July 1, 2007

Senator Leland Yee PhD
State Capitol, room 4048
Sacramento, CA 95814

Please vote no on the amended AB1634 the falsely named "California Healthy Pet Act". Year after year we are amazed by the focus of the CA legislators on taking away the rights of the many pet owners in our state. AB 1634 has now topped the list of anti-pet legislation. This bill if passed will interfere with pet owner’s rights to make decisions about their pets. This violates the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment of the United States Constitution. I don’t understand how this can even be considered. Why would California want to violate the Constitution of the United States? 

Please consider the following when you vote. First it is not the governments place to mandate surgical procedures on our pets. Secondly the negative economic impact this has on the states tourism from the loss of dog and cat shows will be tremendous. When you consider the typical three day California dog show (1000-2500 entries) has an estimated total revenue to the community of $588,000 these data are from the study done by the American Kennel Club. Thirdly, mandatory spay/neuter is an ineffective solution for animal control problems because it fails to address the heart of the issue—irresponsible ownership. Last but not least these types of laws are extremely difficult to enforce and will be evaded by irresponsible animal owners. 

California has been moving in a very positive direction with a steady decrease in the number of animals euthanized each year as can be seen from the National Animal Interest Alliance Shelter Project data (www.naiashelterproject.org). These data show an impound rate in 1980 of 680,000 dogs and a decrease to 299,000 in 2005. The number of animals euthanized has also had a steady decline from 430,000 in 1980 down to 120,000 in 2005. These data don’t have a breakdown of the number of animals euthanized because of poor health, injury or temperament problems. If this information were available we would see that California has a very low rate of animals euthanized without having this draconian law. Please oppose AB 1634 so we as a state can continue to move forward in the positive direction. 
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This proposed law will hurt responsible breeders like us who raise healthy, well cared-for dogs and work to ensure that these puppies are placed with responsible owners. Why should we be punished for the deeds of others? Conscientious breeders provide not only fine animals but also donate funds and time to the human animal bond, responsible dog ownership mentoring, health related issues, animal welfare and disaster relief efforts that benefit all animals. There is no sound reason for hobby cat/dog breeders to be singled out for high annual fees that may not even cover the administration costs to enforce this ill conceived bill. There is no question that the desirable option for quality home-raised pets would be diminished in California by passage of this bill. This demand will be filled by out of state and foreign commercial sellers and Internet sources of cats/dogs. Without the benefit of life long commitment to the puppies we have bred who will guide these people to be responsible dog owners?

As the costs go up and conscientious breeders give up their participation in breeding and other positive dog activities that benefit the State you will see an increase in irresponsible breeding and a decrease in state revenue.  AKC dog shows alone represent millions of dollars per year statewide in revenue to the many cities where shows are held. When you consider that each three day dog show contributes an average of $588,000 to the communities and we have approximately 45 weekends of shows  in California alone that would be a loss of  $23,000,000 per year. And if you were to include Hunt Test, Agility Trials, Obedience Trials and Cat shows that amount spent will be close to $100,000,000 per year. I don't think the State budget can afford to loose this type on income. 

This law will force people to release their animals rather than pay these fees, therefore putting a larger burden on local animal control. This can also impact the safety of our communities with even more roaming dogs. This serious situation is especially prevalent in the urban, low-income areas and AB 1634 has no impact on this.  Many of these pet owners need and respond to help rather than more laws.  In most cases better enforcement of existing leash laws and low cost or better yet free altering of pets would reduce the matings of dogs allowed to roam. In San Diego we have a Neuter Scooter that helps fill this need which came from donations not laws.  AB 1634 singles out hobby breeders for extra taxation without representation. We already support the local animal shelters and the humane society. And we already pay a much higher tax on our unaltered animals. 

AB 1634 would be an extreme burden on local animal control agencies to implement rather than educate.  So why have another unenforceable law? AB 1634 would only be costly for local jurisdictions without impacting the problems. It would actually refocus the animal control resources toward chasing responsible breeders and create a meaningless bureaucracy that would result in other positive programs not being carried out. All of California will be barred from applying for Maddie's Funds which gives money and guidance to shelters to help them become "no kill".  They are the leaders in establishing "no kill" shelters and they will not fund a city or county that has mandatory spay neuter laws because they know it doesn't work. 
I have been active in purebred dogs since 1968 when my Mother bought me my first dog when I was 13. I have through the lessons of responsibility that ownership and breeding of purebred dogs has given me become an asset to society. Along with my husband we provide wonderful pets to families that enjoy a lifetime with their pets. These families become an extension of our family as we are always there to help with any issue that comes up with their pet for the life of the dog. We have many families that always come back to us for their next dog and they have owned many generations of my dogs.  Breeding dogs is our hobby, which is a needed source of joy from our serious work as a biomedical cancer researcher for UC San Diego and Favrille Biotechnology. 

We are dog breeders and we vote. We hope to see your name on the list of forward thinking legislators that will vote NO on AB1634.

Leita Estes, Timothy Stinchcombe PhD

PO Box 1830

Ramona, CA 92065

