enclosure guidelines;

3. The provision governing restraint of animals has been modified to prohibit animal
owners from utilizing voice command rather than a physical method of restraint
for animals;

4. Provisions governing feral cats are included, and those wishing to care for feral
cats are allowed to obtain a feral cat colony permit authorizing the permit holder
to feed feral cats on a certain property. Those without an established colony are
prohibited from feeding and caring for feral cats;

5. The types of available permits have expanded to include a permit for an owner
desirous of maintaining more than ten pets, breeders permits, permits for guard
dogs maintained at a home, and permits for animal rescues and pet shelters;



6. Cat owners are required to obtain licenses for their animals;

7. Owners can now be cited for having a dangerous animal, where previously only
owners with vicious animals were subject to citation. Dangerous animals are
those whose unprovoked behavior requires a defensive action by a person or
animal, which causes injury to a person, or which poses a significant hazard to the
public because ofits poisonous bite or sting;

8. Procedures respectful of the due process rights of antmal owners are established;

9. Veterinarians are asked to provide Animal Control with a monthly report on
rabies vaccinations so that the County or its licensing agent can contact pet
owners to purchase an animal license;

10. Spay and neuter provisions were included to encourage spaying and neutering of
all animals;
11, Fees and penalties were adjusted to accommodate current costs of administering

an animal control program, taking into consideration fees and penalties of
surrounding jurisdictions, and to motivate spaying and neutering.

The following is a summary of the major proposed revisions presented at the January 29,
2013 hearing:

1. Both sheriff’s deputies and animal control officers will have authority to enforce the
ordinance;

2. The provision governing animals that bite people now comports with state law by
requiring that the biting animal be quarantined for a period of ten day;

3. Dogs and cats that cannot be spayed or neutered for verified health reasons must still
be licensed at the rate charged for an altered animal license;

4, Dangerous dogs must be registered, as required by State law,

5. Provisions which could have been interpreted to require fencing of livestock have
been clarified;

6. The term “Professional Animal Care Permit” applies to permits for kennels, grooming
parlors, pet shops, pet shelters, breeders, animal rescues, persons using a guard dog, and
persons maintaining more than ten (10) dogs and/or cats on their property;

7. A permit for more than ten animals on property is only necessary when the ten
animals are dogs and/or cats;

8. Requirements for individuals maintaining a guard dog at a residence were modified
include many of the safety precautions required of individuals maintaining a guard dog
on commercial property;

9. Minimum application requirements for breeder’s permits were added;

10. The provision governing litter permits was modified to clarify that it is intended for
unintentional litters only;

11. Contact information is provided for those required to provide notice to the County
under the proposed ordinance.

In addition to modifications to the ordinance, the fee schedule was modified prior to the
January 29, 2013 hearing and that modified schedule is attached hereto as Exhibit B.
The schedule was modified so that the permit for Professional Animal Care now
encompasses permits for kennels, grooming parlors, pet shops, pet shelters, breeders,



animal rescues, persons using a guard dog, and persons maintaining more than ten (10)
dogs and/or cats on their property. Additionaily the fee schedule was revised to eliminate
the fee for a feral cat colony permits, and a fee has included for registration of a
dangerous dog. A copy of the originally proposed fee schedule with the January 29, 2013
proposed modifications noted using track changes is attached as part of Exhibit B.

Attached as Exhibit C is a chart comparing current fees set forth in the Animal Control
Ordinance, the proposed fees for the new ordinance, and the fees charged by the City of
Santa Fe for similar licenses, permits and offenses. The chart and the draft ordinance
were posted on the County website in November.

Attached as Exhibit D are additional written public comments received following
preparation of the packet for the January 29, 2013 hearing.
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THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF SANTA FE COUNTY

ORDINANCE NO. 2012-

THE SANTA FE COUNTY ANIMAL CONTROL ORDINANCE:

AN ORDINANCE GOVERNING THE DUTIES OF ANIMAL OWNERS, AND OTHERS
IMPOUNDMENT OF ANIMALS; AMND-ISSUANCE OF PERMITS;; DEFINING
OFFENSES; AND-ESTABLISHING PENALTIES-REEATED TO-ANIMALS, AND
REPEALING SANTA FE COUNTY ORDINANCES 1981-7, 1982-7, 1990-8 AND 19%1-6
AND SANT FE COUNTY RESOLUTION 1982-28

Section One. Short Title, This Ordinance shall be known and may be cited as the “Santa Fe
County Animal Control Ordinance™ or the “Animal Control Ordinance.”

Section Two, Authority. This Ordinance is enacted pursuant to the authority specified in
NMSA 1978, §§ 4-37-3 (1975), 77-1-15.1 {1979), 77-14-4 (1909), 77-18-2 (1987).

Section Three. Purpose and Intent. This Ordinance {s intended to protect animals from
cruelty, neglect, and abuse; protect residents from annoyance and injury; promote the health,
safety, and welfare of residents and animals; require owners to control their animals; establish a
mechanism for financing the functions of licensing, permitting, and control of animals; establish
requirements for spaying and neutering animals to contro! the unintentional reproduction of
animals, reduce the number of unwanted animals, and limit the number of animals that must be
euthanized each year.

Section Four. Definitions, In this Ordinance, “shall” is always mandatory, the masculine
includes the feminine, and the singular includes the plural, where appropriate. The following
definitions shall apply:

A. “Abandonment” or “Abandon” shall mean to intenticnally desert and/or to relinguish
supervision or care of an animal.

B. “Animal” shall mean any dog, cat, or vertebrate (including livestock and excluding
humans).

C. “Animal Services Division” or “ASD" shall mean that division of the County which is
specifically charged with regulating and enforcing the laws and this ordinance dealing
with animal congrol within its jurisdiction.

D. “Animal Services Officer” or “ASO” shall mean an employee of the County, designated
as such by the Sheriff, who has the authority of a peace officer to issue citations for
viclations of this Ordinance and who performs other duties relating to animal services as
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described in this Ordinance.

. “Animal Shelter” shall mean a facility run by the County or any establishment licensed to
do business in the State of New Mexico and, as appropriate, by Santa Fe County or a
relevant municipality within the County, which is under contract to the County for the
care and custody, impoundment, or safe-keeping of animals.

“Bite” shall mean a wound inflicted by the teeth of any animal.
. “Breeder” shall mean a person involved in the breeding of animals,

. “Breeding” shall mean to intentionally cause an animal to reproduce, especially by
controlled mating and selection.

"County” shall mean Santa Fe County, New Mexico, a political subdivision of the State
of New Mexico.

“Cruelty” shall mean causing death or unjustifiable pain or suffering to an animal by an
act, an omission, or neglect.

. “Dangerous Animal” shall mean any one of the following:

1. An animal which, when unprovcked, engages in behavior that requires
a defensive action by a person or animal to prevent bodily injury or
harm to & person or animal provided that the person or the second
animal are not on the premises of the owner or person having custody
of the first animal; or

2. An animal which, when unprovoked, causes injury to a person or
animal by biting or other aggressive behavior; or

(V')

An animal which, because of its poisonous bite or sting, constitutes a
significant hazard to the public.

. “Direct Control” shall mean that an owner or responsible party has an animal in control
on a leash held by or attached to the owner or responsible party.

. “Dog Park” shall mean an officially designated area where dogs are allowed to exercise
and run off leash in a safe, secure environment designated for that purpose.

. “Domestic Livestock™ shall mean any large or smal! livestock, including, but nct limited
to horses, cattle, mules, donkeys, burres, swine, goats, sheep, and fowl, including, but not
limited te, chickens, guinea hens, ducks, turkeys, geese, quail, or pigeons.

- “Enclosed Lot” shall mean any parcel of land or portion thereof in private ownership
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around the perimeter of which a wall or fence has been erected of such a height and
surety so as to retain the species of animal within the bounds for which the fence was
erected.

. “Estray” shall mean any animal which is off its owner’s premises, away from its home, or

not under the control or supervision of the owner or a responsible party, unattended and
running at large.

“Euthanasia of Animals” or “Euthanize” shall mean the act or practice of humanely
ending the life of an animal,

“Exotic Animal” shall mean an animal that is rare or different from ordinary domestic
animals or not indigenous to the State of New Mexice, including skunlks, llamas, birds of
prey, wolf hybrids and the offspring of wild animals crossbred with domestic dogs and
cats, but not including parrots, toucans, or other tame and domesticated birds.

. “Feral” shall mean an anima! that appears domestic but is untamed and uninterested in

human touch, including animals that have returned to an unfamed state or were born into
an environment without human contact.

. “Groeming Parlor” shall mean an establishment, or part thereof, or premmises maintained

for the purpose of; offering cosmetic services to animals for profit or fee.

. “Guard Dog” shall mean a deg that is utilized by its owner to protect property.

. “Impound” shail mean the act, by an ASO or Sheriff's deputy, of picking up and

confining an animal within a shelter or other facility used by the County for the
confinement of szid animal,

“Inhumane” shall mean causing innecessary or intentional pain or suffering to an animal.

. “Kennel” shall mean any establishment or premises where dogs, cats, or other animals

are boarded, bred, kept, bought, sold, traded, let for hire, groomed, or trained for a fee,

. “Leash” shall mean a chain, leather strap, cord, or restraining device sufficient to hold

under control the animal attached thersto. A leash shall be no longer than eight (8) feet,
or twelve (12) feet for training purposes.

“Licensing Agent” shall mean any organization or individual delegated responsibility for
issuing licenses for dogs and cats within Santa Fe County by contract or otherwise.

“Managed Feral Cat Colony” shall mean a population of feral cats that are

properly permiited with the Animal Services Division, live together in a specific location,
share a common food source, are provided food, shelter, neutering, and ear-tipping by a feral
cat colony caretaker who monitors the health of the colony and ensures that existing and

.
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newcomer cats are sterilized, vaccinated against rabies and other chseases as necessa1 Y, and
removed from the colony ifill or injured. :
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BB. “Neuter” shall mean to render an animal permanently sterile and incapable of
reproduction,

CC. “Nuisance” shalf mean, but is not limited to, defecation, urination, disturbing the peace,
emitting noxious or offensive odors, destruction of property or disturbing the property of
another, including the rubbish or trash of a resident, or otherwise endangering or offending
the well-being of the inhabitants of the County

DD. “Owner” shall mean a person who owns, has, keeps, harbors, or knowingly permits an
animal to remain in, on, or about the person’s premises,

EE. *Pet Shep” shall mean any commercial establishment or premises or part thereof
maintained for the purchase, sale, exchange, or hire of animals of any type, including exotic
animals, except that the terim shall not include livestock auctions,

FF. “Premises” shall mean a parcel of land owned, leased, rented, or contrelied by any
person, legal or natural. Premises include all structures, including kennels, mobile homes,
apartments, condominiums, and houses, which are {ocated on a parcel of land.

GG, “Public Place” shall mean an area which is not privately owned and is open to the
public.

HH. “Quarantine” shall mean fo detain or isolate an animal suspected of having a contagious
disease,

[I. “Responsible Party” shall mean a persen under whose care and custody an animal is
placed by the animal’s owner for any period of time.

JJ. “Run at Large,” shall mean to be free of direct control beyond an enclosed 1ot or the
premises or vehicle of an owner or responsible party._Feral cats maintained as part of a
permitted feral cat colony are not running at large,

KK. “Service Animal” shall mean a guide animal or seeing-eye animal, a signal animal, or
other animal individually trained to do work or perform tasks for the benefit of an individual
with a disability, including, but not limited to, guiding individuals with impaired vision,
alerting individuals with impaired hearing to intruders or sounds, providing minimal
protection or rescue work, pulling a wheelchair or fetching dropped items, and-that has
documentation from a valid agency attesting to the training and ability of the animal.

LL. *Spay” shall mean to render a female animal permanently sterile and incapable of
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reproduction.
MM. “Unsafe” shall mean jeopardizing the health or welfare of another person or animal,

NN. “Vaceination” shall mean the protection provided egainst rabies by inoculation with
anti-rabies vaccine recognized and approved by the U.S. Department of Agriculture, Bureau
of Animal Industry, and the State of New Mexico Department of Health pursuant to NMSA
1978, § 77-1-3 as amended, given in amounts sufficient for three years of immunization.

0. “Veterinarian” shall mean a person with a doctor of veterinary medicine degree,
licensed to practice veterinary medicine in New Mexico,

PP. “Vicious Animal” shall mean an animal which kills or severely injures (so as to result in
muscle tears or disfiguring lacerations, require multiple sutures, or corrective or cosmetic
surgery) a person or domesticated animal, but does not include an animal which bites,
attacks, or injures a person or an animal that is unlawfully upon its owner’s premises, or an
animal that is provoked.

QQ. “Wild Animal” shall mean an animal cr species that in its natural lifs is wild,
dangerous, or ferocious and though it may be trained and domesticated, is still dangerous to
persons or animals and has the potential to injure or kill a person or animal. Wild animals,
however domesticated, shall include but are not limited to:

1. Dog family (Canidae), all except domestic dogs, but including wolves, foxes, and
coyotes;

2. Cat family (Felidae) all except the commonly accepted domesticated cats, but

including lions, pumas, panthers, motintain lions, bobeats and ocelots;

Bears (Ursidag), including grizzly bears and brown bears;

Weasels (Mustelidae) all except the commonly aceepted domesticated ferrets, but

includirg the weasel, marten, mink, wolverine, badger, otter, ermine, and mongoose;

Raccoon (Procynnidag), including eastern raccocn, desert raccoon and ring-tailed cat;

Primates {Homidae);

Porcupines (Erthizontidae);

Venomous snakes;

. Venomous lizards, alligators, and crocodiles;

0. Venemous fish and piranha,

L)
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Section Five. Administration, Enforcement, and [mplementation.

A, The Sheriff of Santa Fe County shall be respensible for enforcement of this Ordinance as
provided in NMSA 1978, § 4-37-4(A) (1975).

B, Citations for violations of this Ordinance may be issued by a Sheriff's Deputy. an ASO
designated by the Sheriff, a-cedeenforcement-officerefthe-County, or an employee or
employees of the County designated by the Board of County Commissioners to issue such

5




citations. NMSA 1678, § 4-37-3(B).

C. An ASO with appropriate credentials may be commissioned by the Sheriff as a special
deputy as provided by law and shall have the authority to issue citations for violations of the
licensing provisions of this Ordinance. Such commission may be terminated by the Sheriff at
any time at the Sheriff’s sole discretion.

D. For a violation of this Ordinance commited outside of the presence of a person charged with
enforcement of this Ordinance, the ASD may require that the complaining party submit a
completed complaint form provided by the ASD. The complaint shall include the name and
address of the complainant, the name and address of the animal’s owner, if known, the nature of
the violation, and any pertinent details.

E. An ASO is authorized to enter onto and inspect premises and animals thereon within the
County as necessary to perform the ASO’s duties, If the owner or occupant of the premises is
absent or objects to inspection a warrant shall be obtained from a court of competent jurisdiction
prior to inspection, unless it appears to the ASO that probable cause exists of an emergency
requiring such inspection. An ASO shall not enter onte the premises for the sole purpose of
picking up an animal which has been alleged to be running at large by a person who is not an
ASO or Sheriff’s deputy,

F. The helder of a permit under this Ordinance must allow an ASO access to the permitted
premises at any reasonable time for the purpose of inspection to determine compliance with this
Ordinance, Failure to allow for such inspection is grounds for suspension or revocation of the
permit.

G. If a citation is issued under this Ordinance that requires payment of a fine, the recipient may
either pay the citation or contest the citation in Magistrate Court, If the citaticn is not remediable
by payment of & fine, the recipient shall be directed to appear in Magistrate Court.

Section Six. Owner’s Duties of Owners and Others,

A. Care and Maintenance,

1. It shall be unlawful and a violation of this esdinanee-Ordinance for any owner of an
animal to fail, refuse, or neglect to provide the animal with proper and adequate food, water,
shade, shelter, and ventilation.

2. Aperson keeping animals shall provide adeguate and sanitary housing facilities for
such animals, All structures used for the housing of such animals and all yards, cages, and runs
provided for them shall be cleaned in a timely manner so as not to cause nexious or offensive
odors and to prevent the breeding of insects, No stagnant water shall be permitted to accumulate,
Such areas shall be cleaned often enough so as not te cause a health hazard for the animal or
interfere with the animal’s well being.



3. Any animal habitually kept outside shall be provided, by its owner, with a structurally
sound, insulated weatherproof enclosure large enough to accommodate the anima! in a manner
suitable for that species, or other shelter suitable to the species.

4. An owner or responsible party must keep the premises where an animal is kept free of
garbage, hazardous materials, feces, insect infestation, and other debris which may endanger the
animal’s health and safety,

5. An owner or responsible person must provide an injured or sick animal with adequate
veferinary care.

6. If dogs are to be kept in an enclosure it must meet these minimum guidelines:

a. large dogs {more than 50 pounds), at least 4 feet by 6 feet, or 24 square feet;
b, medium-sized dogs (36-50 pounds), at least 4 feet by 5 feet, or 20 square feet;
c. small dogs (up to 35 pounds), at least 3 feet by 4 feet, or 12 square feet;

d. no more than two dogs shall be maintained in a single cage at any time.

7. 1f cats are to be kept in an enclosure it must meet the following guidelines:

a. Cages must provide an area of at least 9 square feet for each cat and should
house no more than one cat, except for nursing mothers, young litters of
kittens, or pairs of adult cats who are bonded;

b. If colony cages are used to house cats, the following standards apply:

i, Separate unsterilized males from females;
ii.  Separate nursing mothers from all others;
iil.  Separate young kittens from acult cats (except for their mothers);
¢. House no more than fifteen adult cats or twenty kittens in a room;

d. Include one 12-inch by 18-inch cat litter pan for every three cats or five
kittens.

e. Cats must be able to move about normally.

8. If an animal is removed from an owner for violation of this Section, the impounded
animal shall be spayed or neutered, vaccinated, and micro chipped at the owner’s expense before
being released. In addition, all boarding fees and veterinary fees incurred during the
impoundment will be paid by the owner prior to release. No animal impounded as a result of
violation of this Section will be returned to its owner until all violations have been remedied.

9. Failure to comply with this Section shall be desmed to be a nuisanca and unlawful,
B. Rabies Vaccination,
1. It shall be unlawful and a violation of this Ordinance, and a violation of NMSA 1978,

Section 77-1-3 (1901), for an owner or respousible party of a dog. -er cat, or ferret -over the age
of three months to fail to provide the required vaccination against rabies.
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2. A dog or cat brought into the State shall be securely confined by the owner until
vaccinated against rabies, which vaccination shall be administered within one week after entry
into the State unless the owner has a certificate of vaccination issued by a veterinarian in another
state or foreign country and the vaccination conforms to the requirements of the State of New
Mexico and this Ordinance.

3. The rabies vaccine shall be administered by or under the supervision of a licensed
veterinarian who shall issue a serially numbered certificate and tag for each administration.

4. The rebies vaceination shall be given in a dose that is sufficient to provide immunity
from rabies for up to three (3} years. A certificate or tag from the administering veterinarian
shall be evidence of vaccination and shall be provided te the ASD upon request.

5. A titer test is not an acceptable alternative to a rabies vaceination.

6. The veterinarian administering the rabies vaccine to any animal shall issue to the
owner of the animal a numbered vaccination certificate, The certificate shall contain the name
and address of the owner of the animal, 2 description of the animal vaccinated, the date of
vaccination, and the expiration date of the period of immunity.

7. A veterinarian shall provide the ASD or its designated licensing agent, when
requested, the following information for each rabies vaccination administered:

a. The name, residence address, and phone number of the owner;

b, The name, age, sex (including spay/meuter status), species, breed, and color of
the animal;

¢. The date the vaccination was administered;

d. The type of vaccination used and the vaccine’s expiration date;

e, The name of the veterinary clinic and veterinary license number of the
veterinarian administering the vaccination.

8, Veterinarians shall deliver to the County the information listed in subsection (7)

within thirty (30) days of administering the rabies vaccination in the form of a paper copy or in
an electronic format approved by the County.

9. It shall be unlawful for the owner or responsible party of any dog, cat, or ferret to fail
to exhibit its certificate of vaccination upon demand by a Sheriff’s Deputy or ASO.

C. Rabid Animals,

1. Tt shall be unlawful for a person to keep an unvaccinated dog, cat, or ferret with any
symptom of rabies.

2, Tt shall be unlawful to fail or refuse to destroy an unvaceinated dog, cat, or ferret with
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symptoms of rabies as prescribed by regulations of the New Mexico Department of Health
pursuant to NMSA 1978, § 77-1-10(C) (1501).

3. A person who knows or who has reason to know that a dog, cat, or ferret has any
symptom of rabies infection or has been exposed to rabies shall immediately notify the ASD and
the New Mexico Department of Health. The dog, cat, or ferret shall be surrendered to an ASO,
Sheriff’s Deputy, or the Department of Health.

D. Dogs Attacking or Killing: Mandatory Destrusten,
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21. An ASO or peace officer may kill a dog that is in the act of pursuing or wounding
any livestock, wounding or killing peultry, or attacking a human whether or not the dog wears a
rabies tag required by NMSA. 1978, § 77-1-3.5 Pursuant to NMSA 1978, § 77-1-9{B) (1975)
there shall be no liability of the ASO or peace officer in damages ot ctherwise for the killing,
h 'l a7 [

E. Animal Biting a Person.

1. The owner or respensible party of an animal that bites a person and the person bitten
by an animal shall both report that eceurrence te the ASD within twenty-four (24) hours of the
occurrence. The owner or responsible party of an animal that bites a person shall surrender the
animal to the ASD. The animal will be impounded for a_ten dav quarantine. sebservation
pertod-deemedrensenabl-peeessany-b! ;—%}@—%SD—The ASD may authorize that a vaccinated
animal be quarantined eenfined-on its ownet’s premises during the observation, The premises
where the home quarantine eanfiremertis to oceur shall be inspected and approved for such
purposes by the ASD,

2, The owner of an animal shall bear the cost of impoundment and quarantine ez
eenfinementresulting from biting.

3. A physician who renders treatment to a person bitten by an anima! shail report the fact
that he has rendered such freatment to the ASD within twenty-four (24) hoars of his first
professional attendance to the bite wound. The physician shall report the name, sex, and address
of the person bitten as well as the type and location of the bite. The physician shall give the
name and address of the owner of the animal that inflicted the bite, if known, and other facts that
may assist the ASD in ascertaining the immunization status of the animal.

4. A person who has custody of an animal that has bitten a person shall immediately
notify the ASD if the animal shows any signs of sickness, abnormal behavior, or if the animal
escapes quarantineeenfirertent, [fthe animal dies while it is in quarantineeenfinement, the
person having custody of the animal shall immediately notify the ASD and relinquish_the body to
an ACO-elaimsto-theanhmal,



F. Restraint of Animals.

1. It shall be unlawful for an owner or responsible party to allow an animal to run at
large on property not belonging to the owner or responsible party, except at a Dog Park.

2. Animals located upon the property of the owner cr responsible party without an
enelesed lot shall be physically restrained to prevent the animal from reaching outside the
perimeter of the property in compliance with Section Six (4) of this Ordinance. Voice command
is not an acceptable form of restraint,

3. A dog is permitied on the public streets, walkways, and in other public places only if
the dog is on & secured leash under the direct control of its owner or responsible party, except
while in a Dog Park. The leash shall be continually secured to the dog. All other animals must
be secured in a fashion acceptable for the species of animal. A person physically capable of
controlling and restraining the animal must maintain direct contrel of the animal, This section
does not apply when an animal is participating in a bona fide animal show authorized by the
County or appropriate authorities.

4, 1t shall be unlawful for an owner of a dangerous dog to permit the dog to be cutside a
proper enclosure unless the dog is muzzled and restrained by a leash and under the physical
resfraint of a responsible person,

5. Nothing in this section shall be construed as allowing any animal under physical
restraint to commit any act defined as unlawful in this Ordinance.

G. Licenses for Cats and Dogs.

1. The owner of a dog or cat three {3) months of age or over shzll pay the applicable
license fee and obtain a license for such animal. Licenses valid for one (1) year, two (2) years, or
three (3) years may be obtained from the ASD or its Licensing Agent. The ASD shall keep a
record of all licenses issued and shall issue a tag for each license granted. Proof of compliance
with Section 6{B}4-2 must be presented at the time of the license purchase. In the event a tag is
lost, replacement tags shall be purchased,

2, A current license tag shall be affixed to the licensed dog or cat at all times unless the
licensed dog or cat is appearing in an approved show, provided that the person showing the dog
or cat shall have in their possession a valid license tag for each dog or cat,

3. Dogs or cats belonging te nonresidents of Santa Fe County who do not keep the
animals within the County limit for thirty (30) consecutive days shall be exempt from this sub-
section; provided, however, that all the other provisions of this Ordinance must be complied
with.

4. License fees do not apply to service animals,
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5. Proof of license shall be provided upon request by an ASO. The owner of an animal
who fails to show proof of a license will be cited for a viclation of this Section and the animal
may be impounded for failure to have proper license.

H. Spay and Neuter.

1. No person shall own or harbor within the County any dog or cat over the age of six ()
months that has not been spayed or neutered unless that person obtains an annual license from
the ASD or its licensing agent to keep an unaltered dog or cat or obtains written verification from
a veterinarian that the dog or cat should not be neutered for health reasons_and obtaing an altered
animal ficense.

2. Proof of neutering, if not apparent upon visual inspection, may be made by a notarized
statement or affidavit from a veterinarian.

3. A vasectomy is not an acceptable form of neutering.

4, Any female in the stage of estrus (heat) shall be confined to a well-ventilated building,
escape proof kennel, or a boarding facility so thal contact with male animals is prevented except
for intenticnal breeding purposes.

5. Any unneutered animals impounded by the ASD shall be spayed or neutered before
being released, subject to the following exceptions;

a. Competition animals who have attained champion status from a nationally
recognized club;

b. Service animals; and

c. Animals which are unable to be neutered without a high likelihood of
suffering serious bodily harm or death due to age or infirmity where the
owner of the animal has obtained written confirmation of that fact from a
licensed veterinarian in the state of New Mexico.

1. Feral Cats.

The ASD will not respond to requests to retrieve feral cats unless the property owner where the
cats are located agrees at the property owner’s expense to have the feral cats spayed or neutered
and re-released on the property where the feral cats are located.

J. Animal Premises.

1. A person owning o having charge, custody, care, or control over an animal, inchuding
Hreestoels-shall keep the animal upon the premises by either a secure run or kennel area, an
enclosure surrounding the perimeter of the property, or any other acceptable means associated
with a particular species of animal. Direct point chaining to stationary objects is prohibited. An
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animal not deemed dangerous and not within a secure enclosure or enclosed lot may be
restrained by means of a trolley system, or a tether attached to a pulley on 2 cable run on its
owner’s property, subject to the following condifions:

Only one animal may be tethered to each cable run;

There must be a swivel on at least one end of the tether to minimize
tangling of the tether;

The tether and cable run must be of adequate size and strength to
effectively restrain the animal, The size and weight of the tether must not
be excessive, as determined by the ASO, considering the age, size and
health of the dog;

The cable run must be mounted either at ground level or at least four (4)
feet above ground level;

The tether must be at least ten (10} feet in length unless such length allows
the animal to move beyond the legal boundary of the property, in which
case the tether shall be no less than eight (8) feet in length;

The tether must be affixed to an animal by use of a non-abrasive,
comfortably fitted collar or harness. Prong-type, pinch-type, or choke
collars shall not be used;

The device must be fastened so that the animal can sit, walk, and lie down
comfortably, and must be uncbstructed by abjects that may cause the
device or animal to become entangled or strangled;

The animal must have easy access to adequate shelter, shade, food, and
potable water;

The area where the animal is confined must be kept free of garbage, debris
or other hazard that might endanger the animal’s health or safety. Feces
shall be cleaned up regularly.

