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Memorandum 
R E C E I V E D  

ile CIerk the record. 

(9:. 

M. .-LL1:sg- 

072872 

072947 

072956 

forDate: 	 October 2,2007 

To: 	 Honorable Chairman Bruno A. Barreiro and 
Members, Board of County Commissioners 

From: 	 George Burgess . 
County Manager 

Subject: Changes for the October 2, 2007 BCC Meeting 

Additions 

2B1 Mayor 

MAYORAL APPOINTNIENT - PROPERTY APPRAISER 

2B2 Mayor 

APPROVAL OF DEPARTMENTAL AGENDA ITEMS 

4N SUPPLENIENT 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION RE: MAP DEPICTING FIFTEEN (15 )  
ENCLAVES IN THE UNINCORPORATED MUNICIPAL SERVICE AREA 
(UMS A) 



072907 
221B 

072750 

072752 

$10,760,26 
AND 

Honorable Chairman 
And Members of the Board of County Commissioners 

October 2,2007 

Additions 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF A MODIFICATION TO 
AGREEMENT NO. WITH PUBLIC HEALTH TRUST D/B/A JHM 
HEALTH SYSTEM (JHM) TO INCLUDE A LOW OPTION HEALTH 

. MAINTENANCE ORGANIZATION (HMO) PLAN, AUTHORIZING THE 
COUNTY MAYOR OR DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE A SUPPLEMENTAL 
AGREEMENT FOR AND ON BEHALF OF MIAMI-DADE COUNTY AND 
TO EXERCISE ANY CANCELLATION AND RENEWAL PROVISIONS, 
AND TO EXERCISE ALL OTHER RIGHTS CONTAINED THEREIN 
(Procurement Management Department) 

RESOLUTION APPROVING SUPPLEMENTAL JOINT PARTICIPATION 
AGREEMENT NO. 1 414553 19401 BETWEEN MIAMI-DADE COUNTY 
AND THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND 
APPROVING THE REVISED EXPENDITURE PLAN CONTAINED 
THEREIN TO IDENTIFY SECURITY PROJECTS AND THEIR COSTS AT 
CERTAIN MIAMI-DADE COUNTY GENERAL AVIATION AIRPORTS 
(Aviation Department) 

RESOLUTION RELATING TO MIAMI INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT; 
RATIFYING EXECUTION OF A GRANT AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE 
COUNTY AND THE FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION (FAA) FOR 

1 TO PROVIDE GRANT FUNDS FOR RELOCATION OF THE 
THRESHOLD FOR RUNWAY 27 CONSTRUCTION OF DUAL 
TAXIWAYS P AND Q IN CONNECTION WITH THE NEW SOUTH 
TERMINAL PROJECT (Aviation Department) 



072753 

072760 

AND 

072926 EXECLTTION 

HOUSING 

16A2 

072904 
1) 

Honorable Chairman 
And Members of the Board of County Commissioners 

October 2,2007 

Additions 

RESOLUTION RATIFYING COUNTY MANAGER'S EXECUTION OF THE 
EIGHTH GRANT AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY AND THE 
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION (FAA) FOR $8,000,000 OF A 
TOTAL POTENTIAL FUNDING OF $104,040,000 PREVIOUSLY 
APPROVED BY THE FAA UNDER A LETTER OF INTENT TO PROVIDE 
GRANT FUNDS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE COMPLETED 
NORTHSIDE RUNWAY AT MIAMI INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT (Aviation 
Department) 

RESOLUTION RELATING TO MIAMI INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT; 
APPROVING SUPPLEMENTAL JOINT PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT 
(SJPA) NO. 2 AND ITS REVISED EXPENDITURE PLAN APPLICABLE TO 
REPRIORITIZED SECURITY PROJECTS THEIR COSTS ELIGIBLE 
FOR GRANT FUNDS UNDER PREVIOUSLY APPROVED JOINT 
PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT NO. 4145541 940 1 AND SJPA NO. 1 
414567 19401 WITH THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION (Aviation Department) 

RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING OF 
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT RESOLVING PENDING FEDERAL 
LITIGATION BETWEEN MIAMI-DADE COUNTY AND THE UNITED 
STATES DEPARTMENT OF AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
(County Manager, County Attorney) 

Joe A. Martinez 

PRESENTATION OF A CERTIFICATION OF APPRECIATION TO: 
JOHN A. FERGUSON SR. HIGH SCHOOL 



Souto, 

072646 

This item being 

Souto 

072796 

ACCOUNT 

the 
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11A32 

072518 
BUDGET 

item 
BCCmeeting. 

1A32 

072852 

Honorable Chairman 
And Members of the Board of County Commissioners 

October 2,2007 

Deferrals 

1 El Sen. Javier D. 
Dennis C. Moss 

CITIZEN'S PRESENTATION BY BEETHOVEN SOCIETY OF MIAMI-
DADE RE: "MIAMI LUDWIG VAN BEETHOVEN FIFTH SYMPHONY'S 
INTERNATIONAL ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION 2008" 

deferred to no date certain. 

41 Sen. Javier D. 

ORDINANCE RELATING TO ART IN PUBLIC PLACES; AMENDING 
SECTION 2-1 1.15 OF THE CODE OF MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
TO PROVIDE FOR RESERVE MAINTENANCE AND 
PROVIDING MINIMUM ALLOCATIONS TO THAT ACCOUNT; 
PROVIDING SEVERABILITY, INCLUSION IN THE CODE AND 
EFFECTIVE DATE 
Note: This item is being deferred at the request of its sponsor to 

6,2007 BCC meeting. 

Carlos A. Gimenez 

RESOLUTION DIRECTING THE COMMISSION AUDITOR TO PREPARE 
AN ANNUAL FOR THE COUNTY; SETTING TIMETABLE FOR 
ANNUAL BUDGET PROCESS 
Note: This is being deferred at the request of its sponsor to the October 

SUPPLEMENT 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION RE: PROPOSED BUDGET PROCESS 

Note: This item is being deferred to the October 16,200 7 BCC meeting. 

Note: is 

16,2007 

1 



072481 

IMPROVEMEhTTS, E05-PARK-01 
& 

fourth 
and Adi~tinistration 

performed 
c. 

072489 

& 
sentence 

Perirtittiizg, and 
the 

c. 

AND/OR 

Honorable Chairman 
And Members of the Board of County Commissioners 

October 2,2007 

Scrivener's Errors 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF A PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES AGREEMENT TO MARLIN ENGINEERING, INC., TO 
PROVIDE DESIGN, PERMITTING AND CONSTRUCTION 
ADMINISTRATION SERVICES AND, WITH PRIOR BOARD APPROVAL, 
PLANNING SERVICES, LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE, AND DESIGN 
COORDINATION WITH THE ART IN PUBLIC PLACES PROGRAM FOR 
PARK TRAIL PROJECT NO. GOB, 
CONTRACT NO. 999999-05-002-3 (Park Recreation Department) 
Note: Tlze sentence in the lastparagraph slzould read: 


All other Design, Permitting, 
 Construction for Park 
Trails will be by tlze consulting engineer, Marlin 
Engineering, In 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE AWARD OF A PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES AGREEMENT TO KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC., 
TO PROVIDE DESIGN, PERMITTING AND CONSTRUCTION 
ADMINISTRATION SERVICES AND, WITH PRIOR BOARD APPROVAL, 
PLANNING SERVICES, LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE, AND DESIGN 
COORDINATION WITH THE ART IN PUBLIC PLACES PROGRAM FOR 
PARK TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS, PROJECT NO. E05-PARK-01 CONTRACT 
NO. 999999-05-002-2 (Park Recreation Department) 
Note: Tlze fourth in tlze last paragraph slzould read: 

All other Design, Construction Administration for Park 
consulting engineer, Kimley-Horn and 

Associates, In 

Note: 	 UPON THE ADOPTION OF ANY SUBSTITUTE OR ALTERNATE AGENDA ITEM, THE 
ACCOMPANYING SUBSTITUTES ALTERNATES SHALL BE DEEMED WITHDRAWN. 

Trails will be performed by 
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7A ADD EDMONSON, GIMENEZ, MARTINEZ, MOSS, 
ROLLE, 

7C 
7E DOPTED AS AMENDED 
7G AS AMENDED:' 
7M AS AMENDED 

DEFERRED NO DATE CERTAIN 
DEFERRED 10-16-07 

COME BACK AFTER SUNSHINE MTG 
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ADD 

MOSS 
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ADOPTED AS AMENDED, ADD DIAZ 
DEFERRED TO NO DATE CERTAIN 
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lA26 
A27 

ROLLE, 

TO 10-1 6-07, ADD . 

TO 10-1 6-07 


/DEFERRED TO NO DATE CERTAIN 

DEFERRED TO NO DATE CERTAIN 


/DEFERRED 	 BACK TO COMMITTEE 
ADOPTED AS 
DEFERRED TO 10-04-07 

ADOPTED AS AMENDED 


1 1 A32 SUPPL 


SCRIVENER'S ERRORS 




R E C E I V E D  
By Clerk 

GCT 2 2007 
Item 1 ~2 

~,CL~- &?,c 

... 
CLES 

'. 

the for the record. 

6 


Exhibit 
Meeting 

FACTS, REPORTS, 
AND 

DOCUMENTAT 

, 



OF UNITED STME& 
O;,v,,i D I'A"biil\ b1 0 
ch,,,r ,-I ! h <  E,-,,,<: 

Antla W Cnl~pP F;q 
lice i : i i . r  ,?' !:iz Gc)ard 

€win. w Loren: 
6<%710 15<~.1'!,t?, 

\V,I)*lC {'.l,.?tl? 
P,rs.n!:?r CFC1 

Tl~,.~:~,~s'?;.~~lc 1 ' 1  
; . ~ ~ : , : . , , v  << (';,; 

ii~,u., :. t. ,:I 2, EL" 
lie.,, .,; , ' ,%,cs~!  ,< !Y! 11 

S l A f i  VICE PRLSIDENIS 

A!.*,,. I" Ho::ao Ph iJ 
[xr,.u!,t. IWc? a8?a~,!e!:: 

(!,,,.r,l',:.h 

M,chs.!l ',Ir<a%ln 
Ehr;,if.\ r \'We PreS117Fnl 
Etlr:;i.r! i a r i s  
PJ!II(I; A F o r i ~ n  
Sent. i :,irr 2r?s'de,r! 
rn!~l~~,Il,;,".:, ~~:~,,1.7rns 
s fie!7!<9:!5 

Manl\:! c iirn sllong 
Spotsi VI:P Fiesrdeo! 
Oo-lrsrr: Arinr.?! Proptams 

t,b!l!:~ S;cp,mcis P'1,D 
~ii,,:,.?! n~~?,-,c!i :STII~S 

R!.I,:tn kdv S,,d.j$r~ 

!c.cil~o,l',..' S.. l , 'o.S 

G'e1cr.r.i W.:c. 
" ", ,, ., ,!;.' ,J::!rt! 

