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THE MYTH OF OVER POPULATION IN REGARD TO
SHELTER ANIMALS

There are dogs, puppies, cats and kittens killed every week in this country’s animal shelters. These
deaths are a sad and inexcusable fact.

To listen to the media reports, the number of animals in shelters is all the fault of dogs/cats being bred. If
, are wi i in-shelters_If vou buy a dog or cat then you are supporting breeders
and one more will die in a shelter. The animal rights movement promotes that breeders are evil. To allow
your dog/cat to reproduce makes you lower than dirt. Heaven forbid if you actually planned the event.
Wanting to purchase a pet with a certain look, behavior and wanting it for a specific purpose makes you
a bad person. According to the media and animal rights activists, over population (breeding) is the
reason for all of the shelter deaths.

A large portion of the general public has been lead to believe these theories. These are only theories
because reliable, credible statistics have not and are not being kept at an overwhelming majority of
shelters as to why animals are being surrendered. There are some sections of this country that are
importing dogs from foreign countries because of a lack of local dogs available for adoption. Large
numbers in shelters seem to be regional not necessarily national.

Because of the media and animal rights movements there are numerous counties throughout this
country that are requiring mandatory neutering or spaying of ALL dogs and cats in private homes as well
as those in shelters. | do feel that all animals adopted from shelters should be neutered or spayed. The
only way to be allowed to keep an intact animal (whether you breed or not) is to pay outrageous yearly
breeding or kennel fees. This applies to Granny'’s little poodle who is never allowed out without Granny,
to breeders trying to improve their breed, to breeders striving to save a rare breed from extinction, to
hunters and their hunting dogs. Some areas have already passed laws requiring mandatory neutering
and spaying of all privately owned animals.

My main question has always been -- Why are there dogs and cats at animal shelters in the first place?
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According to Chief Cathy Hartley, Granville County Animal Control, “The main reason for animals in our
shelter is irresponsible pet owners. It doesn’t matter if it is a mix breed mutt or a high dollar purebred. It
doesn’t matter if it belongs to a drug dealer on one street or a professional living on another. It's
irresponsible owners”. | completely agree with Officer Hartley.

If the owners of those animals surrendered at shelters would accept responsibility for those animals then
the shelter would not have to deal with the numbers that have to be killed. Those numbers would not
then be deceptively used to impact the lives of responsible animal owners through animal rights backed
mandatory neuter spay and breed specific legislation. Breed specific legislation is another whole can of
worms!

Just a quick note: there is a huge difference between animal rights and animal welfare. Animals don't
have rights; people do, in my opinion. But, people do have responsibilities towards animals. Animal
rights activists generally believe that humans should not use animals in any way. That includes having

20f4

pets (slavery is their term), for food, research or any other use or association. There should be no
domestic animals. Animal welfare is where people feel responsibility to care for, use and live with
animals humanely. Please be sure of the agendas (often hidden) of those organizations you choose to
support. Some of the animal rights groups have been determined to be domestic terrorists by the FBI.
Other AR groups, while not actively participating in terrorist activities, financially support the groups that
promote violent activities. You have to dig to find the answers. Make sure you are supporting what you
think you are supporting.

If you choose to neuter or spay your animal then they will not reproduce. If you choose not to neuter or
spay then keep your animal home and don't allow it to roam. Many cities, communities and counties
have leash laws currently on the books. These existing laws need to be enforced before new laws are
written. If your animal isn't allowed to roam it will not be randomly breeding, bothering your neighbor,
their property or livestock. Roaming dogs, whether in a pack or a single, can frighten people, fight with
other dogs, kill livestock or other dogs or cats, injure people and destroy property. It isn’t the dogs or cats
fault, they are just being who they are, but it is sure the fault of their owner. Ever wonder what happened
to that dog or cat of yours that never came home? If lucky, it did end up at the shelter. Maybe it was
smeared across a road somewhere or left to die in a ditch. Or perhaps someone initiated the three S's —
shoot, shovel and shut-up. Again, not the animals fault but definitely the fault of the owner.

Did your dog or cat have babies that you want to take to the shelter? Have you tried to find them homes?
Run ads? Ask friends or neighbors if they want a new pet? Taking them to the shelter should be your last
option not your first choice. The shelter has enough to do without irresponsible owners contributing to the
problems. Is your pet sick or old? Does it cost too much to care for it? Did your kids grow up and now
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you just don’t want the thing? Did you take on more than you can handle? Did you make the wrong
breed choice? Do you work 60 hours a week and don’t have time? Did the animal’s owner die and it
ended up at a shelter? Does it have behavior problems? Did it pee on the floor; again? Did it jump on the
kids? Or does it bark all night? Did it get too big? Turn out to be the wrong color or shed? Again, the
animal didn't cause the problem but, in most cases, the owner’s irresponsibility to solve the problem
caused the animal to end up at a shelter.