The area where the animal is confined must be kept free of insect
infestations, such as anthills, wasp's nests, fleas, ticks, and maggots.

2. A dangerous animal shall be confined in & secure manner indoors or cutdoors, by use
of a fenced yard, locked pen, or other structure that is capable of preventing the animal from
escaping the confined area and preventing anyone other than the owner or an authorized adult
from entering the confined area. An acceptable means of confinement does not include
chaining, restraining, or otherwise tying the animal to a stationary object,

3. A person who uses electric or invisible fencing designed to confine an animal on their
property must clearly post a notice in two separate locations upon the property that such a device

is in use.

4. A person who chooses to confine their dog by means of a pen type enclosure must
adhere to the minimum space requirements set forth in Section-35{AYE},

K. Vicious and Dangerous Animals,
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1. It shall be unlawful and a violation of this crdinance to keep or harbor a vicious
animal.

2. A person attacked by a vicious animal may use reasonable force to repel the aftack.

3. A vicious animal shall be immediately surrendered to the ASD to be euthanized or the
owner shall provide acceptable proof to the ASD that the animal has been euthanized.

4. Registration and handling of potentiallv dangerous and dangerous dogs.

A, 1t shall be unlawful and a violation of this ordinance for anv person to keen or harbor a

potentiallv dangerous or dangerous animal except in compliance with Section Six ())(2),

B. The owner of anv doa that is either deemed potentiallv danserous by admission of its

owner or that is adjudicated dangerous, shali register the doe with ASD. The owner shall

compiy with all registration requirements established in NMSA 1978, Section 77-1A-5 and shall

pav the registration fee set forth on Exhibit A in order to register the doe,

C. The owner of any dog that is either deemed potentiallv daneerous hv adimission of its

owner or that is adiydicated dangerous shall comply with all handling requirements set forth in

NMSA 1978, Section 77-1A-5. however any leash used to secure the animal when it is pot on the

premises of the gwner or responsible party shall be no loneer than three (31 feet,

D. Ifa dog previcusly deemed potentially dangerous has not exhibited any of the

behaviors specified in NMSA 1978, Section 77-1A-2(D)(20035) for thirtv-six consecutive

months. the owner mayv request the ASD to lift the requirements for registration pursuant to this

Section. Ifthe ASD has no reasonable basis to believe that the dog has exhibited the behaviors

specified, it shall relieve the owner of the requirements of this section.
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L. Animals Disturbing the Peace.

1. It shall be unlawful and a violation of this ordinance to own, keep, or harbor any
animal which habitually howls, yelps, whines, barks, or makes other noises in a manner which
tends to unreasonably disturb the public peace,

2. A person who violates the provisions of this Section shall be fined in accordance with
Appendix A and may be prosecuted in accordance with this Ordinance and other applicable laws.

3. Upon receipt of the first and second complaints of an animal disturbing the peace, the
ASD shall notify the owner in person or in writing of the complaint filed and shall ask the owner
to eliminate the disturbance, If the complaint is not resolved and a third complaint is filed, the
ASD may issue a citation.

M. Animal Nuisances on Sidewalks, Parks, Alleys, and Other Public Places.

1. It shall be unlawful and a violation of this ordinance for the owner of an animal to
permit, either willfully or through failure to exercise due care or confrol, the animal to create a
nuisance upen a sidewalk, park, alley, or public place or upon any property cther than that of the
owner of the animal.

2. The term nuisance shall include, but is not limited o, defecation that is not
immediately removed in a sanitary manner by the owner, destruction of property, disturbance of
trash contained in a trash receptacle, disturbing the property or quiet enjoyment of another, and
urination on the private property of anyone other than the owrier of the animal.

3. Anyone walking an animal in a public place shall have in his or her possession a
sanitary and disposable means of removing the animal’s feces. The feces must be placed ina

refuse container for sanitary removal. The person shall present such means upen request of an
ASO.

N. Animals Trained to Assist the Handicapped Allowed in Public Places.

Service Animals shall be allowed in public places. 1t shall be unlawful for a person who
owns, operates, or maintains a public place of business or conveyance into which the general
public is invited to exclude a Service Animal, provided the Service Animal accompanies the
individual it was trained to assist,

O. Birds.

It shall be unlawful and a violation of this ordinance to confine a bird unless provisions
are made for the proper feeding and the furnishing of water to such bird at intervals not longer
than forty-eight (48} hours. No person shall confine any bird in a crate, box, or other enclosure
which does not permit each bird confined therein to stand in a naturally erect position, spread
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their wings fully, and perch.
P. Disposal of Dead Animals.

1. Within twenty-four (24) hours of the death of an animal, the owner shall dispose of
the animal’s carcass by burying it at least three (3) feet underground in a suitable locaticn, by
cremation at 2 licensed pet crematorium, or by other means approved by the ASD.

2. An ASO may pick up and dispose of dead animals immediately upon discovery ot
notification. Prior to disposal the ASO may cause the animal to be checked for identification,
including microchip scanning, to determine any owner identification.

3. The ASD is not responsible for pick up or disposal of domestic livestock, wild
animals, or animals killed on interstate highways or state roadways,

4. At the request of the owner, an ASO may pick up the carcass of dogs and cats
weighing less than twenty (20) pounds from the homes of the owners who are residents of the
County. The fee for this service s set forth in Appendix A.

5. An animal carcass picked up under this Section of the Ordinance shall be disposed of
by the County in whatever way is determined to be the most feasible to prolect the health, safety,
and welfare of the residents of the County and in such a manner as to minimize expense to the
ASD and the County.

Q. Keeping of Diseased or Painfully Crippled Animals.

It shall be unlawful and a violation of this ardinance to have, keep, or harbor an animal
which is afflicted with an incurable or infectious disease or which is in a painfully crippling
condition. An ASC may impound a diseased or painfully crippled animal in accordance with the
provisions of this Ordinance. This section does not apply to animals receiving adequate
veterinary care for their incurable or infectious disease or painfully crippling condition.

R. Injury to Animal by Motorists,

1. A person operating a motor vehicle or other self propelled vehicle upon the streets and
ways of the County, immediately upon hitting, striking, maiming, or running down any animal,
shall render reasonable aid, In the absence of the owner, the operator shall immediately notify
the ASD and shall furnish sufficient facts relative to the incident to identify the location of the
injury, the type of animal injured, and the name and address of the operator,

2, Ttisthe duty of the operator to remain at or near the scene until such time as the
appropriate authorities arrive, unless permission is granted from those autherities to leave the
scene after providing the operator’s name, address, and other relevant information as requested
by the appropriate authorities. Alternatively, in the absence of the owner, a person may give aid
by taking the animal 1o a licensed veterinarian or to an animal control shelter after notifying an
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ASQ,

3. Emergency vehicles in the course of emergency duties are exempt from this provisien
except the requirement to report the incident,

S. Animals Used for Entertainment.

Owners of animals used in exhibits, circuses, rodeos, and otherwise used for
entertainment purposes must comply with all provisions of this Ordinance.

Section Seven. Impoundment,

A. Tmpound of Estrays,

1._An AS0 or an officer of the Sheriff"s Department. or a peace officer mtay impound a
dog that is found running at larve and unaccempanied by and not under the control of its owner
orresponsible party,

1—The-ASD-may-hapeuad-any-estayanimal-fosnd-inthe County

2. 1f an estray is wearing a license, or bears other identification tags, the ASD shall
notify the owner by telephene or by delivering notice in writing to the owner’s residence. The
notice shall inform the owner where the impounded animal may be redesmed. All efforts to
notify the owner shall be documented,

3. The ASD shall confine the animal at an appropriate animal shelter pending
notification of and response from the owner, The animat shall be hald for a period of at least
seven (7) days. The day the estray animal is impounded constitutes the first day.

4, After notification cf the owner, any animal wearing a license or other identification
tag not redeemed within seven {7} days shall be deemed forfeited by the owner, shall become the
property of Santa Fe County, and may be subject to adoption, transfer, or euthanasia at the
discretion of the ASD.

5. If an estray animal is not wearing a license and bears no other identification tags, the
animal shall be impounded at an appropriate animal shelter for five (5) days. An animal not
claimed within five (5) days of the date of impoundment shal! be deemed forfeited by the ownet,
shall hecome the property of Santa Fe County, and may be subject to adoption, transfer, or
euthanasia at the discretion of the ASD.

6. Toredeem an animal that has been impounded, the owner cr responsible party shall
pay all fines and impoundment fees to the ASD or an ASO. The owner or responsible party must
also comply with all licensing requirements of this Ordinance. Payments shall be made by cash,
money order, or certified funds,
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7. The owner or responsible party shall reimburse the County or the County’s designated
agent for all boarding, vaccination, emergency veterinary costs, or other expenses incurred by the
County or an animal shelter, whether or not the animal is redeemed.

8. If an impounded animal is certified by a veterinatian as suffering because of sickness,
injury or age, it may be euthanized pursuant to Section 7(E) of this Ordinance, after the ASD
gives notice or attempts to give notice to the owner in a reasonable manner.

9. No person shall, without knowledge and consent of the owner, hold or retain
possession of any animal of which the person is not the owner, when such person has knowledge
of or could reasonably discover the owner of such animal, without first reporting the possession
of such animal to the owner or, if this cannot be done, to the ASD or the animal shelter. This
pravisionshallreteonthietwith-_Possession of livestock shall be governed by NMSA 1978,
Section 77-14-1 et seq.

10, Any person who holds or retains possession of any animal of which it is not the
owner shall imumediately surrender such animal to its owner or to an ASO upon request,

11. If a person exercises control and custody of an estray animal for a period of fourteen
(14) days and makes all reascnable efforts to determine its owner or responsible party, the person
shall be considered the owner of the animal and shall be responsible for all provisions under this
Ordinance. Reasonable efforts to determine the estray animal’s owner shall include the
following:

a. Contacting the Animal Shelter to repott the found animal;

b. Having the animal scanned for microchip identification by the County, its designated
" agent, a licensed veferinarian, or any animal shelter; and

¢. Making such other reasonable efforts as recommended by the ASD.

12, Ad=Violations and fine amounts assessed by the ASD shalimav be reported to the
Animal Shelter upon the animal’s impoundment at the Animal Shelter,

13. No animal that has been impounded may be adopted for purposes of breeding or sale.
B. Impound of Other Animals.

L. if an ASO reasonably believes that the life or health of an animal is endangered due to
cruel treatiment, or that other violations of this Ordinance justify seizure of an animal, the ASO
may apply to a court of competent jurisdiction for a warrant to seize the animal,

2. Ifthe court finds probable cause that the animal is being cruelly treated or finds
probable cause that a viclation of this Ordinance justifies seizure of the animal, the court shall
issue a warrant for the seizure of the animal. The court shall also schedule a hearing on the
matter as expeditiously as possible.
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3. Written notice regarding the ime and lecation of the hearing shall be provided to the
owner of the seized animal. The court may order publication of a notice of the hearing in a
newspaper closest to the location of the seizure.

4. If'the owner of the animal cannot be determined, a written notice regarding the
circumstances of the seizure shall be conspicuously posted where the animal is seized at the time
the seizure occurs.

5. Atthe option and expense of the owner, the seized animal may be examined by a
veterinarian of the owner’s choice.

6. The dispesition of animals impounded under this Section shall be pursuant to NMSA
1978, § 30-18-1.2 as amended.

C. Impound in Cases of Emergency.

1. Ifan ASO determines that the life or health of an animal is in immediate danger, or
that a violation of this Ordinance poses an immediate threat to the health, safety, or well-being of
an animal or a person, the ASO may take such action as the ASO reasonably determines to be
necessary to alleviate the emergency, including impounding the animal in accordance with

Section 7(B)(1).

2. If an animal is impounded due to an emergency, a citation shall be issued to the owner
and the owner shall have the opportunity to remedy the citation or contest the impoundment and
the citation as provided in Section 3(G),

D. Impoundment Fees,

The owner of an impounded animal is responsible for impeundment fees, fees required for
adoption of an impounded animal, boarding cests, and additional fees for the redemption of
impounded animals as set forth in Appendix A to this Ordinance.

E. Euthanasia of Impounded Animals.

1. Ifan impounded animal is not redeemed within the specified time period, is not
successfully adopted out, is suffering because of sickness, injury, or age as certified by a
Veterinarian, or is otherwise unsuitable for adoption, the animal may be euthanized under the
supervision of a veterinarian by an intravenous or intracardial injection of a dose of barbiturates
{sodium pentobarbitol}, or any cther method deemed humane and painless by the veterinarian.

2. An enimal which is viclous, infected with an incurable disease, or is in a painfully
crippled condition, and consequently cannet be brought to an animal shelter, may be euthanized
in the field by an ASQ or a veterinarian in an appropriate and reasonable manner and as
humanely as possible.
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F. Protective Care.

When an ASO finds or learns that an animal Is or will be without proper care because of
injury, illness, incarceration, or absence of the owner or responsible party, the ASO may take the
animal for protective care in accordance with the process for estravs set forth in Section
T(ABYH, Inthe event of sickness or injury of the animal, upon the advice of a veterinarian, the
ASO may take or recommend such action as called for to prevent undue pain and suffering,
including euthanasia, The animal shall be held by ASD or the animal shelter and the owner shall
be required to pay applicable fees.

Section Eight, Permits,

A. Permits for Kennels, Grooming Parlors, Pet Shops, Pet Shelters, Breeders, Animal Rescues,

Persons Using a Guard Dog-oa-Comimercial Propesty and persons maintaining more than ten (10)
dogs and/or cats on their proverty.

L. Kennels, grooming parlors, pet shops, pet shelters, breeders, animal rescues, persons
using a guard dog-en-commersialproperty, and individuals maintaining more than ten dogs
and/or catsamimats-other than Hyesteelk on their property must obtain a Professional Animal Care
Permit from the ASD and pay the applicable fees under this Ordinance.

2. Kennels, grooming parlors, pet shiops, pet shelters, breeders, animal rescues, persons
using a guard dog-en-commercial-property, and individuals maintaining more than ten dogs
andfor catsanimals-etherthartvesteek on their property may cbtain a Professional Animal Care
Permit if an inspection of their property demonstrates compliance with the relevant permit
standards. For all permit applicants other than individuals maintaining more than ten degs
and/or catsarimals, in order to obtain a permit the applicant shall also furnish proof of a valid
business license fmd proper zoning and other necessary development authorizations required
under the Santa Fe County Land Development Code (as amended) and any other applicable land
use regulations. No Professional Animal Care Permit will be issued without the written approval
of the Santa Fe County Land Use Department.

3. 1t shall be unlawful to operate a kennel, grooming parlor, pet shop, pet shelter, as a
breeder, animal rescue, or to use a guard dog on commercial or residential propert va-commeretal
preperty-with-o-guard-deg, or to maintain more than ten dogs and/or catsanimals ether-than
fvestock without a Professional Animal Care Permit, The cost of the permit is set forth in
Appendix A and shall be paid by cashier’s check, cash, or money order to the ASD.

4. Standards for Kennels, Grooming Parlors, Pet Shops, Pet Shelters and Animal
Rescues.

The following standards, in addition to those provided in Secticn 76{A), shall be
complied with for a kennel, grooming parlor, pet shop, pet shelter, or animal rescue to obtain and
maintain a Professional Animal Care Permit and failure to comply with these standards may
result in the imposition of a fine and/or revocation of a permit;
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&. Animal enclosures must be provided which allow adequate protection against all
weather extremes. Floers of buildings, runs, and walls must be constructed with an impervious
material to permit proper cleaning and disinfecting.

b. Building temperatures shall be maintained at a comfortable level. Adequate
ventilation and adequate lighting shall be maintained at all times.

¢. Each animal shall have sufficient space to stand up, lie down, and turn around without
touching the sides or tops of cages.

d. Cages are to be of material and construction that permits adequate cleaning and
sanitizing.

¢. Cages are to be radiantly heated, and shall have a resting board or some kind of
bedding.

f. Rooms shall provide an adequate exercise area and protection from the weather.

g All animal quarters and rooms are to be kept clean, dry, and in a sanitary condition.

h. Animal food shall be free from contamination, shall be wholesome and of sufficient
quantity and nutritive value to meet the normal daily requirements for the condition, age, and
size of the animal.

i. All animals shall have fresh, potable water in kennel cages and in comumon areas where
the animals may be kept. Water vessels shall be mounted or secured in 2 manner that prevents
tipping and shall be removable,

B. Guard Dogs at Residences.
1. A person owning or keeping a dog for the sole purpose of guarding a residence, and

enclosed not as a pet or for hunting uses, must obtain a permit and follow the restrictions set
forth in this Section, in addition to all other applicable provisions of this Ordinance,

2. Tae-erelosure-surrounding the-propesiy protected-by-c cuard dogrmustbe seeureal-all
Hresseas-to-prevent the-doo-fremunping atlarse—unless the-ow ne{—eemﬁqtres—m%}%e—euen#
+-Whenever there is a suard dog on the premises. the following minimwm reguijremenss must be
maintained:

jak]

Housing shall have anti-escape fences completely surrounding it or be an
anti-escape building sufficient to house and securelv enclose the euard
doas.

b, The enclosure surounding the property protected by a guard dog must be
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secure af all times 50 as to prevent the doo from running at laree, All
gates and entrances to the preinises where suard dogs are housed. used. or
trained shall be locked when not in use. In order to control noise, the ASD
mav require a sight bamier which breaks the dog’s line-of-sight,

C. Additional measures found necessary by the ASD shall be taken to nrotect
the public from accidental contact with anv guard dog.

3. Iftethered, the animal must be located within 10 feet of the entrance of the building to
be guarded and tethered in such manner as set forth in Section-4-1H{AN6 Z1{1)(e),

4. The building and vard in which a suard dogz is housed shall be posted with
bilinzual, English and Spanish. or visual euard dog signs. approved by the ASD that shall not be
more than two hundred feet {2007 apart. and shall be at all corners of the premises and at every
entrance into the premises, The-ovwnerof the guasd-dosshallpostwarninssiens prominently-on
M&Ww&%&%ﬁ%ﬁm&mﬁ&m@%&%%
prefaises:

5. The ASD shall inspect the facilities where the guard dog is to be used and housed
when the Professional Animal Care Permit is applied for or renewed and at such additional times
as the ASD determines prudent.

6, f the inspection confirms compliance with all applicable laws and regulations. a
Professional Animal Care Permit for the approved residential property shall ke issued by the
ASD. The permit shall be displaved at the approved residential vropeity. An identification tae
shall be affixed to the collar of each ouard dog, A valid Professional Animal Care Permit for a
guard dog shall satisfv the licensing fee in Section Six (G).

7. A Professional Aniimal Care Permit is valid for one (1) year unless earlier revoked.
The permit mav be transferred to a new residence inhabited bv the same applicant during the
permitted vear, Such transfer shall not be permitted until the ASD inspects and approves the
premises, Applicants for transfer must provide at least five {5) business days notice to the ASD
for a permit transfer,

8. A Professional Animal Care Permit must be obtained prior to housing or utilizing
auard dogs upon residential propertv.

C. Guard Dogs on Commerical Property,

1. The following standards, in addition to those provided in Section 78(A), shall be
cotnptied with by a person using a guard dog on 2 commercial property to cbtain and maintain a
Professional Animal Care Permit:

a. Permit applications shall include the following information:

21



i The business name, address, and telephone number of the
comnmercial property where a guard dogs is to be used;

i The name, address, and telephone number of the guard dog’s
handler who can be reached at any time during the day or night;

iif. The number and breed of dogs to be used and a general deseription
of their use;

iv, The location where a guard dog is to be housed; and

V. Any other information that the ASD requires. Permit holders shall
notify the ASD if any information recorded as part of the permit
application is changed duting the course of the period for which
the permit is issued,

2. The ASD shall inspect the facilities where the guard dog is to be used and housed
when the guard dog permit is applied for or renewed and at such additional times as the ASD
determines prudent,

3. If the inspection confirms compliance with all applicable laws and regulations, a
Professional Animal Care Permit-guard-éeg-peemit for the approved commercial property shall
be issued by the ASD. The permit shall be displayed at the approved commercial property. An
1dent1ﬁcat1on taU shall be affixed to the collar of each guard dog. A-vatid-Professional Apimal

Care nard-dogpermitshathsatisl- }%G%HWHI%SEQH%—SL\—(@—Q:-

4. A Professional Animal Care Permitevard-dospermis is valid for one (1) year unless
carlier revoked. The permit may be transferred to a new location operated by the same business
entity during the permitted year. Such transfer shall not be permitted until the ASD inspects and
approves the premises. Applicants for transfer must provide at least five (5) business days notice
to the ASD for a permit transfer.

5. A Professignal Arimal Care Permiteuard-despermit must be obtained pricr to
housing or utilizing guard dogs
upon cotumercial property.

6, Whenever there is a guard dog on the premises, the following minimum requirements
must be maintained:

a. Housing shzll have anti-escape fences completely surrounding it or be an
anti-escape building sufficient to house and securely enclose the guard
dogs.

b. All gates and entrances to the premises where guard dogs are housed,

22



used, or trained shall be locked when net in use.

c. Additicnal measures found necessary by the ASD shall be taken to protect
the public from accidental contact with any guard dog.

7. Where guard dogs are used outside buildings, the property must be enclesed by at
least a six-foot chain link fence or other fence of equal security, wall, or adequate wood fence, to
which anti-escape devices have been added. The adequacy of the fencing shall be subject to the
approval of the ASD.

8. In order to control noise, the ASD may require a sight barrier which breaks the dog's
line-of-sight,

9. In buildings where guard dogs are housed, glass doors or windows shalf be adequate,
or additional protective measures shall be taken by the owner, as required by the ASD, to prevent
guard dogs from jumping through the door or window.

1. The bullding and yard in which & guard dog is housed shall be posted with
bilingual, English and Spanish, or visual guard dog signs, approved by the ASI> that shall not be
more than two hundred feet (200" apart, and shall be at 2!l corners of the premises and at every
entrance into the premises.

I1. For guard dogs transported or used in vehicles, measures approved by the ASD must
be taken to protect the public from accidental contact with a guard dog.

L2, A handler is required to be physically present while guard dogs are being used at
temporary sites which do not comply with this subsection. '

13. The provisions of this subsection do not apply to dogs used on the owner's private
residence, unless the residence is located on a premises used for commercial purposes.

D. Breeder’s Permit Reguired.

It shall be unlawful and a violation of this esdiraree-Ordinance to breed cats or dogs
without a breeder’s permit. A separate permit is required for each animal whiclh will be bred._ A
permit application shall be available at the ACD. which will require at a minimum nroof of
rabies vaceination and Heensing as well as identification of the sender and breed of the animal to
be bred-

E. Litter Permit Required,

An owner who intentionaly-erunintentionally breeds dogs or cats and does not have a
current breeder’s permit must obtain a litter permit for each litter in accordance with this
Ordinance, An owner whe does not have a valid breeder’s permit or litter permit shall not
advertise, sell, barter, exchange, give away, or otherwise transfer ownership or control of any
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| dog or cat-arlessihe owner has-a-Haerpermit. An advertisement for the sale, barter, exchange,
or give away shall include the litter permit number. An owner shall furnish the litter permit
number to anyone requesting the number, If the owner purchases a breeder’s permit, litter
permit, or provides proof of sterilization of the female animal which produced the litter within
thirty (30) days of being cited for viotation of this Section, no further action will be pursued
against the owner for failure to obtain a breeder’s permit or litter permit for the litter. £ the
owner surrenders the litter to the Animal Shelter, pays requisite surrender feesinaccordance
with-this-Ordinance, and sterilizes the animal that produced the litter, the requirement to obtain a
litter permit will be waived.

F. Wild or Exotic Animals.

1. No perscn or entity shall receive, own, or keep 2 wild or exctic animal within the
limits of the County without first applying for and receiving from the ASD an annual permit to
do se. The applicant must provide evidence of knowledge of and facilities for the care and
feeding of the animal. The ASO s permitted to enter the premises of the permit holder
hereunder at any reasonable time for the purpose of inspection ot re-inspection to determine
compliance with this Ordinance. The ASO may deny, revoke, or suspend a permit for failurs to
comply with this Ordinance. Wild and Exotic Animal permits shall be valid for a period of one
year, The fee for an annual permit is set forth in Appendix A.

2. No person shall keep an animal which is vicious, noxious, or naturally inclined to do
harm, except in a zoological park, veterinary hospital, animal shelter, public laboratory, circus,
amusement show, or educational facility, and then only if there are adequate protective devices
to prevent the animal from escaping or injuring the public.

3. No person shall keep a wild or exotic animal in such a manner as to constitute a
likelihood of harm to the animal or other animals, to humans, or to property, or which constitutes
anuisance.

G. Managed Feral Cat Colony Permits

1. A permit is required for a managed feral cat colony. Permit requirements are as
follows:

&. The proposed permit holder must be an individual over the age of 18 or a
legal entity,
b. No propesed permit holder, or if a legal entity any member of the board of

directars, partners or employees and agents of the legal entity, can have a
conviction for a violation of this Ordinance or other laws whose purpose is
to prevent animal cruelty, neglect or abuse within the past ten years.

2. The following process must be followed to obtain a managed feral cat colony permit:
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The proposed permit helder shall file an application and pay the applicable
permit fee with the ASD for issuance of the permit;

The ASD shall inspect the premises and investigate the applicant's
compliance with this Ordinance in determining whether to issue a permit
for a managed feral cat colony;

An application to establish a managed feral cat colony shall contain:

a description of all the feral cats in the colony; proef that zll feral cats in
the coleny have been sterilized, ear-tipped, and vaccinated against rabies;
the address of the private property at which the colony will be maintained;
a notarized statement from the private property owner authorizing the
applicant to maintain the colony at the proposed address; contact
information for the applicant, or if'a legal entity the individual, who shall
be the feral cat coleny caretaker; authorization for a background check or
if a legal entity the names of all board members, partners, agents and
employees and authorization from each for a background check together
with funds sufficient to pay for each background check at the then current
rate charged to Santa Fe County for that service; and such other
information as may be required by the ASD,

3. A managed feral cat colony permit authorizes the permit holder to maintain a feral cat
colony for a period of up to two years, unless the permit is revoked.

4, The following are grounds for an ASO to commence permit revocation proceedings:

d.

conviction of the permit holder or any of the members of its board of
directors, partners, employees or agents of any violation of this Crdinance
ol any state or local law whose purpose is to prevent animal cruelty,
neglect or abuse;

failure to permit an ASO periodic inspections of the address at which the
feral cat colony is maintained to ensure that the animals are being
provided adequate food, water and shelter, that the feral cats are all
sterilized, ear-tipped and vaccinated against rabies and that all other
permit requirements are being met;

inability of the caretaker to provide care for the feral cat coleny or failure
to maintain a feral cat colony caretaker;

failure of the caretaker to actively work toward decreasing the number of
feral cats within the colony through the humane method of trap, neuter and
return;

Failure of the permit holder to update application information as the cats in
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the permitted managed feral cat colony increase, decrease or change.

5. The helder of a managed feral cat colony permit may reclaim from the animal control
authority a feral cat belonging to the colony for which the permit is issued and which has been
described o the permit application. No impound fees shall be charged for the return of the feral
cat to the permitted managed feral cat colony.

H. Suspension and Revocation of Permits.

L. All permits issued by the County under this Ordinance are subject to revocation for
failure to comply with the requirements established in this Ordinance,

2. Notice of proposed revocation shall precede any permanent revocation of a permit
issued under this Ordinance.

3. The notice of proposed revocation shall specify the following;
a. The specific violaticn or violations alleged, including dates and times of

the alleged violation or viclations, and any specific section of this
Ordinance or state law that is alleged to have been violated;

b. A specific date by which the alleged violations shall be corrected to avoid
further revocation proceedings, if the violation is of a nature that may be
comrected;

c. A warning that failure to correct the violation or request a hearing shall

result in revocation of the permit; and

d. Procedures for requesting a hearing regarding the alleged viclation and
propesed revecation of the permit.

