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Sign language interpreters, assistive listening devices, or other auxiliary aids and/or
services may be provided upon request. To ensure availability, you are advised to
make your request at least 72 hours prior to the meeting you wish to attend. For
information please call (213) 482-9501.

Si require servicios de traduccion, favor de notificar la oficina con 24 horas por
anticipado.

COMMISSION MEETING

1. PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD - (Comments from the public on items of public
interest within the Board’s subject matter jurisdiction and on items not on the Agenda.)

Public Comments: The Brown Act prohibits the Board and staff from responding
to the speakers' comments. Some of the matters raised in public comment may
appear on a future agenda.
2. COMMISSION BUSINESS

A. Approval of the Minutes for the May 8 and May 22, 2012 Meetings
3. DISCUSSION ITEMS

A. Brown Act Refresher for New Commission Members
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4. GENERAL MANAGER RECOMMENDS FOR BOARD ACTION

A

Revised Report re: Proposed Amendments to Code sections pertaining to
Spay/Neuter and Breeding Permits.

That the Board recommend to the City Council amendments to the Los Angeles
Municipal Code as follows :

Amend the spay/neuter ordinance exemption procedure as it relates to breed
registries, changing the definition of registries qualifying an animal for exemption;
amend the breed registry exemption procedure to include a provision specifying
that a breed registered puppy with a puppy certificate issued by the Department
may be exempted until it reaches eight months of age by a one-time-only renewal
of the puppy certificate; delete the exemption as it relates to an animal being
trained for various purposes; change the exemption procedure as it relates to
obtaining a medical deferment, adding requirements and other details; delete
references in the Code to the Spay/Neuter Advisory Committee, which has
completed its work and disbanded; add a section to the spay/neuter Code
requiring the sterilization under most circumstances of stray owned animals
impounded by the Department; amend the Code section on penalties to specify
that penalties imposed by that section are not waivable if the non-compliant owner
transfers or abandons the animal in question; add a section requiring periodic
updating and/or clarification of terminology, as necessary and appropriate; amend
the Code section on the Dog License Tax and Penalties to accommodate the
procedure regarding breed registered puppies described above; and add sections
to the breeding permit Code requiring that animals permitted to breed be
microchipped and setting forth additional requirements for and restrictions upon
the issuance of breeding permits.

Additionally, staff is instructed to:

Update Standard Operating Procedures and ancillary documents to ensure that all
staff has access to clear information on how to enforce the spay/neuter and
breeding permit Code sections and process exemption requests fairly and
accurately; modify the Department’s record-keeping to ensure that all categories of
licenses and spay/neuter exemptions are tracked separately and that the licensing
status of individual dogs can be readily ascertained; and undertake a review of all
fees, fines and timing requirements associated with implementation and
enforcement of the spay/neuter and breeding permit code sections to determine
any necessary changes.

5. ORAL REPORT OF THE GENERAL MANAGER

Next Commission Meeting is scheduled for 10:00 A.M, June 26, 2012, at Los
Angeles City Hall, Room 1060, 200 North Spring Street, Los Angeles, California
90012

Please join us at our website: www.LAAnimalservices.com
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AGENDAS - The Board of Animal Services Commissioners (Board) meets regularly
every second (2”d) and fourth (4”‘) Tuesday of each month at 10:00 A.M. Regular
Meetings are held at City Hall, 200 North Spring Street, Room 1060, in Los Angeles,
CA 90012. The agendas for Board meetings contain a brief general description of
those items to be considered at the meetings. Board Agendas are available at the
Department of Animal Services (Department), Administrative Division, 221 North
Figueroa Street, 5" Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90012. Board Agendas may also be
viewed on the 2" floor Public Bulletin Board in City Hall East, 200 North Main Street,
Los Angeles, CA 90012. Internet users may also access copies of present and prior
agenda items, copies of the Board Calendar, MP-3 audio files of meetings as well as
electronic copies of approved minutes on the Department's World Wide Web Home
Page site at http://www.laanimalservices.com/CommissionAgendas.htm

Three (3) members of the Board constitute a quorum for the transaction of business.
Some items on the Agenda may be approved without any discussion.

