Pima County Animal Care Advisory Committee Approved 6-16-16
Minutes

May 19, 2016
3950 S. Country Club Road
Tucson, Arizona 85714

1. Call to Order
Mr. Neuman called the meeting to order at 5:32 pm.
e Attendance

Present:

Tamara Barrick, Pima Paws for Life

Nancy Emptage, Animal Welfare Coalition

Pat Hubbard, Humane Society of Southern Arizona

Helen Mendelsohn, Disabled Community

Jack Neuman, Chair, PACC Volunteers

Jane Schwerin, People for Animals in the Prevention of Cruelty and Neglect
Gail Smith, MD, Board of Health

Absent:

Pat Jacobs, Tucson Kennel Club

Sophia Kaluzniacki, DVM, SPCA of AZ, Inc

Derek Marshall, Public Education

Erin O'Donnell, DVM, Southern AZ Veterinary Medical Association

Marcy Flanagan, Health Department Deputy Director, Ex-Offico (Health Department Director, Dr.
Francisco Garcia served in Ms. Flanagan’s place.)

e Pledge of Allegiance

2. Adoption of the Minutes

e Adoption of the March 17, 2016 Item Three Meeting Minutes

The motion was made and seconded (Emptage/Mendelsohn) that the March 17, 2016 item three
meeting minutes be adopted with the proposed updated language. (Ms. Schwerin had requested a
specific dialogue from the meeting be included.) The motion carried (7-0).

e Adoption of the April 21,2016 Meeting Minutes

The motion was made and seconded (Hubbard /Barrick) that the April 21, 2016 meeting minutes be
adopted as written. The motion carried (7-0).

3. Call to the Audience

There were no speakers from the audience.

4, Management Report
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e Deputy County Attorney Kreamer: Dangerous Dog Related Enforcement and Policies

Dr. Garcia introduced Deputy County Attorney Rona Kreamer. Ms. Kreamer has been with the Pima
County Attorney’s Office (PCAQ) for about nine and a half years and has been the lead felony issuer
for animal cruelty cases for four years. She said County Attorney LaWall is committed to prosecuting
animal cruelty crimes and invested in sending Ms. Kreamer to a National Animal Cruelty Conference
approximately two years ago. Recently, contacts from that conference helped PCAQ achieve a
defendant pleading to an indictment as charged in a bestiality case.

Animal cruelty cases are investigated by either animal care personnel or by both animal care and law
enforcement personnel. The Tucson Police Department and Pima County Sheriff’s Department have
designated detectives who have experience in animal cruelty cases. Officers on scene, evidence,
witness statements and the timeframe between when the crime was committed and reported all factor
in on whether cases are pursued. PCAQ’s standard for pursuing a case is the substantial likelihood of
conviction at trial. The lack of photographs, missing police and veterinary reports, and the lack of a
necropsy report, when applicable, are all examples of barriers to the substantial likelihood of
conviction at trial. Law enforcement officers can typically get a telephonic search warrant in 15 to 20
minutes and seize valuable evidence which will assist PCAO. Good veterinary reports which include
forensic information are also very helpful.

There are only five crimes listed in ARS 13-2910 as felonies; the rest are misdemeanors. There are
other felonies, such as cockfighting and using a vicious dog for aggravated assault, listed elsewhere in
the law. The five ARS 13-2910 felony charges are all class six felonies, which is the lowest level
felony and judges can automatically designate them as misdemeanors. Ms. Kreamer said sentences in
Justice Court are often stiffer than those handed down in felony court. When asked why, Ms.
Kreamer said Justice Court Judge Felix has special training and understands the link between violence
against animals and violence against people; judges dealing with felonies see far worse human on
human crimes; there is a push to not institutionalize people, adding that incarceration is expensive;
and because juries often knock felonies down to misdemeanors. Ms. Kreamer referred to an already
adjudicated case wherein a mother dog and her puppies were starved. It took 30 days for the mother
dog to get to a normal weight and 10 days for the puppies. The jury didn’t think the owner caused
“serious physical injury” which is the felony statutory standard. The owner eventually received a
sentence of six months in jail. Ms. Kreamer contrasted this case with another adjudicated case
wherein an owner threw a dog against a wall, kicked and killed it. That owner received 12 months of
probation and 10 days of suspended jail time; so that owner did not do any jail time.

The Committee provided questions and comments. When asked how her office decides whether or
not to pursue a case as a felony, Ms. Kreamer referred to the substantial likelihood of conviction at
trial standard; the quality of the evidence; and whether the violation is an omissive act or an
affirmative act. She also referred to the record of how recent similar cases have gone. She added that
felony court is expensive and includes a jury, whereas in Justice Court the judge decides the case.
When asked about bans on animal ownership, Ms. Kreamer said she includes such bans in her plea
agreements, but added that if there is a violation regarding one animal while other animals are well
treated, then a ban on all animals doesn’t make sense, but checks by animals care and probation
officers do. Mr. Neuman asked that if the reports are better is it better for Ms. Kreamer. She agreed
the better the reports the better for her, but added that it is also important that rights not be violated
because if they are then evidence will be suppressed. Ms. Mendelsohn asked if a dog bit someone
then retreated onto its owner’s property but was not contained on that property. Ms. Kreamer said she
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likes to error on the side of caution and suggested calling law enforcement. Ms. Schwerin asked if
Ms. Kreamer has anything to do with cases wherein owners are cited but allowed to keep animals or
redeem them. Ms. Kreamer is not involved in PACC’s decisions to seize animals. Ms. Emptage
asked about situations where an animal is in distress and someone calls in to report the situation but
the caller does not take any action to help the animal, can the caller be charged. Ms. Kreamer said the
person who is not the owner has no legal requirement or authority to interview. She continued with
the example of a dog in a hot car and cited the law that states a peace officer or animal control
enforcement agent may use reasonable force in such a case. It was discussed that a court probably
will not convict a citizen for breaking a window to save a dog’s life, although it is not legal to do so.

Ms. Schwerin referred to the dangerous animal law and PACC’s dangerous dog form, and said the
form involves things that the law does not contemplate such as repairing a fence. She contended the
deduction of points on the form is causing animals that should be declared dangerous to not be
declared dangerous; and if not declared dangerous then they don’t have to be spayed or neutered and
could be bred. Ms. Schwerin referred to a letter [Nov. 17, 1999] from former Tucson Mayor George
Miller, which was congruent with her statements. Ms. Hubbard interjected that Mayor Miller was a
painting contractor, not a dog expert and that not all dogs that bite are dangerous. She continued that
any involvement by the Committee regarding dangerous dogs and animal behavior should include
input from animal behavior professionals. Mr. Neuman interjected that in a recent meeting it was
discussed that the form was developed many years ago through discussion and Dr. Garcia had already
agreed to have the new enforcement manager review PACC’s dangerous dog process. Ms. Kreamer
added she has no involvement in the dangerous dog assessments. Dr. Garcia confirmed the dangerous
dog assessment is to be reviewed by staff and said it needs to be evidence based using best practices /
industry standards.

