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NORTH CAROLINA 
  
a. SB 460:   Commercial Dog Breeders.    (short title:   Puppy Mill Bill)   Title  Changed:    PUPPY  MILL  BAN   http://www.ncga.state.nc.us/gascripts/BillLookUp/BillLookUp.pl?Session=2009&BillID=S460      7/08/09:  HEARING:  Senate:  PLACED on Full Senate Calendar   
   1.   Senate Legislative Fiscal Note:    http://www.ncleg.net/Sessions/2009/FiscalNotes/Senate/PDF/SFN0460v2r1.pdf 
   2.   Senate Substitute Adoption (7/01/09):   http://www.ncleg.net/Sessions/2009/BillDocuments/Senate/PDF/S460v2-PCS75282.pdf 

3.   NAIA Action Alert Tool:    http://capwiz.com/naiatrust/issues/alert/?alertid=13278881&type=CT&show_alert=1   
   4.   AKC Action Alert (7/01/09):  Hearing Date.   http://www.akc.org/news/index.cfm?article_id=3886  
   5.   Adopted Amendment  (7/01/09):  http://www.ncleg.net/Sessions/2009/Bills/Senate/PDF/S460v3.pdf 
This is NC’s Version of the HSUS “puppy mill” bill.   OPPOSED!!!!   
   6.    Vote  NO  to  SB460!    http://votenosb460.blogspot.com/   
   7.    Some more information about the vote on 7/08/09:    “Second reading is a recorded vote which will tabulate an "Aye" or an "Nay" with the name of each Senator present and voting. There are a total of 50 senators so Sen. Davis will need at least 25 yes votes to pass.    Based upon last Wednesday's voice vote in Finance Committee, the vote is too close to call at this time. Even one vote could make the difference whether the bill passes over to the House or if it fails and dies in the Senate. A major problem we have had in dealing with this bill is Sen.Davis (a freshman legislator) is receiving a lot of assistance from the Senate leadership. Some of the Senators who are actively supporting Sen. Davis' bill include:
Tom Apodaca (Buncombe), Julia Boseman (New Hanover), Daniel Clodfelter (Mecklenburg), Charlie Dannelly (Mecklenburg), Linda Garrou (Forsyth),David Hoyle (Gaston), Neal Hunt (Wake), Clark Jenkins (Edgecombe), Ellie Kinnaird (Orange), Martin Nesbitt (Buncombe), Tony Rand (Cumberland), Bob Rucho (Mecklenburg), RC Soles (Brunswick), Josh Stein (Wake). 
That is 15 of the 25 that are needed including Sen. Davis's own vote.”
    8.   For Talking Points:   www.ncraoa.com  
    9..   More Talking Points:   

            A..     The latest Fiscal Impact Statement:   http://www.ncleg.net/Sessions/2009/FiscalNotes/Senate/PDF/SFN0460v2r1.pdf    how anyone can justify the cost of this bill for a small return?   Governor Purdue said that all state workers are taking a furlough of 10 hours, which equals to  a 1% pay cut, to make up for our state’s $3 - $5 billion budget shortfall.  With all of this in mind, where is the money going to come from to implement this bill?  Other individuals are “taking” two weeks  or more of unpaid “furloughs.”  Are non-human animals more important than our state’s workers and their families who are being pushed to the limits in this financial crunch?   This bill will cost our state over $400,000.00/year.   What else would have to be reduced or ignored if this bill is passed?   Several counties have already passed budgets to reduce the money for the educational needs of our children.     Governor Perdue  has dipped into lottery funds, which hurts our children.  Currently about 583 facilities are inspected. and SB460 may triple that number.  What would be the cost to the state vs. $50 license fee? On another note, there were 42 facilities that had or are having trouble keeping in compliance and receiving good inspection reports. It seems NCDA and/or the state would be better served finding a little money to help these older, crowded facilities get into compliance before taking on 2,000 dog breeders to inspect and quadrupling their inspection budget.   All of the money for this bill would come from the people who vote.  Many of whom are either unemployed, without health insurance, furloughed by the state, taken a pay cut, had to file bankruptcy or just struggling to make ends meet.     