The Board Secretary will announce the items to be considered by the Board. The
Board will hear the presentation on the topic and gather additional information from
Department Staff. Once presentations have finished, the Board President will ask if any
Board Member or member of the public wishes to speak on one or more of these items.
Each speaker called before the Commission will have one (1) minute to express their
comments and concerns on matters placed on the agenda.

PUBLIC INPUT AT BOARD MEETINGS - Public Participation on Agenda Items.
Members of the public will have an opportunity to address the Board on agenda items
after the item is called and before the Board takes action on the item, unless the
opportunity for public participation on the item was previously provided to all interested
members of the public at a public meeting of a Committee of the Board and the item
has not substantially changed since the Committee heard the item. When speaking to
an agenda item other than during Public Comment (see Public Comment below), the
speaker shall limit his or her comments to the specific item under consideration
(California Government Code, Section 54954.3).

Public Comment. The Board will provide an opportunity for public comment at every
regular meeting of the Board. Members of the public may address the Board on any
items within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Board as part of Public Comment.
Speaker Cards. Members of the public wishing to speak are to fill out one speaker
card for each agenda item on which they wish to speak and present it to the Board
secretary before the item is called.

Time Limit for Speakers. Speakers addressing the Board will be limited to one (1)
minute of speaking time for each agenda item except in public comment which is limited
to three (3) minutes. The Chairperson, with the approval of a majority of the Board, may
for good cause extend any speaker’s time by increments of up to one (1) minute. Total
speaker time on any agenda item will be limited to ten (10) minutes per item and fifteen
(15) minutes for Public Comment, unless extended as above.

Brown Act. These rules shall be interpreted in a manner that is consistent with the
Ralph M. Brown Act, California Government Code Section § 54950 et seq.

STANDARDS OF CONDUCT. Speakers are expected to behave in an orderly manner
Please join us at our website: www.LAAnimalservices.com
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and to refrain from personal attacks or use of profanity or language that may incite
violence.

All persons present at Board meetings are expected to behave in an orderly manner
and to refrain from disrupting the meeting, interfering with the rights of others to
address the Board and/or interfering with the conduct of business by the Board.

In the event that any speaker does not comply with the foregoing requirements, or if a
speaker does not address the specific item under consideration, the speaker may be
ruled out of order, their speaking time forfeited and the Chairperson may call upon the
next speaker.

The Board, by majority vote, may order the removal from the meeting of any speaker or
audience member continuing to behave in a disruptive manner after being warned by
the Chairperson regarding their behavior. Section 403 of the California Penal Code
states as follows: “Every person who, without authority of law, willfully disturbs or
breaks up any assembly or meeting that is not unlawful in its character, other than an
assembly or meeting referred to in Section 302 of the Penal Code or Section 18340 of
the Elections Code, is guilty of a misdemeanor”.

VOTING AND DISPOSITION OF ITEMS — Most items require a majority vote of the
entire membership of the Board (3 members). When debate on an item is completed,
the Board President will instruct the Secretary to "call the roll". Every member present
must vote for or against each item; abstentions are not permitted unless there is a
Conflict of Interest for which the Board member is obliged to abstain from voting. The
Secretary will announce the votes on each item. Any member of the Board may move
to "reconsider" any vote on any item on the agenda, except to adjourn, suspend the
Rules, or where an intervening event has deprived the Board of jurisdiction, providing
that said member originally voted on the prevailing side of the item. The motion to
"reconsider" shall only be in order once during the meeting, and once during the next
regular meeting. The member requesting reconsideration shall identify for all members
present the Agenda number and subject matter previously voted upon. A motion to
reconsider is not debatable and shall require an affirmative vote of three members of
the Board.

When the Board has failed by sufficient votes to approve or reject an item, and has not
lost jurisdiction over the matter, or has not caused it to be continued beyond the next
regular meeting, the issue is again placed on the next agenda for the following meeting
for the purpose of allowing the Board to again vote on the matter.