DlREClORS 
LCSII. :rc >IC'/!,dCI 

P.>:fl!i:. h!;res Aslp 
PCIC; 1 3:nccr 
flojlr d ':; C.~~IICII P'. D 
Ar d:, '& Cr>c,re E5q 

I,#.,[ ;,I,,:, 
.ha1 ! '  W n i n  
k ' , ~ ,  S 5a:er 
Lirv.n o,..: .i%r;d .In 0 
?,,,,,l,t~ I dlll:,g I t  fl 

F ,,,.,,.. L ,,,.. ,,! 
W 1: .,.: i lALr.:,Sf 

F't:rlr v i ~ . ~ : ~ l . ~ ' ~ l ~ ? l l  

:uG, t l? .  
.uc. .  I??, :  
v;,,, ,:, ..'.,,><i 

.W Rar-?s?: F j r ,  
-?I:-, r; R:L- 

>?Fr:  !j R05% L53 
l i2 , , , , : ,  (> s,,: .?! 

\Y.!,..., 5.2. ..,.i Esq 
.,;nc. i ,'! 

C'., ,'<I-:,:? I,\ :I 
v ,:: ,,. 7 *','r,:>,,,? 

.,:,, ; .2,2,' 

!',>,, '~.,?': 
;.<. ,* ::; ,<,, 

r! :; ., :. 5 ;- b.l..drlan 
:. .. ,v,  . ,t- ,i v,:m Coumel 

- - .,..<.-:,*a 
. - ,  ' -",,in 

.., -. 

N.W. 1'' 

Oftenc 
i.e: 

face 

nurr~ber 
rnillions 

commur~ity .that 

Promoling oroiection 

Regror~al Of f~ce  fblefropolitan 8. 
0 

THE 
OFFICERS 

September 27,2007 

Miami-Dade County Board of 
6 

G County Commissioners 
Stephen P. Clark Government Center 
11 1 Street 
Miami. FL 33128 

Dear Commissioners: 

On behalf of The Humane Societyqf the United States' (HSUS) 600,000 
members and constituents in Florida, we are urging you to repeal the "pit 
bull ban" that Miami-Dade County passed in 1989. The HSUS opposes 
any legislation aimed at eradicating, or strictly regulating, dogs based 
solely on their breed for a number of reasons. We would like to offer the 
following position regarding breed-specific policies: 

breed specific bans (or BSL) are passed in an attempt to deal with 
dog. bites, attacks or other aggression issues, "dangerous dogs." 
Once communities conduct research into the issue, most correctly realize 
that BSL does not truly solve the problems they with dangerous dogs. 

There are over 4.5 million dog bites each year. As there is no central 
reporting agency for dog bites, this is only an estimate, and 
breed or other information is not captured. Out of the of bites, 
about 10-20 are fatal each year. While certainly tragic, it represents a very 

L small number statistically and should not be considered as a basis for 
Jr sweeping legislative action. 

It is imperative that the dog population in the community be understood. 
To simply pull numbers of attacks does not give an accurate 
representation of a breed necessarily. For example, a study that shows 
there were 5 attacks by golden retrievers in a community and 10 attacks 
by "pit bulls" in that same community it would appear that pit bulls are 
more dangerous. However, if one looks at the dog populations in that 

and learns 
w 

there are 50 golden retrievers present and 500 
pit bulls, then the pit bulls are actually the safer breed statistically. 

, 

. 

: 
, , 

Ihe of all animals Esq 
. 

. Sourheast 1624 Circle. Suite Tallahassee. FL 32308. . . . 
... .... 
, , .. ... . . 850-386-3435 Fax .  850-386-4534 rvwrv.hsus.org 
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breed may be one factor that contributes to a dog's temperament, it alone cannot 
be used to predict whether a dog may pose a danger to his or her community. A 
September 2000 study published in the Journal of the Veterinary Medical 
Association Today: Special further illustrates point. report 
details dog bite related fatalities in the United States from 1979 through 1998, and 
reveals that over the nineteen years examined in the study at least twenty-five different 
breeds or crossbreeds of dogs have been involved in fatally wounding a human being. 
Breeds cited range from the oft-maligned pit bulls and to the legendary 
"forever loyaln breed of St. Bernards. The study was conducted by a group 
veterinarians, medical doctors, and experts in psychology and public health.-

The main conclusion of the study was that breed specific legislation doesn't work for 
several reasons, including the inherent problems in trying to determine a dog's breed, 
making enforcement of breed-specific legislation at best; the fact that fatal attacks 
represent a very small portion of bite-related injuries, and should not be the major factor 
driving public policy; and specifically noted that non-breed specific legislation already 
exists and offers promise for prevention of dog bites. 

Two decades ago, pit bulls and (the most recent breeds targeted) were of little 
to no concern. At that time it was the Doberman pinscher who was being vilified. In 2001, 
few people heard the Presa Canario breed, involved in the tragic, fatal on 
Diane Whipple in California in January of that year. Now that breed is being sought by 
individuals who desire the new "killer dog." Unfortunately, the "problem dog" at any given 
time is often the most popular breed among individuals who tend to be irresponsible, if 
not abusive, in the control and keeping of their pets. Simply put, if you ban one breed, 
individuals will just move on to another one. Banning a breed only speeds up the 
timetable. 

Communities that have banned specific breeds have discovered it has not been the 
easy answer they thought it would be. In some areas, media hype has actually increased 
the demand for dogs whose breed is in of being banned. Animal control 
agencies, even those that are well funded and equipped, have found the laws to be an 
enforcement nightmare. 

Restrictions placed on a specific breed fail to address the larger problems of abuse, 
aggression training, and irresponsible dog ownership. Again, breed alone is not an 
adequate indictor of a dog's propensity to bite. Rather, a dog's tendency to bite is a 
product of several factors, including but not limited to: 

early socialization, or lack there of, of the dog to people 
sound obedience training for recognition of where he or she 
"fitsn with regard to dominance and people or mis-training for 

fighting or increased aggression 


genetic makeup, including breed and strains within a breed 
. .. quality of care and supervision by the owner (is the dog part 

of the family or is she kept chained outside) 

Promoling of 

Circle. 32308 
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current levels of socialization of the dog with his or her 

human family 

behavior of the victim 
whether the dog has been spayed or neutered 

If the goal is to offer communities better protection 'From dogs that are dangerous, then 
thoughtful legislation that addresses responsible dog keeping is in order. Legislation 
aimed at punishing the owner of the dog rather than punishing the dog is far more 
effective in reducing the number of dog bites and attacks. Well enforced, 

and fair solution to the problem of . 

communities. , 

Comprehensive "dog biten legislation, coupled with better consumer education and forced 
. 

responsible pet keeping efforts, do far more to protect communities than banning a 
specific breed. HSUS encourages you to Approach to Bite 
Prevention by the American Veterinary Medical Association, available to be read at: 
http://www.avnia.orq/pubhIth/doqbite/dogbite.pdf. 

The HSUS is committed to keeping dogs and people safe and is available and willing to 
offer advice, educational materials, and model legislation to communities interested in 
decreasing the incidence of dog bites and aggression. Florida currently has laws 
regarding "dangerous dogs" and local communities can strengthen those laws even 
further to deal with dog behaviors they find 

Thank for your attention. If we can be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to 
contact our office at (850) 386-3435. 

Respectfully, 

Laura 
Southeast Regional Director 

Ptomoling ot a l l  
Regional Suite Tallahassee. FL 32308 

850-386-3533 I)sus.org 

http://www.avnia.orq/pubhIth/doqbite/dogbite.pdf
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Cc: 

19:15:59 

Dahlia: 
Below please f ind a response to  your 

Robert Santos-Alborna 
Assistant Director 
Miami-Dade County - ANIMAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
Tel. (305) 805-1 777 Fax (305) 805-1 807 

(305)283-3846 


"Delivering Excellence Every Day" 

Pace a subject to Chapter of the I . , , 
to 

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

From: Labrada, Kathleen (ASD) 

Sent: Sunday, September 16, 2007 AM 

To: Santos-Alborna, Robert (ASD) 

Cc: Cruz, Raquel (ASD) 

Subject: RE: H I  DR. P... 

Hello, 

Less than one Full Time Equivalent (FTE - approximately Approximately 900  Pit Bull complaints are 

received annually. The Section tha t  bans them is The insurance requirements only apply t o  Pit 

Bull dogs tha t  resided in t h e  county t o  July 1989 ( they ' re  all dead.) W e  would not be able t o  discern 

how many Pit Bulls a re  in Dade County (anyone's guess as far  as t h e  number in t h e  county would be as good 

as anyone else's!) 

Kathleen R. Labrada 

Supervisor 

Miami-Dade Animal Services Department 

7401 N W  74 St ree t  

Miami, FL 33166 

(305) 884-1102 ext .  272 

Fax (305) 884-3447 

"Delivering Excellence Every Day" 

Original Message 

From: Pizano, Sara (ASD) 

To: 

Santos-Alborna, Robert (ASD) 

Sent: Thu Sep 13 2007 

Subject: RE: H I  DR. P... 

HI Dahlia,. . 

Robert will respond 
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June 19,2002 

Laurie Klonoski 

Dear Ms. 

Thank you for contacting Society of the United States (HSUS) for . 

, . assistance in passing legislation. . 

Breed Specific Legislation is a common first approach that many communities 
take. once research is conducted those communitiesgenerally realize 
that BSL won't solve the problems they face dangerous dogs. The HSUS 
opposes legislation aimed at or regulating, dogs based solely on 
their breed for a number of reasons. 

While breed is one factor that contributes to a dog's temperament, it alonecannot be 
used to predict whether a dog may pose a danger to his or her community. A recent 
study published in the Journal of the American Medical Association 

. 

. . . . , illustrates this The report detailsdog
. 

. , . bite 1979 through 1998, and over the last nineteen. . , 

. . at least twenty-five different breeds or crossbreeds of dogs involved. . . , 
.. . , 

, 
. . . . , ., . , Breeds cited.range the pit bulls,,. . 

. . . .  . . . and 
, , . 

to the legendary "forever loyal" of St. 
. . . . , 

Restrictions placed on a specific breed fail to address the larger problems of 
aggression dog ownership. that 
specific breeds have that it has not the easy answer they it 
would be. In fact, it been no answer at all. Many cities and towns that have 
passed breed-specific legislation have seen those ordinancesoverturned by for 
being In cases where laws have withstood a court challenge, even 
the most well funded and equipped animal control officers have found the laws to be 
an enforcement nightmare. 