There was some back and forth on whether the discussion should continue. Ms. Schwerin said the
agenda item was supposed to be her agenda item and insisted she be allowed to continue. Mr.
Neuman said she had five minutes. Ms. Schwerin went over a few dangerous dog cases wherein the
dogs were not declared dangerous including revisiting two cases from the last meeting. The cases
include dogs that ran out open doors and bit someone and a dog which reportedly had already killed
another dog, but was not declared dangerous until it killed another dog. She commented common
sense tells us these dogs should have been declared dangerous. She also commented that having a
good fence is irrelevant when the dog runs out the door. She went on to quote a portion of Pima
County Code 6.04.150:

Whenever Pima Animal Care has reason to believe an animal may be dangerous, an
evaluation of the animal shall be conducted pursuant to guidelines developed by Pima
Animal Care. These guidelines provide for an evaluation of the animal's behavior both
on and off of the premises of the owner, its behavior in and out of the owner's presence
and its interactions with other persons and animals.

Ms. Schwerin said to follow the law, which states the evaluation is on the animal's behavior, there
shouldn’t be any points deducted, such as when a fence is repaired.

Ms. Mendelsohn suggested the dangerous dog assessment be an agenda item sometime in the not too
distant future. Supervisor Neil Konst commented that in the case where the dog had already killed
another dog, if the first case was confirmed, then the dog would have automatically been declared
dangerous, but sometimes the information is hearsay, not confirmed. He continued that within the
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City of Tucson, if a dog bites it is declared vicious, which is very similar to being declared dangerous,
with the exception on the insurance. Ms. Emptage said she would like to be able to have input on this
matter.

e Introduction of New Enforcement Manager, Adam Ricci

Dr. Garcia said PACC is becoming more and more professional and as such is able to attract more
professional personnel. He then introduced PACC’s new Enforcement Manager, Adam Ricci, who
briefly went over his background. Mr. Ricci came all the way from Maine. In Maine he served as a
shelter intern, was a dog trainer, did a lot of breed specific work, served as an animal control officer
and was as a police officer. As a police officer Mr. Ricci served as an evidence technician, doing
crime scene processing. Dr. Garcia added that going forward regularly scheduled reports for the
Committee need to be discussed, including enforcement reports.

e Distribution of Submitted PACC FY 16/17 Budget

The Committee’s packet included PACC’s Fiscal Year (FY) 16/17 budget as submitted to the Board
of Supervisors. Dr. Garcia said the total proposed budget is $9.1 million and pointed out the page
comparing the FY15/16 and FY16/17 budgets. He invited the Committee to take their time to digest
the budget documentation and then ask questions at next month’s meeting.

e Building Update

Dr. Garcia reported the trailers / mobile buildings have been relocated, and shared some architectural
renderings of the new facility. Mr. Neuman stressed that the Committee and community is counting
on the new facility being completed on time and on budget. Dr. Garcia said the new structure is to be
functional in November of 2017 and the remodel of existing space is to be done in 2018. Ms.
Schwerin asked if the new facility will be able to house the same or more dogs and cats as it does
now, to which Dr. Garcia replied that it will.

5. Welfare and Dangerous Dog Cases from April and Recent Animal Care Center Holds Snapshot

Supervisor Neil Konst went over comments and questions regarding the welfare cases, provided prior
to the meeting. Regarding welfare case one Mr. Konst said he saw the pictures and he would not have
cited the complainant (reference to question from Ms. Emptage during Management Report discussion
with Ms. Kreamer). The dog was on a tie-out and jumped the fence, which is another example of why
tie-outs are bad. The dog’s back paws were on the ground. The dog was licensed. He continued that
the owner was shown the pictures and was cited. He added the call came in at 8:11; was dispatched at
8:15; and an officer was on scene at 8:29. There was no recheck. Regarding welfare case two, which
was a tie-out, but there wasn’t a build-up of waste. The owner redeemed the dog and the incident cost
him $101 and a day in court. Ms. Emptage pointed out the license box was not checked on the report.
The dog had to be licensed before it left PACC. Dr. Smith suggested volunteers could be utilized for
drive-by rechecks. Mr. Konst cautioned that care would need to be taken to prevent overstepping
bounds on such rechecks. Regarding welfare case three the impounded dogs were redeemed and the
owner was cited for no water and no shelter. The complaint is still open for a recheck. Mr. Neuman
asked how we know the owner will provide water and shelter after redeeming the dogs. Mr. Konst
replied that we don’t know, but said it is typically an education issue. He talked about water
containers that cannot be turned over and about what constitutes shelter versus what owners often
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think is sufficient but is not. Welfare case four included reported noise. Mr. Konst said there is a
pamphlet about dogs barking. Ms. Emptage requested a copy of the pamphlet. Two dogs were
impounded and only one was redeemed. At a recheck the dogs which were not impounded were no
longer on site. Ms. Schwerin felt the owner should not be allowed to redeem the dog that was in the
crate. Welfare case five involved dogs at large and nine dogs were impounded. The owner did not
come to PACC to redeem the animals, so staff went out and cited the owner. The question arose
about what the criteria is for bonding animals versus allowing them to be redeemed, and Mr. Konst
discussed that a simple tie-out is not sufficient; there has to be some danger. Ms. Emptage asked
about associates adopting animals for those who do not redeem their animal(s). There is no policy
aimed at preventing this, but there is a policy against individuals accompanying someone turned down
for an adoption adopting an animal the same day their associate was turned down. In welfare case six
no animals were impounded; the owner was cited and there is no follow-up. The dog has not been
licensed yet. Welfare case seven involved an old dog in terrible shape brought in for euthanasia. Ms.
Hubbard interjected that some people see it as a moral or religious right to allow an animal to die
naturally. Mr. Konst said staff relies on the veterinarians to help determine if citations need to be
issued. Ms. Schwerin contended that the second dog in this case, which was returned to the son,
should not have been returned to the son. Mr. Neuman called for more defined procedures and Dr.
Garcia agreed that good procedures and good documentation are needed to take property.

6. Old Business

e Reaffirmation of VVolunteer Code of Conduct, Social Media, and Communication
Policies/Enforcement

Dr. Garcia recapped that these policies (included in the record) had been a topic of discussion in a
number of Committee meetings last year; after significant input they have been completed; and he is
asking for the Committee’s vote of reaffirmation for the policies.