Please join us at our website: www.LAAnimalservices.com
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Report to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners

Brenda F. Barnette, General Manager

COMMISSION MEETING DATE: June 12, 2012 PREPARED BY: Brenda Barnette

REPORT DATE: June 6, 2012 TITLE: General Manager

SUBJECT: Revised Report re: Proposed Amendments to Code sections

pertaining to Spay/Neuter and Breeding Permits.

BOARD ACTION RECOMMENDED:

That the Board recommend to the City Council amendments to the Los Angeles
Municipal Code as follows (see Section 2 for details):

1.

Amend the spay/neuter ordinance exemption procedure as it relates to breed
registries, changing the definition of registries qualifying an animal for exemption.

Delete the exemption as it relates to an animal being trained for various purposes.

Change the exemption procedure as it relates to obtaining a medical deferment,
adding requirements and other details.

Delete references in the Code to the Spay/Neuter Advisory Committee, which has
completed its work and sunsetted as per the original ordinance.

Add a section to the spay/neuter Code requiring the sterilization under most
circumstances of stray owned animals impounded by the Department.

Amend the Code section on penalties to specify that penalties imposed by that
section are not waivable if the non-compliant owner transfers or abandons the
animal in question.

Add a section requiring periodic updating and/or clarification of terminology, as
necessary and appropriate.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
Visit our website at www.LAAnimalServices.com



Report to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners June 12, 2012

Subject: Revisions to the City’s Spay/Neuter and Breeding Permit Codes Page 2

8. Add language and sections to the breeding permit Code requiring that animals
permitted to breed be microchipped and setting forth additional requirements for and
restrictions upon the issuance of breeding permits.

Additionally, instruct staff to:

9. Update Standard Operating Procedures and ancillary documents to ensure that all
staff has access to clear information on how to enforce the spay/neuter and
breeding permit Code sections and process exemption requests fairly and
accurately.

10. Modify the Department’s record-keeping to ensure that all categories of licenses
and spay/neuter exemptions are tracked separately and that the licensing status of
individual dogs can be readily ascertained.

11.Undertake a review of all fees, fines and timing requirements associated with
implementation and enforcement of the spay/neuter and breeding permit code
sections to determine any necessary changes.

12.Study and report back to the Board within 90 days with recommendations on the
possible amending of the spay/neuter ordinance as it relates to dog breeds
popularly known as pit bulls, pit bull mixes and Chihuahuas to preclude exemptions.
This should include a consideration of procedures for identifying these breeds/mixes
in a credible and practical manner and revisiting the need to continue or revise such
a regulation should circumstances regarding intake and euthanasia rates change in
the future.

13.Study and report back to the Board within 90 days with recommendations on the
possible amending of the appropriate Codes to reflect an increase the cost of an
intact license and breeding permit for those dogs whose only qualification for an
exemption would be the purchase of the breeding permit.

1. BACKGROUND:
Ordinance

In January 2008, the City Council approved a spay/neuter ordinance (“Ordinance”)
intended to require the majority of companion animals in Los Angeles to be sterilized.
The ordinance became fully effective in October 2008. Public Service television and
radio spots were created and distributed to stations (and movie theaters) to encourage
public awareness of the ordinance and the Department’s Animal Control Officers

Page 2 of 12
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(ACOs) began enforcing the ordinance in the context of their day-to-day enforcement-
related activities. On April 29, 2011, the Los Angeles Superior Court ruled in the City’s
favor against a legal challenge to the legality of the ordinance.

Advisory Committee

The Council’s action mandated the creation of a Spay/Neuter Advisory Committee
(“Committee”), whose March 2009 preliminary report and October 2009 final report set
forth a number of useful strategies for enhancing the City’s spay/neuter activities.

The Department has implemented a number of key concepts mentioned in the reports,
including the creation of updated spay/neuter literature, updating of information on the
Department’s website, staff training on spay/neuter issues and programs, data-driven
targeted spay/neuter outreach and service provision programs in high-need areas,
increased emphasis on targeting subsidies to low-income pet owners, improved
procedures for tracking D-300 temporary exemptions from spay/neuter for animals
adopted from shelters, partnerships with private sector entities to expand spay/neuter
services in the city and to provide additional resources to subsidize spay/neuter
surgeries.