If the goal is to offer communities better protection from dogs who are dangerous, 
then legislation that addresses responsible dog keeping is in order. 
Legislation aimed at punishing the of the dog rather than punishing the dog is 
far more effective in reducing the number of dog bites and attacks. enforced, 
non-breed-specific laws offer an effective, constitutional, and solution to the 
problem of dangerous dogs in all communities. 

Unfortunately, the "problem dog"at any given is often the most popular breed 
among individuals who tend to be irresponsible, if not abusive, in the control of their 
pets. Simply put, if you ban one breed, individuals will simply move on to another 
one. 

.. . 
,.. . , ..., 

.. , . . ., . 

. . 

. . 

, . . . 


. . 
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. 
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Finally, fatal attacks involving dogs represent an extremely small portion of the more 
than 4.5 million dog bites that occur each year in the United States and should not be 
the only issue driving public policy. Comprehensive "dog bite" legislation, coupled 
with better consumer education and responsible pet keeping efforts, would do 
far more to protect communities than breed. The HSUS is 
committed to keeping dogs and people safe and is available and willing to offer 

..- guidance and advice should you choose legislation that will 
, , decrease the incidence dog and 

Thank you very much for your interest in passing comprehensive, enforceable 
dangerous dog laws. Please don't hesitate to contact me at the below. 

. 

Most sincerely, 

Stephanie 

Director of Outreach 
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The Society of the United States offers the regarding 
breed-specific policies. 

The HSUS opposes legislation at eradicating or dogs 
based solely on their breed for a number of reasons. Greed Legislation 

is a common first approach that many take. once 

research is conducted most leaders realize 
solve problems they face with dangerous dogs. 

are over million dog bites each year. This an as there is no 
central reporting agency for dog bites. thus breed and information not 

captured. Out of the of about fatal each year. While 
certainly it represents a very small number and not be 
considered as a basis for sweeping action. 

It is that the dog population the be To 
pull numbers attacks does not give an accurate ot a 

necessarily For example. by a that states have been five 
attacks by golden in a and 10 attacks by 

same community it would appear pit are if 

you look at the dog populations in that and learn that are 
golden present and 500 the safer 
breed 
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Two decades ago. pit bulls and Rottweilers (the recent breeds targeted) 
attracted little to no public concern. At that time it was the Doberman 
who was being vilified. In 2001, few people had heard of the Presa Canario 
breed. involved in the tragic, fatal attack on Diane Whipple in California in January 
of that year. Now that breed is being sought by individuals who desire the new 
"killer dog." Unfortunately. the "problem dog" at any given is often the most 
popular breed among individuals who tend to be irresponsible. if not abusive. in 

the control and keeping of their pets. Simply put. if you ban one breed. individuals 
will just move on to another one. Banning a breed only speeds 

Communities that have banned specific breeds have discovered that it has not 

been the easy answer they thought it would be. In some areas. media hype has 
actually increased the demand for dogs whose breed is danger of being 
banned. Animal control agencies. even those that are well funded and equipped. 
have found the laws to be an enforcement nightmare 

. 

Restrictions placed on a specific breed fail to address the larger problems of 
abuse. aggression training. and irresponsible dog Again, breed alone 
is not an adequate indicator of a dog's propensity to bite. Rather, a dog's 
tendency to bite is a product of several factors. including but not limited to: 

Early socialization. or lack thereof. of the dog to people 

Sound obedience training for recognition of where he or she "fits" with 

regard to dominance and people. or for fighting or increased 
aggression. 

Genetic makeup, breed and strains a breed 

of care and by the owner (is the dog part of the family 

or is she kept chained 

Current levels of of the dog with his or her human family 

Behavior of the victim 

Whether the dog has been spayed or neutered 

If the goal to offer better from dogs who are dangerous 
then that addresses responsible dog order 

at the owner of the dog rather than the dog 
far more the number of dog and attacks Well 

enforced offer an and to the 
of dangeroas dogs all 

"dog coupled better consumer education 

and forced responsible pet keeping efforts. 
 do far more to protect 

than banning a breed The HSUS encourages you to read 

the Community Approach to Dog Bite Prevention by the Veterinary 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: Edel 

FROM: 

RE: Opposing Breed Specific Legislation 

DATE: March 20, 2007 

Esq. 

As an initial matter, breed specific has been a hot topic throughout various 
in this country. Recently, jurisdictions have banned breed specific legislation. 

Toledo 2006 513946 App. that pit are not-
inherently dangerous or vicious and a city ordnance on ownership was deemed arbitrary, 
unreasonable and in Toledo, the court listed the following pertinent 
statistics: 

There are approximately 52 dogs in the United States and as many as 4.8 
are some form of pit bull; 

There are 2 breeds of registered pit bulls: American Temers 
. registered) and American Fit Bull with the United Club 

and American Dog Breeders Association); 

bulls that has not been 
 to be aggressive are highly obedient, eager-to-

please, good family pets; 
Pit bulls do ,not have locking jaws, and a pit bite is not any stronger than other 
dogs of its size and build; 
While pit the innate ability to "bite and hold," this behavior can be used 
for appropriate uses or for inappropriate uses, dog fighting, 
A famous pit bull, "Sergeant Stubby," served in the on the front during 
World War I, and protected soldiers while catching German spies; 

Chows, German Shepherds, and Labrador Retrievers had a higher overall 

percentage of bites than pit bulls' 


pit bulls may have some genetic predisposition for certain 
behaviors, these behaviors can be easily modified or with training 
and environmental socialization (Emphasis added); 

Interestingly, the court in conceded to the notion that breed specific legislation was enacted 
because in the past, both courts and legislatures considered it a 'bell-known that pit bulls are 
"unpredictable, vicious creatures owned by drug dealers, dog fighters, gang members, or other 
undesirable members of society." The court said that vicious dog laws that were enacted in the late 
1980's and early was now outdated information which "perpetuated a stereotypical of 
pit bulls." Thus, the prior cases were based on scientific evidence or expert 
about the breed, which branded all pit bulls as "vicious." Further, the court noted evidence that 

greater population of pit bulls in the United States are not used for pit fighting, but are well-
trained, obedient dogs used competitions and as pets." More importantly, a properly 
trained pit bull who was like other dogs would not exhibit any more dangerous 
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than any other breed of dog. Thus, the court concluded that pit bulls as a breed, 
not more dangerous than other breeds.See also Mulhern v. 309 A.D. 

995 (App. Div. 3d Dept. that a dog's breed alone is not sufficient to establish a 
basis that the dog has a vicious propensity); Rivers New York 694 

57 (App. Div. 1" Dept. that pit bulls are not inherently vicious) 

The strongly opposes any legislation specifically designed to target or 
discriminate against dogs based solely on their breed or appearance. The 

not believe that a poses a to society solely because of its 
breed. can become dangerous as a result of faulty 

living conditions and other factors 

Similarly, the International Association of Animal Behavior Consultants 
its . , , . , ,, . ., 

, . . indcates that is an organization that 
professional animal and animal behavior specialists. The statement further indicates: 

to do their breed.The believes that the objectives behind 
breed specific legislation can be met more through rigorous enforcement 

, and, where necessary, the strengthening of existing laws. We understand and 

the letter, the Society 
stipulates that there are over 4.5 dog bites a year, and "there is no central reporting 
agency for bites, thus breed and other information not captured." However, out of 

of dog bites, only10-20 are fatal pear. This is a small amount that does 

support the need for laws to protect society, human and animal alike; however, our 
organization feels that any new legislation should be based on specific behaviors or 
actions and should not based on breed alone. added) 

Moreover, in March 2003, the Humane Society of the United States offered its position on 
breed specific issues. (For a copy of the letter, see: 

not necessitate "sweeping legislative changes." One important perspective in the letter is the 
following 

To simply pull numbers of attacks does not give an accurate representation of a 
breed necessarily. For example, if you review a study &at states there have been 5 
attacks by Golden Retrievers in a community and 10 attacks by Pit Bulls in that 
same community, it would appear that pit bulls are more dangerous. But if you look 
at the dog populations in that community and learn that there are 50 Golden 
Retrievers present and 500 Pit Bulls, then the Pit Bulls are actually the safer breed 
statistically. 

Another highlight that was analyzed in the letter is a September 2000 study that 
was conducted by a group of veterinarians, doctors, psychology and public health 
experts, which was in the Journal of the American 

. . 
In that report, it dog bite related spanning over nearly a 

year period, 1979 through 1998, and that over the nineteen 
least 25 different breeds or of were involved in 
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Moreover, the article hinged on a very important point: if the main concern of pit bull 
legslation is bite-related injuries, then our governing bodies need to re-examine the 

that already exists. Accordingly, as the letter suggested, we should expend more 
time and energy addressing the larger problems of abuse, aggression training and 
irresponsible dog ownership. 

Fortunately, has enacted its own legislation regarding liability to owners of dogs who injure 
other persons or See Stat. $767.01. Thus, it is counterproductive for 
County to outlaw pit bulls when the of doing so is simply to prevent other persons and 

from being bitten. 

Miami-Dade County has had a ban on pit bulls since 1998. Statistics show that as of there 
. . . ,estimated 50,000 pit bulls living the county. People are still breaking 

the dogs, we should focus our attention on punishing the 
were 
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Breed Statistics 
as of December 2006 

Page 7: Russo-European Laika Tibetan Spaniel 

Breed Name 
. , , . . . . . . . Passed Failed Percent . . . . . .. .,. . 

. ,2 . , . . . 

35 7 83.3% 
61 42 19 68.9% 

SAMOYED 273 58 78.8% 
106 97 9 91.5% 

SCOTTISH DEERHOUND 
SCOTTISH TERRIER 
SEALYHAM TERRIER 

SHETLAND 
, 

. 

SIBERIAN HUSKY, 
. 

TERRIER 
. 

SMOOTH 

SOFT TERRIER 

BULL 

STANDARD POODLE 
STANDARD SCHNAUZER 

SPANIEL 
SWEDISH VALLHUND 
TEXAS HEELER 
TIBETAN 
TIBETAN MASTIFF 
TIBETAN SPANIEL 
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ANIMAL FOUNDATION 
restore the of the American Pit Bull Terrier and to protect from discrimination and cruelty" 

Expert Opinion on Breed Specific 
Legislation . 

"Why debate what the experts have concluded ... 
The Expertsagree breed specific legislation will not result in a successful approach to community dog-bite 
prevention. 

Veterinary Medical Association 

Task Force on Canine Aggression and Human-Canine Interactions 

"Dog bite statistics are not really statistics, and they do not an accurate picture of dogs that bite." 