The motion was made and seconded (Hubbard /Emptage) that the Committee vote to accept the three
policies as written. The motion carried (6-0), Ms. Schwerin abstained.

e Shortening of Shelter Animal Lengths of Stay (deferred to a future meeting)
There was no discussion on this agenda item.

7. New Business
e Committee’s Volunteer Representative Selection Process
Mr. Neuman said a letter has been sent out to the volunteers telling them if they are interested in being
on the Committee they are to submit a communication with their background information, to be
looked at by PACC managers Jose Ocano and Justin Gallick, and Mr. Neuman. The names of

candidates with good backgrounds will be put out for the volunteers to vote on.

8. Donations: A total of $31,800.41 in donations was received during the month of April.

There was no discussion on this agenda item.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

Complaints and Commendations: There were no complaints and no commendations received by staff
during April.

Ms. Mendelsohn said she recently helped someone pick out a dog from PACC for Top Dog and the
PACC veterinarian was very, very helpful.

Call to the Audience

There were no speakers from the audience.

Announcements, Schedules and Proposed Agenda ltems

Ms. Emptage announced PACC’s phone tree was updated. Dr. Garcia said the updates include the
direction to call 911 if the call is an emergency and the option to talk to an actual person if the phone
tree does not provide needed direction.

Mr. Neuman requested procedures for adoptions be on the next agenda.

Next Meeting — June 16, 2016

The next meeting will be at the Abrams building.

Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 7:32 pm.



NOTICE
PUBLIC MEETING OF THE

PIMA COUNTY ANIMAL CARE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
May 19, 2016 — 5:30 p.m.

Abrams Building
AMENDED 3950 S. Country Club Road
Tucson, Arizona

Room 1108

(520) 724-7729

Functions of the Committee

1. Serve in an advisory capacity to the Board, and to the Manager of the Pima Animal Care Center (PACC); and

2. Review and evaluate the operations of the Center to make recommendations in writing to the Board for the formulation of guidelines to assure that:
A. The Center's operations are conducted in the best interest of the public health and safety; and
B. The Center keeps pace with the most modern practices and procedures of animal care and welfare; and

3. Review complaints from the public concerning policies of the Center and make recommendations for resolution to the proper authority.

AGENDA

1. | Call to Order
e Roll Call
e Establishment of Quorum and Pledge of Allegiance

2. | Review and Adoption of Minutes:
e Adoption of March 17, 2016 item 3 Meeting Minutes
e Adoption of April 21, 2016 Meeting Minutes

w

Call to the Audience

4. | Management Report

e Deputy County Attorney Kreamer: Dangerous Dog Related Enforcement and Policies
e Introduction of New Enforcement Manager, Adam Ricci

e Distribution of Submitted PACC FY 16/17 Budget

e Building Update

5. | Welfare and Dangerous Dog Cases from April and Recent Animal Care Center Holds Snapshot

6. | Old Business
e Reaffirmation of Volunteer Code of Conduct, Social Media, and Communication Policies/Enforcement

e Shortening of Shelter Animal Lengths of Stay (deferred to a future meeting)

7. | New Business
o Committee’s Volunteer Representative Selection Process

8. | Donations: A total of $31,800.41 in donations was received during the month of April.

9. | Complaints and Commendations: There were no complaints and no commendation received by staff during April.

10. | Call to the Audience

11. | Announcements, Schedules and Proposed Agenda Items

12. | Next Meeting — June 16, 2016

13. | Adjournment

Copies of this agenda are available upon request at the Pima County Health Department, 3950 S. Country Club Road, by calling 724-7729 or
at www.pima.gov/animalcare. The Committee may discuss and take action on any item on the agenda. At the conclusion of an open call to the public
Committee members may only respond to criticism made; ask staff to review the matter raised; or ask to include the matter on a future agenda.

Should you require ADA accommodations, please contact the Pima County Health Department at 724-7729 five (5) days prior to the meeting.
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Question from 3-17-16 Pima County Animal Care Advisory Committee Item 3.

Schwerin Let’s say | donate $500 and | earmark it for spaying and neutering, and you said it
would be spent for spaying and neutering; but the big question is will it be spent
for $500 more spaying and neutering than would have been done had | not given
that money?

Neuman Good question.

Hancock And | think the answer to that is, no, because we virtually spay and neuter every
animal, right, that we place out for adoption.

Emptage No, no, no, there’s a difference here; you have spay and neutering for community
services.

Flanagan It would be above and beyond, because it’'s two different kinds of spay and neuter.

Emptage So where would it go, would it go into the shelter operations for altering or go out
into the pet fix.

Hubbard We've already budgeted for the in-house spay and neuter.

Hancock Correct. So, I’'m not sure | understood the question; I’'m sorry.

Schwerin | So what'’s the point in donating money for spaying and neutering if you’re already
doing it? (Reflected in the draft minutes, but not word for word.)

Hancock (Answer reflected in the minutes.)

Possible additional language for the 03-17-16 minutes:

Ms. Schwerin asked, “Let’s say | donate $500 and | earmark it for spaying and neutering, and
you said it would be spent for spaying and neutering; but the big question is will it be spent
for $500 more spaying and neutering than would have been done had I not given that
money?” Ms. Flanagan responded that it would be above and beyond.




Draft

3. Animal Care Center Budget Discussion

Ms. Flanagan introduced Garrett Hancock, Health Department Business Manager, who utilized the
attached PowerPoint presentation to explain how budgets are done in Pima County.

In June of 1980 Arizona voters amended the Arizona Constitution prescribing an expenditure
limitation for each county, city, town, and community college district. The purpose of the expenditure
limitation is to control expenditures and limit future increases in spending to adjustments for inflation;
deflation; population growth. There are exceptions for natural or manmade disasters or if approved by
two-thirds of the governing board and a majority of the qualified voters. The budget process cycle
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begins in October for the fiscal year which begins the following July. Mr. Hancock discussed the
budget timeline and in-process adjustments that occur, often due to State cost transfers and insurance
cost changes. In May the Board of Supervisors passes a tentative budget, which sets the budget limit,
and then the final budget adoption is in June. To come up with the Department’s total budget Finance
starts with the current adopted budget figure and makes adjustments for any known differences.
Anything in excess of the adjusted figure has to be pursued as a supplemental budget request and most
of those do not get approved.