4. If the period in which the permit holder was allowed to correct the violation passes
without cotrection of the violation, and the permit holder has not requested a hearing as
described in this Section, the ASD shali issue a notice of revocation, The revocation shall be
effective thirty (30) days from service of the original notice of proposed revocation.

5. A permit holder may appeal the proposed revocation by requesting a hearing, The
request for hearing shall be made within five (5} days of service of the notice of propesed
revocation. The request for hearing shall be in writing, sent by certified mail, return receipt
requested. The request for hearing shall briefly state the reasons why the permit holder believes
the revocation is not justified under the circumstances,

6. The ASD shall give written notice of the date, time, and place of the hearing to the
permit hotder. The date of the hearing shall be not fess than ten {10) days or more than thirty
(30) days from the date of service of the notice of the hearing. The ASD may designate an
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employee of the ASD or Sheriff’s Department or any other suitable individual to be the hearing
officer.

7. The hearing officer may uphold, modify, or reverse the permit revocation. In
conducting the hearing, the hearing cfficer shall not be limited by formal rules of evidence;
evidence may be considered which is of a type upon which responsible people are accustomed to
rely in the conduct of serious affairs. During the pendency of an appeal, the permit may be
placed in suspended status pending resolution of the appesal. During the pendency of the appeal,
the ASD may take such action as is deemed appropriate for the health and safety of the animals
and the general public, including temporarily prohibiting the permit holder from operating under
the permit. Within fifieen (15) business days of the hearing, the hearing officer shal} send
written findings and conclusions to the permit holder, by certified mall, return receipt requested.
Permit holders may be represented by counsel at the hearing,

8. A person aggrieved by the hearing officer’s decision may appeal the decision as
otherwise provided by law.

9. Notices provided for under this subsection shall be deemed served when the notice is
delivered perscnally or mailed by registered or certified mail, return receipt requested, to the
address on record for the penmit holder.

10. During the pendency of the appeal, the ASD may take such action as is deemed
appropriate for the health and safety of the animals and the general public, including temporarily
prohibiting the permit holder from operating under the permi, '

11. A permit holder whose permit has been revoked shali not be eligible to apply for
another permit for a period of one year after the revocation of the permit,

12, Upon revocation of a permit, the permit holder shall cease operating under the parmit
within five (5} days of the effective date of revocation. [f necessary, the permit holder shall give
away, sell, or surrender alf animals previously covered by the permit in compliance with relevant
laws, regulations, and in a manner satisfactory to the ASD.

Section Nine. Offenses,

A. Cruelty to Animals Prohibited, Physical Abuse.

1. It shall be unlawful and a violation of this Oerdinance to willfully or maliciously do
the following to any animal:

a. Kill;

b, Maim;

¢. Poison;

¢. Disfigure;

e. Burn or scald;

27



Torture;

Kick;

Beat with a stick, chain, ciub, or other object;
Molest.

~o@ e

2. A person may use reascnable force to defend against vicious or threatening animals.
Such actions shall not constitute a vielation of this Section.

B. Teasing, Annoying, or Disturbing Animals.

It shall be unlawful and a viclation of this erdinanee-Ordinance to tease, annoy, or disturb
an animal which is on the property of its owner or under the control of its owner.

C. Work Cruelty.

it shall be unlawful and a violation of this eQrdinance to drive or work an animal cruelly.
D. Abandonment,

It shall be unlawful and a violation of this eQrdinance for an owner or responsible party
to abandon an animal, In liew of being abandoned, an animal may be tumed over to an ASO or
the animal shelter.

E. Animal Fights.

[t shall be unlawful and a violation of this Oerdinance for any person to promote, stage,
hold, manage, conduct, carry on, or attend any game, exhibition, or contest in which ore or more
animals are engaged for the purpose of injuring, killing, maiming, or destroying themselves or
another animal.

F. False Report.

It shall be unlawful and a violation of this Ordinance for any person to make a false
report of an offense described in this Ordinance,

(. Animals Running at Large,

An animal that runs at large in violation of this Section shall be declared to be an estray, a
nuisance, or a menace to the public health and safety and may be picked up and impounded.

H. Number of Dogs, Cats and Other Pets Allowed,:

It shall be unlawful to keep, harbor, possess, of maintain, or allew te be kept, harbored,
posscssed, or maintained more than ten (10) dogs and/or ; cats, er-othespetsmare than three {3)
months ald upon or within any premises without a professional animal care permit,
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I. Animals in Vehicles.

1. Tt shall be unlawful and a viclation of this Oerdinance to carry an animal in or upon a
vehicle in a cruel, inhumane, or unsafe manner.

2. It shali be unlawful and a violation of this Qerdinance for a person to keep or transport
an animal in the bed of a pickup truck unless the animal is properly restrained and confined in a
hwnane and safe manner,

3. It shall be unlawful and a violation of this Osrdinance to leave an animal in a closed
vehicle for a length of time that is dangerous to the health or safety of the animal. An ASO or
Sheriff’s deputy may immediately remove such an animal whose health or safety is in danger
and impound the animal. The cost associated with impounding the animal shall be assessed to
the owner.

4. A violation of this Section constitutes an act of cruelty or neglect,
J. Unlawful Use of License and Tag,

1, Tt shall be unlawful and a vielation of this Oardinance for a person to remove a license
tag from an animal and attach it to another animal.

2. Tt shall be unlawful and a violaticn of this Oerdinance for a person to manufacture,
cause to be manufactured, or to have in the person’s possession or contrel a stelen, counterfeit,
or forged animal license tag, rabies vaceination certificate, or other form of license required
under this Ordinance.

K. Breaking Into Enclosure.

It is uniawful to break into or aid, directly or indirectly, in breaking into the enclosurs in
which any animal is trapped, impounded, or kept under authority of an ASO or a Sheriff's
deputy.

L. Hindering an ASO.

It is a violation of this Ordinance to willfully or intentionally hinder or obstruct an ASO
in the discharge of the ASOs official duties under this Ordinance.

M. Feral Cats.

[t is & violation of this Ordinance to feed, shelter and care for feral cats without a feral cat
colony permit which identifies the cats being fed, sheltered and cared for.

Seciion Ten, Notice, Penalities, Savings Clause, Effective Date.
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{ Formatted: Font: Not Bold, Mo underline

All notices and othey comimunications required to be given as provided in this Ordinance

will be in writing. and unless otherwise specifically provided in this Ordinance, will be deemed
to have been given if delivered in person. or mailed by certified or registered mail. postage pre-
paid. and addressed to the County at the following address:

Animal Control Supervisor
Animal Services Division
Sheriff’s Department

35 Camino Justicia

Public Safety Complex
Santa Fe, NM 87508

________________ { Formatted: Font: Not Bold, No underline

| AB. Penalty Clause.

A person who violates any of the provisions of this Ordirance shall be guilty of a
misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $300,00,

imprisonment for a period not exceeding 90 days, or both 2 the-fine and imprisonment. NMSA
1078-8-4-37-30A-(975)

| BC. Savings Clause and Repeal Provisions,

If any of the sections, subsections, sentences, clauses, or phrases of this Ordinance are for
any reason found to be unconstitutional or invalid, the validity of the remaining portions of this
Ordinance shall not thereby be affected since it is the express intent of the Board of County
Commissioners to pass each section, phrase, paragraph, and word separately. Santa Fe County
Resolution 1960-8 is hereby unaffected by this Ordinance. Santa Fe County Ordinances 1981-7,
1982-7, 1990-8, 1991-6 and Santa Fe County Resolution 1982-28 are hereby repealed,

| €D. Effective Date.

This Ordinance will take effect on
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LICENSING FEES

Altered Dogs and Cats

$8.00 annually

Unaltered Dogs and Cats

$100.00 annually

Duplicate Tag

$3.00

PERMIT FEES

Professional Animal Care Permit

$200.0C annually

Managed Feral Cat Colony Permit

No charge —valid for up to two years

Wild and Exotic Animals Permit

$200.00 annually

Breeder’'s Permit

$125.00 annually per breeding animal

Circus and Animal Acts Permit

Fe County

Litter Permit

$25.00 per litter

Dangerous or Potentially Dangerous Dog
Registration

$200.00 annually

IMPOUNDMENT FEES

1*" impoundment $10.00
2" impoundment 520.00
3™ impoundment $40.00
4™ impoundment $80.00

Subsequent impoundments in 12-month

period The fee shall double

FEE FOR RETRIEVAL OF ANIMAL CARCASS BY ACO - $100.00

FINES FOR VIOLATIONS OF THIS ORDINANCE

Resisting or Obstructing an Animal Services Officer

$300.00

No Rabies Vaccination

1 Offense

£75.00 + proof of vaccination

27 Offense

$150.00 + proof of vaccination

3" Offense

$300.00 + proof of vaccination

$250.00 each series of consecutive events in Santa




4" Offense and each offense thereafter

Refer to Court

Harboring an Animal that has Bitten

$300,00

Restraint of Animals

Unaltered Animal

Altered Anima!

1* Offense $50.00 $25.00
2" Offense $100.00 50.00
3" Offense 250.00 125.00
A" Offense $300.00 $250.00

5™ Offense and each offense thereafter

Refer to Court

Refer to Court

No Animal License

Unaltered Animal

Altered Animal

1% Offense $100.00 $25.00
2™ Offense $200.00 $50.00
3" Offense $300.00 $100.00

4™ Offense and each offense thereafter

Refer to Court

Refer to Court

Permit Violations

1% Offense

$100.00

2" Offense

$250.00

3" Offense and each offense thereafter

Refer to Court

Animals Disturbing the Peace

1% Offense

Referto Court

2™ Offense

Refer to Court

3" Offense Refer to Court. Upon conviction, the County may deem a nuisance
and file a lawsuit in district court.

Nuisance

1% Offense $75.00

2" Offense $150.00

3" Offense $300.00

4™ Offense and each offense thereafter

Refer to Court

Unlawful use of Tags

$100.00 or refer to Court




Confining Animals in or upon a Motor Vehicle

1* Offense $100.00

2" Offense $200.00

3" Dffense $300.00

4" Offense and each offense thereafter Refer to Court
Cruelty (Physical Abuse) Refer to Court
Neglect

1% Offense $150.00

2" Offense $250.00

3" Offense $300.00

4™ Offense and each offense thereafter Refer to Court
Abandonment

1% Offense $200.00

2" Offense and each offense thereafter Refer to Court
Paisoning Refer to Court
Animal Fights Refer to Court

In addition to the fines due to the County, the pet owner shall also be responsible for any and all
boarding fees accrued at the shelter and the state spay/neuter deposit if applicable,

Any combination of kennel, grooming parlor, pet shop or shelter operating as a single business
at one location shall only be required to cbtain a single permit. Multiple focations shall require a permit
for each location,




LICENSING FEES

Alterad Dogs and Cats $8.00 annually
Unaltered Dogs and Cats $100.00 annually
Duplicate Tag $3.00
PERMIT FEES

KennelsProfessional Animal Care Permit $200.00 annually

7 & 5 $200:00 annually
PatShons $20000 annually
Sheltars $200:00-annually
Guard Dog $200.00-anprually
Managed Feral Cat Colony Permit Nec charge — valid for up to two years
Their-Property
Wild and Exotic Animals_Permit $200.00 annually
Breeder’'s Permit $125.00 annually per breeding animal
Circus and Animal Acts_ Permit §250.00 each series of consecutive events in Santa

Fe County
Litter Permit $25.00 per litter
Dangerous or Potentially Dangerous Dog 5200.00 annually
Registration
IMPOUNDMENT FEES

1°" impoundment $10.00
2" impoundment $20.00
3% impoundment $40.00
4™ impoundment $80.00
Subsequent impoundments in 12-month period The fee shall double

FEE FOR RETRIEVAL OF ANIMAL CARCASS BY ACO - $100.00




FINES FOR VIOLATIONS OF THIS ORDINANCE

Resisting or Obstructing an Animal Services Officer

$300.00

No Rables Vaccination

1** Offense

$75.00 + proof of vaccination

2% Offense

$150.00 + proof of vaccination

3 Offense

$300.00 + proof of vaccination

4™ Offense and each offense thereafter

Refer to Court

Harboring an Animal that has Bitten

$300.00

Restraint of Animals

Unaltered Animal

Altered Anima!l

1 Offense $50.00 $25.00
2™ Offense $100.00 50.00
3" Offense 250.00 1.25.00
4™ Offense $300.00 $250.00

5" Offense znd each offense thereafter

Refer to Court

Refer to Court

No Animal License

Unaltered Animal

Altered Animal

1% Offense $100.00 $25.00
2" Offense $200.00 $50.00
3" Offense $300.00 $100.00

4™ Offense and each offense thereafter

Refer to Court

Refer tc Court

Permit Violations

1% Offense

$100.00

2" Offense

$250.00

3" Offense and each offense thereafter

Refer ta Court

Animals Disturbing the Peace

1% Offense

Refer to Court

2" Offense

Refer to Court

3" Offense | Refer to Court,

Upan conviction, the County may deem a nuisance




| and file a lawsuit in district coust.

Nuisance

1% Offense $75.00

2" Offense $150.00

3" Offense $300.00

4" Offense and each offense thereafter Refer to Court
Unlawful use of Tags 5100.00 or refer to Court
Confining Animals in or upon a Motor Vehicle

1* Offense $100.00

2™ Offense $200.00

3™ Offense $300.00

4™ Offense and each offense thereafter Refer to Court
Cruelty (Physical Abuse) Refer to Court
Neglect

1** Offense $150.00

2" Offense $250.00

3" Offense $300.00

4™ Offense and each offense thereafter Refer to Court
Abandonment

1% Offense $200.00

27 Offense and each offense thereafter Refer to Court
Paisoning Refer to Court
Animal Fights Refer to Court

in addition to the fines due to the eCounty, the pet owner shall also be responsible for any and
ali boarding fees accrued at the shelter and the state spay/neuter deposit if applicable.

Any combination of kennel, grooming parlar, pet shop or shelter operating as a single business
at one location shall only be required to obtain a single permit._ Multiple locations shall require a permit
for each location.
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CURRENT FEES [N COUNTY ANIMAL

1 QEFENSE DESCRIPTION CONTROL OROIMANCE PROPOSED FEES FOR NEW COUNTY ORDIMANCE CITY ANIMAL CONTROL FEES
2z Licenstng
| 3 |unaltered Male $10.00 (Dogs enly) $100,00 annually {Dogs & Cats) $100,00 annually {Does & Cats]
|4 |Unaltered Fomale 410,00 {Dogs Qnly} $100.00 annually {Dogs & Cats) $100.00 annually {Dogs & Cats|
5 | Altarad Mafe $3.00 {Cogs Only} $£.00 anoually {Dogs & Cats) $8.00 annvally (ags & Catsy
| & |Altarad Female $3.00{Dogs Only} $&00 _annually {Dogs & Cats) $8.00 annually [Dags & Cats)
|7 | Duglicate Tuas 55,00 {Dogs Onlvl $3.00 (Dogs & Cats) $3.00 {Dogs & Cats)
B
9 Permit Faes
 10fKennals $59.00 {Cats Kenngl Per yoar) $200.00 annually $250.00 annually
11 $50.00 {Housa 20 Dogs or Less} $200.00 annually Graoming Parlars §250.00 annually
13 $200.00 All othier kennels $200.00 2rnuzlly PetShops $250.00 annitally
A3 $200.00 annually Shefters $250.00 annually
1d 4200.00 annually Guard Dogs $250,00 anptralty
15| tdanaged Feral Cak Colony $200 evary two years
15 )8ora than ten animals 8200 annually
17 |Exatic Animals $200.00 per year, up to $200.00 annually Wid & Exotic $250.00 annually
18 |Brzeding $125.00 snnually per braading snfmal 5125.00 annually per breeding animal
19 |Circus and Anfmal Acts $250.00 ach serles of consacutive svents in Santa Fe County {$250.00
| 20 |Lsar $25.00 per fittar $25.00 per litter
21
a2 Impoundement Fes
23 {Par Offanse Dogs $15.00 $10.00 st Impoundrme nt 51040 1stimpoundment la £2-manth period
241Per Offense Cats $10.00 52000 2nd hinpaundment 52040 Ind dment In 12-month parlad
25 $40.00 3rd_Impoupdment $40.00 _3rd impoundment In £2-month perlad
26 580.00 Ath_Impeundment $80.00  4th Impaundmant n 12-manth period
subsequent Impoundment ln 12 month perlod, the fae shall
27 double. subsequent Impoundment In 12 manth perlad, the fee shall double
| 28|Fee for Retreival of Anlmal Careass by ACG 550.00 4$100.00
22
r VI f This
30 Ordinance
Raslsting or Qbstructng an Animal Services
| 31| officer Huilty of a petty misdsmaanar $300.00 up ta $500.00 and/or 90 days in Jall
32 Mo Rables Vaccination 515,00 $75.00 « proof of vaccination 1st Offense $75.00 1st
33 $150.00 + praaf of yaccinatian __ 2nd Offanse $150.00 2nd in 36-month period.
$500.00 andfor up to 0 daysInfall  3rd In 36-month pericd or
34 $300.00 + proof of vaccination  2rd Offenge subsequent
35 Refer to Court Ath Offense
36 | Harbaring an Anlmal that has Bliten 530040 S500,00 and/ar Up to 96 days In jall
az Unalksrad Animal Altered Animal Unaltarad Animal Altarsd Anlmal
| 3¢} Running At Largs {Old Provisisns) $25.00 1st Offense in acalender year 350,00 13t QHense £25.00 15t Offense 450,00 1st convicton §25.00 15t conviction
|39 | Rastraint of Andmals {Mav Provislans) $50.00 2nd Offansa [n a calender year | 3100.60 2nd Offanse 450.00 2nd Offansa 510030 2nd canvictian 450.00  2nd conviction
40 $100.c0 2rd Offense In & calender year _13250,60 3rd Offanse $125.00 3rd Offense 250,00 3rd convictian $125.00  3rd convickion
$300,00 4ti Offense $250.00 4t Offense $500.00 and/ar up ko 90 days Infall  $250.00 and/or up to 90 days
AL Injall
43 Referta Court Sth Offenss Refer to Caure 5th Offanse
43 Unaftered apnimaf Alterad Animal Unaltered Ammal Altared Anlmal
A4 N ¢ Anlmai Licensz 510,00 Dogs Only $100.00  ist Offanse 525.00 1t Offensa 510000 15t convlction 33500 1st conviction
as 4200.00 2nd Gifense $50,00  2nd Offense 4$200.00 2nd canviction $50.00  2nd canviction
as $300.00 3rd Offanss $100.00 3rd Qifense 430000 3rd canvietion 5100.00  2ed convicHan
$500.00 and/ar up to 90 days In Jail  $250.00 and/for up to 90 days)
a7 Referta Court Ath Offenss  Refer to Caurt dth Offensa in jall
48
LE] Permit Violations
50| 15t Offansa $100.00 4100.00 In 3 1 2-manth pariad
5112nd Offense $250.00 $250.00 In a 12-manth periad
| 52tard Offense Referta Caurt $400.60 In a 12-month periad
$500.00 and/ar up to 50 days |n Jail. Upan conviction,revecation of
53| ath Offense permit as st frth
54
55 Anlmals Disturbing the Peace
b 55]1st Offense $25.00 In a calandar year Refer to Court Refacred to Municlpal Court
57| and Offensa S60.00 In 3 catander vear Refar to Court Referred to Municlpal Court
Relarrad to kunicipal Court. Upan canvicton, the City may deem a
Refer to Court, Upen conyiction, the County may daam 3 nulsanee pursuaant to Saction 1-4 SFCC £957 and Rle a lawsuit in
58] 3rd Offansa $100.00 In acalandzr year nuisance and file 3 lawsultin dlstrick Court, disteict gourt,
59
a0 Nulsange
81] st Offanse $25.00 In a calandar year $75.00 575.00
| 62| 2nd Offense $80.00 In & calander year 415060 $150.00
63]3rd Ofanse 5100.80 In a calandas year $300.00 $300.00
|64 ath Offanse Refar to Court $500.06 andfos un ta 50 days In jail
83
a5 Unlawful Use Of Tags 31000 or refer to Caurt $100.00
57
Confining Animals In or upan &
| 6| Motor Vehicle
| 63115t Offanse $100.00 $100.00 In a 12-month petiod
70]2nd Offense $00.80 $200.00 In a 12-manth pacicd
-7-1:1 3rd Offense 4300.00 $500.00 and/or up te 90 days In jail
| 72]3th Oftanse Refer to Court Court Action
73} Cruelty {Physical Abuse)
74115} OFfensa $50.00 Refer to Court Court Action
75| 2nd Offanse 5200.00
| 761 3rd Oitense or mare (up to) |$s00.00
77| Neglect, Care and Maintanance
78] 15t Offense $50.00 15150.00 $150.00
73| 2nd Qffense §200.00 fup to) SI50.00 $250.00
£013rd Offenss or marz (up to) §500.00 5300.00 $500.00 snd/or up ta
| 81)4th Offansa Retar to Coury
| 83) Abandomeant
| 83|38t Offense 5200.00 $100.00
34| 2nd OHeanse Rater bn Coury
| &5 |Polsoning Rafar to Court Court Actinn
38 | Animal Fights Referto Court Laurt Actian
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Rachel A. Brown

From: Danie! Mayfield

Sent: Meonday, February 11, 2013 5:04 PM

To: Lucy Cornwell

Cc: Stephen C. Ross; Rachel A. Brown

Subject: RE: Proposed county animal confrol ordinance (please put on record)

Ms. Cornwell,
Thank you for your comments they will be included into the record.

-Danny Mayfield

From: Lucy Cornwell [Imcornwell@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, February 11, 2013 12:15 PM

To: Daniel Mayfield

Subject: Proposed county animal control ordinance (please put on record)

Hi Danny,

It was a delight meeting you last week at Ed Maez's house, and I really appreciate the
attention and energy you are giving as commissioner for our district. Below is a draft of some
thoughts I've had after perusing the proposed animal ordinance. Please feel free to contact me
with any questions about the issues. I may write again to add some of the other concerns I've
been hearing from other pet owners. Meanwhile please forward this version to the committee
members, other council members, or whomever you think will insist upon a more reasonable
ordinance (or tabling it altogether)}. As it stands, I feel quite sure that the proposed
ordinance will not net higher revenues, but will result in higher euthanasia numbers which will
reflect poorly on the county.

Thanks for your willingness to hear the voice of your constituency.
Lucy Cornwell

To Whom it May Concern;

In reading the 38 page proposed new animal ordinance for Santa Fe County I am struck by the
amount of time that was put into its creation without enough consideration of broader
consequences. The county's emulation of the city ordinance is not realistic for the rural area
and lifestyles the county includes. The overall theme of greater financial penalty to those who
violate the amped-up ordinance may not really add up to a better life for Santa Fe County's
animals. Or make more money for Santa Fe County. The very people who should most frequently be
cited are those least likely to be able to pay the fines. The idea that these fines should foot
the some of the county's bills and/or the increased cost of animal control services required to
enforce the ordinance is not realistic, or in the service of improved animal welfare. In this
economy, choosing to pay hefty fines they can't afford (if they chose not to afford fencing or
neutering) will be harder and harder. More people will be more likely leave their pets to the
fate of our already over-populated shelters. This would then incur greater expense to the
shelters, housing and adopting out more pets; or the need to euthanize and cremate those who do
not get re-homed. With this ordinance, the prospect of adopting a pet --even for responsible
owners-- looks a bit more daunting, and could result in less adoptions from shelters to make a
bad problem even worse.

A few specific items in the ordinance that seem problematic:

Requiring dogs to be leashed at all times when not contained, except in dog parks. ...Many of us
who live in the less urban open spaces of the county live here in order to be able to exercise
our dogs in arroyos, on forest trails, or BLM lands. Especially for larger dogs (or less

athletic owners) getting a daily off-leash run with owner under voice command is a realistic way

1



for good health and behavioral balance. Also, training for herding, flyball, and some
obedience/protection werk requires being off leash, or using very long leads. In that there are
no dog parks outside Santa Fe, the carbon pawprint of a rural dog needing some off leash time
starts to get very big if that means driving into Santa Fe. Does the county wish to budget in a
number of fully-contained off leash dog parks outside Santa Fe for their new program?

Requiring a property owner to foot the bill to humanely care for feral cats that have taken up
residence seems like a policy that may invite more negligence. A small county subsidy for the
organizations that know how to stabilize colonies and educate people on feral colony maintenance
would be a more streamlined approach to sensibly control the growing problem before it becomes
unmanageable.

Also, I object to the unwillingness to recognise a documentation of antibody blood titer as a
valid indication of rabies protection. Any pet owner willing to foot the considerable expense of
a blood titer is probably doing so for a valid reason of vaccination sensitivity , old age,
and/or overall concern for their pet's health. These are not the people to worry about.

As a former board member of the Espanola Valley Humane Society I am unfortunately aware of the
statistics for intake and euthanasia, and the budgets of our local shelters. I am also aware
that it has not always been easy for the EVHS shelter (in Rio Arriba) to obtain an adequate (or
timely)} subsidy from Santa Fe County to cover the cost of receiving animals brought in from
Northern Santa Fe County (Tesuque, Pojoaque Valley, etc.) Taking full responsibility to
understand the overall impact, and to support the non-profit shelters that contract to do the
actual work generated by the county animal services must be part of the overview in enforcing
more animal ordinances. Looking at animal control infractions from the angle of revenue
generation is short-sighted and the county will not be serving its people or animals.

If the amount of time and energy spent on this piece of ordinance could be devoted to creating
more community humane education programs to encourage spay and neuter and responsible pet
stewardship, the county weuld be supporting humane animal care in its communities. This
ordinance will not achieve that end.

Lucy Cornwell
(29B 0ld Callejon Road, Santa
Fe, NM 87506)



Rachel A, Brown

From: Daniel Mayfield

Sent: Saturday, February 02, 2013 445 AM

To: Stephen C. Ross; Rachel A. Brown

Cc: Juan R. Rjos

Subject: FW: Draft animal contre! ordinance
Attachments: County_Commissioners_Animal_Control_ltr.docx

For the record.
Thanks,

-Danny M.

From: jndlcrensh@aol.com [jndlcrensh@aocl.com]

Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2813 2:37 PM

To: Kathy S. Holian; Daniel Mayfield; Miguel Chavez; Robert A. Anaya; Liz Stefanics
Subject: Draft animal control ordirance

Dear commissioners,

I had hoped to personally attend this evening's hearing on the draft county animal contrel
ordinance, but a scheduling conflict makes that impossible. I have instead attached a letter
expressing my suggestions and concerns, in hopes that the comments may be helpful. I have
attempted humor in a place or two, but in seriousness hope that comments are lcoked at and given
consideration.

I appreciate the work of Commissioner Holian and others on the drafting committee; such tasks
are always demanding and sometimes thankless: So, Thank You.

I appreciate your time, effort and service.
Sincerely,

John Crenshaw
Santa Fe



Rachel A. Brown

From: Daniel Mayfield
Sent: Saturday, February 02, 2013 5:03 AM
To: Stephen C. Ross; Rachel A. Brown
Cc: Juan R, Rios
Subject: FW. Animal Control Crdinance Public Hearing
" Attachments: Feral Cats and the Public - A Healthy Relationship.pdf

For the record.
Thank you,

-Danny M,

From: Liz Holtz [EHoltz@alleycat.org]

Sent: Wednesday, January 30, 2613 186:18 AM

To: Daniel Mayfield

Cc: Juan R, Rios

Subject: Animal Control Ordinance Public Hearing

bear Commissioner Mayfield,

I am the staff attorney at Alley Cat Allies, and I viewed the public hearing last night via the
live webcast. I really appreciated your questions and comments. I hope that we can work
together to make the section on feral cat colonies something that Santa Fe County can be proud
of. I also wanted to send you more information about the public health and feral cats. Feral
cats are safe members of our communities. I’ve attached one of Alley Cat Allies’ documents
debunking the myths about feral cats, but I also thought you might want to see a third party
source. The Center for Disease Control confirms our information regarding Toxoplasmosis (the
illness mentioned by the gentleman representing the local Audubon Society)
http://www.cdc.gov/parasites/toxoplasmosis/,

The most common cause of transmission is from eating undercooked meat.