"Concerns about "dangerous"dogs have caused many local governments to consider supplementing 

existing animal control laws with ordinances directed toward control of specific breeds or of 

Members of the Task such ordinances are inappropriate and ineffective." 

"It is frustrating me personally because people who want to enact Specific Legislation keep using 

the report to and make against pit The point of our to explain you 

can't do that." Dr Gail 

Every major involved with interaction is opposed to breed specific 
regulations. 

American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to seeks effective enforcement of 

breed-neutral laws that hold dog owners accountable for. their animals' actions. 

Veterinary Medical 

''The supports dangerous animal legislation by state, county, or municipal government 

provided that legislation does not refer to specific breeds or classes of animals." 

Control Association 

"Dangerous and/or vicious animals should be as such as a result of their actions or 

and not because of their 

Humane Society of the United States 

"HSUS opposes breed specific regulations because they do not address the underlying issues 

owner and 

The American Kennel Club 
"Strongly opposes any legislation that determines a dog to be based on specific breed 

or phenotypic classes of dogs." 

American Humane Association 

"American supports local that protects from 

dangerous animals, but does not advocate that target specific breeds of dogs." 


National Canine Council 


It is must held their cruel and criminal 
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o 	 Dog Owners 

"The Association opposes legislation that discriminates against specific 

breeds or classes of dogs or creates that in fact make a law breed specific." 

Supreme Court of York 

"Scientific more definitive than articles discussing the dogs' breeding history is necessary 
before it is established that pit bulls, merely by of their genetic inheritance are inherently 

or unsuited for domestic 

in the Field of H u m a n  - k i n e  are Opposed to Breed Specific Legislation: 

Andrew N. Rowan, 
"It patently to me that the problems of dog dog bites, and serious 

human not be satisfactorily addressed by a breed specific ordinance." 


Dr 
 Nitschke Psychology 

in 
 a wider range a breed than between breeds." . 

Kugaas, Renowned Trainer and Author 
"When things go wrong, it is not because the dog is wrong, it is because of the people who deal with 
them...I have never met a dog breed. but I have met dog owners, - and 

therein lies the problem." 

Dr. Cornelia Wagner, D.V.M. 

"Blaming the make-up of the dog is Environmental and learning effects are always 
stronger than genetic influence." 

Dr. Karen Overall, MA, VMD, 

"Breed Specific is an inappropriate response to inappropriate owner 

. Professionals in the Field of Human-Canine Interaction are Opposed to Breed Specific Legislation 

Post, DVM, DACVIM (Oncology) 

"...this breed 
 dog is just like ull with respect, kindness and compassion, they 

will treat you likewise." 

Irene 
"A study from Great et al., 1996) shows that the definition of certain breeds as 

'especially does not lead to a better of the public he share of bite injuries 

in total changed from 73.9% before implementation of the "Dangerous Dog Act" to 73.1% after." 

Karen Author of Fatal Dog Attacks 

and over 448 cases of fatal dog in the United States, it is apparent 

that the three most factors that contribute to a fatal dog attack are: function of the dog, 

owner responsibility, and reproductive of the dog. is no documented case where a 

single. neutered, household Pit was the cause of a 

studies which conducted of the structure of the skulls, mandibles and teeth of pit 

bulls that, in proportion to their their structure, and thus its inferred 

morphology, is no different than that of any other breed of dog of comparable size and build. 

Further is for the existence of kind of mechanism' to the 

structure of the teeth of pit bulls." 
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IS RESPONSIBLE FOR FATAL ATTACKS? 


Extensive and investigation has conclusively identilied 
that are at the root of the 

a dog becomes dangerous. 

Function of Dog -
Owners obtaining dogs, and maintaining them as resident dogs outside of the household 
for purposes other than as family pets protection, fighting. 

irresponsible and negligent breeding). 

Owner Management & Control of Dogs -
Owners failing to humanely contain, control and maintain their dogs (chained dogs, loose 
roaming dogs, cases of owners failing to knowledgably supervise 
interaction between children and dogs. 

Reproductive Status of Dog -
Owners failing to spay or neuter animals not used for competition. show, or in a 
responsible breeding program. 

of the fatal attacks were the result of or more of these 

the 
rare, but 

was and is Karen 
and 
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THE PIT BULL 

A study by the National Canine Research Council reveals biased 
reporting by media, its devastating consequences for dogs and the 
toll it takes on public safety. 

Consider how the reported four incidents that 
happened between and August . 

August - A Labrador mix attacked a man sending 
to the hospital in critical condition. Police arrived at the scene 


and the dog was shot after charging the officers. This incident 

reported in one article and only in the 
 paper. 

August 19,2007 - A 16-month old child received fatal head and neck 

injuries after being attacked by a mixed breed dog. This attack was 

reported two times by the local paper only. 


August 2007 - A 6-year-old boy was hospitalized his ear 
torn off and severe bites to the head by a medium-sized mixed 
breed dog. This attack was reported in one article and only in the local 
paper. 

August - A woman was attacked in her home by 
Pit bulls and was severe injuries. 

This was reported in over two and in 
and international newspapers, as well as major television 

news network, including CNN, and 

"Clearly a fatal dog attack by an unremarkable breed is not as 
newsworthy as a non-fatal attack by a Pit bull" says Karen Delise, 
researcher for the National Canine Research Council. 

People routinely cite media coverage as "proof7 that pit bulls are 
more dangerous than other dogs. Costly and ineffective public 
policy decisions are being made on the basis of such "proof'. 
While this biased reporting is not only lethal to an entire 
population of dogs; sensationalized media coverage 
endangers the public by misleading them about the real 
factors in canine aggression. 
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National Animal Control Association 
cases 

Humane Associations of Georgia, Wisconsin, ldahoGuardianship 

Association of Pet Dog Trainers 


American Kennel Club 


Dispelling 
 Humane Society of the United States 

American Veterinary Medical Association 

against National Association of Obedience Instructors 

Canadian Kennel Club I'it -

Animal Interest Alliance 

American Animal Hospital Association 


International Association of Animal Behavior Consultants 


California Veterinary Medical Association 


Colorado Veterinary Medical Association 

I'it I 

Texas Veterinary Medical Association 


Louisiana Veterinary Association 


Chicago Veterinary Medical Association 
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American Humane 


Maryland Veterinary Medical Association 


New York State Veterinary Medical Association 


American Temperament Test Society 


American Dog Owner's Association 


American Canine Federation 


International Association of Canine Professionals 


American Dog Breeders Association Inc. 


SPCA Los Angeles 
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Fear Fact 
Fear: 
Pit Bulls have "locking jaws." 

Fact: 
"We found that the American Pit Bull Terriers did not have any unique mechanism that 

allow these dogs to lock their jaws. There no mechanical or morphological 

Brisbin, University of Georgia 

Fear: 
Pit Bulls have massive biting measuring in of pounds of pressure per square inch. (PSI) 

Fact: 
On average, dogs bite with 320 lbs of pressure per square inch. The bite pressure of a 
German Shepherd, an American Pit Bull and a were tested. The 
Pit Bull Terrier had the least amount of bite of the three dogs tested. 
Dr. Brady Barr, National Geographic 

Fear: 
Pit Bulls attack without warning. 

Fact: 
"Pit Bulls signal like other dogs." 

The Institute of Animal Welfare and Behavior of the University of Veterinary Medicine, 

Hannover, Germany temperament tested over 
 dogs. 

Fear: 
Pit Bulls are "ticking time bombs" that turn on their owners. 

"No single, neutered household pet pit bull has ever killed anyone." 

Karen Delise, LVT, independent scholar, and Author. 


Fear: 
While there are some pit bulls good temperaments, they are the exception not the rule. 

Fact: 
The American Temperament Test shows pit bulls consistently score above the for all 

breeds tested, year in and year out! 

The American Temperament Test Society, 


Fear: 
Pit Bulls arc dangerous than other dogs. 

Fact: 
. . "A dog is only as dangerous as its owner it to be." 

Diane Founder of Author, retired Animal Control Officer. 
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American Temperament Test 
Results 

their dogs help restore the image of the breed. 

In 2006 at the Temperament Test, "pit bull" dogs achieved a 
combined passing score of 

American Pit Bull Terrier: tested 84.1%passed 
American Staffordshire Terrier: 521 tested 83.9%passed 
Staffordshire Bull Terrier: 61 tested 85.2%passed 
Total tested 84.4%passed 

To put this in perspective, consider: 

All Breeds: 27,162 tested 81.5%passed 
Australian Shepherd: tested 80.7%passed 
Golden Retriever: 687 tested 83.8%passed 

Pit Bulls Make Great Partners! 
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National Animal Control Association Policy Statement 

Extended Animal Control Concerns -

POLICY STATEMENT 
Dangerous vicious animals should be labeled as such as a result of their 
actions or behavior and not because of their breed. 

BASIS FOR POLICY 
Any animal may exhibit aggressive behavior regard-less of breed. Accurately 
identifying a specific animal's lineage for prosecution purposes may be 
extremely difficult. Additionally, breed specific legislation may create an 
undue burden to owners who otherwise have demonstrated proper pet 
management and responsibility. 

POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS 
Agencies should encourage enactment and stringent enforcement of 

dog laws. When applicable, agencies should not hesitate to 
prosecute owners for murder, manslaughter, or similar violations resulting 
their animal's actions, and their owner lack of responsibility. Laws should 
clearly define "dangerous" or "vicious", and provide for established penalties. 
Penalties may include fines, imprisonment, the relinquishing of total 
privileges to pet ownership. If a animal is allowed to be kept, 
laws should specify methods of secure confinement and control. A 

animal when kept outside should be in an escape-
proof enclosure which is locked and secured on all six sides. Signs should be 
posted at property entrances and be visible from the nearest sidewalk or street. 
The licensing record could include a notation which will immediately identify 
an animal which has been deemed dangerous or vicious. 

by the Corporate Office - 09/17/02 
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Dealing with Reckless Owners and Dangerous Dogs in Your ,,, 
WHEN IT COMES TO LAWS that regulate 

"dangerous dogs," there is at least one fact that is hard 

to  dispute: Dogs permitted by  their owners to run 

loose or dogs that attack people or other animals are a 

real and often serious problem in  communities across 

the country. The more vexing and contentious issue 

arises in figuring out how t o  best address this problem. 

While many states, including New York, Texas and 

Illinois, favor laws that identify, track and regulate 

dangerous dogs regardless of breed and prohibit 

"breed-specific" laws that either regulate or ban a 

certain breed of dog, some local governments have 

enacted breed-specific laws. However, the problem of 

"dangerous dogs" will not be remedied the "quick 

fix" of laws. 