PACC’s budget is divided into three parts: the PACC special revenue fund (fund 2001), the PACC
grants fund (fund 2042), and the PACC bequests fund (fund 2131). Mr. Neuman asked which fund
general donations go into. Mr. Hancock said donations go into fund 2001; while a grant from
PetSmart goes into fund 2042; and if someone dies and leaves PACC their house it (the money from
the house) goes into fund 2131. Spending authority is based on projections. Mr. Neuman asked what
happens if the projected revenue amount is exceeded. Money taken in in excess of the expenditure
authority goes into an account. Mr. Hancock said it cannot be spent during the current fiscal year
because it is not in the budget, but can be budgeted in future years. He gave the example of the
bequest money coming in and being included in budgets going forward, but not in the budget year the
money was received. Ms. Emptage asked about how general donations are divided out and Mr.
Hancock said a portion goes to cover costs attributed to the various municipalities. Once the County
puts money into PACC’s fund, the County cannot take it back. Dr. Smith asked if surplus funds in
PACC’s account carried over to another year result in the County reducing the general fund
contribution. Mr. Hancock said in theory the County could do so, but has not. He continued that this
year is the first year of his three years with the Health Department wherein PACC is not over budget.
PACC’s overages have been covered by the Health Department’s budget in years past. Ms. Barrick
said that the Committee has trouble accepting that donations are being rolled into PACC’s budget to
cover operations instead of for the animals specifically. Ms. Hubbard asked if money given for a
specific purpose, such as spay and neuter, actually goes for that purpose. Mr. Hancock said it does.
He continued that the County’s financial management system tracks all the money and has stops
within the system to prevent spending beyond authorized thresholds for specific master agreements
(contracts) and commaodities. Ms. Schwerin asked why people should give donations for things
PACC is already doing. Mr. Hancock said because PACC is traditionally over budget and could not
do all the things they want to do without the donations. Mr. Neuman said there is a pie of money
which comes into the County; asserted that the community wants PACC to have a larger portion of the
pie; and continued that donations should not be considered part of the pie. Mr. Hancock said he,
PACC and the Health Department administration all agree PACC needs more money. He went on to
relay that prior to PACC’s tent going up the Board of Supervisors granted an extremely rare mid-year
adjustment to cover the additional costs associated with erecting the tent, but PACC still went over
budget due to the additional operating cost associated with housing the additional animals in the tent.

PACC'’s fiscal year 2015/2016, current, budget is $8.8 million with projected revenues of just under
$6.5 million. The difference is made up by the general fund subsidy. Next year’s budget is over
$9.175 million. Dr. Smith asked if the revenues include donations; Mr. Hancock said they include
anticipated donations based on trends, but would not include a bequest. In response to a question Mr.
Hancock explained grants have reporting requirements and audits.
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1. Call to Order

Mr. Neuman called the meeting to order at 5:37 pm.
e Attendance

Present:

Tamara Barrick, Pima Paws for Life

Nancy Emptage, Animal Welfare Coalition

Pat Hubbard, Humane Society of Southern Arizona

Pat Jacobs, Tucson Kennel Club

Sophia Kaluzniacki, DVM, SPCA of AZ, Inc

Derek Marshall, Public Education

Helen Mendelsohn, Disabled Community

Jack Neuman, Chair, PACC Volunteers

Erin O'Donnell, DVM, Southern AZ Veterinary Medical Association
Jane Schwerin, People for Animals in the Prevention of Cruelty and Neglect
Gail Smith, MD, Board of Health

Absent:
Marcy Flanagan, Health Department Deputy Director, Ex-Offico (Health Department Director, Dr.
Francisco Garcia served in Ms. Flanagan’s place.)

e Pledge of Allegiance

2. Adoption of the Minutes

e Adoption of the March 17, 2016 Meeting Minutes

Originally the motion was made and seconded (Hubbard/Emptage) to adopt the minutes as written.
Ms. Schwerin said during last month’s Budget Discussion (item three), a question she had asked about
if a donation for spay and neuter would purchase extra spaying and neutering over what would be
done without the donation, and the question’s answer, were omitted from the draft minutes; she
requested they be added to the minutes. Mr. Neuman requested Mr. Schlueter go back to the
recording and bring back details about the specific discussion Ms. Schwerin was referring to, for the
next meeting. Ms. Schwerin continued that on page four of the draft minutes, item six, wherein Ms.
Flanagan spoke about the Board of Supervisors passing the Advisory Committee ordinance, the draft
minutes state, “The Board made some changes;” however, Ms. Schwerin stated Ms. Flanagan used the
words, “minor changes.” Ms. Schwerin asserted that the changes were not minor to her; to her they
were major changes, but she wanted the minutes to reflect Ms. Flanagan said, “minor changes.”

There was no vote on the first motion. A second motion was made and seconded (Mendelsohn
/Emptage) that the March 17, 2016 meeting minutes be adopted in part (item three pending), as
written, with the one amendment reflecting Ms. Flanagan said, “minor changes,” as requested by Ms.
Schwerin. The motion carried (11-0).
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3. Animal Care Center Budget Discussion

This item was duplicated on the agenda. Discussion recorded under item six, Management Report,
Budget Update.

4. Welfare and Dangerous Dog Cases from March and Recent Animal Care Center Holds Snapshot

Dr. Smith asked what happened to the dog in welfare case one. Supervisor Tenkate said the dog is
still at PACC and goes home every night with a PACC veterinarian who is fostering the dog. She
added the owner is on the do-not-adopt list. Ms. Emptage requested the court be asked to ban the
owner from owning animals, since the do-not-adopt list only keeps an individual from adopting from
PACC, not other agencies. Ms. Schwerin said the owner in this case did not have money for the dog’s
medical treatment and cited that as an example of the need for better screening for adoptions. Also
the owner was giving the dog cranberry juice to treat a urinary tract infection and the PACC officer
said such a remedy would only work at the onset of symptoms. Ms. Schwerin said in her experience
the cranberry juice would not help. Dr. Kaluzniacki said the juice would not help the infection and
cautioned against officers giving medical advice. Supervisor Tenkate acknowledged the caution and
said typically officers do not give medical advice. Dr. Garcia added that PACC doesn’t want to keep
animals, such as the one in this case, in the shelter for a long time, so a foster or adoption placement is
sought.

Dr. Smith asked what happened with the limping dog from welfare case two. Supervisor Tenkate said
as of 3-16-16 the dog was no longer limping. She added the owner was cited for no license and no
vaccination. At this time staff does not know if the dog has been licensed yet.

Ms. Emptage asked if there was a recheck on the dog from welfare case three. There had not, but
PACC has not received any more complaints from the neighbor.