These are but some of the reasons why animals end up being abandoned or surrendered to shelters.
While some situations are legitimate reasons for surrender, they are the exception not the rule. A shelter
should be the considered only after you have exhausted all other paths.

Most of the reasons for surrender seem to cluster around behavior/training issues, lack of animal care
knowledge and owners not knowing what the resources are available that can help. Of course, you will
still have a certain segment of people who just don'’t give a dang.
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For those people who are at a loss of which direction to turn, there are people out there that can help.
This is where a call to your local shelter should be one of your first moves. Shelter staffs are often a
wealth of information. Often they can offer suggestions that may solve the very problem you are having.
They usually are aware of trainers or instructors who will be able to help you with your problems. Local
humane societies can often point you in proper directions. Local training clubs and parks & recreation
departments often have classes or trainers they can refer you to. Talk with your veterinarian. If you don’t
have a vet then call around to the different offices. There are numerous rescue groups available to assist
in one way or another. You have to ask for the assistance. No one is going to know what you need if you
don’t ask. If you don’t accept the responsibility for seeking solutions to problems then you become just
another irresponsible owner whose animal will, probably, eventually die an early death. Often ata
shelter, often giving fuel to the myth that over population (breeding) is the sole reason for the numbers of
animals in shelter.

Owner irresponsibility is far reaching. Not only does irresponsibility impact the animals themselves, but it
also impacts neighbors, the community at large while at the same time overburdening shelters and
rescue groups. lrresponsibility also impacts the rights of others to responsibly use and enjoy their own
animals by giving fuel to the animal rights movement. Not only are you doing a disservice to yourself and
your own animals, you have become a pawn in the animals rights agenda.

Linda Tilley
North Carolina Responsible Animal Owners Alliance
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Existing law requires local animal shelters to care for stray and impounded dogs or cats for six days before
euthanizing them. Existing law requires fines for owners of non-spayed or non-neutered dogs and cats that

are impounded as follows:

* First occurrence: $35
* Second occurrence: $50
¢ Third and subsequent occurren

ces: $100

For dogs, this bill would increase the fine for the first occurrence to $50 and the second occurrence to $100.

On the third occurrence the dog must b
the first occurrence would increase to $
at the owner's expense. Although the
and cats, an unfortunate result of the bi
agencies that impound animals will no |
third occurrence for dogs or the second
may be charged. Most likely, the sheit

retrieval of the animal by its owner. We

e spayed or neutered at the owner's expense. For cats, the fine for
50 and on the second occurrence the cat must be spayed or neutered
ntent of this bill may be to decrease the population of homeless dogs
[l may actually be the opposite. First, local animal shelters or other
onger receive fines for each additional "occurrence" because upon the
occurrence for cats, the animal must be altered and no additional fines
er will pay the cost for this procedure up-front and be reimbursed upon

e estimate the cost of spaying or neutering a dog or cat ranges from

$50-$200 depending on whether a veterinarian donates their time to the shelter (only expense being

equipment and supplies) or the shelter

contracts with a veterinarian for services. if an owner cannot or

chooses not to reimburse the shelter for the cost to spay or neuter their pet and instead chooses to surrender
their pet, then the shelter will not be reimbursed for that cost. This bill may drive up the rate of surrender and
the rate of euthanasia, increasing the costs of the existing mandate.

This bill is also unclear in its definition g

f the term "complaint." The bill states that the term shall not include an

allegation of excessive noise or barking but also states that, in the case of dogs for example, a complaint also

means any other provision of state law

that relates to dogs, or a local animal control ordinance. Many local

animal control ordinances deal with noises that animals make such as barking, creating the potential for a

conflict within the definition of the term''
complaint to include observation by an

complaint" in this bill. The intent of this bill may have been to define
official; however, there is concern that a complaint may be

unsubstantiated. If a complaint is unsubstantiated, an official may still come to an owner's home to

investigate the complaint. Non-impoun

ded dogs and cats would be subject to the same civil penalties and

spay and neuter requirements as impounded animals unless proof of the animals already being spayed or
neutered can be provided within 14 days.
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