Shepherds, and any mix of these breeds. Although 

difficult to  eniorce - make communities safer for human iamiiies or for these dog owners have done nothing to the public. they may be 

companion animals 

There is no evidence that breed-specific laws - which are costly and 

a part so many households. And required to comply with onerous regulations. Sadly. these responsible care-

it turns unintended ' takers can be forced to choose costly compliance and giving 

their beloved companion, 

such laws also have negative and 

For a force to study of in 

the Prince Georges County. Maryland Stales for Disease did the 

county spends more than a quarter-million dollars each year to enforce breed-specific approach. They cited, among other the 

the ban. Further, 

ban 

and the difficulty in dog breeds 

"public safety is 

a report the County Council, the task force noted , inaccuracy of dog bite 

improved as a of ban]" and that (especially true breeds). They also noted the likelihood thzt as 
is no committed by owner or animal that is not certain breeds are regulated, those who exploit dogs by making them 

covered by another, non-breed specific portion of the Animal Control aggressive will merely turn to other; unregulated breeds. 

Code vicious animal, nuisance animal, laws)." The task force 

recommended Prince Georges County repeal the ban. Significantly, CDC also noted how many factors beyond breed 

may a dog's toward aggression -things such as heredity, 
Breed-specific laws also cause unintended hardship to  responsible sex, early experience, reproduciive status and and 

owners of supervised and dogs 
I 

fall within breed category. Regulated breeds, , two concerns given that more 
it is have expanded in i o  include not percent o i  all dog bite cases involve dogs, and thzt an 

Pit Bull Terriers, American Terriers, Staffordshire male is 2.6 times more bite than a neutered dog. 
and but also a variety other dogs, In addiiion, a chained or tethered is 2.6 more likely to bite than 

including Bull Dogs, Chows, German a dog that is noi chained or teihered. 97 perceni of dogs 

70 
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involved in fatal dog attacks in 2006 were not sterilized; 78 percent 

were maintained not as a pet but rather for guarding, image 

enhancement, fighting or breeding; and 84 percent were maintained by 

reckless owners - abused or neglected, not humanely controlled or 

contained, or allowed to with children unsupervised. 

Perhaps the most unintended yet harmful consequence of 

specific laws is their tendency to compromise rather than enhance 

public safety, When limited animal control resources are used to 

regulate or ban a certain breed of dog, without regard to behavior, the 

focus is shifted away from routine, effective enforcement of laws that 

have the best chance of making our communities safer: dog license laws, 

leash laws, animal fighting laws, anti-tethering laws, laws facilitating 

animal sterilization and laws that require all dog owners to control their 

dogs, regardless breed. 

Unfortunately, these laws are often enforced more in the breach than as 

a routine function of law enforcement and animal control. 

Recognizing that the problem of dangerous dogs requires serious attention, the ASPCA seeks 

effective enforcement of breed-neutral laws that hold dog owners accountable for their 

animals' actions. The ASPCA believes that this is the most reliable way to control aggressive 

dogs and reckless owners. 

Ideally, this breed-neutral scheme should include the following: 

Enhanced enforcement of dog license laws, with adequate fees to augment animal control 

budgets and surcharges on ownership of unaltered dogs to help fund low-cost pet 

sterilization programs in the communities in which the fees are collected. To ensure a high 

licensing rate, Calgary, Canada -its animal control program funded entirely by license 

fees and fines -imposes a $250 penalty for failure to license a dog over three months old. 

Enhanced enforcement of laws, with adequate penalties to ensure that 

the laws are taken seriously and to augment animal control funding. 

Dangerous dog laws that are breed-neutral and focus on the behavior of the individual dog, 

with mandated sterilization and microchipping (or another permanent identification) 

of dogs deemed dangerous, and options for mandating confinement, adult 

supervision, training, owner education and, in aggravating circumstances -such as when 

the owners cannot adequately control the dog or the dog causes unjustified injury 

-euthanasia. In Multnomah County, Oregon, a breed-neutral imposing 

graduated penalties on dogs and owners according to the seriousness of the dogs' 

behavior has reduced repeat injurious bites from 25 percent to 7 percent. 

Laws that hold dog owners financially accountable for a failure to adhere to animal control 

laws, as well as civilly and criminally liable for unjustified injuries or damage caused by their 

dogs. Calgary, Canada has reduced reported incidents of aggression by 56 percent and its 

bite incidents by 21 percent by requiring owners of dogs that have displayed dog 

aggression or human aggression to pay fines ranging from $250 to $1500. 

Laws that prohibit chaining or tethering, coupled with enhanced enforcement of animal 

cruelty and animal fighting laws. Lawrence, Kansas has significantly reduced dog fighting 

and cruelty complaints by enacting an ordinance tethering a dog for more than 

one hour: 


Laws that mandate the sterilization of shelter animals and make low-cost sterilization 


services widely available. 
THE AMERICAN SOCIETY FOR THE PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS 
Notional 424 E St. New York, NY 101 


. . (2 
 876-7700 vnw.ospca.org For help in drafting animal control laws, contact the ASPCA Legislative Services 

Reserved. Department at 
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Dog Attack Studies: Wrong 
Exhibit 

Though was intended for purpose, two separate studies fatal dog 
United States have been characterized as evidence of dangerousness of pit bulls, based tlie 
number of pit bulls found to be involved in fatal Politicians, editorialists and other 
ban advocates continue to quote the tabulations in these studies in discussions on dangerous dog 
legislation breed specific bans. 

these studies used as their source for data collection on of 
fatal dog attacks and breeds involved. 

'Pit o f  the Pit Lockwood, R, 
pg. 

authors of study present data compiled sources, including "press" 
as: 

"In 1986 receiver1 reports dog attack." 

less survey of fatal attacks October 1983 
1984 yielded reports of 9 fatalities." 

data gathered from additional sources reveal that: 

In there were 14 fatal dog attack (not 

October 1983 and December 1984 there were 28 fatal attacks (not 9). 

the failed to fatal dog attacks. by pit bull type dogs. 
of these ow children. 

2. "Breeds o f  Dons Attacks in the United between 1979 
1998" Sacks, JJ, L, J, G, R. JAVMA Vol. 217, 2000. 

for Disease or CDC 

examination of mortality tapes (death the CDC that at least 327 
persons were killed in dog-bite incidents during the years 1979-1 998. Since death certificates do 
not provide on of the or breeds of dogs involved, 
CDC relied newspaper to capture data. Newspapers articles were searched for 
information these attacks and provided breed on 238 of 327 deaths due to dogs 
during this 20-year period. 

No newspaper articles could be located on 89 of the 327 dog-bite-related deaths during this time 
period, and as such these deaths not included in statistical data on breeds of dogs 
involved in attacks. 



Exter~sive ardnitioizal researclt " ltas resr4lted iit locatiitg art(/ docunteiztirtg fatalities 
for ~vlticlt CDC cortld ctrficles the irzcidertt arzdor 

iitvolved Qf atfacks rtevvspnper 3 ii~volve(1 
(togs otlter tlmn n 

Given small (n=238), 

Botlt ilte CDC Dr. Lockwoo(1 warned tltat tlteir eitunzeratioits itoi arz argwraeitt 
Iegislatiost aity Tltey righter tltckit they prlblislted 

tablllafio~~s rrizder cxantination inpossibly ~ntrepreseittative flte 
tabr~latioits thentselves iflaccurate! 

tracking breed 1998. 
understand that tabulations are are 

for public 

illfoilnation reseaxcl~ed docunlented 

Manoiville, 
www.i~atioi~alcanineresearchcoui~cil.com 

www .animal org 

40 of the 89 
tlte not locate newspaper reporting tlte breed 

o f  dog flte40 fatal not located in reports, 7 breeds of 
pit bull or pit bull type (log. 

the study population of the CDC study the omission of 40 additional cases 
is significant. 

and were for 
breed of kind. were knew. Not only are tlte 

of tlte total dog population, 
are 

The CDC stopped dog attacks by in They 
such not science and no 

basis policy. 

All was and is fully by Karen Delise LVT, author of 

FATAL DOG ATTACKS: THE STORIES BEHIND THE STATISTICS 


Anubis Press, New York 2002 

farmfoundation. 




AVMA & CDC ExpePts Clarify Their 
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Breed Specific Legislation the 
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Centers 

Golab co-authored CDC's 
Julie 

"It Golab want 
try and 
fatalities 

20-year 
time, other 

table, Rothveilers The point 
explain can" But 

support don? took 

CDC's Gilchrist "the The 
every 

all the times3 
Septeinber/October 

tracking 
are and 
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Exhibit 
Meeting 

A few years ago, the American Veterinary Medical Association conducted a 
joint study with the for Disease Control to assess fatal dog bites 
and make recommendations on how communities could protect their 
citizens. Dr. Gail of the AVMA the report with the 
Dr. Gilchrist. 

is frustrating for me personally," says, "because people who 
to enact breed-specific legislation keep using that paper to make a 
case against pit bulls. But all we did was match breeds with over a 

period. And the numbers show that the breed that goes to the top 
changes over which suggests that something than breed is 
responsible for the fatalities. But people try to use just the last few years in 
the which shows pit bulls and on top. whole of 
our summary was to why you do that. the media and the 
people who want to their case just at that." 

The argues that breeds involved are going to vary. 
more encompassing way is to deal with dangerous dogs so that dog 
and every owner is covered Adapted from Best Friends Magazine, 

2004 


The CDC stopped 
tabulations not science 

dog attacks by breed in 1998. Such 
are no basis for public policy. 

SPECIFIC LEGISLATION 
DOES NOT ADVANCE COMMUNITY SAFETY* 

IT FOR AND DOGS. 

animal foundation. org 
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Breed mfic (&iditib;;'@bE81 rweopeningregid&\ieg&y&jt by 
somebut as& &it sgndsapolitical todosomething abwt 
rrinimizedog qgression accidentsand isappropriate thd t hegd  

ntroduction 
over 70yearsgovmmentsa~nd 

haelegidated a n s t  various 
brexlsofdogsforavaiety reams 
Austrdiq thefirst instancewasmoreth 
70yearsqowhin 1929tk 

G w m W  
importofGemShepherdDqadter 

@wdists 
m i n c e d t h a t ~ ~ d D q  

diryps and 
&vesheq)&ing naachine(Rodger, 

Thisbagl rmned forceuntil 
w a s r m e d i n  1974fdIwing 
lobbying 

including F&d 
FWlimmt and W o m s  

D m  (Rodgea, 1990). 
rationale forthis legislation i m r &  
and asaaxbsequenceit wasiwffedtiveas 

prevent& we m r e  to& 55 y a s  
redressthiswrong atd thesenseof d e j a  

w - f i c  legisl&ion 
isuwoiddwe 

In fdlowingtkintrodudionof theDangerousDogsAct intheunited 
and thedah N w  Wdesasa result incident involving aBulI 
Tarier theCommxwvealth h n e d  ckg 
-American Rt JaQaneseTosq DogoArgmtinod FiIa 
Brasileiro ' W h  elderly woprrapl Tm-was 

' Customs bit& rnports) 

I 

the Clerk for the 
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Breed Legislation reduce aggression on 

humansand other A paper 
Exhibit 

Linda Watson .. . ... 