Dr. Smith asked if the aggressive dogs in welfare case four had dangerous dog evaluations. They had;
were declared dangerous; and were euthanized at PACC. Ms. Emptage expressed that the lack of
veterinary care for the injured dog to her was sufficient to not allow the owner to keep his/her other
dogs. Dr. Smith asked if there is a continuum of levels of severity regarding neglect and if there are
higher bonds for more severe cases. Supervisor Tenkate said it is up to the judge. Ms. Hubbard asked
at what point does a case become a felony. Supervisor Tenkate said the cases are turned over to law
enforcement for review and for a felony there has to be intent, which is hard to prove. Dr. Garcia
added that for a felony case the standard of evidence is very high. He continued that PACC cannot
remove an animal without cause related to that animal; however judges have more discretion. An un-
adjudicated bad outcome for one animal is not sufficient justification to confiscate another animal.
Mr. Neuman asked what the liability would be if PACC took an animal that a judge says should not
have been taken; would it just be give the dog back. Dr. Garcia said the County Attorney says
animals are property that cannot be seized without appropriate cause. Ms. Schwerin said the animals
in distress law should be called the animals in distress or danger law and the law says animal care
officers can take animals in danger. Dr. Garcia said he will bring the issue back to the County
Attorney’s Office for review. Ms. Schwerin said officers can cite for cruelty instead of neglect. She
felt cruelty sounds worse than neglect. Supervisor Tenkate said charging for both cruelty and neglect
would be duplicitous. Dr. Kaluzniacki commented that people get charged with two charges all the
time.
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Ms. Mendelsohn asked why the dog in welfare case five was not confiscated. Supervisor Tenkate said
because the owner agreed to keep the dog inside and there have been no more complaints. Dr. Garcia
added the law requires PACC employee the least restrictive option. Ms. Schwerin said she had never
heard of the least restrictive law. Dr. Garcia said it is a judicial concept not a law. There was no
dangerous dog assessment requested or done.

Dr. Smith said the owner in welfare case six should not be allowed to own a pet. Supervisor Tenkate
said the owner is on the do-not-adopt list. Ms. Emptage asked if PACC shares the do-not-adopt list.
They do not. Mr. Neuman requested sharing the list with other agencies be an upcoming agenda item.
Ms. Schwerin asked why the citation for this emaciated dog was for neglect, not cruelty. Mr. Neuman
suggested there is too much subjectivity in these cases. Supervisor Tenkate said staff is changing how
they cite from citing on scene to citing after all information is available after the veterinary exam.

Mr. Neuman asked how many welfare cases the Committee actually sees. Supervisor Tenkate said all
of them, one month at a time. From past conversations, members of the Committee were under the
impression that there were hundreds of these cases and they only saw a select few. Dr. Garcia said the
new enforcement manager will be charged with looking at processes such as these citations. Mr.
Neuman requested the new manager be introduced to the Committee once on board. Ms. Emptage
added that the dangerous dog form could use some assessment as well. Ms. Mendelsohn requested
when owners are placed on the do-not-adopt list that it be expressed in in the information the
Committee receives so the Committee doesn’t have to ask. Ms. Schwerin asked about leaving the
names in the welfare cases; she wanted the names included. She added that the names of those
accused of murder appear in the paper, so why not include the names in the welfare and dangerous
dog report. Mr. Neuman questioned what having the names does for the Committee. Dr. Garcia said
he will consult with the County Attorney’s Office on the request.

Dr. Smith said welfare case eight was horrible; the dog had maggots and was dying. She felt the
whole family should be on the do-not-adopt list. The owner was cited for neglect, no veterinary care.
The Committee expressed several individual comments that the citation should be for cruelty. Dr.
O'Donnell said there needs to be different levels of neglect and there should be a cruelty level of
neglect.

Ms. Schwerin referred to dangerous dog case one in which a dog bit a mail carrier and charged at a
PACC officer. The dog was declared not dangerous. Ms. Schwerin asserted that the dog was clearly
dangerous and the system is not working. Dr. Smith pointed out the dangerous dog point system form
was used; the score did not add up high enough; and stated the system is not perfect.

Ms. Schwerin referred to dangerous dog case three and said the report indicates the dog in question
attacked another dog at an offsite adoption event; there was a note that it was aggressive towards
smaller dogs; and there was a note that the dog exhibited fearful or unsafe behavior. She asserted the
dog was obviously dangerous and the point system needs to be revised. Mr. Neuman stated in a past
meeting when the point system was an agenda item it was discussed that the system was created
through a non-scientifically based discussion roughly 16 years ago. He asked if the system could be
reviewed and made more defensible. Dr. Garcia said the dangerous dog instrument is one of the items
to be reviewed by the new enforcement supervisor when he gets on board. Ms. Mendelsohn asked
about PACC’s liability in light of the documented behavior. Dr. Garcia said the liability issues are
complicated, but that in this case the law says the liability is on the owner. Ms. Emptage also
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expressed concern on the training for staff making dangerous dog determinations, in addition to the
point system.

Ms. Schwerin said there will be an agenda item on next month’s agenda regarding the enforcement of
dangerous animal laws and provided copies of a November 17, 1999 letter from George Miller, who
was the Tucson Mayor at that time, regarding dangerous animals.

5. Call to the Audience

There were no speakers from the audience.

6. Management Report

Dr. Garcia spoke for Ms. Flanagan who could not attend. He utilized a PowerPoint presentation
(included in the record) to address several items.

e Building Update
There was no discussion on this item.
e Budget Update

Referring to Ms. Schwerin’s question at the last meeting, which she brought up during the minutes
discussion in this meeting, Dr. Garcia said if specific funds are donated for specific reasons, then there
are two scenarios. The first scenario is a bequest; and with a bequest Dr. Garcia is tasked with
generating an investment plan to use the funds for a period of three to five years. The County
Administrator and Board of Supervisors then has to approve the plan for PACC to spend the funds as
requested. Day to day donations go to three main areas: medical, spay/neuter and shelter operations.
PACC cannot spend funds beyond its spending authority, so roughly half a million dollars in spending
authority is budgeted in anticipation and hope of receiving these funds.

In 2015 PACC received a significant donation from PetSmart and with those funds PACC has been
able to increase pet adoptions, with a 210 percent increase in cat adoptions and a 147 percent increase
in PetSmart adoptions overall.

Dr. Garcia provided a one-page handout showing PACC’s mid-April budget situation (included in the
record). Year to date costs hover just below prorated expenses and year to date revenues are slightly
above the prorated revenue prediction. This is the first time in Dr. Garcia’s administration that PACC
has been on budget. He said reducing overtime; better utilization of staff and, of course, the
volunteers are largely responsible for this achievement. Dr. Smith asked for a dollar value for the
volunteer program. Dr. Garcia said it is hard to quantify the numerous activities into dollar values.
Mr. Neuman said the volunteers give PACC gave about 75,000 hours last year; and Ms. Hubbard said
her organization figured their volunteers equated to 81 FTEs (full time employees) last year.

e FEvents

Friends of PACC raised $41,000 in the Arizona Gives Day fund raising effort. The funds will be used
for special medical equipment.
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PACC has recently dealt with three hoarding cases in three weeks, totaling over 100 pets. The
overwhelming majority of the animals have been placed, including 28 small breed dogs.