Another key Committee recommendation was to explore possible amendments to the
Ordinance in order to address issues that have arisen relative to its implementation and
enforcement. Because the City’s existing breeding permit is an important adjunct to
intact licenses in this context, the Committee also recommended amendments to the
Code section that established it.

Exemptions

Since the ordinance became effective in October 2008 the Department has monitored
the data associated with implementation of the Ordinance, such as numbers of
citations, exemptions and breeding permits issued relating to the ordinance. The data
(see chart below) suggests that the provisions allowing animals to be exempted from
the spay/neuter requirement by virtue of owners purchasing an intact license and a
breeding permit constitute the most popular route to obtaining an exemption. (Other
means of obtaining exemptions were employed but have not proven to be as popular

or, for that matter, necessary.) However, one would expect a more direct correlation
between the number of intact licenses and the number of breeding permits purchased
annually than appears to exist.

Following is a chart showing the data on exemptions relative to dog licenses and the
spay/neuter ordinance:
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2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
Chart 1

Altered licenses 104,293 | 102,452 | 106,728 | 106,642 | 105,259 | 113,662

Intact licenses 11,584 | 10,143 8,359 5,174 3,626 2,366

Working dog licenses 545 509 430 204 282 315

(can be altered or intact)

Breeding permits 288 571 835 949 1,475 767

Medical exemptions N/A N/A 17 75 94 95

Citations N/A N/A 12 483 376 368

The noteworthy increase in the issuance of breeding permits through 2010 roughly
coincides with implementation of the Ordinance (enforcement began on October 1,
2008). The requirement for the intact license paired with a breeding permit was included
in the ordinance to “raise the bar” for allowing owners to obtain exempt status for their
dogs without meeting any of the ordinance’s other exemption criteria. However, the
number of breeding permits plus other types of exemptions (specifically medical plus
working dogs) doesn’t approximate the number of intact licenses issued.

According to the Committee report, through September 2009, after roughly one year of
Ordinance implementation, the Department’s records showed that 81% of all
exemptions granted were the result of dog owners obtaining breeding permits in
addition to intact licenses. Based on Chart 1 above, it appears that documented
exemptions (including breeding permits) account for a minority of intact licenses issued,
suggesting that there could be both implementation and record-keeping issues that
should be addressed going forward.

Since the provision was first proposed, various observers have expressed concern that
allowing intact licenses to be issued in conjunction with breeding permits was creating
an unintended monetary incentive for owners of intact dogs to breed them when they
otherwise might not have intended to do so. No conclusive evidence supporting or
refuting this concern has yet been gathered. However, the Superior Court, in its 2011
consideration of the legality of the ordinance, several times mentioned the importance of
this provision in making the Ordinance legally defensible. Independently, the
Committee concluded that this provision should be retained provided that several
aforementioned amendments to the breeding permit Code section were undertaken.

The relatively small number of other exemptions and working dog licenses issued since
2008 suggests that health issues, show status, service status and registration status are
thus far not having a major impact on the total number of animals being exempted. But
questions have been raised (based on a relatively small number of problem cases) over
the Department’s ability to consistently apply these criteria, and under what
circumstances.

Of additional concern is the likelihood that these numbers reflect the ongoing challenges

in “penetrating the market” relative to enforcing the City’s dog licensing requirements as
well as the provisions of the spay/neuter ordinance. Steps already have been taken to
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improve the licensing procedures (such as the recently approved “omnibus licensing
ordinance”) and better market dog licenses. Heightened awareness of licensing should,
as a matter of course, heighten awareness of the spay/neuter ordinance.

Additional Issues

During the February 14 Board discussion an additional proposal was raised to consider
adding a mandatory spay/neuter requirement for several types of dogs that are
prominent in the Department’s shelter intake and euthanasia statistics. These include
pit bulls, pit bull “mixes” and Chihuahuas. Because the mechanisms for implementing
such a proposal are not yet in place and there are a number of issues related to doing
so that merit further study, the Department needs additional time to determine the
feasibility of the idea.