           B.     This bill is unnecessary, as current North Carolina law is effective in dealing with animal abuse and mistreatment, including substandard commercial breeders.   These laws on the books (The North Carolina Animal Welfare Act, Article 3 of Chapter 19A of the North Carolina General Statutes)  were passed to handle such cases of neglect, abuse, and overall mistreatment of animals. These laws as outlined in the Statutes do need to be enforced, but putting more unnecessary laws on the books will do nothing but create hardships for North Carolina.    In fact there are a surplus of animal regulations just waiting to be enforced:  While specific regulations for commercial breeder facilities are yet to be established; however it is reasonable to assume they will be based on the same USDA commercial standards currently in place for animal control facilities, shelters, and boarding kennels. SUBCHAPTER 52J ANIMAL WELFARE SECTION .0200 FACILITIES AND OPERATING STANDARDS   http://reports.oah.state.nc.us/ncac/title%2002%20-%20agriculture%20and%20consumer%20services/chapter%2052%20-%20veterinary/subchapter%20j/subchapter%20j%20rules.html    

           
           C.   On July 02, 209, the Senate Finance Department, by voice vote, narrowly passed this bill, as amended.   The amendment continues to highlight some other problems of this bill:   

                  a1.   Vague definitions of “commercial breeder”. Commercial breeder” is defined as someone who owns 15 or more intact females “of breeding age” and 30 or more puppies.” The bill exempts kennels or establishments that operate for the purpose of boarding or training hunting, sporting, herding, show, or working dogs. It is unclear if these numbers refer to the number of dogs on the property at one certain time, or if this is cumulative over the course of a year. It is also unclear if someone who trains show dogs, but also sells puppies is exempt from the licensing requirement.       The number of dogs would adversely affect many hunting or working dog kennels as well as show breeders and even hobby breeders whom can sometimes have just one litter of puppies a year if at all, and yet have 15 adult female dogs throughout the year. Breeding ages as outlined in these bills (18 months to 8 years of age) does not take into account the health of the animal, or other forms of reproduction (semen collection for artificial insemination) for dogs that do not fall into the age range. Additionally, this definition could include anyone who has bred even a single litter of puppies, including fanciers, show breeders, hunters and even hobby breeders.  
                 a2.   SB 460 supporters claim the only reason to have 15 females is for mass producing puppies, i.e. continually breeding each female. NOT TRUE. The bill supporters are activists, NOT dog breeders and have no firsthand knowledge of what is necessary to build or maintain a breeding program. It is quite possible for someone to have 15 females without constantly producing puppies.  
                 a3.   SB 460 assumes that an owner of 15 or more dogs is not capable of managing and maintaining their animals in good health without state intervention. Numbers do not correlate to quality of care and it is wrong to use a numerical basis to begin excessive regulation of dog breeders.

                  b1.    Inspections of private property at any time. The bill allows law enforcement and local animal control to search the homes and private property at any time of day or night of anyone who falls under the definition of “commercial breeder”.      The licensed breeder would also be subjected to Warrantless inspections of private property. The bill allows law enforcement and local animal control to search the homes and private property of anyone who falls under the definition of "commercial breeder”.   In a case where access is denied to the licensee’s home and property, the breeder’s license could be revoked and the dogs seized, regardless of the condition of the property or the animals. North Carolina residents, dog owners, breeders, clubs, and kennels do not want their rights, (as outline in the United States Constitution 4th & 5th Amendments), as a United States Citizen to be brushed aside or abolished  completely, which is exactly what these bills will do if passed.   
                 b2.   The bill states:    "Animals found in the possession or custody of an unlicensed commercial breeder shall be subject to immediate seizure and impoundment and upon conviction of the unlicensed commercial breeder, shall become subject to sale or euthanasia in the discretion of the Director."    In other words, people who either do not consider themselves "commercial  breeders," or who are simply unaware of the law, could have their animals seized and put to death if it is determined they should have been licensed. 
If you consider that the care given these animals could easily exceed the arbitrary standards that may be established under SB 460, this bill will create situations where healthy, happy animals are taken from their caring owners, and then destroyed.

                  c.     Allowance for seizure of animals for those who do not comply with the new regulations, with no opportunity to come into compliance. If a commercial breeder is unlicensed, animals will be subject to immediate seizure and impoundment and may be sold or euthanized. Breeders should be given the opportunity to come into compliance with the law.    When these animal are “taken”, are these breeders considered automatically Guilty, without a trial, and forced to either give up their dogs or be forced into bankruptcy because of a law which will do more harm to humans and dogs than good?   