With the ordinance on new Committee’s structure being passed by the Board of Supervisors the
Deputy County Administrator and County Attorney’s Office is looking at how the Committee’s
volunteer representative will be selected. At some point Dr. Garcia wants to come back and report on
what the recommendations are for the selection process.

A recent Best Friends / Points of Light Foundation award will give PACC access to a nationally
recognized consultant in the area of animal welfare and volunteer programs. This is to help refine and
improve PACC’s volunteer program and possibly go through volunteer certification.

7. Old Business

e Pima Animal Care Center Enforcement Officer Numbers

There was no discussion on this agenda item. It is to be carried over to the next meeting.
8. New Business

e Use of Welfare Case Comment Sheets to Streamline Welfare Case Discussion

Ms. Emptage asked if the comment sheets have been a good tool. There was general agreement that
the comment sheets are a good tool. Mr. Schlueter said some of the comments come back a little late.
Generally if the information is sent out in time, then he wants the comments back eight days prior to
the meeting.

e Volunteer Code of Conduct, Social Media, and Communication Policies/Enforcement

Dr. Garcia reminded the Committee that several months ago staff discussed establishing a volunteer
code of conduct, social media policy and communication policy with the Committee at more than one
meeting. He said staff received over 300 public comments and used the feedback to help shape these
policies, which are in use. Dr. Garcia said he wants the Committee to look over the final policies and
reaffirm them. He continued that recent occurrences coupled with a request from the County
Attorney’s Office to make the policies more explicit have shaped an effort to cause these policies to
be more on people’s minds.

e Open-Adoptions Philosophy and Presentation

Dr. Garcia utilized his PowerPoint presentation to speak on this topic. He opened by saying if we
start with the perspective that people are coming to PACC with good intentions, we will have a much
better success rate in terms of finding long term matches between people and pets. The open
adoptions philosophy means looking for ways to say yes instead of reasons to say no. There are cases
where no adoption is the correct decision, but these cases should be rare. Open adoption processes are
considered industry standard and are supported by many major animal welfare organizations.
Adoptions should be more people-work and less paperwork. Maintaining a low length of stay is
crucial for all aspects of sheltering. In 2015 11,977 animals were adopted from PACC; 1,977 were
returned to owners; 1,788 were euthanized; and 984 were transferred out. There was a question about
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monthly statistical reports that the Committee used to receive, but have not been receiving lately, and
a request for more regular statistical updates. There were only 500 returns which is a 4.1 percent
return rate. The industry standard in about eight percent. Ms. Schwerin pointed out unsuccessful
adoptions are not all returns; opined that the return figure is not significant because she believes only a
few of the unsuccessful adoptions are actually returned; and stated it is unknown what happened to
other unsuccessful adoptions, which could have been dumped in the desert for all we know. Dr.
Garcia said Ms. Schwerin makes a good point; however, the return rate is what the industry uses to
judge progress and it gives PACC a common proportion to compare with other agencies. Dr.
Kaluzniacki asked if relicensing of adopted animals could be used as an indicator of successful
adoptions. Dr. Garcia didn’t think so because relicensing compliance is poor. PACC intakes are
down; live releases are up; and euthanasia numbers have never been lower. Ms. Hubbard added that
the Humane Society’s intakes are also down. Spay and neuter efforts are believed to be the reason for
decrease intakes. Ms. Hubbard also added the Humane Society used to look for reasons to not adopt
and in so doing ended up killing a lot of animals. Now they look for reasons to adopt.

Dr. Garcia went over the current adoption guidelines detailed in the PowerPoint presentation, which
begin with the adopter being an adult with valid photo identification. He referred to guidance
provided to him by [Deputy] County Attorney Paula [Perrera]. Although we have the ability to place
some restrictions on who gets to adopt; any policy we implement cannot discriminate against any
protected class of individuals; decisions must be based on objectively demonstrable standards of care;
policies must be consistently and fairly applied; and any policy should avoid the use of discretion to
the greatest extent possible to avoid inconsistent application and claims of arbitrary action on the part
of PACC and the County government. PACC will be repurposing three staff positions to the adoption
process. Currently the Adoption Coordinator spends significant time at offsite adoptions and there is
very limited staff availability for volunteers who anchor the adoption program. Additionally two
more staff members will join the adoption team within the next year. Dr. Garcia said there is a need
for better training for staff and volunteers. The American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals and the Humane Society of the United States recommend following up with adopters at three
days, three weeks and three months, which is something PACC is looking to do to increase retention
and customer service. Some of this follow-up program will be automated.

Questions and discussion followed the presentation. Dr. Smith asked if adopters are given
information on topics such as how much to feed an animal and when to seek veterinary care. Dr.
Garcia said there is a thick stack of information, but the information is not discussed with the adopters
due to time constraints. He continued, in the new facility there will be a lounge area with tables and
chairs, away from the noise of the shelter, to facilitate conversation based adoptions. Ms. Emptage
requested a copy of the adoption packet and the general consensus was that copies should be provided
to the entire Committee. Ms. Schwerin asked what the term “open adoptions” means. Dr. Garcia said
it is a philosophy; referred back to that particular presentation slide; and said it means looking for
reasons to say yes rather than reasons to say no. Ms. Schwerin said she doesn’t think PACC is doing
anything about helping adopters get veterinary care. Dr. Garcia referred to health, whether animal or
human, as a crapshoot, and said on the rescue side PACC is being very up front about the medical
needs of animals. He continued that PACC will not be looking at adopters’ tax forms to determine
whether or not they can afford veterinary care, saying PACC is not in the position to make that
judgment call. However, as PACC does the three day, three week, three month checks that issue can
be assessed for. He added that not all returns are failures and acknowledged the strategy is not
perfect. Ms. Schwerin asked what happens if someone adopts a dog and then later it gets ran over by
a car and the owner has no money for veterinary care. Dr. Garcia acknowledged PACC is not
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10.

11.

12.

addressing such a scenario. Later in the discussion Dr. O'Donnell pointed out that the adoption packet
includes a certificate for a free veterinarian visit and her clinic invests significant time discussing
many topics, including veterinary care, to set adopters up for success. She added that she wanted the
free visit certificate toward the top of the packet. Mr. Neuman stated donations are built into the
budget; people are not giving to save taxes; and suggested donations could go into a fund as a
resource for needs such as assisting with veterinary care. Dr. Garcia referred to the forming of the
501c3 Friends of PACC entity which he said is able to do these types of things; then balanced that
against accountability to PACC partners and their different budgets and priorities. Ms. Mendelsohn
asked if there is a limit on the number of animals someone may adopt from PACC. Dr. Garcia said he
would have to check on the answer. Mr. Neuman said he doesn’t think the population is intrinsically
good; referred to the presence of numerous law enforcement officers as evidence of his opinion;
continued that law enforcement presence is there to ensure people don’t do bad things; and used his
example to say that PACC needs to likewise ensure things are done right regarding animals being
adopted. Mr. Jacobs provided a rebuttal to Mr. Neuman’s remarks, saying he believes everyone in the
meeting loves animals; the people in PACC love animals; 90 percent of people are good; and that the
presence of law enforcement does not indicate society is not good. Dr. Garcia said he wants to make
the right thing, regarding adoptions, the easy thing. Ms. Schwerin reminded the meeting that per the
code adoptions need to be into a suitable home.