ABSTRACT 

the Iable 
but of a owners, 

chiI at tiesand 
, , . . 

only in intent trying to 
injuries. It 

.. 
. 

now should 
beto do something useful. 

For the 
world 

of In 

Commonwealth bannedthe 

lobbyingby who were 

would mate with producea 

1990). in it 
intense 

from 
then 

Minister, Chip The 
was 

a It to 

vu with current breed 

1991, Kingdom 
of an infant in South of an 


(Age, 1991) Government 
 from import four breeds 
Bull Terrier orpit bull terrier, 

(Griffiths, 1991). The1995 of an in 

(Rohi I Regulations1992. 



reported asm attack an Amen'can Rt Thedog involved wasin 
aaosbreed unkmnorigins(Cdlicutt, 19%) and hen rqistered 

moss (Shultz, 2003). rewlt Quemsland Counci 
totd k n s  Terriers 

Lqislation varied restrictimrelaking tbsebeedscaneinto 
~ustraliz? wdes3 

Queensland4 victorid 2001 and Western ~ustral ia~ 2002. 
have@ theComnaonwealth Import 

their restrictions(NCCAW, 2002). 

Restrictionshavebeensctendedtoother breedsandcrossby swne 
QueenslandCouncils M o r e t h  15breedsandaosshaveke11 
tageted (CCCQ, Queensland 2003) d I, 

patiarfa restrictionson dogs 
p t i cu l a  wejght Mght Morgan 

Thiskind breedspedficlqislakionfitsapattern t M  had theunited Stales 
intheeighties thepurposeof thispa~erdiswssion will p r imi ly  fccuson American 
Plt Bullsascurrent lqislation isimed typidly 
breedand Austrdiaand 

bitestdisticszregenerdly flawed 

0 f i r s t l y , ~ k e e d s a r e p r i n d p d l y M w M a d o g l d s l i k e ( ~ p e ~  
is- even txmenced &?avers atd a s  

bred identificzdonsimectly. 
B gaCOndIy,~sereldiveheedincidenceisafunctiond~l&ionpr~icms 

thai arenot knownwith isirnpmibleto blame. 

Mediahyperdl&scertain breedsdiqopurtionally sormitimalsa misrepresents 
breedsasng nisunderstmding t h e m n i t y  (Podkmxk, 19%). 
pc&ble thA legislaion reflects rrredia pressure. 

Amen'm Pit Bull Terriersand aosecanrPot beidentified zpperacedone, 
g d i c  a A r n i c a  Plt ispossible(Wq~, Coppiw 

Coppinger, Thusthereism important practid problemtha! my 
legidation r a w  t M  fdr re~90Wefor 

GovemMsto placetheonuson theawns provethebreedof them;g'ority 
txpatsagreetk4 not posible. Stephen Collier (2002) st&= "Identificdion 

thebreed an * d i n g  issddom r d i d y  assessad, md usually i s t a m  

2 ~ c g a n d c a ~ ~ ~ d  1%. 
3CcnpaionAnimdsAd 

ChiQfer 17A, Loml Locd Government and O k r  
2001. 

Domestic ( F d  and AnirrralsAd Animds Legiddim (RegwnsibleOwnership) Bill 

"cg (Restricted Regulatims20M. 

widely by Bull Terrier. 
fact of had asa 
Labrador The was that several Is 
introduced restrictions or on American K t  Bull 

with to 
effect in South in 1995, New South in 1998, 

and in in 
Most States Prohibition as 
justification for 

2002; DLGP, oneCounci as 
well as restrictions on breedshas over a 

or (Mount Shire). 

of itsoriginin 

For 


Bull Terriersor K t  breed specific 
 at this 
type both in elsewhere 

Causal factors 
Breed specific for two reasons 

genotype), it for to make breed 

any certainty, it ion breed 

and 
a within It is 

breed 

by and no 
test to identify Bull terrier 2002; 

and 2001). breed-
specific of proof of identification. It is not or 

to dog when 
of it is Dr of 

of dog from media 

1998-Compmion AnimdsArnendment Bill 2001. 
GovernmentA d  1993 - Legislation Amendment Bill 

(No. 2) 
Nuisance) 1994 -

2001. 
A d  1976, Dog Breeds) 



r-s (eg W s  et al. 2000). only n w s  abtad<s 
br&Iikeupit bulIS' dtowaaidw~intheir inter&indogatt&s 

(Podtxscek, Overdl 2001), psicdsof hdghtened p i c ,  &&s 
=e&ributed bulIs(Hearne, O'Ndl, Jessup, 

Theseatthors provideqxdfic casesof hewily reported by bulIS' 
werenot bulls scanination Australian media reportswould rewed thisto 
b e t h e g a ~ d  t h  sitWon." 

Toconfusetheissuee~en theterm hasoften used asagtmtxdised 
description deswibeatypeof sud-~ asonenight usethetermsgundog, sheepdog 
or p i e l .  theunited Statestheterm isusually describethe 

a America Terrier 
AmericaSaFfordshireTem'er 

o Staffmddiire Bull Tenier, d 
drnost aery t M  looksaything likethesedogs 

I t  isdso uncommonfortheEnglish ortheAmerican Bulldogto beinduded. 
AnotheFcxmrmn practiceisthat my lwkse~en IikeaPit 
d&fiedasaPit Fit typeor crosswen &ha bredof isjust 
asevident. Therefore, 

Statisticsthat daim Bullsare responsiblefor mepermtageof  attacksare 
separatebreedstogether 

arecounted 

isrecognized thsi adog'sreaction my studion dependson id least 
factors (Wright, SZksel, 2002): 

axlyexperience 
5 Ider socjdisdion and trsning 
e M t h  behaviod) 
e currmt environment ad 

vidimbdwiour 

" ddf icat ion respect hdr 
conditions aggressive 

occurs, consquences 
ecological social (Fedderm-Peterson, 

some represented 
breedshwebeen identified t i m e d  placeasking "dmgerousl' a#i 

induded G e F m  Doberman Pinschers, Rottweilers, America Bull 

Not are the media moreIikely to report 
by 

1994; aidLove, but in 
by almost any dog to pit 1991; 1995; 1995). 

attacks "pit that in fact 
pit A cursory of 

rather episodic 

further Pit Bull been 
to dog, 

In used to 

Pit Bull 

Bull Terrier 

dog 

not Bulldog 
dog that remotely Bull is 

Bull, Bull Rt  Bull if dog 

that asindividual breeds 

Pit 
combining many and then comparing that to other dogs 

It in sx  interacting 
1991; 

heredity 


(medical and 

Therefore, 

The of dog breeds with to relative danger to humans 
makes no sense, as both the complex antecedent in which 
behavior and its ramifying in the individual dog's 

and environment are not considered" 
2001). 

Are breeds o w  in dog attacks? 
A variety of over 
has Shepherds, Pit 



Saffordai Teniers, Chow Akitas, Berm* Malamutes, 
Shim Bloodhoundls, Gr& M l e  Dogs(Hod<ey, 
2003). braectsdtypesof dogshave involved fatal dt tdson humans 
inathirty-sevenyearperiodintheUnitedStates(Delise, 2002).ThearthoraJsonoted 

m o f  thesetbl-eedsbameatsorrsepoint intimeinthatthirty-seven yearperidthe 
choicefor many people 

-FheAmericanTempwment Sodety wasestablished 24yesqpasaresource 
evaludetheterqmmnt dl breedsof dogs Thistest isquiteextdve, 

eas/ pass. Dogsare avaiety stressful atuidions 
such k ing apprcxxhd strangers approzkd peoplewith other being 
startledby aswklennuise, k ing placedon u ~ e n f ~ i n g m d s o f o r t h .  Ouerthese24 

theAmerica T e f n p a m  and Sod@ hastestedover 22,000 dogsof 185 
aver* passrate combined 80.4%, 

while82.7%of American Terriershavepassecl. 

Additiondly, nenr gmeticrerzrch clxrduded t M  thereaeno 
differmesin phenatypesof dogsin determining qgressivetendendes(Ww, 
Whd thisauthor i sw ing  isthd qgressivenessisnotafundion of-- 
otheowords, becarseadog looklikeanaggressivetypeofdog, thishasnobearing 

wMher - a d  viceversa ComiliaWqmsiatsthz4 qgressive 
tendcrmciesareinrmfein dl caninespecies Shecontinuesin q i n g  that jwt 
aggression levelscan beincreasedor decressed selectivebreeding, doesnot 

thd Most ttme people interedd i 
qgressivedogsaesxking usethem aggress'vepurposes, exposethem 
environmentswhich shapetheir behavior thejr (Sur, 2000). In 

environrraentd factorsaeig~e;l, asit ismuch easier Wanethebreed 
mkeup genefic reszrch indicating thai thedifferaxes 

thegePtetic rnzkeup areso minutethsa drasticdifferences t w m and 
hasbeen 

even 

todowith than 
hwe morescientific k s  t b  

Ttbecaseaginst APBT b i n g ~ & ~ n i n g a g g r e s s ' o n w a s s t r o n g ~ h t o k  
ampfed by the Al- SuprenaeCourt 2002 amse brought the 

M3W 
Washington Anirnal F;oo&&ion 

) b b a v b p ~ f  a n  cfs3111- 1 ( M W S ~ ~ ) .  