Please contact me if you have any gquestions or would like to discuss any of these issues
further.

Best,

Elizabeth Holtz
Staff Attorney

Alley Cat Allies

792@ Norfolk Ave. Suite 608

Bethesda, MD 28814-2525

www . alleycat.org<blocked: ihttp://www.alleycat.org/>
Tel: 240-482-1997

Fax: 240-482-1590
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The cats’ leading advocate

- Research

FERAL CATS AND THE PUBLIC—
A HEALTHY RELATIONSHIP

THE SCIENCE BEHIND WHY FERAL CATS ARE SAFE MEMBERS OF OUR COMMUNITIES

:)ublic health policies all over the country reflect the scientific evidence: feral cats live healthy

lives outdoors and don't spread disease o people. But, advocates of catch and kill programs

continue to justify this cruel practice by insisting that feral cats represent a threat to public health

because they do spread disease. “There’s simply no evidence to back up these claims," says

Deborah L. Ackerman, M.S., Ph.D,, an adjunct associate professor of epidemiology at UCLA

School of Public Health,

More and more, public health officials ate embracing Trap-
Neuter-Return for feral cats and replacing outdated policies
based on unfounded fears,

“I'm not a cat or animal lover,” says Ron Cash, direcror of the
Adlandc City Deparcment of Health and Human Services, “But
I belteve the complaints and hysteria about disease as result of
feral cats are overblown.”

Most diseases that infect cats can only be spread from cat to
cat, not from car to human, You are much more likely to catch
an infectious disease from the person sianding in line wich you
at the grocery store than from a car.’ In fact, a 2002 review

of cat-agsociated diseases published in the Archives of Internal
Medicine concluded thar, “cats should not be thought of 25
vectors for disease transmission,”

Infectious diseases can only spread from cats to humans via
direcr conract with either the car or its feces, and feral cars
typically avoid humans. Statistics from the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention (CDC) show that cats are rarely a

source of discase, and that it is unlikely for anyone to get sick
from touching or owning a cat.* “Teral cats pose even less
risk to public health than pet cats because they have minimal
human contact, and any contact that does occur is almost
always initiated by the person,” says Ackerman,

Science Shows Feral Cat Colonies Pose No
Disease Risk to Humans

The health risks that catch and kill advocates most often blame
on cats ate intestinal parasites, rabies, flea-borne typhus, and
toxoplasmosis. Yet the spread of these diseases has never been
conclusively linked to feral cats.

Parasites are Species Specific

Ackerman says that the risk of carching an intestinal parasite
like Cryptosporidium and Giardia from cats has been vasely
over-hyped. Molecular studies show that these parasites are

www.alleycat.org * 7920 Norfolk Avenue, Suite 600 » Bethesda, MD 20814-2525 » ©2011
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FERAL CATS AND THE PUBLIC—A HEALTHY RELATIONSHIP, page 2 of 4

usually species specific—meaning that the type that infects cats
does not infect humans—and “some studies even suggest that
cats and other animals are mere likely to catch these parasites
from humans than vice-versa,” according to Ackerman.

No Danger From Rabies

The notion that stray cats spread rabies is another empty
argument used by advocates of catch and kill programs, says
Ackerman, The last confirmed cat-to-human transmission of
rabies oceurred in 1975 and the risk of catching rabies from 2
feral car is almost non-existent, Statistics from the CDC show
that as 2 source of rabies infections, cats rank way behind wild
animals like bats, skunks, and foxes who account for more than
90% of reported cases of the disease.*

And, Trap-Neuter-Return is a safeguard against rabies,
because “the vaccination component of TNR programs
ensures that the cars in managed colonies cannot catch or
spread rabies,” says Ackerman,

Even in the unlikely event that a feral cat develops rabies, it
can't spread the disease to people without biting them, and feral
cats rately seek direct contact with humans, The idea that cats
will unexpectedly jump out of alleys and bite children is just as
ridiculous as it sounds. A 1998 analysis showed that about 90%
of cat bites were proveked, and the vast majority of cat bites are
caused by pets.?

Cash says that since Atlantic City began its TNR program, he
hasn't had a single complaint about feral cat bites or scratches.
Learn more about why feral cats do not spread rabies at
www.alleycat.org/PublicHealthVictory.

Flea-borne Typhus is Rare and Cats Don’t Play
a Part in the Fleas Arrival or Growth

Flea-borne typhus is another infectious disease sometimes
erroneously blamed on feral cats. The disease is caused by
Rickettsia bacteria that infect fleas, and mast 1.5, cases occur
in Texas, Hawaii, and California. Although infected fleas may
hitch a ride on feral cats, the chance of becoming infected

with flea-borne typhus via a feral car is extremely low. In fact,
Ackerman says, “flea-borne typhus is rare even in areas such

as Scuthern California, where the disease is endemic.” For
instance, in 2009, Orange County, California reported 12 cases
of flea-barne typhus cut of a population of 3 million residents®,

making the chance of infection just 1 in 250,000—about the
same as the risk of being hit by an asteroid.’

Removing cats does not halt the spread of flea-borne typhus,
because cats don’t spread the disease—the fleas themselves do,
Cats are merely a host for fleas and if the cats are eliminated,
the fleas simply find another host like squirrels and raccoons.
“Fleas are very versatile. They live on cats, dogs, opossums, rats,
and mice,” Ackerman says,

For this reason, public health officials in Texas, where flea-
borne typhus is endemic, have focused their efforts on
controlling fleas, rather than their hosts. Quthreaks are rarely
traced to cats. In 2008, the CDC and Texas health autherities
examining a cluster of flea-borne typhus in Austin found the
Rickettsia bacteria in only 18% of cats, as compared to 44% of
dogs and 71% of opossums, near the homes of people infected
with the disease.®

Most Cases of Toxoplasmaosis Stem from
Undercooked Food, Not Cats

Catch and kill advocates sometimes argue for killing feral cats
because they can transmit toxoplasmosis, a parasitic disease that
spreads via Toxoplasma oocysts shed in the feces of an infected
animal. Bur studies show that the overwhelming majority of
toxeplasmosis cases actually result from eating undercooked
meat, According to CDC statistics, toxoplasmﬂsis is the third
leading cause of food-baorne iliness-related death in the U.S.?

Pregnant women and their fetuses face a higher risk from the
disease—a fact thar carch and kill advocates often abuse to
incite public paranola—bur a study published in the Archives
of Internal Medicine in 2002 concluded that pregnant women
were unlikely to catch toxoplasmosis from a cat."

It rare for anyone ro catch toxoplasmosis from a household pet
{cats are not the only carriers; dogs, birds, and other mammals
can also carry the parasite), let alone a feral car with whom
they have no contact. Even if a cat is infected with Taxeplasma,
it typically only sheds the disease-spreading oocysts for a few
weeks. To catch an infection, a person would need to have
direct contact with these infected feces. Mast people go out

of their way to avoid touching the contents of their pet cal’s
licter box, and they're even less likely ro touch feral car feces. In
other words, even if a feral cat leaves feces in your garden, you
would need to touch it and then somehow ingest the feces 1o
get toxoplasmosis.
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Colony Careglivers are as Healthy as
Everyaone Else

Maybe the best proof that feral cats pose no health risk to
people is that feral cat caregivers are healthy. “If feral cats
transmitted disease to humans,” says Ackerman, “colony
caregivers, who spend more time around feral cats than most
people, would experience a heightened rate of disease, and this
simply isn* the case.”

None of the many caregivers she’s interviewed have ever
reported becoming sick from their work with feral cats. No
study has ever shown that colony caregivers have any increased
risk of disease, despite their regular contact with feral colonies,

Catch and Kill Doesn’t Improve Public Health

“Cartch and kill policies are fear-based and rely on old wives
tales and Hawed research to justify prejudice against cats,” says
Ackerman. Removing feral cats is never a sustainable solution,
because that only opens up new territory for other feral cats

to use. (Learn more about this vacuum effect at www.alleycat.
org/VaceumEffece,) According to Ackerman, there’s absolucely
ne evidence that catch and kill policies reduce the incidence of
human disease.

Trap-Neuter-Return Programs Protect Public
Health and Prevent the Spread of Disease

Trap-Neuter-Return programs help to stabilize feral car
populations, and the vaccination component ensures that cats
are protected against disease. These programs also allow car

caregivers and public health officials ro monitor the health of cars

in the community and ensure that they'te immunized—and that
“protects the health of cats and humans alike,” says Cash.

Catch and kill programs offer no such similar benefits, because
cats are simply removed without regard to their health,

“TNR is good public health pelicy,” says Cash. Atlantic Ciry
has been collaboraring with Alley Cat Allies for the past ten
years to manage feral cat colonies under the city’s famous
boardwalk. The TNR program that Atlantic Ciry developed
with Alley Cat Allies has never pased any health problems to
the community, says Cash.

“Before our relationship with Alley Car Allies, T was getting
numerous complaints about feral cats,” he said. But since
Alley Cat Allies began managing these colenics with TNR, the
problems have ceased entirely, he says. “The [cat] population
that’s here is much healthier,” says Cash. “They're coexisting
with people very well now. Most people dont even know the
cats are there.”

While catch and kill advocates cling to outdated thinking

and hyped-up stories, the people studying, teaching, and
defending public health recognize that feral cats do not spread
disease to people. Policies based on fear, hype, and hysseria
serve neither the public nar the cats, and will only end in
more cats being killed.

Instead, feral cat policies should reflect the science and the
facts—feral cats are healthy animals. From a public health

standpoint as well as a humane one, the best approach for

feral carts is Trap-Neuter-Return because it benefiss the cats
and the communiry.
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Rachel A. Brown

From: Daniel Mayfield

Sent: Saturday, February 02, 2013 5:31 AM
To: Stephen C. Ross; Rache! A. Brown
Subject: FW. Anti-Tethering Ordinance

For the record.
Thank you,

-Danny M.

From: Karen H [khackey@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, January 39, 2013 8:12 PM

To: Daniel Mayfield; Miguel Chavez; Robert A. Anaya; Kathy S. Holian; Liz Stefanics
Subject: Anti-Tethering Ordinance

Dear Santa Fe County Commissioners,

Please pass an anti-tethering ordinance for Santa Fe County. You will set the pace for the rest
of New Mexico and make life better for so many animals who are tethered & forgotten. Maybe it
will make people stop taking in dogs that they really don't want or have time for. It's not
fair for local dog/cat fosters, rescuers & shelters to have to bear the burden for others who
are lazy and irresponsible for their animals. Thank you for considering my request to ban
tethering in Santa Fe County.

Sincerely,

Karen Hackey

5157 Silver King Rd.

Las Cruces, NM 88011

"The most common trait of all primitive peoples is a reverence for the life-giving earth, and
the Native American shared this elemental ethic: The land was alive to his loving touch, and he,
its son, was brother to all creatures.”

~Stewart Udall~



Rachel A. Brown

From; Kate Ellenwood [kate@glorykennel.com]
Sent: Monday, February 04, 2013 1:30 PM

To: _ Rachel A. Brown

Subject: RE: Dog licensing fees in Santa Fe County
Attachments: Chance license bill.pdf; Libby License Bill.pdf
Ms. Brown-

Thank you for your quick response. | appreciated the information.

| will tell you that the bills {I am attaching Chance’s for your information) did not in any way indicate that the fee
charged was something other than a license fee, as opposed to any administrative fee. And it is certainly
unreasonable that there would be a $90.00 administrative fee tacked on to a $10.00 license fee. In addition, the
bill for Libby (also attached) was for the new fee of $8.00 and also did not indicate any administrative fee, It
would be odd that the “administrative fees” would just happen to equal the amount of the new fee schedule.,

Unfortunately, my husband and | paid the bill as issued since our current licenses expire on February 21, 2013, so |
will now have to get our money refunded, which | am sure will not be an easy task.

| am hoping to make the public hearing on February 12, 2013. 1 did receive a call from Commissioner Holian and
we chatted a bit about the proposal. One of my suggestions to her was to try and discovery why people do not
license their dogs. The vast majority of dogs are not licensed and my husband and | have inquired of people we
know, educated people who have the resources to pay the licensing fees, and we were shocked to learn that none
of them have licensed their dogs. Many of the comments included that they did not need to since there dogs do
not run free. Others indicated they did not even know how to go about it. Obviously there is a misunderstanding
of the requirement as well as information on how to go about the licensing. If there was greater compliance with
the licensing law, the Animal Shelter would have far more funds to run their facility.

Thank you again for your assistance.

Kate Ellenwood
505-470-6313
kate @glorvkennel.com
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Santa Pe Animal Shelter
Licensing Department
100 Caja Del Rio Road
Santa Fe, NM 87507

Important information:

Please contact the Licensing Department of the Santa Fe
Animal Shelter if Chance is no longer on the property or is
deceased, 1t is required by law that Chanee wears the license

W. A. ELLENWOOD
tag.

PO BOX 310

GLORIETA, NM 87535 After 03/23/2013 a penalty fee of $20 will be assesed.
Pet License Fees: Altered $8/yr Un-altered $100/yr

City lieenses can be purchased for 1-3 years.
License fees are subject to change.
For questions, call 505-983-4309 ext. 606
- lecensing@sfhumanesociety.org —

HiW. A,
It's time to renew Chance's Heense, To help you along in this process we have provided all the information we have for Chance
below, Please make any necessary corrections in the space provided.

1. Make sure that Chance's rabies vaccine is still valid. If necessary, submit a photocopy* of a new one.
2, Return the bottom portion of this letter and payment®* for the license to:

Santa Fe Animal Shelter
Licensing Department
i00 Caja del Rio Road
Santa Fe, NM 87507

Please allow 2-3 weeks to recieve Chance's updated license certificate.

*You can cbtain a rabies certificate from your veterinarian. Please don't send your original rabies certificate.
**Please don't send cash! Payment by check, money order or eredit card is best. Make checks payable to the Santa Fe Animal

Shelter.
For low-cost veccinations or spay/neuter procedures, ptease contact the Spay/Neuter & Wellzess Clinic at 505-474-6422.

Owner W.A ELLENWOOD PetName CHANCE License Tag Number LS3F-005921

Q,G" L BLUE MERLE
Address meo*‘;;é ;”’( et Color License Type County
Breed AUSTCATTLE DOG

GLORIETA, NM 87535 License Expires 02/21/201%

Age 1Yr1Mo
H7o-@roy
Phone (505) #57-2589 Sex Intact Male Rabies Vaccine Expires 01/13/2014
CreditCard Visa  Discover  Amex Master Card Amount Due $100
Credit Card # ExpirationDate__ .
Signature of Card Holder ‘ Date ‘ o

I would like to add a donation in the amount of 1, $5, $10, or other $ to my
renewal fee to help the Santa Fe Animal Shelter save lives.

Pog7s85  ADS5314
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. Santa Fe Animal Shelter
Licensing Department
100 Caja Del Rio Road
Santa Fe, NM 87507
Important information:
Please contact the Licensing Department of the Santa Fe
Animal Shelter if Liberty is no longer on the property or is
PO BOX 310 &
GLORIETA, NM 87535 After 03/23/2013 a penalty fee of $20 will be assesed.

Pet License Fees: Altered $8/yr Un-altered $100/yT

City licenses can be purchased for 1-3 years.
License fees are subject to change.
For questions, call 505-983-4309 ext. 606
SR - licensing@sthumanesociety.org - - . —_—
HiW. A,
It's Hime to renew Liberty's license. To help you along in this process we have provided all the information we have for Liberty
below, Please make any necessary corrections in the space provided..

1. Make sure that Liberty’s rabies vaceine is still valid. If necessary, submit a phetocopy* of a new ane.
2, Return the bottom portion of this letter and payment** for the license to:

Santa Fe Animal Shelter
Licensing Department
100 Caja del Rio Road
Santa Fe, NM 87507

Please allow 2-3 weeks to recieve Liberty's updated license certificate.
#You can obtain a rabies certificate from your veterinarian. Please don't send your original rabies certificate,

#+please don't send cash! Payment by check, money order or credit eard is best. Make checks payable to the Santa Fe Animal

Shelter,
Far low-tost vactinations or spay/neuter procedures, please contact the Spay/Neuter & Wellness Clinic at 505-474-6422.

Owner W.A ELLENWOOD Pet Name LIBERTY License Tag Number LSF-005923
G-
d 2l !Dt‘j(n-a.u.& B Color BLUEMERLE License Type County
Bread AUSTCATTLE DOG
GLORIETA, NM 87535 Y 13 License Expires 02/21/2013
7¥r, 11 Mo
Yro-63a5 Age

Phone (505)737-2589 : Sex Spayed Female Rabies Vaccine Expires 11/08/2014
CreditCard Visa  Discover  Amex Master Card Amount Due $8
Credit Card 2 Expiration Date Billing Zip.
Signature of Card Holder Date

| would like to add a donation in the amount of $1, §5, $10, or other $ to my
renewal fee to help the Santa Fe Animal Shelter save lives. ‘

Poays8s  Aossait



Rachel A. Brown

From: Daniel Mayfield

Sent: Saturday, February 02, 2013 5:34 AM

To: Stephen C. Ross; Rachel A. Brown

Cc: Juan R. Rios .

Subject: FW: Change in fee to SF County Dog licenses--What happened to the public hearings?

For the record.
Thank you,

-Danny M,

From: Kate Ellenwood [kate@glorykennel.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 31, 2013 6:85 PM

To: Daniel Mayfield; Miguel Chavez; Robert A. Anaya; Liz Stefanics

Cc: Kathy §. Holian

Subject: Change in fee to SF County Dog licenses--What happened to the public hearings?

In December, 2012, I sent the below message to Kathy Holian, the District 4 commissioner. I
decided to send it on to the remaining commissioners as well, since you all have a vote.

My understanding was that this fee change would be subject to two public hearings, and as Ms,
Holian said to me in an e-mail “all the people who want to speak will be able to give input.”

I was not available for the first public hearing on January 29, 2013 and intended to appear at
the 2nd public hearing. So imagine my surprise when the license bills for 2013 appeared in our
mail, already indicating the NEW license fees even though they have not yet been passed and
finalized by the County Commission. The bills were postmarked January 23, 2013, which was 6
days BEFORE the first public hearing.

I wonder why you are even having the public hearings, if the new fees are already a forgone
conclusion?

Obviously you have decided that you will get the money from the people who follow the law, no
matter its fairness and continue to let those that do not register their animals off the hook
while they play the odds that their dogs will never be picked up. And if they are, they will
never claim them, they will just get another unlicensed dog. Do you really think that the
people who do not pay the current $10.00 fee, will now pay $180.80? If so, you really do not
have a good grasp on the reality of life in Santa Fe County.

So will you decide next year you need more money and then charge $500 per dog to license them?

As a lawyer, I will follow the law, but I have to tell you how you went about this really
stinks. I would like to believe that government is fair and the way we go about passing new
laws allows for people to be heard and your decisions to be affected by the people who elected
you. Sadly, I was wrong.

ok v o ok ok ok ok ok Kk ke ok ok ok ok s el ok e ofe sl ok s sk sl o A e ok sk ke sk o sk o s S sk st ke sk sk sk sk sk ok ok ok ok ok ok ok o ok okt R o o e s e ol e sl oo ok ok

I am writing to state my opposition to the Commissioner's proposal to raise license fees on
unneutered dogs from $16.60 to $16€.00 per dog. This tenfold increase is unfair and
unwarranted, placing the burden of supporting the animal shelter on the "few" people in the
county who actually pay their license fee, and are responsible dog owners, as opposed to the
many who do not spay or neuter their dogs, let their dogs run free and do not license their
dogs.



The answer "we need more money" is not a good one. As a lawyer, I would never think of raising
my fees tenfold because "I need more money." I could understand if you doubled your fee from
$10.00 to $20.00, but tenfold? That is unacceptable.

My husband and I own four Australian Cattle Dogs. They are all licensed.

One dog is neutered, the others are not. So we are now facing fees of

$308.00 to license our dogs under your proposal. So your answer may be-well spay and neuter them
and you will not have to pay so much. No, that is not a good answer. We show our dogs and
enjoy doing it, We cannot show an altered dog, except in very limited circumstances. It is a
hobby we enjoy.

Your proposal will make this more difficult and unfairly burden us with the cost of supporting
animal control.

We are not a puppy mill. We bred our oldest bitch one time, and we placed all three puppies in
very good homes. We know for a fact the people still have the dogs and they are licensed, but
in Colorado where they live.

Their fees are $10.00 for an altered dog and $25.00 for an unaltered dog.

It you placed your energy in enforcing the current license law against the pecople who do not
license their dogs, that would produce your much needed revenue. My guess would be that the
vast majority of dog owners do not license their dogs. This is unacceptable, We live in
Glorieta and there are often packs of dogs running the streets and threatening those who walk
the streets. Most likely these dogs are not spayed and neutered and produce unwanted puppies
that are then dumped on the streets or at the animal shelter. Enforce the law against these
peaple,

Certainly other funds can be found to help support the animal shelter and animal control, in
addition to a reasonable increase to license fees. My understanding is that each commissioner
has a "discretionary” fund to do with what they want, perhaps some of that money could be
donated to animal control.

Do not assume that people in our position will blindly pay this unfair and onerous fee. Most
people who show dogs have co-owners, allowing the dogs to be licensed in the state of the co-
owner., Unfortunately some will chose not to license their dogs rather than to pay $160.60. So
instead of getting $20.60, you will get nothing.

I do not mind paying my fair share, but I truly resent paying more because other people will not
Tollow the law. Enforce the current law, don't punish those who are follewing it.

Kate Ellenwood

2 Glory Lane

Glorieta, NM 87535

585-476-6313
kate@glorykennel.com<mailto:kate@glorykennel. com>

Information from ESET Smart Security, version of virus signature database 7955
(20130131)

The message was checked by ESET Smart Security.

http://www.eset. com



Rachel A. Brown

From: Daniel Mayfield

Sent: Saturday, February 02, 2013 5:42 AM
To: Stephen C. Ross; Rachel A. Brown
Cc: Juan R. Rios

Subject: FW; Animal ordinances

For the record.
Thank you,

-Danny M.

From: Cibwilliams@aol.com [Cjbwilliams@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 3:22 PM

To: Daniel Mayfield

Subject: Animal ordinances

I have a concern regarding line 68 of the proposed ordinance fee structure. I have cats and
during many months of the year in Santa Fe I could leave my cats in my car without doing them
any harm. (They are a desert animal and can tolerate high temperatures, or low temperatures,
without harming them.) I have done so in the past and would object to someone saying I was
putting the animal at risk. Although I don't own dogs, I have many times seen dogs left in the
car while the owner runs an errand, i.e. dropping a package off at the post office, dropping by
a restaurant to pick up take-out, a quick stop at a grocery or drug store. I don't believe this
activity warrants a $100 fine.

Thank you for considering this line-item.

Carol Williams



Rachel A. Brown

From: Daniel Mayfield

Sent: Saturday, February 02, 2013 5:44 AM
To: Stephen C. Ross; Rache! A. Brown
Cc: Juan R. Rios

Subject: FW: Santa Fe County Animal Ordiance

For the record.
Thank you,

-Danny M.

From: Cindy Katz [cindykatz2B8@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 2:49 PM
To: Daniel Mayfield

Subject: Santa Fe County Animal Ordiance

Danny: We cannot attend your commission meeting tomorrow evening, but John Gordnier and Cindy
Katz support the County Animal Controll Ordinance and applaud the county for their actions.



Rachel A. Brown

From: Daniel Mayfield

Sent: Saturday, February 02, 2013 6:28 AM

To: Stephen C. Ross; Rachel A. Brown

Cc: Juan R. Rios

Subject: FW: ordinances for Jan. 29 session, 2013

For the record.
Thank you,

-Danny M.

From: colleen dougherty [apainterand5cats@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 9:36 PM

To: Daniel Mayfield

Subject: eordinances for Jan. 29 session, 2013

Dear Mr. Mayfield,

I hope you will support, as I do, the proposed changes to the animal
Fe. As a former SF animal shelter employee (over 5 1/2 years) I know that
will benefit the community, the shelter and the animals. I'm sure you are

dedicated and pro-active work that is done by the shelter staff every day.

ordinances will be a positive step forward in helping with the day to day
dedicated people, and will also show the community and the nation that we
have vision, and that we care about all life. Please share these thoughts
commissioners, and please encourage all of them to support these measures
invelved - two and four. Thank you, Sir!

Most Sincerely,

Colleen Dougherty

welfare laws in Santa

these two proposals
aware of all the good,
Passage of these
efforts of these

walk our talk, that we

with your fellow

on behalf of everyone



Rachel A. Brown

From: Stephen C. Ross

Sent: Monday, February 04, 2013 10:19 AM
To: Rachel A, Brown

Subject: Fwd: Unchain Santa Fe

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Daniel Mayfield <dmayfield@co.santa-fe.nm.us>
Date: February 2, 2013, 5:49:34 AM MST

To: "Stephen C. Ross" <gross@co.santa-fe.nm.us>
Subject: FW: Unchain Santa Fe

Steve,
Following up to the email that was sent to me.

~dm

From: Murphy C [carolynmurphy14{@msn.com)]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 10:26 AM

To: Daniel Mayfield

Subject: Re: Unchain Santa Fe

I am travelling out of state for a funeral for the next few days. It's

probably easiest to contact me via e-mail. Tt was suggested through a FB

site that people contact their commissioners. All I am asking is that it

gets support from those who can make it happen, or make something happen for
the sake of animals around here. Since I cannot be there to voice my

opinion, I prefer that my name not be used. Saying it seems to be a

"cultural”, was not in the least directed towards any particular culture,

hence the quotes. It's more meaning that tethering or neglect of animals in

any way seems almost to be acceptable to a point and it would be great to

see some enforcement for the sake of animals,

From: "Daniel Mayfield" <dmayfield@co.santa-fe.nm.us>

Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 9:09 AM

To: "Murphy C" <carolynmurphyl4{@msn.com>

Ce: "Stephen C. Ross" <sross@co.santa-fe.nm.us>; "Rachel A. Brown"
<rabrown(@co.santa-fe.nm.us>

Subject; RE: Unchain Santa Fe

Ms. Murphy



Please contact me when ever you have a chance.

Thank you,

-Danny Mayfield
505-986-6200

From: Murphy C [carolynmurphyl4{@msn.com]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 8:51 AM

To: Daniel Mayfield

Subject: Re: Unchain Santa Fe

I will be out of town on the 29th. Being that I won't be able to be
there,

please do not use my full name.

Thank you.

From: "Daniel Mayfield" <dmavfield@co.santa-fe.nm.us>
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 7:11 AM
To: "Murphy C" <carolynmurphyl4@msn.com>

Cec: "Stephen C. Ross" <sross@co.santa-fe.nm.us>; "Rachel A. Brown"

<rabrown{@co.santa-fe.nm.us>; "Audrey Velasco"

<avelasco@co.santa-fe.nm.us>;

"Juan R. Rios" <jrios@co.santa-fe.nm.us>
Subject: RE: Unchain Santa Fe

Ms. Murphy,

I will have your comments added to the record for public comment.