Additionally, while reviewing the February 14 discussion, the Department has identified
another issue. The practice of granting a spay/neuter exemption to any dog whose
owner purchases both an intact license and a breeding permit [Municipal Code Section
53.15.2 (2) (b) (F)] inadvertently creates a situation whereby those dogs exempted
using the other methodologies (such as breed registry or medical) enjoy no practical
advantage or added legitimacy compared to dogs whose owners utilize the purchase
option. Staff feels that there should be a material difference between specified
exemptions and those which are purchased, and will be prepared to return to the Board
with a recommendation within a reasonable period of time.

Page 5 of 12
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2. RECOMMENDATIONS

(Note: All suggested Code amendment language is subject to revision by the City
Council and City Attorney.)

A. Amendments to the Spay/Neuter Code [LAMC 53.15.2(b)]

1. Amend LAMC Section 53.15.2(b)A. substantially as follows:

“The dog or cat is a breed approved by and is registered with a national or
international breed registry with registration quidelines as outlined below, the animal
is actively used to show or compete and has competed in at least one show or
sporting competition hosted or _staged by, or under the approval of, a national
association. The owner shall provide verified proof of competition to the Department
with each application for a new or renewal license by a method agreed to by, and to
the satisfaction of, the General Manager.

“At a minimum, the breed registry must require identification of the breed, date of
birth, names of reqgistered sire and dam, the name of breeder, and record-keeping
relating to breeding, transfer of ownership and death.”

Comments: The existing exemption, which allows breed and show registries to
apply for recognition by the Department and the Board as acceptable for the
purpose, has not been an effective or widely used procedure. Many of the registries
themselves lack qualifying guidelines or standards, and do not actually require dogs
to be intact as a requirement of being registered. Being intact is a requirement only
for certain types of competitions and those circumstances merit consideration for
exemptions.

The Department is proposing that only national registries with rigorous record-
keeping requirements be deemed acceptable. Additionally, owners of animals
exempted under this section should be required to provide verified proof of
competition or have the exemption revoked. This verification should be provided on
paper, by facsimile or electronically, based on procedures to be determined by the
General Manager.
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2. Delete LAMC Section 53.15.2(b)B. (other types of exemptions based on
registries and training)

Comments: Similar to #1, the existing approach has resulted in few exemptions
and raised questions about the qualifying guidelines or standards for the registries.
Additionally, the provision requires that an exempted animal have been trained or be
in training for any one of several activities, and there are no accepted professional
standards or licensing procedures for animal training that can be used to validate an
exemption request.

3. Amend LAMC Section 53.15.2 (b)(2)E. substantially as follows:

“The owner of the dog or cat provides a letter to the Department from a licensed
veterinarian certifying that the animal's health would be best served by spaying or
neutering after a specified date; or that due to age, poor health, or illness it is unsafe
to spay or neuter the animal; or that arrangements have been made to spay or
neuter the dog or cat within 60 days after the compliance deadline and the dog or
cat is spayed or neutered within that 60- day period. If the animal has not been
spayed or neutered by the specified date and is not recommended for a lifetime
exemption by the veterinarian for reasons of old age, permanent serious medical
conditions or permanent infirmity that would prevent the animal from reproducing,
the owner must obtain a new letter in full compliance with this provision. This letter
shall include the veterinarian's license number, the date by which the animal may be
safely spayed or neutered, and be updated periodically as necessary. The letter
must also include evidence of applicable medical diagnostics to justify the
exemption. In addition, if the letter from the licensed veterinarian certifies that
arrangements have been made to spay or neuter the dog within 60 days from the
date the dog reaches the age of four months, and the dog is spayed or neutered
within that 60-day period, the owner shall qualify for the lower license fee and
license tax for an altered dog. It shall be the owner's responsibility to comply with the
spay/neuter provisions of this chapter, including paying the license fee and license
tax.”

Comments: Since the ordinance became law, it has become evident that there
need to be standards applied to health exemption letters from veterinarians so that
the Department can be sure that health considerations continue to be relevant.
Requiring that the health exemption be renewed either when the requested delay
period ends without the animal having been sterilized will provide a means of doing
so. Additionally, requiring diagnostic justification will bolster the credibility of the
medical exemption. The Department should develop procedures as necessary to
ensure that the requirements are complied with.
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4. Amend LAMC Section 53.15.2 to delete Section (b)(8) pertaining to the
Spay/Neuter Advisory Committee.