Ouer40%ofdogsinAusiralia 
a reaweeds  and tkerdoredo 
nat demonstrdeconsistent 

any paticular breed 
(=a, 2002). 

ere 
bitesin NSW 

1 government reports(NSW 

Terriers, re Bull Chows, St 
Huskies, Danes, and Australia 

Thirty-ax been in 

that 
breed of 

and Test 
to objectively of 

not to faced with of unusual and 
as 
 by by dogs, 

years, 
different breeds (ATTS, 2003). The 

dl Pit bull 

Test 
of these breeds is 

has recently inherent 
2001). 


or in 
may 


on it actually is Dr. 
because 

through 
prove aggressiveness is hereditary. often 
 most n 

to for and 
 to 
in desired fashion these 

situations, to or 
genetic of thedog. Further is in 

of breed in 

hasmore 
training breeding" (D different, dog breeds 

no do 


in August in by 

Dog attacks in 

breed 
type to 

There numerous reports on 
dog Australia 

DLG) 



Datafrom 19 Queensland CounaIs(EDBA, reported Macksout 
750 &&s Briskme dedared D ~ O U S  

reported thewen dagm 
tkei represatation 

&&s w w  yeas 1% nut* breads invdved 
as, 1996,34 19!37,22 monthsof 1998,18 1999,29 2000md 

monthsof Morespecifically areport bitesrdessed revded 
tha thepewere &ad<s NSW h u a y  D e a m k  2000 

weredsemed bcr-eeds Wherebreed wasidentified, 
wereGer r r ran~ds( l3%) ,  Bull T~riertypes(l3%), Rottweilers(ll%), 

Cattledogtypes(7%) MdteseTmiers(3%). tmiertypesinduded Amxican 
Bull Bull StdfordshireBull 

wplmiion Minition provided deswiption 
ampred American Tenier. Cattledog included Cattledog a d  
Kdpie 

ampre  relativerisks W e a n  For 
exarrple, thesefigures, 
~ two t imesnaore l i kdy  bdedared 

ousdog t h  aStaffordshire Bull 
T h e m e i b l w  usedhasan 

a8ionsindding theuseof dsd 
accuml&ed we rd  

yeaswhereas 
oneyaar (1996). not dogsare 

identificaiion 
amrate l s4xet-m 
A m m  theseratings, 
BrisbaneCity Council banned 

crosxs 

a d  -st Q N . I ~ ~ I I  

1 ~ 2 W 0 3 0 ~ a m l  

80 

m = o  
58- 
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In 1998, theVictorian Animd Wdfare(BAW, 1998) 
revded thzd prtxbminant involved Gemran 

&ad<s), Rattweiler attds), Australian MtleDog Queensland 
gtaffordshire a d s ) ,  Austrdian Kd  M d s )  and 

Coast CcxndI Maondog 
Mad<sf~theperiodl J~ly2000to30 
hlune2001 rec~~dedatotd 163dog 
Mad<s G e r m a n ~ d s r e c o r d e d  
Austrdian M t l e  
Tmier Attad<s Mri buted bull 
terriers Coast cited 
mjor Locd 

Leyislation Amndment 

L d and 2002- 

on dog the to 2001 have reported the of 
28 in in in ax in in 15 in 

four 2001. on dog in 2001 
213 dog in from to and of these 

41% to the predominant breeds 
involved 

and Bull 
Pit Terrier, Terrier, Pit Bull Terrier and Terrier. No 

or was for the breed Pit Bull Terrier as 
to Pit Bull types Heeler, 

Gdd City 

of 
17, 

Dog 20 andPit Bull 
3. to pit 
onthe Gold were as the 

reason for the Government 
andOther Bill 
(No. 2), 2001 . 

2001) 8 Pit Bull of a 
totd of City Council Dog ratings (BCC, 1997) 
for the period 1991 to 1996 highest rated pure breeds andcross 
breedsand r ratio. 

40 

8 
o 

The representation ratio can beused to 
breeds 

using the Cattle Dog is 
to a 

dogs wer 
the registration figurewasfor 

Also, dl 
registered andbreed may not be 

n 1996, despite the of the 
Pit Bull Terrier in 

American Pit 
Bull Terriers and 

Bureau of reported similar findings 
where it was the breeds were the Shepherd 
(22 (22 or Heeler (19 
attacks), Bull Terrier (13 pie(6 

Government Other Legislation AmendmentSill (No. 2) Explanatory Notes 



b g  public places- rmnkipitalities 

Labrdor attabts). oneattad< thevidorian findingscould bedefinitively 
toaRt Terrier a s t k  

possible At crosswere 
thetotd 

btabts BeQween 
d 1939 theVictorian 

Welfarecondocted 
bitesin placesin six 

muniapdities(BAW, totd 
bt&s recorded. 

br& nd uding crczsses) 
regx#lsiWefor attabtswith 
following preoedence: 
Germrrr Wt le  

Rottweiler pie40, 
Stdfordshire Tenier Croszheed Labr* Dobermann 

Jad< Ridgeback Collie American Rt 

br& p r m e d  qgredve khaiour z i  behwiourd Brisbane 
twoye~l- (Bl&shanr, 

isdear thedogs invdved attackson 
same crossbreed 

dogs 

studieson 2003) thediversity b r a s  
mentioned regortsaswdl asthepessi&mof br&was 
review thd Sepkrdswere 

hmhuasd %I Tzus once 
werementioned Further, statestM 

b e  m 
reliaMenaeasuresof 
six studiesdl 

rmging from Theother found thd G e r m  
Shepherdswereno morelikely bitethan Labr& Rdrieversd nixed breed 

purebreeds (Hockq, 2003) dm 
m o f  thestudiesidgltified Teniersas Mng represented 

stsii sti cs 

attadtsfrom somebreedsresult morewereinjuries? 
review 2003) dted reportsto m e r  thisquestion. Onerelied 

unvdi&ed mediaregortsof attabtsdfound m o r e t h  hdf 
invdved Bulls(Lod<wood $ d, Thereviw th;t comparison 

other contcrrporq i ndicded regorti ng twards a t t d s  
thistypeof dso thd 

wasthat theinjury severity wasnotvdidzded d, hy&eriasurrounding 
regorts n q  h a e t d e d  theseverity 

(4 Only in 
attributed Bull 
breed of dog involved. However four 

Bull 
identified within of 223 dog 

in the report. 1997 
Bureau of 

Animal astudy 
of dog public 

1999). A 
of 700 were There 
were46 (i 

the 
order of 

Shepherd 127, Dog 
90, 71, Kel 

Bull 40, Bull Terrier 37, 35, 33, 
26, Boxes 26, Russell 22, Rhodesian 22, Border 21, 
Bull Terrier 21. 

A study of for a dinic in 
over a period indudetwenty-six breeds of dogs 1991). 

Attacks n 6 in Victoria 
1997-1999 

I t  that in humansand animals in Australia 
involve a range of common breeds of dog. The applies for 

In areview of 31 dog bites by breed (Hockey, of 
in particular noted. This 

found German mentioned in 28 out of 31 studies but some 
breedssuch as Chi h were only mentioned Rt Bull terriers 

in only eight studies this review very few of these 
studies attempted to 

the relative 
but one identified 

statistics with the relative risk 3.4 to 1.8. 
to that 

dogswese no more likely to bite than The review noted 
that Fit Bull over in dog bite 

Do in 
A (Hockq, two on 

dog that of the278 reports 
At 1987). found of this 

report with studies a bias 
involving dog. The review noted another bias inherent in thisstudy 

in light of the this 
breed, media to overstate of the injuries where R t  



Bullswereinvolved. stmy bemorelikely wrongly 
asa Rt Bull wheretheinjuriesaemxesevere biaxswererecognised 

the-s 143 a d s  r p d e d  serious 
rnedicd corryaed breedswereinvolved. 

statistidly significant. Theauthsdso found thdt theamrmn themein all 
Mbtacks t M  the ow^ taken appropriate 

beconing aproblemd t M  irr-Weownersarenot aproblm uniquetoone 
particula thqr rerxKnmard t M  rrrust 
emphasise ownersfii 

Theother Hockey reportsof 2132anirral bitesin 
aim authorities ( W m  

superficial D&h. T h e  
Mdscorrg>risng bitesof had aseverity 

above(requiring medid figuresfor pqular breedsare 
Ddrndian 24%, Rottwejler21%, 17%, Gdden 16%, Labrador 

d German Skpherd ampaison 
BulIsdoesnd qpxx besccessive 

Hasbreed Iqislation 
onestudy hasattempted the&& spsdfic Thiswas 

theunited whereaamprativeprospa2ivestudy mcmmdian 
&ending at an Emergency beforeimplemntation Dangerous 

1991 dagaintwoyearslater(Klassnetd, 1996). Thereportfoundthdt 
introduction theAct dedinein bitepresmtationswith 
arrd afta. Pilor theintroduction theAct, Alsatianswerethemodt txmmn 

mses, thesaneashum Thepacentqeof bitesinvolving 
s~cdled'dmgaous' breedsincr&from6% prelegislation pod legiddim. 
Theauthasconduded t M  t h e D ~ o u s  DogsAct 1991 hasdonelittleto 

izm bitesand thd theAct hassingled M a n '  s' breeds 
my subsfartivedsla They a1so amdude t M  

reduceinjury fromdog bitesthereshould b e M w i d e r  thedog pqulationin 
generid and nat referred t k  

Nurnerousdog bitecbladonat theinferacethat A W c a n  Terrierspose 
moreof a t h r d  alot breeds Sudiesof breedsof 

show thebreedsoften subjed toresirictionsaenomorelikdy to&ad<orcause 
moreseriousinjuriestM many sinilarly 

sbreed 
ownerswill chdlengebraedspsdficlmsbut theckilengeisadifficult onebemuse 

m d  thecourtsdefer Immakers, legidation t h e r e m t o  
r a t i d  promation even 

Governmentswritelws pupody makechdlengesdifficult, not impsible 
e~ampleof theQmmdand Governments2001 rdated 

resiricted 

Ch@er Local Government 
GovernW 1994. 

CWer  19of theLocal GovemmentAd 

Also media report to identify the 
breed These by 

Of the Pit Bull 38.5% were as (requiring 
attention) to 26.7% whereother This result was 

not virtually 
reviewed was had not steps to prevent the dog 

from 
breed. Consequently dog control legislation 
responsible p. 

study reviewed by (2003) involved 
1993 to control Beach County,1993). All bites were graded for 
severity from I.Very wound requiring little or no first aid, to 5. 
were 143 pit bull 8% of dl which 16% of 3 or 

attention). Corresponding other 
Doberman Retriever 

Retriever 16% 12%. The review noted that in to other 
popular breedsthefigurefor Pit to 

Only 
in 

specific 

Kingdom 

reduced dog attacks? 
to quantify of breed 

Department 

legislation. 
of bites 
of the Dogs 

Act in 
of resulted in no dog 73.9% before 

73.1% to of 
breed with 24.2% of bites 

tol l% 
protect the 

public from out 
without to support it. if legislation is to 

control of 
just targeting of the breeds to in Act. 

support Pit Bull 
than of other dog involved in 

dearly 
other sized dog. 