                 d.    Directive for the NC Department of Agriculture to develop standards of care with no public input. SB 460 calls for the Department of Agriculture to develop care and condition policies for dogs belonging to commercial breeders. This does not allow for any input from dog breeders and others who are experts in animal care.     State licensing and regulation as a commercial entity will end dog breeding for anyone living in a residential zoned area. The impact in rural-residential zoned areas will depend on the zoning specifics written for each county and the final requirements for housing established by the NC Department of Agriculture.  Under SB460, the Directive for the NC Department of Agriculture is to develop standards of care with no public input from dog breeders and others who are experts in animal care.        
 
                 e.   The requirement for annual veterinary certification of suitable health for breeding is not only vague but is unacceptable. Certification could require anything from routine physical exam to an expensive panel of blood tests and x-rays. There are no standardized, specific laboratory tests or specialized reproductive examination procedures that are suitable for assessing the health status of bitches for breeding. No other species has this pre-breeding regulation in place. This provision only serves to make breeding dogs more expensive and more complicated. The decision to breed or not breed a dog should remain at the discretion of the owner and not become a legislative mandate.     
 
                 f.   State licensing and regulation as a commercial entity will end dog breeding for anyone in a residential zoned area. The impact in rural-residential zoned areas will depend on the specifics written for each county and the final requirements for housing established by the NC Department of Agriculture.

    10. Senate Bill 460 will do nothing to address  irresponsible breeding and will cost the state over $400,000 a year to enforce. At a time when the state is facing a projected $3 - $5  billion budget gap, improved enforcement of existing laws would be a better use of taxpayers’ money.  
   11.   How to Contact the NC Senators:    
     Charlie.Albertson@ncleg.net ; Austin.Allran@ncleg.net ;  Tom.Apodaca@ncleg.net ; Bob.Atwater@ncleg.net ; Marc.Basnight@ncleg.net ; Doug.Berger@ncleg.net ; Phil.Berger@ncleg.net ; Stan.Bingham@ncleg.net ; Harris.Blake@ncleg.net ; Dan.Blue@ncleg.net ; Julia.Boseman@ncleg.net ; Andrew.Brock@ncleg.net ; Harry.Brown@ncleg.net ; Peter.Brunstetter@ncleg.net ; Debbie.Clary@ncleg.net ; Daniel.Clodfelter@ncleg.net ; Charlie.Dannelly@ncleg.net ; Don.Davis@ncleg.net ; Katie.Dorsett@ncleg.net ; Don.East@ncleg.net ; Tony.Foriest@ncleg.net ; James.Forrester@ncleg.net ; Linda.Garrou@ncleg.net ; Eddie.Goodall@ncleg.net ; Steve.Goss@ncleg.net ; Malcolm.Graham@ncleg.net ; Fletcher.Hartsell@ncleg.net ; David.Hoyle@ncleg.net ; Neal.Hunt@ncleg.net ; Jim.Jacumin@ncleg.net ; Clark.Jenkins@ncleg.net ; Edward.Jones@ncleg.net ; Ellie.Kinnaird@ncleg.net ; Floyd.McKissick@ncleg.net ; Martin.Nesbitt@ncleg.net ; Jean.Preston@ncleg.net ; William.Purcell@ncleg.net ; joesam.queen@ncleg.net ; Tony.Rand@ncleg.net ; David.Rouzer@ncleg.net ; Bob.Rucho@ncleg.net ; Larry.Shaw@ncleg.net ; John.Snow@ncleg.net ; RC.Soles@ncleg.net ; Josh.Stein@ncleg.net ; Richard.Stevens@ncleg.net ; AB.Swindell@ncleg.net ; Jerry.Tillman@ncleg.net ; Don.Vaughan@ncleg.net ; David.Weinstein@ncleg.net  
My thanks goes out to all those who have emailed, called, written, faxed, visited in an effort to defeat AR legislation.  It’s a fight which can be won if we all stick together and work together.  Thanks to everyone who passed on information to me.  
Permission is Granted to forward this emergency alert and thank you for helping others to be aware of the legislative issues within our cities, states, and countries.    Kitty
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