Hopefully you can make the meeting on the 29th,
Thank you,
-Danny Mayfield

Santa Fe County Commissioner
District 1



505-986-6200

From: Murphy C [carolynmurphyl 4@msn.com]

Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2013 8:11 PM

To: Liz Stefanics; Kathy S. Holian; Daniel Mayfield; Robert A, Anaya
Subject: Unchain Santa Fe

Please support making chaining/tethering dogs illegal in SF County.
Also,

we need more law enforcement involvement in dealing with neglected
and

abused animals around here. It almost seems to be accepted as a,
"cultural”, thing in these parts. Bernalillo County Sheriff's along with
Bernalillo Animal Care Unit has great involvement in the welfare of
animals,

Santa Fe County really should follow suit. Perhaps inviting someone
from

one of the Bernalillo programs to educate and inform would be
helpful.

Thanks,
Caroline Murphy



1923 Hopi Road
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Board of County Commissioners
Santa Fe County, NM

Dear Commissioners;

Santa Fe County’s draft animal control ordinance contains what I believe are
omissions and drafting errors that need to be addressed. While reviewing the draft, |
also turned to nearby counties’ and the Santa Fe city ordinances for guidance, so
when | recommend exceptions to the draft language below, those have been
incorporated in other jurisdictions’ animal control ordinances.

The proposed requirement for dogs to be physically leashed when off the
owner’s property needs serious debate from dog owners and others. However, if it
is passed, the ordinance needs to include exceptions for working dogs {search and
rescue, tracking, hunting, herding) to be off-leash while working or being trained. It
also needs to clarify that dogs or other animals may run loose on public or private
property with the land manager’s or private property owner’s permission. As it
stands, a dog owner couldn't legally run his dogs on another person’s property even
with that person’s permission. And although this may sound silly, as I read it, the
current draft would inadvertently make it unlawful for a grazing lessee to turn his
cows out on his Forest Service lease.

Some problems stem from the draft’s definition of “animal”: “any dog, cat or
vertebrate (including livestock and excluding humans}.” “Animal” is frequently used
loosely, when “dogs” or “cats” or “animals typically kept as pets” would be more
accurate. The over-usage creates difficulties within the ordinance.

Under “restraint of animals,” for instance, the draft makes it unlawful for an
owner to allow an “animal” to run at large off the owner’s property, except at a dog
park. “Dog” would accurately reflect intent, I believe.

The definition of “direct control,” which essentially means physically leashed,
also creates a technical problem when paired with “animal:” The animal restraint
section requires “direct control,” not only of dogs but of “animals.” So be ready to
keep a tight leash on that Hereford (or better, revise the draft).

The draft makes poisoning “any animal” unlawful; it needs exceptions for
householders to poison vermin (mice, rats, gophers and the like) and for health
authorities to poison rodents to prevent the spread of diseases.

Some other concerns [ have:

The “dangerous animal” draft definition extends to any animal whose
behavior requires a defensive action by “a person or animal.” Other jurisdictions
specify defensive actions by domestic animals, such as other dogs or livestock. This
draft over-reaches, labeling a dog that chases a rabbit or a cat that chases a mouse as
“dangerous,” which would require the owner to keep them on a three-foot leash.

The draft would require veterinarians to report names and contact
information of anyone whose animal they vaccinate for rabies, along with details of



the animal’s species, gender, whether neutered, and more. I've found no other
jurisdiction with that requirement, which I can only guess is aimed at ferreting out
unlicensed and/or unaltered animals. At least one vet has expressed concern to me
that the requirement might drive some pet owners or breeders underground,
actually reducing the number of vaccinated animals rather than increasing the
numbers of licensed ones. It’s an issue that bears discussion.

The ordinance draft also specifies that any unneutered animal impounded
shall be spayed or neutered before being released to its owner. It makes exceptions
for service animals, those with health problems, and “competition animals who have
attained championship status.” (You gotta feel sorry for first runner-up.) Seriously,
the ordinance again uses “animal” when it probably means dogs and cats, but as
written would make a capon out of a runaway rooster. Perhaps the county could at
least give the impounded animal’s owner a chance to pay the unaltered animal fee
instead.

[ would hope that with public input during this evening’s meeting and
additional circulation of a revised draft that the county can enact an enforceable and
fair ordinance after at least one additional hearing.

Sincerely,
fohn Crenshaw

Santa Fe
505 988-5948



Rachel A. Brown

From: Stephen C. Ross

Sent: Monday, February 04, 2013 10:21 AM

To: Rachel A. Brown

Subject: Fwd: Draft animal contral ordinance

Attachments: County Commissioners_Animal_Control_ltr.docx; ATT00001.htm

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Daniel Mayfield <dmayfield@co.santa-fe,nm.us>

Date: February 2, 2013, 4:45:20 AM MST

To: "Stephen C. Ross" <sross@co.santa-fe.nm.us>, "Rachel A. Brown" <rabrown{co.santa-
fe.nm.us>

Ce: "Juan R. Rios” <jrios@co.santa-fe.nm.us>

Subject: FW: Draft animal control ordinance

For the record.
Thanks,

-Danny M.

From: jndlcrensh@aol.com [indlcrensh@aol.com]

Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2013 2:37 PM

To: Kathy S. Holian; Daniel Mayfield; Miguel Chavez; Robert A. Anaya; Liz Stefanics
Subject: Draft animal control ordinance

Dear commissioners,

I had hoped to personally attend this evening's hearing on the draft county animal control ordinance,
but a scheduling conflict makes that impossible. T have instead attached a letter expressing my
suggestions and concetns, in hopes that the comments may be helpful, I have attempted humor in a
place or two, but in seriousness hope that comments are looked at and given consideration.

I appreciate the work of Commissioner Holian and others on the drafting committee; such tasks are
always demanding and sometimes thankless: So, Thank You.

I appreciate your time, effort and service.
Sincerely,

John Crenshaw
Santa I'e



Rachel A, Brown

From: Daniel Mayfield

Sent: Saturday, February 02, 2013 4:37 AM
To: Stephen C. Ross; Rachel A. Brown
Subject: FW.: County Animal confrol Ordinance

For the record please.

~danny m.

From: Linda Kastner [puppauseflyahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2013 11:54 AM
Subject: County Animal control Ordinance

Dear Santa Fe County Commissiloner,

I think we need to find a creative selution to the issue of hobbyist breeders.

Since I volunteer at the Santa Fe animal shelter I am well aware of the problem of unspayed or
neutered animals in our county. As the owner of 2 spayed and neutered pit bulls I understand how
frustrating it is to be singled out with proposed laws and rules(sic BSL) that target
"responsible dog owners” in an attempt to reach irresponsible owners.

Why should responsible breeders have to pay more. It is not like they really make money as
breeders. What if a dog is working cn getting enough points to become a registered champion but
is not there yet? Why not just say if an animal is registered with a nationally recognized club
they would be exempt.

I ask you to please amend the language and costs about breeders I thank-you for your
consideration, Sincerely Linda Kastner



1923 Hopi Road
Santa Fe, NM 87505

Board of County Commissioners
Santa Fe County, NM

Dear Commissioners:

Santa Fe County’s draft animal control ordinance contains what [ believe are
omissions and drafting errors that need to be addressed. While reviewing the draft, [
also turned to nearby counties’ and the Santa Fe city ordinances for guidance, so
when [ recommend exceptions to the draft language below, those have been
incorporated in other jurisdictions’ animal control ordinances.

The proposed requirement for dogs to be physically leashed when off the
owner’s property needs serious debate from dog owners and others. However, if it
Is passed, the ordinance needs to include exceptions for working dogs {search and
rescue, tracking, hunting, herding) to be off-leash while working or being trained. It
also needs to clarify that dogs or other animals may run loose on public or private
property with the land manager’s or private property owner’s permission. As it
stands, a dog owner couldn’t legally run his dogs on another person’s property even
with that person’s permission. And although this may sound silly, as I read it, the
current draft would inadvertently make it unlawful for a grazing lessee to turn his
cows out on his Forest Service lease. :

Some problems stem from the draft’s definition of “animal”: “any dog, cat or
vertebrate (including livestock and excluding humans).” “Animal” is frequently used
loosely, when “dogs” or “cats” or “animals typically kept as pets” would be more
accurate. The over-usage creates difficulties within the ordinance.

Under “restraint of animals,” for instance, the draft makes it unlawful for an
owner to allow an “animal” to run at large off the owner’s property, except at a dog
park. “Dog” would accurately reflect intent, [ believe.

The definition of “direct control,” which essentially means physically leashed,
also creates a technical problem when paired with “animal:” The animal restraint
section requires “direct control,” not only of dogs but of “animals.” So be ready to
keep a tight leash on that Hereford (or better, revise the draft).

The draft makes poisoning “any animal” unlawful; it needs exceptions for
householders to poison vermin (mice, rats, gophers and the like} and for health
authorities to poison rodents to prevent the spread of diseases.

Some other concerns I have:

The “dangerous animal” draft definition extends to any animal whose
behavior requires a defensive action by “a person or animal.” Other jurisdictions
specify defensive actions by domestic animals, such as other dogs or livestock. This
draft over-reaches, labeling a dog that chases a rabbit or a cat that chases a mouse as
“dangerous,” which would require the owner to keep them on a three-foot leash.

The draft would require veterinarians to report names and contact
information of anyone whose animal they vaccinate for rabies, along with details of



the animal’s species, gender, whether neutered, and more. {'ve found no other
jurisdiction with that requirement, which I can only guess is aimed at ferreting out
unlicensed and/or unaltered animals. At least one vet has expressed concern to me
that the requirement might drive some pet owners or breeders underground,
actually reducing the number of vaccinated animals rather than increasing the
numbers of licensed ones. [t's an issue that bears discussion.

The ordinance draft also specifies that any unneutered animal impounded
shall be spayed or neutered before being released to its owner. It makes exceptions
for service animals, those with health problems, and “competition animals who have
attained championship status.” (You gotta feel sorry for first runner-up.) Seriously,
the ordinance again uses “animal” when it probably means dogs and cats, but as
written would make a capon out of a runaway rooster. Perhaps the county could at
least give the impounded animal’s owner a chance to pay the unaltered animal fee
instead.

I would hope that with public input during this evening’s meeting and
additional circulation of a revised draft that the county can enact an enforceable and
fair ordinance after at least one additional hearing.

Sincerely,
John Crenshaw

Santa Fe
505 988-5948



Rachel A. Brown

From: Kristine Mihelcic

Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2013 10:13 AM

To: Rachel A. Brown; Audrey Velasco

Cc: Kristine Mihelcic

Subject: FW: Santa Fe County Public Comment Form

We received this comment from the Online Comment Form. Please copy me if you respond by email to
Katherine Moss. Thanks!

Kristine Mihelcic (Mi-hel-sick)
Public Information / Media Production
Kbustos@santafecountynm.gov
505.,986,6224

----- Original Message-----

From: Katherine Moss [mailto:moss.kitty@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 29, 2013 9:54 AM

To: Kristine Mihelcic; Jennifer Jaramillo
Subject: Santa Fe County Public Comment Form

Web form results:

Katherine Moss

61 Canada Village Road
Santa Fe, NM 87585

Email: moss.kitty@email.com
Phone: 992-3393

Comments:

I am writing to support the proposed Santa Fe County Animal Control Ordinance. There are three
dogs in my neighborhood who stalk the fence to my yard throwing themselves against it and
through the fence tearing off 1/4 of one of dog's noses.

Because of the current law the dog owners can only be cited if the animal control officers see
the dogs off leash. Although I am scared to go out to my car the dog owners can only be sited
if the dogs bite me, growling and having damaged my dogs is not sufficient. The officers at
animal control are wonderful but the law does not have the strength they need to do their jobs.
Please pass this law so that people in the county can be protected from irresponsible dog owners
and their dogs. Katherine Moss



Rachel A. Brown

From: Daniel Mayfieid

Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 7.02 AM

To: Diane McGregor

Cec: Stephen C. Ross; Rachel A, Brown; Audrey Velasco, Juan R. Rios
Subject: RE: Animal Control Ordinance

Ms. McGregor,

Thank you for your email and comments, I will have them added to the the record for public
comment. I lock forward to seeing and meeting with you on the 25th,

Kindest regards,

-Danny Mayfield

Santa Fe County Commissioner
District 1

505-986-6200

From: DIANE MCGREGOR [dianefmcgregorf@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Diane McGregor
[diane@dianemcgregor. com]

Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2013 12:03 PM

To: DPaniel Mayfield

Subject: Animal Contrel Ordinance

Dear Commissioner Mayfield,

I plan to attend the upcoming first public hearing on the proposed Santa Fe County Animal
Control Ordinance on January 259th. One issue is extremely important to me - the practice of
permanently tethering dogs. Bernalillo County Commissioners recently voted against tethering
‘dogs, and the city of Las Vegas also has passed such a law. I feel strongly that Santa Fe
County needs to crack down on this widely used practice, and pass a law forbidding the permanent
tethering of dogs.

The humane implications of persistently tethered dogs are clear. Through domestication, dogs
have been bred to form strong attachments to their human family members. They thrive on
interaction with their families. Without exception, experts on the humane treatment of animals
and animal behavior agree that a solitary life on the end of a chain is a cruel sentence for
these social animals. Dogs persistently tethered are denied companionship and socialization.
They soon become lonely, bored, anxiocus, and aggressive. They are frequently left exposed to
the elements because they are often denied access to basic shelter and shade. Tethered dogs are
left vulnerable to attacks by other animals, people, and vermin. They are often denied access to
food and/or water. Evidence of cruel treatment and neglect commonly seen in persistently
tethered dogs includes embedded collars or chains in the neck, choking, and entangled chains
that lead to injury or death. Dogs confined by chaining are also targets for thieves who sell
stolen dogs to dog-fighting rings.

Please consider changing the law to an anti-tethering law and, additionally, supporting the
County to enforce such laws.

Thank you,

Diane McGregor

PO Box 7@

Tesugue, NM 87574

(505) 983-0703



Rachel A. Brown

From: Danisl Mayfield

Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 7:11 AM

To: Murphy C

Cc: Stephen C. Ross; Rachel A. Brown; Audrey Velasco; Juan R. Rios
Subject: RE; Unchain Santa Fe

Ms. Murphy,

I will have your comments added to the record for public comment. Hopefully you can make the
meeting on the 25th.

Thank you,

-Danny Mayfield

Santa Fe County Commissioner
District 1

505-986-6200

From: Murphy C [carolynmurphyl4f@msn.com]

Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2013 8:11 PM

To: Liz Stefanics; Kathy S. Holian; Daniel Mayfield; Robert A. Anaya
Subject: Unchain Santa Fe

Please support making chaining/tethering dogs illegal in SF County. Also, we need more law
enforcement involvement in dealing with neglected and abused animals around here. It almost
seems to be accepted as a, "cultural", thing in these parts. Bernalillo County Sheriff's along
with Bernalillo Animal Care Unit has great involvement in the welfare of animals,

Santa Fe County really should follow suit. Perhaps inviting someone from cne of the Bernalillo
programs to educate and inform would be helpful.

Thanks,
Caroline Murphy



Rachel A, Brown

From: Daniel Mayfield

Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 6:15 PM

To: Tom Nanca

Cc: Stephen C. Ross; Rachel A. Brown; Juan R. Rios
Subject: RE: Animal Welfare

Dear Mr. Nance,

Thank for your comments regarding the ordinance. | will have your comments forwarded to the record for public
comments.

Kindly,

Danlel Mayfield

From: Tom Nance [mailto:thance@comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 4:20 PM

To: Daniel Mayfiald

Subject: Animal Welfare

The Honorable Danny Mayfield

Dear Commissioner Mayfield:

As a resident of Santa Fe County District 1, a Director and Officer of the Historic Saint Catherine’s
Neighborhood Association, and a Volunteer at Santa Fe Animal Shelter & Humane Society, I urge you to

support effective animal welfare in our County through the proposed animal control ordinance changes
to be considered at your meeting on Tuesday, January 29, 2013.

Your favorable consideration of these changes will be sincerely appreciated.

Yours very truly,
Thomas J. Nance



Referrals to low cost spay/neuter for

cats and dogs

Trap/Neuter/Return assistance for
community members caring for feral

colonies

Subsidized vet care and food for adopted

special needs cats

Godpurrent program to support special
needs cats through monthly donations

Second chance surgeries in preparation

for adoption

Lucky Fund program to pay for second

chance surgeries

Duran (3 legs) ~ Adopted 2005

Become a foster parent

Yolunteer at our adoption events

Care for cats at Petco Adoption Center

Assist with fundraising

Become a financial supporter

Donate your professional services

Provide transportation for cats

Become a Godpurrent
Support the Lucky Fund

Donate food

litter, and other supplies

A significant portion of donations are
used to address the medical and dietary
requirements of our special needs cats.
Our adoption fee does not cover our costs.

Raising funds to provide the best care of
orphaned cats is an on-going concern. We
do not receive any government funding.
One hundred percent of our revenue is
generated from adoption fees, grants, and
donations. We are abways seeking private
and corporate benefactors.

Each June, we hold an annual fundraiser,
Cocktails for Critters. Visit our website for
details.

FELINES & FRIENDS is a non-profit
corporation registered with the NM

Secretary of State, NM Attorney General’s
Office, and the IRS.

369 Montezuma Ave. #320
Santa Fe, NM 87501

NEW MEXRICO

505-316-CATI (2281) [voicemail]
888-732-4245 [fax]
askfelinesandfriends@yahoo.com
wwwi.fandfnm.org

Brochure designed by Yalerie Chelonis
www.spirithorseartdesign.com

Website created and hosted by wwwlevel27designs.com
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FELINES & FRIENDS
is dedicated to
rescuing and placing
pets in need of a
second chance;
working towards zero
pet overpopulation

by facilitating low-
cost spay/neuter;and K -
improving the lives of  Kilani - Adopted 2011
both companion animals and their owners
through on-going education.
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In recent years, significant strides have been
made in reducing the euthanasia rate of cats
and dogs all across the nation. FELINES &
FRIENDS plays an important role in this
effort, partnering with local shelters to
rescue special needs and hard to place cats.

Since its formation in 2002, FELINES
& FRIENDS has gained a reputation in
Northern New Mexico for its proactive
work in the pairing of cats and their humans.
To date, we have placed over 3,000 cats (and

a few dogs) into loving homes.

FELINES & FRIENDS utilizes a comprehensive
adoption screening process to enhance the
fit between pet and their adoptive family.
The organization mandates a strict return
policy if ownership commitment cannot be
maintained.

All FELINES & FRIENDS cats are FELV/
FIV tested, current on FVYRCP vaccinations,
microchipped, and spayed or necutered. If
old enough, they are vaccinated against
rabies as well.

Ve accept cats of all ages, and those who
may suffer from a physical or medical
disability. However, admission to our
adoption program is limited to the number
of available foster homes and there are times
when we simply are not able to answer every
call for help. When possible, we refer cats
to an open admission shelter for placement
through their adoption program.

We do not euthanize for financial reasons or
lack of space.VVe do not knowingly transfer
animals to other shelters or organizations
where they are at risk. However, we
believe in the importance of quality of life
and occasionally have to make the decision
to release a cat from pain or an incurable
condition. The decision is made jointly with
the attending vet, a director, and the foster
parent. When possible, a loving foster parent
or volunteer is with the cat as it departs for

33

the “Rainbow Bridge”.

FELINES & FRIENDS operates without a
physical shelter, relying instead on velunteer
foster homes until cats are placed. We are
always in need of caring people willing to
share their homes with a temporary feline,
both short and long term. Even if you live
in the Santa Fe area only part time or travel
frequently, please consider joining us. We
can never have too many foster homes!

Our Adoption
Center is located
at Petco in Santa
Fe and is open to
the public during
regular business
hours. Adoption
Advisors are
available Thursday GtE
through Sunday. Qlivia

Santa Fe Cats Luxury Boarding is home to
a number of our older cats who enjoy the
less stressful environment while waiting to
be adopted. These cats can be seen on our
website and in person by appointment.

Teca Ty, located in Sanbusco Market Center,
has generously provided space for a habitat
where one or two cats reside while waiting
to be adopted. In addition, Tullivers in
northeast Albuquerque is often a temporary
home for one of our special needs cat.

Photos and descriptions of all our cats
available for adoption can be viewed at
www.fandfnm.org where applications to
adopt, foster, and volunteer can be filled out
on-line.




Madame Chalr and Commissioners. thank you for allowing time for me to speak about the proposed
animal ordinance. I'm Bob De Young, am a county resident and am here in that capacity. | have
extensive knowledge about my breed of choice, the Australian Terrier, but breed very selectively and
have not had a litter since 2008. In addition, I'm the Vice Prgsident of the Rio Grande Kennel Club and
was its volunteer legislative liaison from 2008 to 2012, I've been actively involved in a number of
animal-related and other legislative issues over the years at a national, state and local level. Recently, |
served on the Bernalillo County Animal Ordinance Review Committele which held approximately 20

public meetings over a 13 month period.

)

Considering that experience, | certainly appreciate the contributions of the group that developed this
ordinance, but | have several concerns. My comments are prepared in the interest of keeping them as
brief as possible and | would appreciate the opportunity to discuss them at a later time in detail with Mr.

Ross, other appropriate county personnel, each of the Comrissioners and you, Madame Chair,

Page 3, Section 4X — The definition of Kennel is so broad, particularly due to the use of the word “kept”,
that it could be Interpreted to be any property in the county that has animals, requiring every animal

owner to get a kennel permit. | presume that's not the intent.

Page 6, Section 5F — | recommend an ASO be required to contact a permit holder and that “reasonable
time” be clearly defined. Notice doesn’t need to be a matter of days. It can be as simple as a phone call

immediately prior to arrival to assure a permit holder is at the property.

Page 6, Section 6A2 — “Norstagnant water shall be permitted to accumulate” should be changed to “No

water shall be permitted to accumulate unless it is beneficial for the animal.”

Page 7, Section 6A6 and 7~ Space requirements should include a height requirement that assures dogs

and cats will be able to stand comfortably.



Page 8, Section 6A8 ~ | recognize enforcement is likely to be discretionary, but It's written in a way that
disregards the needs of specific animals. For example, if an owner provides evidence of vaccination and

microchlipplng, it isn’t advisable to do either. The sterllization requirement also needs to consider the

health of the animal.

Page 8, Section 6B4 ~ A rabies vaccine should also provide immunity for no less than one year, not just
up to three years.

Page 8, Section 6B7 and 8 ~ s requiring veterinarians to report on rabies vaccinations out of concern for
vaccine compllance or revenue generation? Considering it's a post vaccination measure I'm inclined to

think it's the latter. This provision will likely 6nly encourage irresponsible behavior, reduce the level of

trust some owners give to local veterinarians and introduce greater risk to the health of animais and

humans.

Page 9, Section 6C3 — An animal properly vaccinated for rabies should be allowed home quarantine after
exposure to rabies.

Page 10, Section 6F2 — While the county may choose to enforce it on a selective basis, it should require

all dogs and cats to be within an enclosed area so enforcement options are not limited.

Page 10, Section 6G2 — License tags should not be required for dogs and cats when they are on an
owner’s premises, particularly if they are also microchipped. Dogs that participate in conformation

events rarely wear collars outside the show ring because they damage a dog’'s coat.

Page 11, Section 6MH3 — A vasectomy should be an acceptable form of sterilization. If the argument Is that
you want visual proof of sterilization, that’s a hollow argument because visual verification of sterilization

of female cats and dogs is difficult. The incision is small and difficult to see when performed and healed

properly.



Page 11, Section 6H5a — While a well-intended accommodation, the provision exempting champions
disregards the time and effort associated with developing a champion, which s breeding stock and
generally requires an animal to be Intact, Section 6H5 shouldn’t exceed the requirements of existing
state statute, Chapter 77, Articlell—ZOF. Incidentally, 2™ offense and higher impoundment fees should

& substantlally higher than proposed for estrays.

Page 11, Section 6] —If a feral cat has wandered onto someone’s property and they ask for it to be
removed, it's probably because they consider It a nuisance. Feral cats are an invasive species and the
county should do the right thing and remove it, regardiess the effect on the animal shelter’s euthanasia

rates. Not doing so may result in {ess humane dispatch of that feral cat.

Pages 11 and 12, Sections 6J1 and 3 — Trolley systems and invisible fencing should be allowed, but it
should always be a secondary means of restraint in the interest of protecting dogs and cats and the

public. As previcusly stated an enclosed area should always be the primary means of restraint.
Page 12, Section 6J4 ~ Should reference section 6A6.

Page 15, Sections 7A2, 4 and 5 ~ Malce no reference to identifying microchips and accessing microchip
databases which should also be standard operating procedure, regardless whether a dog has

identification tags.

Page 18, Section 8A - Grooming parlors, pet shelters and animal rescues are mentioned several times

but are undefined within the ordinance.

Page 18, Section 8B —In the intérest of providing proper safeguards for the public, provisions for use of
guard dogs should be the same for residences and commercial properties and this section should be

eliminated. If not eliminated, references to section 4-11 need to be corrected. There is no section 4-11.

Page 19, Section 8C1 — The reference to saction 7A needs to be correctad. | presume it is not intended

to reference impoundments.



Fzge 20, Section 8Clav — “Any other information” is much too broad. identify the information required

and include it in the ordinance. If you need a template, reference the Bernalillo County ordinance.

Page 22, Section 8G — Admittedly, I'm not a big fan of feral cat colonies because they rarely achieve their
intended goal of gradual reduction of an area’s feral cat population. However, permitting should also go
through business licensing, zoning and land use requirements so that the interests, concerns and rights

of area residents, particularly those in the immediate area, are respected and addressed, -

Page 24, Section 8H6 — The hearing provisions don’t assure independance In the review process. Ata

minimum, the hearing should be conducted by a separate department, {(e.g., the county attorney or

county manager).

Page 25, Section 9A1h ~ It may seem obvious, hut the word “beat” is subject to a wide range of
interpretation and requires further clarification (e.g., some individuehs believe any use of a riding crop 1s

inappropriate and consider it beating a horse regardless how lightly used). | presume that's not the

county’s intent.

Page 26, Section 9F —Appliéa ble law related to penalties for false reports should be referenced.

¥

Page 27, Section 912 - This section should be more specific and | recommend adding Iangu'age requiring
restraint in an enclosure secured to the truck bed or restraint via two leads affixed to two separate fixed

points in a manner that allows some freedom of movement but prevents the animal from exiting the
pickup bed.

The ordinance should also include a mechanism that allows the County Manager or their designee to
grant waivers to the ordinance. The Bernalillo County ordinance can be referenced for appropriate
language.

Before 1 address fees, | would like to tell you a little about one of my dogs and his progeny. Phil, also

known as Benayr Wild-Eyed Philosopher, is an eight year old champion Australian Terrier that has



earned well deserved “semi-retirement” after a very full first seven years of life. He has won bast of
breed over one hundred times, has received over thirty terrier group placements and two terrier group
wins, rare achievements for his breed. In 2007, Phil was the American Kelnnel Club’s #1 All-Breed
Australian Terrier. Phil has also acted as a “model” for grooming competitions across the country and at
international competitions in Europe, allowing the groomer to achieve several best in shows and other
accotades. In testament to proper breeding as a purpose bred dog, he also has great prey drive as a

vermin hunter and is an affable family pet.

Phil has sired twelve puppies, but not before he and trhe three dams underwent extensive health testing.
All of the puppies were examined by a veterinarian at three days of age, received appropriate shots
while théy'were in my possession, underwent bio sensor stimulation exercisés from three days of age to
sixteen days of age to improve cardiovascular and adrenal gland performance, stress toierénce and
disease resistance. They also undet-fwent extensive temperament testing to help assure they were paired
with an appropriate family. They were not separated from their dam or siblings ‘until at [eaét 11'wié'éks of

age to help assure they would be properly soclalized to people and other gow..