I specificlegislation enforceable? 
Dog 
in to upholding when be 
some connection to the of public safety. It is more difficult when 

to if A 
good this is legislation8 to 

breeds 

17A of the Act 1993. 
Pat 17A of theLocal Regulation 
Pat 70f 1993. 



theworst thsa 
proof Ity 
M their innocencewhen chage 

reseanWing (essentidly my short 
legs, ahaad md "TheDzmgsousDogsAct, itsorigind, 
brutd six Gwemment 

had ch;nged sdes d 
pronounced theAct unfa'r" 2001a). theVictorian 

Anirnd a& 
identification enfwcxzment 

million. over 
identificdion dso cost nillions kmnd (Hiddgo, 
This bejng reQeated Austrdia QueensJd 
Gwernrrmt implemerrting hasdso reversal 

AfierGermanSates&edsrnreepingbreedbansin2001,the 
Federd 
not banownership ofadogbasedm 

theunited V i rg in iad 
haelegislation plzeprohibiting I d arthwitiesfrom 

wntrd ordin- Cindnnzii spedficordinmces dter 
deeming " inef fa t ived unenforcedg d asmmtioned 

w&ic  evidence 
moredmgaous thm mother, simply bewuseof braad ( M q s  2002b). 
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Edmonton, (Edmonton, 2003) propasing r m e  
componerrtof tMrlawsbecause"ineveryatysumqedthepitbull breedsarerrotthe 
mcjor ad wen inatiesthb restrict bullsthey arenat thewor 

TIiesMis2icstaken snce1997, shoMl4ather b r d w i t h  t h e m  
numberofincidentsaspit bulls,& breedswithagrder nurnkof incidents" 

Thejustifidion bullszppiiesequdly severd 
th& someindividudsof thebreed attad< h u m s i n  

wried logid condusion lead thesituation banning 
numerous p o p u l ~  

Austrdia, breed trained cwnal mployeeshasdrezdy been 
(Tqlor, 2002; K i d d ,  Mays 2002b). mdler 

beforetherev& ischdlenged inahighercolrrt. 

attacks? 
2001, Aggression nteraction 
theArraim Veten'nay Medid Assod-dtim. Thistask forcestmined nmy  aspecZs 
Caninebdwiour. puMishd a-s, approach 

Thispmd -std over20 professionalsd indudedVderinarians, 
Specidids md periodidsand 

profexid joumd atidesin 

Oneof aspects of theDangerousDogs Act in theUnited Kingdom was the 
burden of was reversed. Thedog was presumed gui and 
the owner to prove dog's on a 
of a pit bull type dog with four 

atal). in 
form, lasted for years until the caved in to 

public pressure - even the media 
(Mays, In 1996 

Bureau of Welfare stated that the of breed 
done for the of the UK Dangerous 

Dog Act 1991 was $US14 Disputes breed 
in fees 1993). 

is in with the 
legislation8that the 

burdenof proof. 
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AdministrativeCourt decreed in 2002that a statecould 

breed. 


In Sates, Pennsylvania, another nine 
implementingdog 

based on breed. repealedits breed 
themto be both previously 

theSupremeCourt of Alabamaruledtherewas no that onebreed of dog 

States in 

was its 

Canada is to therestricted breed 

problem, 
'problem' dog". 

donot pit 

Therefore: 
breeds, is, 

through to its 
very 

used for restrictingpit 
did 

thiswould 
breeds". 

and injure 
to 

to 

of 

other 
thisCity. If 

In identificationby hastily 

11 

found wanting 2002; It is only a of time 
of theonusof proof 

M a t  doesreducedog 
In atask forceon Canine and Canine-Hum I was formed 
by 
of They titled "A community to Dog Bite 
Prevention". of 
DogBehavior Attorneys They referredto over 70 

discussingthisproblem. 



biological evidencethat wasmoreviaousor 

All dogsbite dogscan h m o n  persm. Thq  thd 
bitestaiisticsae &wed and more and 

inaccuraiemeawreof abreed isto Additiondly, thqr 
cmphdicdly peopleinvolved intheseincidences(ownersand 
victimsdike) aeoften mreto Manethan thedogsthemselves emphasised 
tha awell-plaPvted proactivecommunity approach rnakeasignifimnt impact 
thefrequency &t&s c m n i t i e b e m a n a g e d  irplement 

strategieswithout reswting bans 
NevadawajaMe incidenceof zpproximtely adivdy 
focusing pre~ention us'ng program rarxnmendatim 
form 

~ .~~ ~ 

TheCity C d g q  (Cdgq, 
ample, 

inthedog&tad<rateof50%werIO 
Thedog paqleratio 

frorn1.03bitesper1000peoplein19?34 
1000 peoplein 

Unintentid Rwention Centersfor DisxseContrd and 
Revention f dd  attacks that 

spedfic wproachesto thecontrol bitesdo addresstheissuethat rnasry 
breedsare m o d  thefztors contri buting 
arerelatedtothelevel ofregponsibilityste~cisadbydogownersTopreventdogbite 
relatedckihsd injuriesthq r m p u b l i c d u c a t i o n a b o u t  reqwnsibledog 

a imd Ims, better resxlrcesfor 
lavvs reporti ng 

Oneor moredogsare Austrdian H o u d t d d s d  whodo d 
thefuture, likeone adog. Thegreat wority 

pet a e  responsibleimd consideratemers their cat 
a-d asamember thefanily. carefor itswell-being, W t h  d d e t y  

(McHarg et d, 1995). isnot d w a y s ~ p p r ~ a t d  haw mudl dogsmean their h u m  
farnilies American studiestmefound thaa ownersfeel thedog beas 

asother fanily nxmkrs, a-d closer thedog t M  a-y ather fandly 
menbe (Hat 1995). 

I n  its findings, the Task Force stated dearly that there was no statistical, 
or behavioral any breed of dog more 

dangerousthan others 

All inflict another dog or stated dearly 
dog constantly towards larger popular dogs, are 
an how likely of dog bite. state 

throughout thisreport that 
Thisreport 

would on 
of dog Many local to 

successful dog bite prevention to bred The Sate of 
to reduce the dog bitesby 15% by 

on dog bite a based on by the task 

Aggressive Dog Incidents in Calgary 

of 2003) is 
another good with a reduction 

years bite: reduced 

to 0.45 bitesper 1998. 

The Divison of Injury of the 
in the United Sates noted in a on dog 
 (CDCP, 1996) 

breed of dog not 

involved in the problem and that 
 of to dog bites 

ownershipand dog bite prevention, stronger control 
enforcementof these and better of bites 

Summary 
kept by 68% of 53% not 

present own apet would, in Most want of 
owners They treat dog or with 

affection of They 
It to 

33% of dog to 
important 8% feel to to 



propwtjon sod* percdvespd awwship beof vdue 
theindividud, family and therefwetkcorrununity (PIAS, It has been 

estirrded t M  conddering theimproved hadth i@ic&ions, 
enom~wswirtgsin theAustralian heaith hasbeen estir-r'eted 
per (Headqr et d, 1W). 

Whiledq attbtad<sareasgnificant publicsafdy issuein Austrdi8 aselwhere, avery 
d l thedogsin ourcommunitiesbitemein my 1999). 
Therisk isverysmall t k p u b l i c d  persmal ofdogcxrvnerst.lipisenormous 
Theaerqeannud rdeattributed dq ~ t t a d t s ~ e e n  d 1 W  was0.004 

100,000 people, 11 fdditiesin period (Ad-~by, 2001). givethese 
mpeFspecfivein corrip;rison cassof M e e n  1995,41 
Australiansdiedasaresult ofabeeorwaspsting 1998). For2001,2454 
suicideswere qestmdadi& sedzdefor 

p e r m  Behnreen axl1998,164,190 
In donethaewere roadfatdities, representing 9.5fatditiesper 

100,000 pemns(ATSE3,1998). Haslegidzdion been proposdto vehidemdds 
can dmgerously 

Dog~ress'oni~dentsrequired~ataFl inat ionto&~nef~rxsinvdved.  Ina 
f d d  attttadtsdcarrring theunited chainingadq wasoneof 

s i n g l e W ~ ~ s c o n d i t i o n s i n w h i c h t o ~ n t a i n a d o g .  dedhsWeen 
1965and 2001,25%ofdI fatditiesimrdvedachaineddog (Ddise, 2002). It isdso 

notethat haveshrxlvn asgnifi- relationstrip sodo- 
econorrticdatusd dog biterde(DHS, SirmiIaiy, wasnoted anatherpzper 

theproblemof irresponsiWeownershipappeaed beuniformacrosssodo- 
e.ammicaraas(Upton, 'rhisareabf reeach isworth looking medosely. 

Better gmernrrPentaxlownersdikeisnseded Woreiwearsingly 
restrictivelqiddion. skould nat behad peopleto keep dogsfor Thelast 

neaded isrestridivelagislation logidly canmtad wer has, bsen 
M i a d .  

mdaphor. seewhat 
dsoseeth&it  isdl 

thedetail. 

specific islike 

A sgnificant 
to the 

by 

of 
unit 

budget. This 

to real and lasting 
1974). 

pets translate into 
at $2.2 billion 

year 

number of given year (BAW, 
and benefit 

death to 1979 
per with that To figures 

to other death, 1979 and 
(AVRU, 

registered with an that year of 12.5 deathsper 
100,000 (ABS, 2001). 1925 roaddeathswere 
recorded. 1999 1,761 

prohibit 
that potentially go fast? 

book on dog in States, the 
Of431 

interesting to studies W e e n  
1996). it in 

that not to 
1992). at 

t by 
It for pets 

thing that historically 

This image is a You can they are  trying to say, but you 
can 
 wrong 
in 

Breed legislation 
that. 



Breedspedficlegisldionhasnotbeenhntorducetheincidenceofdogbites 
a7y paPt theworld despiteatwenty-year itsnAure 

Breedspecificlegisldion removesr~s ib i l i ty  inddentsfrom 
ownersand placestheManeon This isadmgady s'rnplistic 

acomplex problem 
e Breedspedficlegidsitionengendasafdseanddangerouspercepti~thatbreeds 

induded nat 
e Enforunga#lad~nistesing~lawcomesatmmonetarycost.Thiswould 

beMer  irnplerrPenting nomdiscrim'natory lawswhich h e a n  
enhancepublicdety. 

e A g g r e s s i o n i s a n ~ m i n e W i o u r d m b e s h a w n b y ~ d o g o f ~  
treed or type. 

e T~rduaetheina'denceofdog~ression,dldogsshouldbesoddised, 
obediaxetraned, urxkstood md masaged conp3ently wners 
Pe9ple~~newhdherdogswiI I  beudul inw~tantsof a m n i t y  or 
nuimces isthepxtplewho d t k r  intentidly unintentiondly 
viaousnessin dogswhom legislatorsmust endemour tocontrd. 

e Asthecfugbitestatisticsdemonstrate, bread d dogwill Thelikelihood 
unwarrmed biteisdetermined 

mntrd/r&rAnt. Thedog'sbreed isnot i s m o r e m  wner 
competencethan else. 
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Key Points 

in of history. By it is unjust. 
for dog biting 

dog dogs. 
solution to 

not will show aggression. 

used ability to 

by their 

It or foster 

of an by the circumstances and level of 
every bite 

relevant. It 
anything 

The suggestions assistance of Dr Dick Murray in this 
has been greatly as the and of the Dog 
Breeds 
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