Mr. Neuman said he wanted reduction of the animal length of stay on the agenda again. Dr. Garcia
added that requesting the jurisdictional partners make their ordinances consistent in allowing shorter
lengths of stay, for owned animals, was a major topic at the last jurisdictional partners meeting.

Donations: A total of $35,401.59 in donations was received during the month of March.

There was no discussion on this agenda item.

Complaints and Commendations: There were no complaints and one commendations received by staff
during March.

There was no discussion on this agenda item.

Call to the Audience

There were no speakers from the audience.

Announcements, Schedules and Proposed Agenda Items

There were several agenda items mentioned, mostly during other discussions.

Ms. Emptage asked about an update on a suggestion from a previous meeting, about updating dog tags
by adding a sticker similar to how stickers are added to license plates. Many of the current tags don’t
have PACC’s current phone number.

Ms. Emptage wants to discuss the possibility of changing the courts’ authority to ban individuals from
owning animals from three years to five years.

Mr. Neuman requested the sharing of the do-not-adopt list with other agencies be an agenda topic.
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13.

14.

Ms. Schwerin said the enforcement of dangerous animal laws will be on the next agenda.
Mr. Neuman requested the shortening of shelter animal lengths of stay be added back onto the agenda.
Mr. Neuman requested the new enforcement manager be introduced to the Committee once on board.

At some point how the Committee’s volunteer representative will be selected should come back to the
Committee.

The Pima Animal Care Center Enforcement Officer Numbers item and the Volunteer Code of
Conduct, Social Media, and Communication Policies item from today’s agenda still need to be
addressed.

Next Meeting — May 19, 2016

The next meeting will be at the Abrams building.

Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 8:06 pm.



TO:

PIMA COUNTY

PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
4000 N. SILVERBELL RD ® TUCSON, AZ 85745
(520) 724-5900 FAX (520) 724-5950

www.pimaanimalcare.org

MEMORANDUM
Marcy Flanagan, Deputy Director

FROM: K. Baugus , Field Officer #1918
DATE: May 5th 2016

Welfare Report for April

A16-192323 One dog was impounded. The owner redeemed the dog and was cited for
neglect, tie out. The dog was returned to the owner. This complaint is
closed.

A16-191020 One dog was impounded, The owner redeemed the dog and was cited for
neglect tie out . The dog was returned to the owner. This complaint is
closed.

. Al16-192304 Two dogs were impounded. The owner redeemed both dogs and was cited

for neglect, no water and neglect no shelter, The dogs were returned to the
owner. This complaint is open pending a recheck for water and shelter.

A16-189386 Two dogs were impounded. The owner redeemed one dog and relinquished
the other. The owner was cited for neglect, no shelter, and neglect, no
exercise space. This complaint is closed.

A16191832 Nine dogs impounded. The owner was cited for leash law violations,
neglect, no water, neglect, no shelter, neglect, no food, neglect,
unsanitary shelter and no license. No animals were redeemed. This
complaint in closed.

A16-191340 No animals were impounded. The animal owner was cited for neglect
tie out and neglect, no shelter.

A16-190680 An animal was brought to Pima Animal Care Center for euthanasia. The
animal owner was cited for neglect, no vet care. The animal was
euthanized at PACC.
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

PACC Activity: A16-192323

ACO & Badge A. VARGAS #2060

ON APRIL 26, 2017 | OFFICER ANDREW VARGAS BADGE #2060 ARRIVED AT THE THE COMPLAINANTS
PROPERTY OF - NELSON DR WHERE THE COMPLAINANT ADVISED ME OF A DOG THAT HAD
JUMPED IT'S FENCE AND WAS HANGING NOW ON HiS SIDE OF HIS FENCE BY THE MEANS OF A TIE
OUT. UPON REVIEWING WHERE THE DOG WAS TIED OUT, 1 OBSERVED THE DOG HANGING BY A TIE
OUT AND BARELY ABLE TO TOUCH THE GROUND WITH IT'S REAR PAWS. IT WAS AT THIS TIME THAT |
OBSERVED THAT THE DOG WAS TIED OUT BY THE MEANS OF A WIRE LEASH. | THEN USED A SET OF
BOLT CUTTERS TO REMOVE THE DOG FROM THE TIE OUT. | THEN IMPOUNDED THE DOG AND
ATTEMPTED TO MAKE CONTACT AT THE DOG OWNERS ADDRESS OF NELSON DR. | DID NOT
RECEIVE AN ANSWER AT THE DOOR AND WAS UNABLE TO MAKE CONTACT WITH THE DOG OWNER.
A NOTICE WAS LEFT ON THE FRONT DOOR STATING THAT THE DOG WAS IMPOUNDED ALONG WITH
THE DOGS ANIMAL ID. NO FURTHER ACTION WAS TAKEN.

ON APRIL 26, 2016 AT 1817 HOURS OFFICER ELLIOTT (2087) MET WITH DOG OWNER,

(DOB AT THE PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER AFTER HE CAME IN TO REDEEM

OFFICER ELLIOTT ISSUED NEGLECT-TIEOUT CITATIONS TOMR. JNDER CITY JURISDICTION.
MR SIGNED AND RECEIVED HIS COPIES OF THE CITATIONS.

Dfficer’s Signature: Date: L/ /27 //(&

Revised 2002 2.25.18 11
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A16-191020

ACOQO name & Badge:1942 Eckelbarger

On 4-4-16 at 1045 hours | Investigator Eckelbarger (1942) responded to
Romero Rd unit ~ i where | observed a black and tan G. Shepherd puppy on a
leash tie-out on the front porch. The tie-out was approximately 10 feet long
connected to the front porch. The dog had access to shade and water. There
was a few days of animal waste in the front yard area next to the front porch. |
then impounded the dog and posted a notice of impoundment on the front
door.

At 1045 hours | met with dog owner, - (DOB ), at the
Pima Animal Care Center after she came in to redeem her dog ' P
then cited Ms. for neglect-tieout on under City jurisdiction.
Ms. signed and recelved her copy of the citation.