After comﬁlﬁting careful research and referéhce checks; on all of the new owners who didn’twant a
shelter dog, but wanted a purpose bred dog with an extensive lineage, the puppies were bléced in
appropriate homes under a contract guaranteeing their health and retu:r;h at ény age regardless of why
things didn’t work out. The contracts also required pet qué]ity dogs to not b‘e‘bmred and to be sterilized
by no later than two years of age. Some owners reasonéb%y want to wait untillgrowth blates are closad
and a dog is full grown before stetilization to eliminate some health issues related to ste}ilization. And, |
verify all pet quality dogs are sterilized. One of the puppies was returned because the owner was
unprepared to put in the effort to housebreak a particularly strong-willed puppy. [ hausebroke her
within two weeks and found a suitable home for her during the time she was with me. Three of the
puppies went on to achieve their own championships and all of them are living happy lives with families

n New Mexico, California, Arizona, Texas, Arkansas and Minnesota. Incidentally, | did pay gross receipts



tax and all other required fees in Houston, Texas and Bernalillo County, the locations where the puppies

were whelped.

Never say never, but none of the dogs | have owned have ever been estray and | go to great lengths to

cantaln them, including running a low voltage electric line at the base of the perimeter fence and the

exercise yard.

| raise dogs as a labor of love, not a commercial operation. As a commercial operation | would be a
dismal failure because the proceeds | have received offset a small fraction of my expenses. Putting

things in that perspeéifve, | would hope that you find Phil and his owner an asset to this community.

| really have tg guestion where this goqnty’s priorities are whqn you want to charge me $100 per year
because I don’t want to remove Ehil’s testicles but you only want to cha_fge an irrespons]blelowner S80
for a dog that's estray for a fourth time. City of Lovington vs. Fj{al] and Rio Grande Kennel Club vs. City of
Albuguerque both established “The license fee which a municipality may e>_cact MUsT bear some

reasonable relation to the added burden and expense to the city by reason of regulation.

In New Mexico, dog and cat licensingis at a cpunty”s option. It's not mandat,ory. And, if everyone’s going
to be honest a_bout it, the costs for issuing an intact and sterile license are the same. Good laws punish
the guilty, protect the jnteres'gs of the inn_‘ocentrand‘ don’t control the Ir'_qnocent. From my perspeciive,
the fee structure in the pro_posed ordinance fqils inrt‘his example and olther ways. It should differentiate

between fees charged to commercial operations and responsible hobbyists .

Again, | will be happy to discuss my concerns about this proposed ordinance in detail and offer -

constructive alternatives. And thank you again for giving me a few moments of your time.



The following “mock-up” is intended to spark discussion on whether or not
“rescue” organizations need to be regulated by the County, and if so, in what
manner. |t was produced in response to the proposed Santa Fe Animal Control
Ordinance and illustrates what the author perceives to be a major shortcoming in
the proposal.

Walter Wait

Regulations for Registered Animal Shelters, Sanctuaries, Foster Homes, and Feral Colonies

It is recognized that non-profit animal rescue organizations, registered animal shelters, sanctuaries and
foster homes play an impertant roll in both provisicn of shelter to otherwise homeless animals and
controlling and placing animals in appropriate “forever” homes.

Itis also recognized that due to unforeseen circumstances, such unregulated organizations and private
shelters can sometimes become detrimental to the welfare of the animals under their care.

The following regulations strive to both encourage the formulaticn of animal rescue and sanctuary
organizations, and insure that such organizations and private facilities provide appropriate levels of care.

Registered Sanctuary: A Registered Sanctuary is a facility licensed by the County to provide long term
care for dogs or cats, the numbers by which are regulated by the licensa and the conditions set forth in
this ordinance for a "Registered Sanctuary”.

There is little or no expectation that a sanctuary animal will be placed in an adoption program.

Registered Shelter: A Registered Shelter is a facility licensed by the County to provide short term care
for dogs and cats, the numbers by which are regulated by the license and the conditions set forth in this
ordinance for a “Registered Shelier®. Shelters are managed with the intent that animals under the
shelters care wili be placed in ah ongoing adoption program.

Registered Foster Home. A Registered Foster Home licensed by the County to provide short term care
for dogs and cats under the auspices of a recognized Non-Profit Corporation. Registered Foster Homes
accept temporary custody of animais under the direction of the parent Non-Profit Organization,

Registered Feral Cat Colony. A Registered Feral Cat Colony licensed by the County recognizes a feral
cat population that is maintained by a resident of Santa Fe County for the purpose of pest control, or for
purposes of population control,

General Regulations:

All animals placed in Registered Sanctuaries, Shelters, or Foster Homes, must be spayed/neutered,
micro-chipped, and brought up to date on all shots within three months of recelpt. Records of these and
any other procedures must be kept for each animal either at the Sanctuary, Shelter or Foster Home or at
the Non-Profit Corpaoration Headgquarters.

Regulations for Registered Sanctuary Shelter or Foster Home not affiliated with a Non-Profit Corporation
recognized by the State of New Mexico.

To obtain a license to cperate a registered sanctuary, shelter, or foster home not affiliated with a NOn
Profit Corporation, the applicant must submit the following documents:



. A declaration of Intent: This declaration states the applicant's humanitarian reason’s for creating a

shelter, sanctuary or foster home, and provides a basic description of the applicant’s ability to meet the
general care requirements for animals as dictated by this ordinance.

. Declaration of Responsibility: This declaration states the applicant's willingnass to abide by the

standards of care dictated by this ordinance.

. Declaration of Fiscal Responsibility: This declaration states that the applicant has the financial means

to care for the number of animals requested to be under the applicant's care.

. Agreement for Release: This statement authorizes sheltered animals to be released to either an

agreed upon non-profit or the County's authority, should agreed upon facility conditions reach
unacceptable levels or such financial conditions warrant immediate release to protect the welfare of
the cared for animals, ’

. Each licensee shall deposit @ one month primary care account with either the agreed upon non-profit

or the County Animal shelter, the purpose for which will be the care of the licensed animals in the
event of a determination that the license should be revoked and the animals placed with the
contingency organization or agency.

For example: if it is determined that it costs one dollar per day to feed a cat, then the number of

cats identified by the license times thirty days would equal the  required primary care account ( 10 cats
would equal $300). Revocation of the  License releases the fund. This requirement does not apply to
licensees for  unsheliered feral cat populaticns.

Required Minimum Conditions for Sheltered Animals

Caretakers of Sheltered animals must adhere to the following conditions or risk forfelture of the animals
licensed by Santa Fe County:
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. All animals must be spayed or neutered within thirty days of receipt.

. All animals must be kept up to date on all appropriate vaccinations.

. All animals must be micro-chipped.

. All animals must be provided with clean water, adequate food, and dry and sanitary housing.

. Records for each animal under a licensed carstakers care must be maintained. These records must

include the following:

Vaccination Record

Spay or neuter Record

micro chip record

all Vet records pertaining to the animal
an image of the animal

A primary Care reference

. Animals that are housed within a facility, house, or kennel must be provided with clean bedding, and

must be provided with a sanitary environment. "Sanitary environment" means that urine and fecal
materials can not be allowed to stand longer than one day in a home environment, or two days in a
especially built kennel, enclosure, or structure. Indoor cat colonies must have access to boxes at a
three to ene ratio ( three cats to one box). fecal materials must be removed from boxes no less than
twice dally.

. Licensed animal rescue facilities must not house animals in cat or dog carriers.
. Licensed animal rescue facilities must not house animals in cages that do not permit the animal to

stand, sit up, turn around, and easily sleep.

. Licensed animal rescue facilities must provide legitimate exercise opportunities, at least once a day to

any caged animal,

Minimum Requirements for Feral Cat Colonies



Licensed Feral Cat Cclonies, while recognized by the County, are not under the day to day maintenance
or control of the licensee. The licensee, however, shall make every effort to trap, spay/neuter, and
vaccinate cats that are part of the colony, through either County or Non-profit trap and release programs,
The License shall determine an approximate number of animals that make up the colony.

Records shall be kept for Ali feral animals that are caught and released.

The Licensee shall provide water for the colony and is permitted to provide food in a controlled space that
will not attract other wild species such as rats,skunks, raccoons, or bears. ‘

Licensee’s who feed a feral cat population must employ "best practices” such as night time food bowl
removal, feeding area clean-up, etc, to insure that the feeding site will not become an “attractive
nuisance,

Fecal material must not be allowed to accumulate to the extent that the waste becomes unsightly or
becomes odorous to neighboring residents or businesses,

Individual County Licensing Requirements and Fees

Animals under the care of a licensed animal care provider do not require individual licenses and fees
associated with such licenses are waived. Once an animal is transfered to an unlicensed care provider (
a "forever home”), the naw owner must apply for a county animal license for the animal.

A Registered Sanctuary, Shelter, or Foster Home will be required to pay an annual license fee to be
determined by the County.

Non-Profit Organizations and their affiliates who' s primary charter is animal protection, care, and
adoption, are exempt from County animal licensing fees and crganizational fees associated with
operating Sanctuaries, Shelters, or Foster homes. They must, however, conform to all other sections of
this ordinance.

All registered sanctuarles, shelters, foster homes, and feral colonies may be subject to inspection by
Santa e County in order to insure that the welfare of the animals under the licensed facilities care
conforms te this ordinance.

Non Compliance

Facilities that are not conforming with the requirements of this ordinance will be issued a warning detailing
any shortcomings found, A second warning will come with a notics that any subsequent violations of the
ordinance will lead to a retraction of the license and a release of all animals in accordance with the
licenses provisions.

Non Profit Institutions that have facilities that are not in compliance with these regulations must close
those facilities that are not in compliance or risk loss of County approval and risk certain complaint by the
County to the State.

What is a Feral Animal

All animals that are not in the possession of a licensed breeder and are not spayed or neutered and are
un-micro-chipped are considered “feral”,

Feral animals are not associated with any individual, family, or organizaticn and cannot be claimed as
property.



“Found” animals anc puppies and kittens over the age of three months are considered “feral’ unless they
have been chipped and the chip information leads to a specific individual owner or rescue organization.

Puppies and kittens under the age of three months are considered feral if they cannot be transferred to
an appropriate rescue facility, or individual by the fime that they are three months old. Individuals must
license, spay/neuter, microchip, and vaccinate any puppy or kitten adopted prior to three months old.

Found animals lacking microchips may be considered as feral and may be freely adopted by the finder,
providing that the finder licenses, microchips, vaccinates and fixes the animal.

Cats associated with a registered feral colony are not considered property even if they have been
microchipped, vacinated, and fixed. A finder may adopt a feral cat from a colony providing that all
ficensing fees for the animal have been paid and that the licensad feral colony manager has been
notified. :

“Barn cats” are considered feral cats provided that they are not domiciled in the home. “Barn Cat”
populations, even if represented by a single cat, are considered a feral colony, and requires a license to
support.

Annual Census
The County is responsible for providing an annual census of dogs and cats shelterad in the County based

on licensing information. The census shall be presented as a report to the Board of County
Commissioners.



Comments on the Proposed Santa Fe County Animal Contro! Ordinance
Walter Wait
December 7, 2012

The following comments are infended to assist in building a draft ordinance that is more responsive to the
needs of the Rural portions of Santa Fe County, the rescue organizations, and the welfare of the rural pet
papulation.

Structure: Each paragraph and section of the ordinance should be numbered appropriately so that the
specific statements can be addressed clearly by the public and by any citing official.

Specific comments:

Abandonment” it follows that there should be a definition of" abandonad animal®. At what point dces an
abandoned animat become a feral animal. When does an abandoned animal no longer “belong” to an
erstwhile "owner”. If a cat disappears, which happens often, at what point is it declared “lost’, or feral, or
deceased. This is important as the County tends to send out license renewals on an annual basis without
regard to the current status of the animal.

"Anlmal” inciudes livestock. This means that it would be a requirement to collar horses and attach rabies
tags? See comments on microchip programs and the link to vaccination.

What is the relationship between the Animal Services Division and the State Livestock Inspector?

Horses and other equine animals should be treated in the same class as dogs and cats In Santa Fe
County unless it can be demonstrated that they are “working animals, needed for ranch work or
commercial business. Since abandonment of Horses is now so common, it is important to register, track
and protect the County’s equine population in a manner similar to cats and dogs. Requirements for the
care and keeping of equine animals should be added to the ordinance. They might not need heated
floors, but they should be provided with shelter from the sun.

"Animal Shelter" only appears to address "businesses" licensed by the county. It appears to leave out
nan-profits, and non-businass sanctuaries. ‘

‘enclosed Lot" if a dog can jump a six foot fence, then the cwner would have to build an enclosure over
six foot. Fences over six feet are prohibited under the County land Use Code.

"Managed Feral Cat Colony". Is there any discussion of "Unmanaged" Feral Cat colony. This needs a
definition, since an unmanaged feral cat colony could reside anywhere. Does the responsibllity of an
unmanaged feral cat colony fall with landowner, multiple landowners?county?

"Barn Cat" needs definition

"Cwner"”. | have aproblem with this definition as it places the responsibility for feral animals on hame
owners. They are NOT owners in any sense of the word. Ownership implies responsibility for all costs of



care. Owner implies the possession of property and feral, lost, or abandoned animals are not the
property of a land or dwelling owner or renter. It binds animal ownership with physical property.

If you are going tc define owner, then you need to define "ownership transfer". A non-profit, temporarily
hosting a dog or cat for the purpose of finding a "forever” home, should be considered as a caretaker
perhaps, but not an "owner". If so, then “caretaker” needs a definition.

There needs to be a definition for licensed animal "sanctuary"

There needs to be a definition for a licensed animal shelter

There needs to be a definition for a non-profit animal welfare crganization
There needs to be a definition of "pet shelter"

There needs to be a definition of "Animal rescue”

There needs to be a definition for a licensed Foster Person

There needs to be a definition for "Hoarding"

There rieeds to be a definition for "Micro Chip"

There needs to be a requirement for Micro-chipping .

itis unsafe for cats to wear collars and tags. They can get trapped and choke to death. Better to require
micro-chipping which leads to an animals documentation

‘premises” How do you distinguish between renters in an apartment house. Who is the responsible
"‘owner" for a cat that appears on the "premises" and is not claimed by any resident?

Foral cats have & range of over half a mile. MHow do you balance a feral cats range and the attempt ta
place responsibllity to a speclfic location or premises.

Micro-chipping as a requirement is far more important than collars. Collars come off, micro-chips do not.
County micro-chips should lead to an animals records, shot history and ownership history. They should
be required for all animals ( including horses, etc.) that are managed by the County. A feral cat could be
microchipped as “feral” and assigned a specific.range.The County should subsidize and manage a
County micro-chipping program,

Managed Feral cat colonies assume that all members of the colony can be trapped and released. This i
not always possible. A Feral cat colony often atfracts unfixed members. Since, by definition, feral
animals avoid human interaction, how will the County enforce feral cat colony management and record
keeping.

Section 6.8. Refer to the definition of "owner". How will the county determine "ownership" if the animal is
clearly not "owned". Feral animals lost, stolen, and homeless strays, "Barn cats", and abandoned
animals clearly fall intc a category of "un-owned". This has become an increasingly desperate situation
with abandoned horses. Micro-chipping would help,



Section 6-9. This is the first time that Ferrets are named. They should also be specifically identified in the
definition section under "animal"

Section 6 should be the section that requires animals to be microchipped as part of the Rabies
vaccination process. [f the chip is already in place, the Vet can update the records submitted to the
County. Any time a vet vaccinates an animal for rabies, the county should reguire micro-chipping.

Animal Premises. Does this restraint of livestock run counter to the State regulation requiring "Fencing
out" rather than "fencing in"?

Section 6] will have the undesirable effect of profiferating chainlink or other boundary fencing, altering the
character of the Caounty's open spaces and decreasing the beauty of our landscape. It is insensitive to
the rural residential lifestyle and is only applicable to more urban densities. A man on his horsa in the
vast open rangeland surrounding Stanley, followed by his healer, would fall foul of this portion of the
ordinance. Is that what the public really wants?

Perhaps the ordinance should eliminate the off-leash and fencing requirements for animals residing on
acreage of ten acres or more, if accompanied by a handler, owner, or responsible adult . The restriction
could be limited to SDA-1 areas of the County.

I do not believe that there is a single "dog park” in the County. I know that there are none where | live.
"Dog Parks” are an element of urban or densely populated areas and have no place in a sparsely
populated county. Perhaps you could define “dog park” to include any parcel of land ten acres or more in
SDA-2 and SDA-3 zoned areas of the County.

Section 8-2. Why would a sanctuary or non-profit shelter require a County Business License? There is
no business being performed. There also needs to be clarification about "individually " maintained
shelters and the requirements for obtaining a professional animal care permit. What would be the
process? Would the application for an individual "professional animal care" permit have to go through the
land use depariment first? This needs to be clearly defined.

Managed Feral cat Colony.

It would appear that the requirements to create a managed Feral Cat Colony would make it extremely
unlikely that anyone would bother. Why go through the trouble when an unmanaged feral cat colony
would exist just as nicely. These animals are feral right? | would think that the County would want to
encourage Management. There is a very real question here about ownership. If the "manager” becomes
the "owner", is the manager then responsible for all subsequent care of the feral population? This is
unreasonable. Does the County expect a feral cat colony manager to trap and release each of the cats in
the colony every three years to deliver rabies shots? Try catching a feral cat in a trap more than once,
Would the manager then be fined or presented with a citation? There has to be a better way.

Feral cats are not owned animals and they roam freely. How can someone be held responsible for them.
Most feral cat populations already exist. a "manager" doesn't "create” a colony. a Manager can only

recognize that such a colony exists and voice a desire to provide a more controlled environment that
includes sterilization when possible.



What happens fo @ managed cat colony after two years, when the "manager” leaves town. Who then
assumes the responsibility? The County?.... or does it just become an unmanaged feral cat colony.

Some might argue that "barn cat” populations In the rural areas of the County are so fluid due to natural
predation by Coyotes and Owls that attempting to license and “manage them is fruitless. Why spend
eight dollars on an animal that is more than likely to last no longer than a year or two, and who's primary
reason for being is pest control. There are some arguments that ordinance cannot be written as a “one
type fits all” in Santa Fe County. Perhaps the County could issue “barn cat” licenses for up to five
“unspecified” cats -This would not require the detailed record keeping that more domestic cats would
require. The license would encourage spay and neuter and require rabies shots, but would otherwise
view the population as feral.

Surrendering animals after a permit is revoked needs to be elaborated on. What if no-one will take them?
Then it is the responsibility of the County to accept the animals. This must be made clear. Does a
managed Feral Cat Colony become the responsibility of the County if the manager's permit is revoked?
Does the County take over the management or does it eliminate the feral colony (if it can catch them).

limiting the number of animals housed at a specific location to ten or under unless the person obtains a
professional animal care permit should be modified to allow facilities to operate under non-profit,
sanctuary or rescue permits rather than professional animal care permits. These covering organizations
can and do manage fostering homes and sanctuaries using volunteers that should not have to apply for
separate permits, so long as the organization maintains all of the standards required by the ordinance.

This section of the ordinance should specifically address animal hoarding and how hoarded animals can
be legitimately brought into a controlled and safely monitored and licensed situation.

There should be a section of the ordinance that deals exclusively with rescue, sanctuary, and non-profit
organizations, and how such organizations would be dissolved without harming animals under their care.



Additional comments and questions about the proposed Animal Control
Ordinance

prepared by Walter Wait

Summary

Because of the many problems identified in the draft Animal Control Ordinance, it is
strongly recommended that the draft be rewritten after thorough public review. it is also
strongly recommended that the draft be revised to reflect the rural nature of the majority
of Santa Fe County and the relationship of both its residents and their animals to a rural
life style. “Ownership” needs to be based on the intent of an individual or corporate
entity to accept the responsibility of animal ownership, and not on land tenure. The
proposed rule must not be written solely as a vehicle for generating revenue, nor as a
vehicle to penalize non-profit rescue organizations with unreasonable fees and
restrictions .

Document Structure

The document does not conform to any accepted numbering format, making it impossible to reference
specific paragraphs.

The document appears to have cenflicting information from paragraph fo paragraph.

The Section Headings do not reflect the content. For example, Section 8. “Owners Duties” contains
instructions for Veterinarians.

Deocument Specifics
Owner

The proposed definition of "ownership” is probably the root problem with the entire proposed ordinance.
The question of legal ownership of an animal determines who must bear the cost of the animals well
being, its legal fees, its registraticn fees, impoundment costs, and any other fees associated with the
County's administration of animal welfare and control. Animal “ownership” appears to be linked to
whoever owns or is the responsible tenant of a property that an animal lives on or in. It has very littls
relationship to an individual’s claim of actual animal ownership.

The definition of “Owner” includes a person who “knowingly permits an animal to remain in, on, or about a
persons premises”. In Santa fe County, where properties tend to be over 2.5 acres and often exceed ten
acres, sometimes hundreds of aces,it is simply not valid to identify a property owner as the “owner” of an
animal that may range over many properties at will. This is especially true for feral, community, or barn
cals. I terms of ownership, cats should only be considered “owned” if they are declared as such, As the:
proposed ordinance stands, a feral cat or a feral cat colony would be considered the responsibliity of a
specific land owner, even if the animals are transients. The identified ‘premises” owner could be
technically charged license fees for each unfixed animal - charges that could add up to thousands of
dollars. ( one feral cat plus eight four month old kittens = nine hundred dollars in license fees)The
premises owner could also go to jail for not caring for the animals.

"Owners” of the nine animals could also be required to pay $650 in fines for being without rables tags,
$225 in fines for being without license tags and a fine for not getting the $25.00 "litter permit. The “Owner



“would also be required to pay $20 for rabies vaccinations. Technically, the “owner” could be required to
pay 51,890 for “allowing” a homeless cat to raise a litter of kittens in his shed

“Owner” therefore needs to be more carefully defined. It must include the intent of an individual or
corporate entity to accept the respensibility of ownership. See also “declared owner’.

The “Declared” owned animal

An animal can only be cwned when it has been “declared” as such through the process of licensing and
County record keeping. Unlicensed animals without identification { tags, microchips, etc.) are by default,
living at large, and have no claimed or legal ownership except for Santa Fe County. This definition will go
a long way in clarifying animal ownershlp responsibilities, and liabilities.

Premises

As worded, the definition of “premises” Is flawed. Who is responsible? Is the land owner the “owner” or is
the renter the "owner”. If the renter vacates, does the new renter become the owner? It is not apprepriate
to link land ownership or occupancy with animat responsibility or liability,

Section 6B Rabies Vaccinations and Data Collection

If State law does not require ownership information to be divulged to County officials, then Section 6-B-8
should be deleted. Requiring owners to divulge the location of their animals to the County might actually
deter some residents from bringing the animals to a vet for its annual rabies vaccination.

If State law requires Vets to turn over ownership information to County Officials, then the County should
require that the unigue rabies tag number be included in the submission. This is not part of the draft
crdinance’s requirement. Likewise, the County should require that all animals brought in for Rabies shots
be scanned for micro-chips. Any Micro-chip number found should ikewise be recorded and submitted to
the County.

in this age of electronics, the County should require electronic transfer of the information, and the County
should be held responsible for updating ownership and vaccination information provided by the Rabies
vaccination record. ‘

As one of the biggest problems with the micro-chip program is failure to Update ownership records, the
cross check between rabies tag numbers, micro-chip numbers, and current addresses is vita! to insuring
that lost, stray, and stolen animals are returned to thelr current owners.

The County already maintains a database containing micro-chip numbers and associated owners
addresses for all animals brought in to the County for spay/neutering. This database should be expanded
to include information on all micro-chipped animals, rabiss vaccination records, and current addresses,

134.2KH 1SO-FDX-B.micro-chips can be purchased for-as little as 20 cents in-bulk-quantities. ‘Micro-
chipping should be provided as a free service by the County as part of any pet licensing requirement, and
should be inserted as part of the Vaccination process.

As, with all medical procedures, there are some risks associated with micro-chipping . Residents should
be given the option of collar and tag identification.

Digltal photographs should become a formai requirement for county animal record keeping. The image
should be taken as part of the micro-chip/rabies vaccination process.



Along with the animals current address, all animals trapped for any reason shall have the trapping
location recorded in its permanent record. This location should be recorded as a GPS coordinate.

Permitting and fees

The County has apparently implemented the propesed license fee structure without having the fee
structure approved by the County Commission. Residents in the County have been asked to pay an
$8.00 license renewal fee even though the current law only requires a $3.00 fee. Cats are not required
to have licenses under the present crdinance. Requiring a new, $8.00 fee to license cats is flat out
wrong.

Annual permits for Dog and Cats in Santa Fe County appears to be nothing more than an “animal tax”. It
appears that this is & new way to raise funds for the County's general fund, Because of the rural nature
of more than 80% of the County, the public gets little or nothing for the tax. It is a tax, and a regressive
tax as well. The county appears to want a 150% raise in its current license fee. Why? A rural property
owner that has three dogs and three cats would have to pay the County $48 annually for the privilege of
keeping their first line of defense against unwelcome visitors and equally unwelcome rodents.

The new permit fees and fine structure likewise appears to be & not very transparent attempt {o create
revenue by taxing non-profit shelters and sanctuaries. It appears that the greatest revenue stream might
be for fining County Residents for not having purchased those expensive licenses in the fist place.

Perhaps the County should tax firearm owners annually as well. Better still, smart phone users. Both of
these items drain the County Sheriff's office far more than animal control.

ft does not appear to be fair to the residents of the County to increase license fees by over 100 percent
and to create license fees for multiple animal owners to $200 per year.

Does the $200 fee cover the $8.00 fee per animal?. If not, then a annual tax for eleven animals would
beceme $280 plus rabies vaccination costs. At the Animal Shelter, rabies vaccinations cost $16.00 each.
Add another §110 to the total. The annual required costs add up to $380, Is this reasonable. The cost
under the present ordinance is $143.

Yes, Rural County Residents have cause to be angry at this proposed new or increased tax structure.,

It seems unreasonable to charge the same fee for an individual with multiple animals than for a
commercial enterprise. It seems unreasonable to charge a multiple animal tax  at all!

There is no clarity over whether permitted facilities are required to also pay individual fees for each animal
under their control.

There is no clarity over whether permitted facllities having temporary custody of multiple animals should
pay license fees for individual animals.

There is no definition of “shelter” even though Appendix A states that shelters require a $200.00 annual
permit.

Does a managed feral cat colony have to pay a $200 annual tax? |s a managed feral cat colony
considered a “shelter"? Managed Feral Cat Colonies require a permit, but the fee schedule in Appendix -
A does not include them.

is a non-profit animal rescue that temporarily houses with foster homes considered a shelter operating
multiple locations? Would it be required to pay $200 annually for each foster home?

Is an anrnual pet license considered a permit? If it is, does ficensing fall under the rules seat forth in
Section 5.F, access to premises at any time by an ASC officer? Can a dog or cat license be revoked and



dees that mean that the animal must be surrendered? What procedures must be followed? This in itself
is probably grounds for most County animal owners to ignore licensing requirements. -

Impoundment Fees

Since an "owner” is responsible for all impoundment fees, adoption fees, boarding costs, and any fines
assoclated with impoundment, it is imperative for the County to maintain current records of each animal’s
ownership, Currently, animal “ownership” is not tracked, is out-of-date, or does not match micro-chip
'dentification recerds, rabies or County license records. Under current conditions, it would be all to easy to
charge the wrong County resident {or fees associated with impoundment.

Litter Permit

It is unreasonable to expect a property owner who finds a cat and kittens on his premises to (a) pay for a
litter permit, {b) pay a “surrender fee” and sterilization fees, or face an “abandonment’ fee or other fine.
There is a very real difference between unintentional breeding of a “declared” owned animal and the
discovery of an animal on a premises that has given birth.

Professional Animal Care Permit

There are no rules by which Santa Fe Land Use can determine “approval” for a professional animal care
permit for an individual harboring more than ten animals. Nothing appears in either the Land Use Flan or
the propesed Land Use Code.

This requirement should be delsted.