Comments: The Spay/Neuter Advisory Committee established by the original
Ordinance completed its work on October 31, 2009, and disbanded at that time
consistent with the provisions of this Section. lIts final report issued October 30,
2009, remains a testimony to the good work carried out by the committee. A number
of its recommendations are reflected in this report. The continued presence of
language mandating its existence in the past is therefore unnecessary.

5. Amend LAMC Section 53.15.2 to add a new Subsection (b)(8) substantially
as follows:
“An unaltered dog or cat found running at large and impounded as a lost or stray
animal shall be required to be spayed or neutered before being redeemed by its
owner or custodian. The owner or custodian shall have the option of having the
procedure accomplished by the Department in accordance with its accepted
procedures, or having it accomplished by a private veterinarian of the owner’s choice
with notification of completion of the procedure being provided to the Department
within seven (7) days.

“In cases where the Department directly undertakes the procedure, the current
specified cost set by the Department for the procedure shall be charged to the owner
or custodian as part of the redemption process. However, if the animal is licensed
and is being impounded for the first time, it may be redeemed by its owner or
custodian without being spayed or neutered provided that all other applicable
provisions of this section, including the animal qualifying for an exemption or the
owner having a valid current breeding permit, are complied with. These provisions
shall apply to any animal meeting the requirements described herein notwithstanding
any prior exempted status with the exception of animals meeting the provisions of
Section 53.15.2 (b) E. regarding medical exemptions.

“The owner or custodian of the unaltered animal shall be responsible for the
established costs of impoundment, which may include daily boarding costs,
vaccination, medication, and any other diagnostic or therapeutic applications as
required. The owner or custodian shall comply with any additional impoundment
procedures. Any fee that may be imposed shall be applicable to an owner or
custodian who surrenders or fails to redeem an animal that is subject to this section
if the owner or custodian fails to otherwise comply with applicable provisions of the
Code.

“All or part of fees specifically associated with the impoundment may be waived at
the Department’s discretion if the owner consents to have the animal sterilized prior
to or in conjunction with redemption. Any animal impounded for a second time
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under this provision must be sterilized prior to redemption, with no fees to be
waived.”

Comments: This provision is intended to combat irresponsible pet ownership by
reducing the number of instances wherein an unaltered animal is found at large,
subjected to impoundment and returned to its owner only to have the circumstances
repeated at a later date. A remedy similar to this proposal was originally a part of
proposed state legislation in 2009.

6. Amend Section 53.15.2(b)(7) to add language substantially as follows:
“The penalties provided shall not be waived by the Department upon the transfer or
abandonment of the dog or cat by the non-compliant owner. All penalties shall be
imposed in addition to any other applicable civil or criminal penalties that may be

imposed.”

Comments: This provision, recommended by the Spay/Neuter Advisory
Committee, is intended to prevent an irresponsible pet owner from walking away
from his or her compliance obligations without being held accountable and to clarify
the difference between administrative fees and penalties imposed upon violators.

7. Amend LAMC Section 53.15.2 to add a new Subsection (b)(9) substantially
as follows:

“The Department, through its Board, shall from time to time clarify and publish

definitions of terms in this subsection, including, but not limited to: “registry,”

“recognized national association,” “actively used to show or compete” and so forth.

C. Amendments to the Breeding Permit Code [LAMC 53.15.2(c)]

1. Amend LAMC Section 53.15.2 (c) 4. to add a provision H. substantially as
follows:

“Any breeding permit holder shall implant each offspring born to a permitted animal

with an animal identification device identifying the breeder and owner of the animal.

Upon transfer of ownership of the animal, the identity of the breeder must remain

listed along with the identity of the new owner.”