Permit Management and Suspension

There is something inherently wrong with a proposed system that places the issulng of licenses, the
enforcement of the law, and the appeal process in the same place. If the Animal Services Division
“Animal Control Officer” refuses a permit, suspends or revokes a permit, it stands to reason that the
action should be appealable to a judge not intimately associated with the process or the process servar.
The structure of the Animal Services Division , therefore should be explicitly defined fo deal with the
process of approvals and suspensicns, and the wording of the document should clearly state what the
process of appeal is. Does, for example, an appeal go to the courts? to the County Commission? or if all
revocations assume a misdemeancr, does the decision only rest with the courts? The proposed rule only
states that a hearing officer be a County employee. Why, one should ask, is “any” county employee
qualified to conduct a hearing, understand evidence, or deliver a decision,

There is also a guestion as to the responsibllity of the County in matters of permit revocation. If the
animals in question are released to the County while the hearing process continues, and if the revocation
is proved to be unfounded, who pays the costs of managing the animals while the animals are under the
care of the County. Demanding that the owner pay the costs, when the County is at fault in its
accusation, would appear to be an avenue for costly litigation.

Concordance with the proposed Land Use Code

The proposed code [dentifies three “SDA” density areas. Zoning in these areas differ as do plans for long
term development. It would appear that rules governing animal husbandry in areas having relatively
dense housing populations should differ from those area zoned for very rural living. The one rule fits all
has been proven not to work well in Santa Fe County, and clearly rules for how animals live on 40 acre
tracts should differ from rules designed for urban living arrangements.



The proposed land use code does include “kennels”. They are allowed on acreage over 2.6 acres, but
must be approved on acreage below that.

A similar plan, dealing with animal confinement rules, leash laws, and “dog park” definitions should be
considered. Perhaps properties over five acres should be designated as “dog parks”.

A Definition for “Community Cat”

A definition for “community cat” should be provided. A “community Cat” is a reasonably social domestic
cat, living “at large” with no claimed ownership. “Homeless” or “abandoned” house cats should fali under
this category. A Community cat is not classificd as a “feral cat”. it is not considered a violation of the
ordinance to temporarily feed, shelter, cr care for a community cat providing that an effort is made to trap,
neuter, vaccinate and microchip the animal. Community Cats should not be ear clipped.

[t must be pointed out that studies have shown that domestic cats have a home range of up fo five acres,
and that ranges tend to differ with the season. Community cats, therefore are often cared for by many
people, or have adapted to a rural lifestyle.

Definition of a Barn Cat

In the rural areas of the County "community Cats” often become "Barn Cats” and serve a useful function
in rural rodent control. A definition for “Barn cat” should be provided. A “Barn Cat’is a reasonably social,
domestic cat, not quite feral, living “at large” with no claimed ownership, A Barn cat is not classified as a
“feral cat".

It must be pointed out that studies have shown that domestic cats have a home range of up to five acres,
and feral cats have a home range of up to 5000 acres, Ranges tend to differ with the season. Bam cats,
therefore, while they tend to frequent sheds, barns, and other structures, do tend to move around and
should not be considered as having an “owner”. it is not considered a viclation of the ordinance to
temporarily feed, shelter, or care for a Barn cat providing that an effort is made to trap, neuter, vaccinate
and microchip the animal. It is worthy to note that the Santa Fe Animal Shelter already has a “Barn Cat"
release program in place.

Limitations to Ear-Tipping

Feral, homeless, abandoned or other individual kittens under 8 months old and individual , “estray” cats
trapped under the supervision of a cat rescue organization, and brought in for shots, spay/neuter and
micre-chipping, need not be ear-tipped if the rescue organization’s intent is to domesticate and place the
animal in an adoption program.

Ear-tipping, while a recognized method of determining the status of feral, “at large” cats, detracts from an
individual cats chances of finding a “ferever” home in an adoption center, if a cat under the supervision of
a rescue crganization is determined to be truly feral, the rescue organization shall return the animal for
the ear tipping procedure, prior to releasing it into a feral colony.

Euthanasia

The definition states “unsuitable for Adoption”. This appears to conflict with the maintenance of “feral Cat
Colonies™. Since there is no definition of “feral cat”, how does a feral cat that is not an apparent member
of a managed feral cat colony fitin? Are “feral cats” always a target of euthanasia? - oo

Feral Cat

While there is a definition of "feral” In the proposed ordinance, there is no definition of “feral cat”. Is it to
be assumed that any cat that is not under the supervision of an “owner” is feral? That would not fit the
ordinance’s definition, The ordinance describes a ‘managed feral cat colony”, but does not describe
“ferai cat colony”. As they exist, the ardinance should at |east give passing comment on how feral cat
colenies fit into the scheme of things. Are they to be eradicated?



Cat Colony

There is no definition of “cat colony”. How many cats make a cat colony? Is an “at large” cat and her
Kitens considered a colony? How does the ordinance deal with individual animals. Are all cats assumed
to be "astray” until proven otherwise? Feral cats have been proven to have a home range of as much as
6000 acres. With that kind of range it is almost impossible to assign a specific “premise”, or owner. It
would be like requiring the residents of the county to declare ownership of rabbits,

Managed Feral Cat Colony

Itis impractical to assume that ali members of a feral cat colony can be identified, let alone prove that the
colony has been compietely sterilized. Feral cats have a wide range, and it is unreasonabie to expect that
an applicant can somehow control the colonies movements to a specific property.

This section needs to be completely re-thought. Why, for example, does a managed feral cat coleny
caretaker require a background check, when no other animal permit requires one. How would the
manager of & Feral Cat colony maintain rabies shots. Each animal would have to be trapped annually.
This could prove to be almost impossible, as the animals range far afield and often disappear. The rule
almost guarantees that the Permit would never be renewed.

Why also, should the applicant have to pay for a background check that the County desires. The
proposed ordinance does not detail what the background check entalls, or what the costs might be. It
does not discuss the process needed to transfer the management of a colony, nor does it justify the need
for background checks for all board members of a corporation. It does not discuss whether or not
renewal of the permit requires a new background check for all parties, or if a board of directors changes,
that new background checks need to be submitted.

Given the cloudy nature of both ownership, responsibility, and liability, this section should be either
deleted, or should be rewritten to encourage rather than discourage management of Santa Fe County’s
feral cat population.

Section 6-1 Animal Enclosures

“Enclosure” needs 1o be defined.

Paragraph 1 specifically contradicts State Law 77-16-1 NMSA 1978, which requires landowners to keep
out animals, especially livestock, rather than fence them in.

This section appears o be written exclusively with dogs in mind. putting a cat on a trolly is a recipe for
disaster,

Feeding Feral Cats

This clause must be struck. It is inhuman to prohibit the public to temporarily feed, shelter, or care for a
feral, community or barn cat that appears to be in need of assistance, or serves the very real job- of rodent-
control. See “definition of Community cat”,

Section 8-F Restraint of Animals

ltis unreasonable to declare that a dectared animal located upon an owners property (premises)without

an enclosure, must be restrained. While this restriction may be valid in an urban environment, it is invalid
on rural properties where the unrestricted space is measured In acres or hundreds of acres,



License Tags for Cats

Itis one thing for a house cat to wear a collar and tag. It is altogether different for a rural cat o be
expected to wear a collar and tag. Collars catch quickly on brush, and debris and pose a severe threat to
the animals weil-being in most rural envirgnments.

Since all cats are required to be ficensed and must wear collars and tags, then feral cats, community cats,
and barn cats must likewise wear collars and tags. Provision must be made to permit micre-chip
identification of rural cats to be accepted in leu of collars and tags. License numbers can always be
checked against a County data-base to determine if a "Country Cat” that has been micro-chipped, and
photographed has indeed been licensed. It Is many peoples opinion that “County Cats” should not be
licensed at all and this provision should be struck from the ordinance.



o«

~Stephen C, Ross

From: Daniel Mayfield

Sent: : Monday, January 28, 2013 9:10 AM
To: Murphy C

Cc Stephen C. Ross; Rachel A. Brown
Subject: RE: Unchain Santa Fe

Ms. Murphy

Please contact me when ever you have a chance.
Thank you,

-Danny Mayfield
505-986-6200

From: Murphy C [carolynmurphyl4@msn.com]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 8:51 AM

To: Daniel Mayfield

Subject: Re: Unchain Santa Fe

I'will be out of town on the 29th. Being that | won't be able to be there, please do not use my full name.

Thank you,

From: "Daniel Mayfield” <dmayfield@co.santa-fe.nm.us>

Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 7:11 AM

To: "Murphy C" <caralynmurphyl4@msn.com>

Cc: "Stephen C. Ross" <gross@co.santa-fe.nm.us>; "Rache! A, Brown"

<rabrown@®co.santa-fe.nm.us>; "Audrey Velasco" <avelasco@co.santa-fe.nm.us>; "Juan R. Rios" <jrios@co.santa-
fe.nm.us>

Subject: RE: Unchain Santa Fe

> Ms. Murphy,

>

> | will have your comments added to the record for public comment.
> Hopefully you can make the meeting on the 29th,

>

> Thank you,

> -Danny Mayfield

> Santa Fe County Commissioner

> District 1

> 505-986-6200

>

> From: Murghy C [carolynmurphyl4@msn.com]

> Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2013 8:11 PM

> To: Liz Stefanics; Kathy S. Holian; Daniel Mayfield; Robert A. Anaya

1



> Subject: Unchain Santa Fe
o>
> Please support making chaining/tethering dogs illegal in SF County.
> Also, we need more law enforcement involvement in dealing with
> neglected and abused animals around here. It almost seems to be
> accepted as a, "cultural”, thing in these parts. Bernalillo County
> Sheriff's along with Bernalillo Animal Care Unit has great involvement
> in the welfare of animals.
> Santa Fe County really should follow suit. Perhaps inviting someone

> from one of the Bernalillo programs to educate and inform would be helpful.
>

> Thanks,
> Caroline Murphy

>

>



Stephen C. Ross

From: Daniel Mayfield

Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 5:15 PM

To: Tom Nance

Cc: Stephen C. Ross; Rachel A, Brown: Juan R. Rios
Subject: RE: Anirnal Welfare

Dear Mr. Nance,

Thank for your comments regarding the ordinance. | will have your comments forwarded to the record for public
comments,

Kindly,

Daniel Mayfield

From: Tom Nance [mailto:thance@comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 4:20 PM

To: Daniel Mayfield

Subject: Animal Welfare

The Honorable Danny Mayfield

Dear Commissioner Mayfield:

As a resident of Santa Fe County District 1, a Director and Officer of the Historic Saint Catherine’s
Neighborhood Association, and a Volunteer at Santa Fe Animal Shelter & Humane Society, I urge you
to support effective animal welfare in our County through the proposed animal control ordinance
changes to be considered at your meeting on Tuesday, January 29, 2013,

Your favorable consideration of these changes will be sincerely appreciated.

Yours very truly,
Thomas J. Nance



Stephen C. Ross

From: Daniel Mayfield

Sent: Wednesday, January 16, 2013 9:35 PM

To: Stephen C. Ross

Cc: Liz Holtz; Juan R. Rios; Audrey Velasco

Subject: RE: Recommmendations for Proposed Animal Contrel Ordinance
Steve,

Can you please have this letter added to the record for public comment of the proposed ordinance. Canyou also let me
know when we will be having these public meetings, | would like to have ample notice sent, maybe some radio and
newspaper advertisement and also [ would tike to propose doing these meetings throughout the County. Can you
please give me some feed back on this and can we also have this on the next BCC meeting for discussion.

Thank you,

-Danny Mayfield

From: Liz Holtz [EHoltz@alleycat.org]

Sent: Tuesday, January 15, 2013 7:42 AM

To: Daniel Mayfield

Subject: Recommendations for Proposed Animal Centro! Ordinance

Dear Commissioner Mayfield,

Attached is a letter with recommendations to the proposed animal control ordinance as it relates to feral cats. | look
forward to speaking with you about our recommendations.

Best,

Elizabeth Holiz
Staff Attorney

Alley Cat Allies

7920 Nerfolk Ave, Suite 600

Bethesda, MD 20814-2525
www.alleycat.org<blocked:http://www.alleycat.org/>
Tel: 301-332-8032

Fax: 240-482-1990




Stephen C. Ross

From: Daniel Mayfield

Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 7:.02 AM

To: Diane McGregor _

Cc: Stephen C. Ross; Rachel A. Brown; Audrey Velasco; Juan R, Rios
Subject: RE: Animal Controt Ordinance

Ms. McGregor,

Thank you for your email and comments, | will have them added to the the recerd for public comment. | look forward to
seeing and meeting with you on the 29th.

Kindest regards,

-Danny Mayfield

Santa Fe County Commissioner
District 1

505-986-6200

Frem: DIANE MCGREGOR [dianefmcgregor@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Diane McGregor [diane@dianemcgregor.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2013 12:03 PM

To: Daniel Mayfield

Subject: Animal Control Ordinance

Dear Commissioner Mayfield,

| plan to attend the upcoming first public hearing on the proposed Santa Fe County Animal Control Ordinance on January
29th. One issue is extremely important to me - the practice of permanently tethering dogs. Bernalillo County
Commissioners recently voted against tethering dogs, and the city of Las Vegas also has passed such a law. 1 feel
strongly that Santa Fe County needs to crack down on this widely used practice, and pass a law forbidding the
permanent tethering of dogs.

The humane implications of persistently tethered dogs are clear. Through domestication, dogs have been bred to form
strong attachments to their human family members. They thrive on interaction with their families. Without exception,
experts on the humane treatment of animals and animal behavior agree that a solitary life on the end of a chainis a
cruel sentence for these social animals. Dogs persistently tethered are denied companionship and socialization. They
soon become lonely, bored, anxious, and aggressive. They are frequently left exposed to the elements because they are
often denied access to basic shelter and shade. Tethered dogs are left vulnerable to attacks by other animals, people,
and vermin, They are often denied access to food and/or water. Evidence of cruel treatment and neglect commonly
seen in persistently tethered dogs includes embedded collars or chains in the neck, choking, and entangled chains that
lead to injury or death. Dogs confined by chaining are also targets for thieves who sell stolen dogs to dog-fighting rings.
Please consider changing the law to an anti-tethering law and, additionally, supporting the County to enforce such laws.
Thank you, ) ) T ' S '
Dizne McGregor

PO Box 70

Tesugue, NM 87574

(505} 983-0703



Stephen C. Ross

From: Daniel Mayfield

Sent: Monday, January 28, 2013 7:11 AM

To: Murphy C

Cc Stephen C. Ross; Rachel A, Brown; Audrey Velasco; Juan R, Rios
Subject: RE: Unchain Santa Fe

Ms. Murphy,

I will have your comments added to the record for public comment. Hopefully you can make the meeting on the 25th.
Thank yau,

-Danny Mayfield

Santa Fe County Commissioner
District 1

505-986-6200

From: Murphy C [carolynmurphyl4@msn.com]

Sent: Sunday, January 27, 2013 8:11 PM

To: Liz Stefanics; Kathy S. Holian; Daniel Mayfield; Robert A. Anaya
Subject: Unchain Santa Fe

Please support making chaining/tethering dogs illegal in SF County. Also, we need more law enforcement involvement
in dealing with neglected and abused animals around here. It almost seems to be accepted as a, "cultural", thing in
these parts. Bernalillo County Sheriff's along with Bernalillo Animal Care Unit has great involvement in the welfare of
animals. '

Santa Fe County really should follow suit. Perhaps inviting someone from ane of the Bernalillo programs to educate and
inform would be helpful.

Thanks,
Caroline Murphy
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Valencia County News Bulletin
Dog rescue helps with lecal problem
by Deborah Fox | Jan 5, 2013 | Filed under: News

New Mexicc Dogs Deserve Better, a nonprofit charity to
promote animal welfare in the state, began vigits to

Valencia County last month.

Volunteers of the organization travel all over the
state, educating people about animal care, advocating
for dogs and providing immediate brovisions.

The group walked the streets of Meadow Lake Monday to
distribute dog houses, straw bedding and dog food for
animals chained up outside that lacked those

provisions.

"We’'re motivated by our love of dogs, 7 sald Angelsa
Stell, founder and president of the crganization,
“especially in these colder months. #

Stell has worked in animal rescue with various New
Mexico organizations for the past six years and founded
the nonprofit New Mexico Dogs Deserve Better in June
2010.

The organization advocates against chaining dogs.

During the group’s walk, they found a dead dog chained
up at an abandoned house, starved and mauled by free-

roaming dogs.



v It happens a lot — people move and leave their dogs
chained, ” Stell said. “I get calls from property
owners all the time, but I‘ve never had toc remove a

1

dead dog off of a chain before.

Dogs are pack animals that thrive and prosper in social
settings. Chaining them up outside isolates them from
interaction with their people, so they develop neurotic

behaviors as a consaguence, she said.

" They get lonely and depressed, they get aggressive,
or fearful and shut down, " Stell said. “Typically,
they're neglected, and so they suffer a lot of physical

ailments. ”

The area they are confined to deteriorates and can
promote canine diseases such as giardia and coccidia,
and because of neglect, the dogs often suffer from

heart worms, anemia caused by fleas, embedded collars

and muscular damage.

Dogs that are constantly tethered strain at their chain
and develop larger muscles in front, while their rear
quarters atrophy, and the weight of the chain can cause

stress on their skeletal structure over time.

one chain exchanged by a dog owner for a harness and

trolley weighed 54.3 pounds, Stell said.

" Chained doge, usually over a lifetime of being
chained, either completely shut down and are
despondent, having completely given up, or they’re just
so hugely aggressive that they can’t be

rehabilitated,” Stell said.



belonged to his great uncle, who had taken in the

abandoned animalg over the vears.

Stell said dogs in packs are a hugs public safety

hazard.

Two neglected pit bull puppies, wormy, starving and
shut outdoors were surrendered by two different
breeders on Monday. The pups are considered litter

rejects.

There are a lot of pit bull breeders and puppies with
the parvo virus in Meadow Lake, che said.

“A lot of people that we spoke to will go down to the
feed store and buy parvo shots, “ Stell said. “Well,
there’s no guarantee on the integrity of their shipping
— the vaccinations have to be kept at a certain
temperature, stored properly and administered

correctly.

The group took both of the young dogs back to
Albugquerque where they have kennel and veterinarian
arrangements. The pups were vaccinated and will spend

10 days in quarantine before going to foster homes.

New Mexilco Dogs Deserve Belter provide a number of
gservices, including access to reduced rate spay and

neuter programs, as well as community outreach.

“Our hope is that by béing there and visiting with
people, we have left an impression, that we have given
them some information that they can continue to
utilize, ” Stell said. “Basically, we're just going

ocut ' there and providing what those dogs are going to



“It’s very rare for me to take a dog off the chain and
be able to place them into a foster home immediately. I
usually have to do weeks, sometimes months of

behavioral rehab with them in order to place them into

a home.

“The majority of dogs are able to bounce back and make
it, but some dogs don’t. 8o, it‘s a very long term form

of abuse and neglect. It really just kille their

spirit.”

Chained dogs are also vulnerable to attack by free-
roaming dogs, especially female dogs that aren’t
spayed, and chained dogs without cover from the summer
sun will not get relief in a doghouse, which is 10-20

degress hotter inside than the heat outside.

Dogs chained long term are also likely to develop an
exaggerated territorial attitude, and are more likely

to attack children who enter the vard.

"My personal belief is, if you don’t have the means to
properly, safely and humanely contain a dog, then vou
shouldﬁ’t have a dog, ” ‘Stell said. “Having a dog
isn’t a right, it is a privilege and not everybody

L

underatands that.

Another big problem is pack dogs, she said.

Packs of dogs have been known to attack children, some
even resulting in death, as in the recent case reported
by the Albuguerque Journal of 8-year-old Tomas Jay
Henio in Pinehill, about 55 miles south of Gallup.

He wag reportedly attacked and killed by nine dogs that



need to make it through the winter.”

To report a dog, volunteer or make a donation visgit the
New Mexico Dogs Deserve Better website,
newnexicodogsdeservebetter. org.

-- Email the author at dfox@news-bulletin.com.
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THE PUBLIC SAFETY AND HUMANE IMPLICATIONS

OF PERSISTENTLY TETHERING DOMESTIC DOGS

Introduction

In recent years, the common practice by many dog owners
throughout New Mexico of persistently tethering dogs has
come increasingly under question. Controversies arise in
communities with some consistency concerning public
safery and cruelty to animals. The New Mexico Legislature
responded to these concerns. During the 2007 regular
session of the New Mexico Legislature, the Consumer and
Public Affairs Committee endorsed House Memorial 19,
introduced by Representative Miguel P. Garcia, which
requested that the Department of Public Safety study
the public safety and humane implications of persistently
techering dogs. It was approved by unanimous House
consent on February 16, 2007.

'This report, in response to House Memorial 19, provides
a derailed review of the practice of tethering, based on
research and statewide survey results regarding both the
public safety and humane implications of persistently
tetheringdogs. Inaddition, iraddresses the practicein terms
of resulting human deaths and injuries, local animal control
ordinances, positions of animal welfare organizations and
governmental agencies, state and nationwide trends in
tethering laws and their enforcement, alternative methods
of restraint, education, and other substantive issues. Finally,
it includes recommendations of solutions that without

doubt will benefit both people and dogs in New Mexico.

Pheto Credit 2

Taos County, New Mexico

Tethering Defined

Tethering is the practice of chaining, tying, fastening, or
restraining a dog to a ground stake or a stationary object
(such as a tree, fence, car, or dog house), usually in a pet
owner’s yard, as a means of keeping the dog under control.
The term does not refer to a dog being walked on a leash.

Risks to public safety and the inhumane treatment of dogs
are widely viewed as the two primary problems with the
continuous tethering of dogs, according to many studies
and surveys of federal, state, and local public health and
safety agencies, animal control agencies, veterinarians,
animal behaviorists, professional organizations, animal
welfare agencies, non-profit organizations, law enforcement

officials, and che public.

Public Safety Implications

‘The first question to consider in the realm of public safety is
how persistently tetheting dogs can pose a danger to humans,
Actacks on people by tethered dogsin the United States and
elsewhere in the world have been documented and studied
through many different methods and in many disciplines.
One conclusion is that dogs tethered for long periods of
time can become highly aggressive. When confronted with
a perceived theeat, dogs respohd according to their fight-or-
Aight instinct. A chained dog, unable to take flight, often
feels forced to fight, and attacks any unfamiliar animal or
person who wanders into his or her territory.!

Lxperts tend to agree that chaining increases aggression
in the vast majority of dogs. For example, the American

~ Veterinary Medical Association (AVMA) and the American

Society of Plastic Surgeons have teamed up to promote
responsible dog ownership, pointing out that tethering
dogs contribures to aggressive behavior: “Confine your
dogin afenced yard or deg run when it is not in the house.
Never tether or chain your dog because this can contribute
to aggressive behavior,™



Las Cruces, New Mexico

The Humane Society of the United States concludes thatan
otherwise friendly dog, when persistently chained, becomes
neurotic, anxious, and often aggressive. As opposed to
protecting the owner or property, a tethered dog is often
fearful due to poor socialization and previous negative
encounters with people or other animals. The dog realizes
one thing: he cannot get away. His only recourse may
be to growl, bark, lunge, or bite in self-defense. Further,
a tethered dog who finally does get loose from his chain
may remain aggressive, and is likely to chase and attack
unsuspecting passersby.”

Children are the most common victims of dog attacks.
According to dog bite statistics, 70% of fatal dogattacksand
more than half of bite wounds requiring medical actention
involve children.? Frequently, such attacks occur when a
chained dog lashes out, either in aggression or aggressive
play, and injures a child who has approached him. In the
period from October 2003 through Seprember 2007, at

least 175 children across the country were either killed or .

seriously injured by chained dogs. Details of such actacks
often describe a dog unsocialized with humans and very
territorial of his limited space at the end of a chain.®

Many arguments, therefore, exist in favor of looking
seriously at the issue of tethering dogs. It remains in the
publicinterest for dogs not to be vicious. Tethered dogs arc
often frustrated, frightened, or easily agitated, therefore ic is

28]

not surprising when they attack and
bite.® The reason is logical: dogs are
social animals with a biological need
for companionship, usually supplied
by a human family”

On a tether constantly, social contact
from dogs and humans is withheld,
sensory deprivation becomes the
notm, and boredom, frustration,
anxiety, agitation, and aggression
! Dogs
who are adequately socialized with
humans and other animals and who
are properly restrained by the use
of fences and runs when they are
outdoors are less of a threat to family

follow in rapid succession.

members, passersby, law enforcement
Photo Credit3  officers, public utility inspectors,
telephone/cable  repair  persons,
postal delivery persons, and other visitors. The result will
be a safer neighborhood. Communities should welcome
opportunities to reduce the chance of serious injury, death,
and suffering of both people and animals. Educating adults
and children about specific canine behaviors and their
causes, particularly with regard to chaining or tethering,

could certainly reduce dog bite injury and death.

Deaths and Injuries Related
to Chained/Tethered Dogs

There is no doubt that dog bites (whether from chained or
unchained dogs) result in a major and costly public health
problem; statistics abound to prove the point. For example,
the Centers for Disease Control estimares that 4.5 million
people in the United States are bitten each year, and almost
halfarechildrenundertheageof 12. Ofthese, approximately
800,000 seek medical care for dog-bite related injuries, The
insurance industry estimates it pays more than $1 billion
annually in homeowners’ liability claims resulting from
dog bites. Hospital expenses for dog bite-related emergency
visits alone are estimated at $102 million annually?

One study published in the Journal of the American
Veterinary _Medical Association estimates thac 17%
of reported dog bite injuries and deaths nationwide
between 1979 and 1998 were caused by dogs restrained




(including by chaining) on their
owners’ property at the time of the
Although chaining is one
type of restraint cited in this and
other studies, analysis is complicated

artack.'?

because exact circumstances related
to serious injuries and deaths caused
by dog bites/atracks may not always
be reported (e.g. whether the dog
was chained, otherwise restrained,
unchained, abused, stray, or injured).

Another study published in Public
Health Reports, a journal of the
United States Public Health Service,
reveals further information about the
risks of chaining dogs. Author John C.
Wright, PhD, identified and studied
sixteen incidents involving dog bites fitting the description
“severe” among 5,711 dog bite incidents reported to health

departments in five South Carolina counties in a three-year
period. A “severe” attack was defined as one in which the
dog repeatedly bit or vigorously shook his victim, and the
victim or the person intervening had extreme difficulty
terminating the attack. In 8 of the 16 cases, the dog involved
either was chained or broke loose from his chain to attack
his victim. Of those eight, one was a fatal accack.”

Karen Delise, author of the book, Fatal Dog Atracks,
provides extensive details of the circumstances surrounding
every fatal dog ateack reported since 1965 in the United
States. “While many circumstances may contribute to
a fatal dog atrack” Delise writes, “the following three
factors appear to play a critical role in the display of canine
aggression toward humans:

1. Function of the dog - (Includes: dogs acquired for
fighting, guarding/protection or image enhancement)

2. Owner -responsibilicy - (Includes: -dogs allowed to
roam loose, chained dogs, dogs and/or children left
unsupervised, dogs permitted or encouraged to behave
aggressively, animal neglect and/or abuse)

3. Reproductive status of dog - {Includes; unaltered male
dogs, bitches with puppies, children coming between
male dog and female dog in estrus).”'?

Valencia County, New Mexico
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By Delise’s estimation, chained dogs have killed at least
109 persons (25% of the US dog bite/attack fatalities since
1965); of those fatalities, 99 were children who wandered
into the reach of a chained or similarly restrained dog and
another 11 were instances in which chained dogs broke free
before attacking.”® In a recent telephone interview with
Delise conducted by Animal Protection of New Mexico
(APNM), Delise commented that while chaining does
not always make a dog aggressive, the animal is being given
fewer options in fight-or-flight circumstances, thus inviting
situationschatincrease thelikelihood ofaggressiveresponses.
While the fatal attack numbers are well documented, she
noted it is more difficult to find definitive igures of serious
injurics, since only those attacks reported are published.
Therefore, it is important to keep in mind that all the bite-
injury statistics available are really only estimates.'* Indeed,
according to the National Center for Injury Prevention and
Control, there is no ongoing national surveillance system
for non-fatal dog bites."?