2. Amend LAMC Section 53.15.2 (c) 4. to add a provision |l. substantially as
follows:

“Any breeding permit holder shall comply with all applicable local, state and federal

requirements for humane standards of operation, maintenance and housing of

animals and shall be subject to inspection by the Los Angeles Department of Animal

Services at its sole discretion.”
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3. Amend LAMC Section 53.15.2 (c) 3. to add language substantially as
follows:

“The Department shall administer an animal breeding permit program to allow the
breeding of unaltered dogs and cats consistent with criteria and according to
procedures established by the General Manager pursuant to Section 53.58 of this
Code. Under no circumstances shall such a permit be issued to a person who has
been convicted of animal cruelty, abuse or neglect, or of failure to obtain appropriate
licenses or permits for the animal for which the breeding permit is being sought.”

Comments: LAMC Section 53.15.2 (c) establishes the City’s breeding permit, a key
element of the majority of ordinance exemptions granted since October 2008. The
Committee’s recommendations set forth a series of proposed amendments to the
breeding permit requirements to make more rigorous the requirements for obtaining
such a permit, and placing breeding permit applicants on clearer notice of what
would be expected of them whether or not they chose to breed an unaltered animal.
These include requirements to encourage and motivate responsible breeding and
deny breeding rights to owners unwilling or unable to treat animals humanely and/or
prevent unplanned reproduction.

The Committee’s recommendation regarding increasing the price of a breeding
permit is based on the $120 permit fee that existed at the time the Committee issued
its report. The City Council has subsequently raised the fee to $235. Further
increases to this fee, as well as the Committee’s recommendations to increase
various fines associated with violations, should be considered for possible
implementation either separately or in the context of the review of fees and charges
normally undertaken as part of the preparation of the Department’s annual budget.

Processing of Exemption Requests

The Department should ensure that all staff involved with licensing adheres to rigorous
and consistent standards in evaluating exemption requests involving any criteria that
may remain should the Board and the City Council accept the Department’s
recommendations contained herein. If necessary, the Department’s Standard
Operating Procedures for this process should be adjusted in pursuit of that goal, and the
Department will ensure that a summary of exemptions, including these standards, will
be readily available to all staff involved in dealing with exemption requests.

Standards should include:
A. The pet must be present at time exemption is granted and microchip must be

verified.
o Animal should first be checked for an existing microchip

Page 10 of 12



Report to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners June 12, 2012

Subject: Revisions to the City’s Spay/Neuter and Breeding Permit Codes Page 11

o Microchip must be current and linked to requestor and breeder before
exemption is given

o If pet has no microchip, exemption cannot be granted until pet receives a
microchip

B. If the animal is from a shelter or rescue group, the pet must be spayed or
neutered per the Food and Ag Code 30503 & 31751.

C. A medical exemption is not open-ended unless specified and verified in the initial
veterinarian’s letter, and is valid only if:

o In circumstances when an animal has been fostered, the medical
exemption is provided to the Department by a 501(c)3 rescue partner,
not from a foster parent care provider.

o The medical exemption is well documented; a single, unsupported letter
from a veterinarian should not be considered sufficient justification.
There must be:

1. Proof of applicable diagnostics to justify the exemption
2. Information on how long the exemption period should last
and a date provided for follow-up with the requestor

o The full procedure must be repeated with new documentation if an
owner seeks to extend the medical exemption beyond the initial
specified time period.

o All procedures relative to the medical exemption are subject to the
review and approval of the Chief Veterinarian.

Record-Keeping

Preparation of this report has revealed that the Department currently does not break out
each category of working dog permits and ordinance exemptions in its data base. This
hinders the ability to gain a full understanding of how the ordinance is functioning,
including both its strengths and weaknesses. Going forward, the Department should
track all categories of working dog permits and spay/neuter exemptions granted as
separate items in the data base.

FISCAL IMPACT:

These amendments have no specific impact on the General Fund per se. Compliance
with the spay/neuter and breeding permit ordinances typically is overseen by existing
shelter, field and administrative staff and these amendments are not intended to require
additional staff or resources for implementation. Improved compliance with the
spay/neuter requirements is expected to have a generally beneficial impact on
Departmental finances over the mid- and long-term.
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Approved:

Brenda F. Barnette, General Manager

BOARD ACTION:

Passed

Passed with noted modifications

Tabled

Disapproved
Continued

New Date
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