Over the past 42 years there have been seven fatal dogs

~artacks in New Mexico, two of which involved children

who attempted to interact wich chained dogs, according
to the website of the National Canine Research Council
(NCRC),'® on which Delise provides updates on the
information provided in her book, Fatal Dog Attacks. The
INCRC believes the risk of fatalities linked to chained dogs
is extremely low in New Mexico itself. But Delise says it is

important to consider how many variables are at work in
any attack sicuation. The severity and ultimate outcome of



Roswell, New Mexico Photo Credit 5

any dog attack can be greatly influenced by the presence or
lack of such chings as intervention, responsible supervision

of children, and responsible dog ownership.

Although there may have been other unreported incidents,
a search of news reports in New Mexico over the past
three years poincs to four cases of serious injuries caused by

chained dogs:

Alejandro Cardoza, 21 monrhs old, was seriously injured
in April 2007 in Deming, New Mexico. The Deming
Headlight reported, “The dog was chained to a spike in the

ground...Alejandro was bitten on the head and back...””

A 20-month-old toddler in Las Cruces, New Mexico
suffered injuries in May 2007 including a torn ear and
puncture wounds to the side of his face, right arm, and

inner thigh. The El Paso Times reported, “The dog was
chained to the bumper of a truck, only feet from the front
door of the boy’s home."!®

In July 200, Valencia Counry Deputy Shannon Brady of
Los Lunas, New Mexico was “attacked by a chained pit

bull) according to the Valencia County News-Bulletin.
She had to be placed on medical leave for several weeks to
recover from several bites to her right leg and two fractures
to her left elbow."?

Emma-Leigh Chambers-Allen, 4, of Los Chavez, New
Mexico was seriously injured in June 2004. The Albuquer-
que Journal reported that she “.wandered into the yard

and walked roward the dog that was tied ro a tree wich a

poly-nylon rope. Earlier that day the dog was allegedly
provoked by neighborhood children who threw rocks and
warer balloons at the animal...” A broken nose, broken jaw,
and missing teeth were among her injuries that required re-
constructive surgery.*

Humane Implications

In locking at the humane implications of persistently
tethering dogs, it is usefu! to study the mission sratements
and position statements of various animal welfare
organizations. It is interesting to note that most animal
welfare organizations, whether national or not, address the
issue of tethering. ‘The following represents only a small
sampling:

The American Humane Association (AHA), a nationwide
non-profit based in Denver, Colorade, is a network of
individuals and organizations whose collective mission
is to prevent cruelty, abuse, neglect, and exploitation of
children and animals and to assure that their interest and
well-being are fully, effectively, and humanely guaranteed
by an aware and caring society. The American Humane
Association specializes in professional education, training
and advocacy, and research and evaluation. AHA believes
thar chaining or rethering makes dogs feel vulnerable and
increases their aggression, in turn making the practice a
major risk factor in dog bites. The organization also states
that chaining dogs represents a serious, under-recognized
form of animal cruelty. It has worked with local humane
organizations to develop and support the passage of state
and [ocal laws that limit the outdoor chaining or tethering

of dogs. It has also worked with allies in Tennessee,

Photo Credic 6
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California, and Pennsylvania to
support bills limiting the length of
time a dog may be chained ourside
and requiring basic standards of
food and shelter be met.>

Animal Protection of New Mexico
(APNM), a non-profic based in
Albuquerque, New Mexico, has
been working to promote the
humane treatment of animals in
New Mexico since 1979, APNM
accomplishes its work through
education and

campaigns for change. Its missicn

and outreach,

is to advocate the rights of animals by effecting systemic
change, resulting in the humane treatment of all animals.
APNM strives to educate people about the plight of chained
dogs, as well as the dangers posed to the public by chained
dogs. The organization promotes positive alternatives to
chaining, and provides information and resources to help
people get dogs off chains and into the lives of family

members.?

Dogs Deserve Better, a non-profic education/legislation/
rescueorganization based in'Tipton, Pennsylvania, describes
its géals intermsofthe followingsix principles: advocateand
become a voice for all dogs living chained outside; educate
society to evolve a higher ethical and moral standard for the
treatment of dogs living under these conditions; meet with
owners of dogs chained outside to advocate on behalf of the
dogs and discuss other options available to them; provide
low-cost or no-cost house training for dogs whose owners
wish to bring them into the home; temporarily foster and
find new homes for dogs whose owners wish them to have
a better life but are unwilling or unable to provide that for
them. Dogs Descrve Becter believes the time has come
for Americans to “wake up to the dangers of chaining

3

a dog” Founder Tammy Grimes states: “How many

children have to die before people realize this isa serious 5

and nationwide problem? 'The chaining of dogs has been
ongoing for generations in America, and this outdated and
irtesponsible method of guardianship must stop...Not only
is it dangerous and cruel for the dog, but it’s dangerous for
any child unlucky enough to wander into the sphere created

by an angry dog’s chain” >

Albuguerque, New Mexico
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The Humane Society of the United States (HSUS), a non-
profit based in Washington, DC, is the nation’s largest
animal protection organization and a voice against cruelty,
exploitation, and neglect. Its mission statement: celebrating
animals, confronting crueley. The HSUS seeks a humane
and sustainable world for all animals - a world that will also
benefic people. The organization is committed to policies
that set a standard and discourage or prohibit long-term
tethering®

Through domestication, dogs have been bred to form strong
attachments to their human family members. They thrive
on interactions with their families. Without exception,
people and organizations widely regarded as experts on
the humane treatment of animals and animal behavior
agree that a solitary life on the end of a chain is a cruel
sentence for these social animals.”® A dog’s desire to interact
with people adds to his frustration on the end of a chain.

Photo Credit 8
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Dogs persistently tethered are denied companionship and
socialization. They soon become lonely, bored, anxious,
and aggressive.”

Persistently tethered dogs also lack proper exercise. They
are frequently left exposed to the elements, because they
are denied access to basic shelter and shade. Tethered dogs
are left vulnerable to attacks by other animals, people, and
vermin. They are often denied access to food and/or water.
Finally, they are forced to eat, sleep, urinate, and defecate in
the same limited space. %

A dog’s chain can casily become entangled on a post, tree,
doghouse, or other stationary object, lcading to injury or
death. A tethered dog can easily hang himself by jumping

over a fence, doghouse, car, or other nearby object. ?
2 Y

Evidence of cruel treatment and neglect commonly seen
in persistently tethered dogs by animal control officers and
veterinarians includes embedded collars, chains, or cables
in the neck, often to such an extent that the dog must be
destroyed.® According to Dogs Deserve Better, it happens
much more frequently than people think and additionally,
it happens in all socio-economic levels.*! Dogs confined by
tethering are also targets for thieves who sell stolen dogs to
research facilities and organized dog-fighting operations.”

Local Animal Control Ordinances
and Tethering: Research and
Informal Survey Results

Local animal control ordinances may or may not address
tethering dogs. Even when not specifically using the term
tethering or chaining, other state and local anti-cruelty
statuces likely can be interpreted to prohibit tethering in
cases where it is detrimental to the dog.** Thus, questions
have arisen as to whether techer-specific laws are needed
when such existing anti-cruelty faws canap ply. Forexample,
it is often clear to the investigating officer or other witness
that a particular chained dog is being deprived of food,
wacer, shade, or shelter.

The International City/County Management Association, a
national organization for the chief appointed management
exccutives in local government, publishes a comprehensive
animal care and control guide for local governments. The
publication includes the observation thatlocal laws are very

TOP: Taos County, New Mexico, Photo Credit 9
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often passed to supplement state anti-cruelty laws, specify
certain standards of animal care, and prescribe additional
criminal and civil penaldes: In fact, many jurisdictions
across the country have found specific animal care and
animal neglect problems-including perpetual tethering—
worthy of special legislation.”

From August through November 2007, APNM conducted
an extensive review of New Mexico’s municipal and
county animal control ordinances to determine how many
address the issuc of chaining or tethering and to what
extent. According to results, most municipalities and most
counties in New Mexico currently do not address chaining
atall. In follow up telephone interviews with New Mexico's
animal contro! officers, however, APNM found that many
of them see the need for revised laws to restrict or prohibit
tethering, Whether ofhicers witness abuse firsthand, or they
are confronted with its aftermath, they are often powerless
to help - simply due to the absence of more specific laws.
Ofhicers can be further thwarted from protecting animals
and the publicbecause there are too many differing opinions
among people as to what constitutes abuse, and anti-
cruelty laws that do not address tethering often also do not
address other types of related neglect such as companion
deprivation, emotional abuse, lack of proper exercise, and



frustration that can lead to aggression. Therefore, without
a law specific to chaining, an effective tool is missing
that could be used when a situacion arises that warranes
intervention.

According to APNM’s research, an animal control
ordinance must encompass both public safety and humane
considerations to be effective. Without both elements,
public officials and administrators experience ongoing
conflict with the public and potential liability. Residents
are commonly concerned about public safety, propercy
protection, and cruelty to animals. Local animal control
ordinances often evolve based on efforts by law enforcement
personnel and public officials to deal with such pressure.

This process has often taken a municipality or county from
having an animal control ordinance absent any mention of
chaining through progressively more detailed restrictions or
prohibitions, with a variety of penalties imposed. Further,
municipalities and counties often mimic the exact language
of various sections of other municipalities’ or counties’
animal control ordinances--includingsections on chaining,
This is an indication that, at che least, administrators are
grappling with similar problems and nerworking among
themselves to find the right solutions. They appear to be
trying to find good models of comprehensive ordinances to
adapt to their own needs.

APNM found that, in New Mexico, 11 out of 103
municipalities and 13 out of 33 counties address chaining
or tethering in some way, from the most minimal to the
most detailed restriction.

For example, the animal control ordinance in Tijeras
srates.

A chain must be ar least 8 feet long,

By contrast, Albuquerques animal control ordinance
states:

When not accompanied by a person, chaining is prohibited as a means
of outdoor confinement for more than one hour during any 24-hour
period. A trolley system - consisting of a cable strung between two
fixed points, with a dog on a short lead artached - can be used for up
to nine hours in a 24-hour period if a city permic is obtained. When
chaining is used, the chain shall weigh no more than an eighth of the
animals weight. The chain must be affixed co the animal by the use

of 1 nonabrasive, well-Atted harness, The chain must be atc least 12

feet long and fastened so the animal can sit, walk, and lie dewn using
natural motions. It must be unobstructed by objects that may cause the
chain or the animal to become encangled. It must have a swivel on both
ends. The chained animal shall be surrounded by a barrier sufficient to
protect the animal from at-large animals, and to prevent children from

accidentally coming into contact with the chained animal.

APNM believes that a total of six municipalities and 10
counties in the state address the practice of chaining with
enough detail to remediate the wide variety of situations
that an animal control officer might encounter and thus are
meaningful to both public safery and the humane treatment
of dogs. APNM points to Albuquerque’s ordinance as
one example. Another good example exists in Dofia Ana
County, whose ordinance states:

A chain must be affixed to the animal by use of a nonabrasive,
comfortably fitted collar or harness. The device must be at least 12 fees
long, unless it would allow the animal to go beyond the property line,
in which case it must be at least eight feet long. The device must be
fastened so the animal can sit, walk and lic down comfortably, and it
must be unobstructed by objects that could cause the device or animal
to become entangled or strangled. Any chain or tether must have
swivels at boch ends, The animal must have easy access to shade, shelter,
food and porable water. A dog may be restrained by a chain or tether
for no more than eight hours in a 24-hour period. No chain or tether
shall weigh more than an eighth of the dog’s weight. The area where the
animal is confined must be free of garbage and other debris thar might

endanger the animal’s health or safety. It must be kept free of insect

Photo Credit 12
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infestation, such as anthills, wasp nests, flea, tick,
or maggot infestations. It is uniawful to chain or
stake out an animal or unenclosed premises in
such a manner that the animal can go beyond the

property line,

In talking with animal control officers,
APNM focused primarily on those
communitics whose laws specifically
make reference, either by restriction or
prohibition, to the practice of chaining
or tethering dogs. The officers answered
questions about public awareness of such
laws, compliance, and prosecution. They
offered opinions about whether their
local laws are effective, how they might be
improved, and other insights concerning
problems related to chaining.

While different, the opinions of animal control officers
throughout New Mexico point to similas concerns. They
recognize that to enforce and encourage responsible pet
ownership and the humane treatment of animals, they
must have sensible laws on the books that they can rely on
as tools for effective animal control. At the same time, they
understand that public education is equally important to
compliance.

An animal control officer in Valencia County said, “Dogs
running loose are a big problem, so officers carry chains to
give to owners, even through the oflicers aren’t in favor of
chaining” Headded, “Dogsare notlawn ornaments. People
need to start thinking in terms of their animals being part
of their family. A big part of the solution is educarion to
change the way people interact with their dogs.”

A licutenant with animal control in  Albuquerque
commented, “The city’s new chaining law is a very good
one. People are aware of it due to lots of education. [ like
che fact that it is very detailed and specific, because if T have
to issue citations, the violators can be prosecuted more

LD

casily:

A five-year veteran of animal control in Cibola County
commented, “Dog chaining is bad and it’s a sign of an
irresponsible owner”

Las Cruces, New Mexico

Photo Credit 13

Ananimal control officer in Chaves Countysaid, “Chaining
is not great, but it at least prevents dogs from leaving
properties and getting shot in rural areas. We try to let
people know where they can easily buy a swivel set with up
to 10 feet of chain length, so at least residents can comply
with what’s in our ordinance.”

Alongtimeanimal control supervisorin Dofia Ana County
said, “Not only is chaining torture for the dog, but the lack
of socialization that results from chainingleads to increased
aggression and children being attacked.”

An animal control supervisor in Carlsbad, on the job for
19 years, said, “Chaining ought to be outlawed except in
extreme situations, because it promotes aggression. The
dogs become frustrated and turn aggressive and it can lead
to dog bites of children.”

Unfortunately, many public bodies are reluctant to make
revisions to their animal control ordinances due to time-
consuming legal requirements for notice, public hearings,
Jengthy comment periods, and additional public meetings
for passage. Public administrators must communicatc their
intentions well in advance to allow for full participation of
both the public and law enforcement officers. Once new
laws are enacted, communitics are well served by resulting
public awareness and cooperation. Tethering guidelines,
restrictions, and prohibitions can and should serve as
proactive, preventative measures to protect both people
and animals.



'!Legislation

Under the Animal Welfare Act, the United States Secretary
of Agriculture is authorized to promulgate standards and
other requirements governing the humane handling,
housing, care, treatment, and cransportation of certain
animals by dealers, research facilities, exhibitors, carriers
and intermediate handlers. The Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service (APHIS), United States Department
of Agriculture (USDA), published the following final rule
in the Federal Register on August 13, 1997 (Volume 62,
Number 156) Rules and Regulations: “Our experience in
enforcing the Animal Welfare Act has led us to conclude
that permanently tethering a dog as a means of primary
enclosure is not a humane pracrice that is in the animal’s
best interest. Temporarily techering a dog due to health or
other reasons would be permitted if the licensee obtains the
approval of the Animaland Plant Health Inspection Service.
This action will help ensure that dogs in facilities regulaced
under the Animal Welfare Act will be treated in a manner
that is consistent with the animals’ best interests.”*

In the same publication, APHISs supplementary
information goes on to report: “A dog attached to a tether
is significantly restricted in his movement. A rether can
also become tangled around or hooked on the dog’s shelter
structure or other objects, further restricting the dog’s
movement and potentially causing injury,. We do not
believe that a flexible tether, a tether with a swivel on the
end, or other such devices would significantly improve the
safety of a tether. Such devices may improve the mobility
of the dog, but the possibility would stiil remain over time
for the tether to become tangled around objects within the
dog’s range.™

One obligation of state and local government is protecting
its citizens, which includes addressing aspects of public
health, environmental health/hygiene, and inspection/
compliance activities. Since every state in the U.S. has [aws

prohibiting cruelty to animals, it can Jogically be conclnded |

that protecting animals from cruel treatmenc also is
recognized as another obligation of state and local
government. Laws, education, and enforcement are key
components bothi to public safetyand thehumane treatment
ofanimals. Laws can be excellent tools to improve the lives
of both humans and animals and to protect them from
neglect and other forms of crueley.

Many animal welfare organizations, residents, law
¥ g

enforcement  officers, and of local
governments are asking for both state and local laws to

administrators

restrict how long, if at all, and by what methods dogs may
be tethered. Laws can discourage, restrict, or prohibit che
use of chaining,

A September 2007 State Legislative Resources report of
the AVMA says that several existing state statutes address
the issue of tethering domestic dogs® In terms of issues
of interest to the AVMA State Legislative and Regulatory
Affairs Department, animal welfare is consiscently the
most active area in state legislatures across the country.
The organization tracked over 225 animal welfare bills in
2006, Many such bills expanded the acts covered under
animal cruelcy laws and increased the penalties for animal
cruelty.® A follow-up report in mid-2007 noted that
the trend toward enhanced penalties for animal crueley
continues, with 43 states now providing felony penalties
for the offense.®* Tethering may be an under-recognized
form of animal cruelty, but that is changing,
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Bernalillo County, New Mexico

According to the Humane Socicty of the United States,
legislation to ban or restrict the practice of chaining is
gaining momentum, at both the state and local levels, all
across the country® Several states, outlined below, have
already passed laws outlawing chaining dogs as a primary
means of confinement, or limiting the amount of hours per
day that they may be chained, and hundreds of communities
in at least 30 states have chaining ordinances.

California now prohibits a person from tethering, fastening,
chaining, tying, or restraining a dog to a doghouse, tree,
fence, or other stationary object, unless such restraint is for
a reasonable period not to exceed three hours in a 24-hour
period. Alternative methods of restraint such as a running
line, pulley, or troiley system are permitted under the same
law.# Connecticut prohibits tethering for an unreasonable
period of time. Vermont and Maine prohibit techering
when it is determined to be inhumane or detrimental to
the animal’s welfare and specify appropriate conditions for
tethering. State statutes in Virginia, Michigan, Delaware,
and the District of Columbia contain specifications
regarding how te appropriately tether an-animal.®?

Texas, Maryland, and Tennessee have also passed new teth-
cring laws.* The Texas law prohibits an owner from tying
up a dog outside between the hours 0£10:00 p.m. and 6:00
a.m. and during extreme weather conditions. ‘The bill also
prohibits the use of a pinch-type, prong-type, or choke-
type collar and stipulates a minimum length for a techer®
Maryland’s law is much like char in Texas, but it addition-

ally includes specifications
as to the circumference and
fit of the dog’s collar, Ten-
nessee’s law specifies that res-
idents cannot knowingly tie,
tether, or restrain a dog ina
manner that results in the
dog suffering bodily injury.
Similar bills are being con-
sidered in Michigan, New

ersey, and Pennsylvania.®
¥ ¥

The website helpinganimals.
com, which includes com-
information
about tethering laws nation-
wide, additionally referenc-

prehensive
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es another state statute in
West Virginia that specifically addresses tethering, Its list
includes at least a dozen communities that prohibit
tethering, including Austin, Texas; Little Rock, Arkansas;
Carthage, Missouri; and Fairhope, Alagbama. Reference is
also made to at least 50 more cities that limit how long dogs
can be tethered, including Los Angeles, California; New
Orleans, Louisiana; Racine, Wisconsin; Topeka, Kansas;
Bloomington, Indiana; and Qakland Park, Florida.”

A relatively new initiative of Dogs Deserve Better, called
Mothers Against Dog Chaining, secks to protect children
by promoting legislation to [imit or prohibit tethering and
by encouraging dog owners to socialize their dogs. It is
led by Dogs Deserve Better founder Tammy Grimes and
Crystal Sinclair, mother of Makayla Sinclair, killed at the
age of two by chained dogs in Spartanburg County, South
Carolina. Dogs Deserve Better continually updates statistics
based primarily on news repores of children killed and/or
seriously injured by chained dogs in the United States
— at least 175 children since October 2003, according to
its website. It goes on to comment that “(t)o take a pack

-animal, in need of love and socialization, and subject it to

a life of neglect and isolation Jeaves us with a live grcnadc
just waiting for a small child to step into its path. If this
grenade — fueled by restless energy, anger, and frustration

~ explodes, our children pay the price, and often with their
life 4



Outdoor Alternatives to Chaining

Humane alternatives to tethering include traditional
tenced yards (with either a doghouse or pet door leading
to other sheltered areas such as home or garage), large
pens or kennels, cable/trolley runs, swivels, and invisible/
clectric fences, all with appropriate access to food, water,
shade, and weatherproof shelter. Persons should consult
local ordinances to determine if any particular permir,
restriction, or prohibition exists for an alternative method.

Local animal welfare organizations frequently offer
assistance or resources to residents who want help
building doghouses, fences, or assembling trolley systems.
In January 2007, for example, Placitas Animal Rescue
hosted an event to build and distribute fifty doghouses
throughout Sandoval County and elsewhere.® People for
the Ethical Treatment of Animals publishes an educational
fact sheet called Legal Shelter for Your Dog, which gives
specific recommendations for the health and well being of
dogs who are outside some or most of the time and whose

housing is substandard, as well as detailed instructions for
constructing a dog house.”

Education about alternatives to tethering is vital in New
Mexico, because virtually all its municipalities and counties
have ordinances prohibiting dogs running at large. In the
minds of some residents, this means they have no option

other than chaining their dogs if they don’t have a fenced
yard, kennel, or pen and if they refuse to allow their dogs
inside their own homes. Although it is clear some people
who own dogs can’t and won’t properly provide for them,
it is equally clear that many people simply need to learn
what it means to be a responsible pet owner. Regardless of
whether other alternatives are used, it seems experts agree
that dogs should be allowed to socialize with their human
family,

The Nature of Dogs and Their
Relationship with Humans

Animal scientist Temple Grandin, PhD, talks about the
nature of the human relationship with domestic animals
in her latest book, Animals in Translation. Recent
research indicates that humans and dogs have probably
been companions for over 100,000 years. She points out
that over this period of evolution, dogs have developed a
lot of ability to inhibit aggression against humans, while
humans have similarly developed a lot of ability to manage
dog aggression.’! Yet, she also notes that it is essential to
make sure domestic animals are properly socialized both to
other animals and to people in order to manage aggressive
tendencies. One of the worst mistakes is to rear a domestic
animal in isolation.”

Photo Credit 28



Radium Springs, New Mexico

It is widely recognized that domestic dogs often fill
important roles in addition to companionship and positive
family experiences. In the areas of law enforcement and
public safety, dogs may be trained to detect drugs, bombs,
and arson, in addition to performing scarch and rescuc
missions. In the medical field, they may detect certain types
of cancer and warn epileptic owners of imminent seizures,
They may also serve as seeing-eye dogs, hearing dogs, and
therapy dogs. Recent research examined in the British
Journal of Health Psychology shows that the benefits of dog
ownership include lower blood pressure, lower cholesterol,
and fewer minor physical ailments. Dogs even facilitate
their owners’ recovery from illness.™

Dogs can be relied on for protection, too, but not on the
end of a chain. Rather than protecting owner or property,
a chained dog will often become fearful when exposed to
a’ potentially threatening stimulus, precisely because he
cannot escape. Alternatively, he may become aggressive,
a result of frustration because he cannot freely explore any
perceived threat to determine whether or not it poses a
danger*

Conclusions and Recommendations

In conclusion, several points should be emphasized:

o Chainingor tethering domestic dogs s a practice which
affects public safety and health care costs, making it

R R N

Photo Credit 30

I

Dofa Ana County, New Mexico

worthy of attention and preventative measures in New
Mexico.

Neglect and cruelty to animals occur across all socio-
economic levels in both urban and rural communities
in New Mexico. The persistent chaining or tethering
of dogs is increasingly being recognized as a form of
animal cruelty.

The welfare and health of domestic dogs in New Mexico
can be improved by promoting responsible ownership
and stewardship, meaning, among other things,
educating the public about the implications of chaining
or tethering and activeiy promoting alternatives to the
practice,

Humane remedies for New Mexicos persistently
chained or tethered dogs will have a direct bearing on

public safety.

Even people who love animals sometimes do not know what

proper care means. People often need to be caught what is
- required of them in OWning a ddg. 'Ihey often don't think

14

about the cost of owning a dog, from food to veterinary
care, nor do they consider the demands required of their
time to take proper care of a dog. Helping people evaluate
these realities before adding a dog to their household
would likely decrease the numbers of chained, neglected,
and abandoned dogs.



Education - combined with appropriate legislation — is an
jmportant key to changing how people interact with-and
care for dogs. Bilingual humane education programs should
be developed to include instruction on the humane
implications of, public safety implications of, and
alternatives to persistently chaining dogs. These programs
should be implemented in schools and clsewhere to
encourage and promote more positive interaction between
petand family. Initiatives to promote taking dogs off chains
and into the family will benefit all concerned.

Following a humane education presentation given in 2005
to an 8th grade class at Albuquerque’s Washington Middle
School, the students were asked to illustrate what they had
learned. As evidenced by their artwork included in this
report, children in New Mexico do demonstrate an
undcrstanding of and interest in the humane treatment of
dogs and other animals.®

Children and adults alike should be encouraged to think
of dogs as part of the family and shown positive ways to
interact wich them, for example walking, running, hiking,
or participating in obedience classes, agility trials, therapy
programs, or search and rescue organizations, In addition,
instruction and assistance in constructing or locating
effective, low-cost alternatives to tethering should be
considered a critical element of public awareness, whether
or not mandatory regulations are imposed. Happier dogs
will mean safer communities.

Partnerships among private sector veterinarians, non-
profit organizations, educators, students, and public health
professionals are important in gaining public awareness
and helping people obrain resources. Such partnerships
can contribute to the design and successful implementation
of educational programs that address public safety as well
as the humane treatment of animals. Such collaboration is
effective, bur it is also essential to have the cooperation of
governmenctai authorities.

Education alone is not enough to solve certain problems.
On the local level, cities and counties know that animal
control is a statucory obligation of government. Sensible
animal control laws combined with diligent enforcement
result in communities with more responsible pet owners
- communities that can enioy enhanced reputations
and the resulting improvements in regional economic
development.

15

A comprehensive ordinance contributes immeasurably to
the quality of life for community residents. However, local
ordinances, by themselves, often produce unsatisfactory
results,

City and councy ordinances may lack language specific to
tethering, Existing ordinances that do address chaining may
contain ambiguous, even contradictory, language and local
officials may be reluctant or slow to revise them. The result
is compromised enforcement and prosecution.

So, although networking agencies and public awareness
campaigns may help people recognize the public safety
and humane implications of chaining or tethering dogs, it
is incumbent on governiment to ensure the best mechods
are employed consistently across the state to protect both
humans and animals. Toward that end, the current trend
toward state lcgislation to restrict or prohibit persistent
chaining or tethering of domestic dogs appears to be a

positive one.

AR a2 ,,

Bernalillo County, New Mexico
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To learn more about how to improve the lives of
chained dogs in New Mexico, please contact:

Animal Protection of New Mexico
P.O. Box 11395

Albuquerque, NM 87192
505-265-2322

WWW.apnIm.org

apnm@apnm.org

Animal Protection of New Mexico’s Animal Cruelty Hotline:
505-821-9142
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' Your tax deduciible donation may be matde payable to:.

New Mexico Dogs Deserve Better
7820 Enchanted Hills Blud Ste A-112
Rio Rancho, NM 87144

to see our available dogs visit

' www.petfinder_.comlpet—search?shelterid=nm129