—

Officer’s Signature: /992 Date: 4-5-16
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

PACC Activity: A16-192304

ACO & Badge Robert Tovar #2021

On April 25, 2016 at 1615 hours |, Officer Tovar #2021, asked dispatch to create a Neglect call for the
address of Street. | arrived at this address at 1445 hours this afternoon in reference to
another call regarding the brown brindle pit bull in the yard. There was aiso a tan and white pit bull in the
yard. | observed that there was no shelter for the dogs and no visible water. | did see two empty
aluminum bowis and a clear plastic bowl that was upside down. | called for a 2NH to assist me in
impounding the two dogs. Officer Robledo #1990 arrived and we impounded the two pit bull inside of the
yard. | photographed the two aluminum bowis which were completely dry and had dust inside of them. |
did not see water anywhere in the yard. | saw that there was also a lot of animal waste in the yard. |left a
Notice advising the dog owner that | had impounded their dogs. | gave the dogs water to drink in the
truck. It should be noted that the dogs are of good weight and appear healthy.

On April 25, 2016 at 1945 hours the Pima Animal Care Center received a call from the owner,
.who said that she will redeem her dogs as soon as possible.

On April 26, 2016 at 0850 hours Supervisor Tenkate met with the dog owner ‘ » who
resides at St, when she came to PACC to redeem her 2 impounded dogs. She explained that
the dogs were impounded as the officer observed them without water or shelter and the yard contained
excessive waste. Ms, : said she left the house at about 11:30am and the metal bowl was filled with
water and they must have drank it. She said the dogs are inside most of the time and she did not know
they needed access to shelter. Ms. expalined that she just had a baby 3 weeks ago and has been
under doctor restrictions and was not able to pick up the animal waste. Supervisor Tenkate explained that
she would need to get someone to pick up and dispose of the waste every 24 hours to be in compliance
with the law. Ms. provided Supervisor Tenkate with her Arizona drivers license for identification.
She signed and received a copy of citation #74897 A-D for Neglect No Water and Neglect No Shelter for
A558858 King and A558859 (A440085) Max. She also signed the premise inspection requiring water,

shelter and to remove animal waste. Ms is going to redeem and keep both dogs inside as she is
moving to 3rd St on 5/7/16. The welfare recheck date is has been set for 5/9/16 at the new
addresgs.

Dfficer’s Signaturs: W %‘W"ZUL./ Date: o/~ ho /&

Revised 2002 2.26.16 11
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

PACC Activity: A16-189386

ACO & Badge K. WALTON #1925

On March 29th 2016 1014 hours, |, Officer K.Walton 1925, arrived at Circle A Dr. regarding a
welfare complaint on several dogs at this address. Complaint was in reference inadequate shelter on
some dogs, a bik/wht puppy crying all day and night, and confinement on some dogs.

Upon arrival, | observed a blk/wht Pit bull mix known as Spade from the previous cases at this address.
She was in the front yard, and appeared healthy. On the east side of the house, | observed a small brown
dog house type structure with a whtftan Chihuahua/Terrier mix inside which had no access out.
Approximately 3ft away, | observed a "C" shaped pen with a blk/wht dog inside of it crying and barking.
This appeared to be one of the dogs that the complainant calied about. In the back yard | observed the
pen and the other dog that the complainant called about, that dog was a tan/wht Pit bull mix.

| entered the yard, to check on the dogs and took photos. Inside the pen where the Chihuahua/Terrier
was, | found excessive waste and the exercise space was to small. The dog had food and clean water, but
also dirty water in one of the containers. The pen with the blk/wht dog, | observed no shelter, excessive
waste, and dirty water. The pen in the back had dirty water, excessive waste and shelter. That dog had
access to put his head through the fencing and was very aggressive.

| impounded the Chihuahua/Terrier and the blkiwht Pit bull pup for their welfare violations. I left notice on
front gate.

Officer C.Young #1908, met with the dog owner . ) « at Pima Animal Care Center regarding the
citations | requested. Ms. | stated the blk/wht pup belonged to her ex husband and did not redeem
that dog. She was issued citations for inadequate shelter and neglect exercise space. She redeemed her
dog and was advised of the things she.needed to fix for the other dogs at the residence. 1925 K. Walton

Officer's Signatumm Date: <A~ -\

Revised 2002 22516 11
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Page 2
Activity A16-191832

INVESTIGATION REPORT

(Continued)

BREED- ANIMAL’S NAME- COLOR- SEX- AGE- LICENSE #- CONDITION- ANIMAL ID#
Heeler Mix - U -BLK - F - U - N/A - Normal -
Heeler Mix - U - BRO - F - U - N/A - Normal -

Heeler Mix - U - RED MERLE - F - U - N/A - Normal -
Heeler Mix - U - BLU MERLE -F - U - N/A - Normal -

4
Officer Signature 7/ { Date ~ 04/27/16

2002 2.25.16 11



INVESTIGATION REPORT

PACC Activity: A16-191832

ACO & Badge R. Valdez #2011

On 04/16/16 at approximately 1600 hrs while enroute to a separate call, | Officer Valdez (#2011) and Officer
Baugus (#1918) came across a pack of 4 dogs lying under the shade of a nearby tree on the side of the
road. The pack approached the truck and 2 were able to be impounded immediately, while the other 2 (lab
mix & heeler mix} retreated to a nearby yard ail) via an open gate. We
proceeded into the yard of the residence and found no one at home. Upon further inspection of the yard
there were 2 more dogs (small, black, Chihuahua & med., red, heeler mix) free roaming and 4 puppies
confined in a kennel. There was not any source of water or food availabie for any the dogs. There was
evidence water had once been available, but the containers were empty. The puppies in the kennel were
living amongst multiple bags of trash and decaying livestock remains. All but the Chihuahua and a black,
heeler mix were able to be impounded that day. We left food and water for the 2 remaining dogs at large
and a notice on the door for the owner. While working this case a neighbor from the east brought another
puppy stating it came from that residence into her yard.

On 04/26/16 at anproximateh- 15:33 hrs. | Officer Valdez (#2011) and Officer Baugus (#1918) arrived at the
residence and met with the dog owner who stated only 2 of
the dogs at her residence are hers (A474279, A557825) and the rest are a result of her son's girlfriend
(who also resides at the address) collecting stray dogs and keeping them there. She further stated strays
find their way into her yard and she has called PACC multiple times to deal with this issue, but there is
not any documentation in the computer system of any calls from this address. It was explained to Ms.

the faw states when a resident takes responsibility for an animal (ie providing food, sanctuary,
etc) they are accountable for that animal's wellbeing and actions. She understood and accepted the
citations for the animals harbored at her residence. MS. was issued citations for leash law, no lic,
no food, no water, no shelter, and unsanitary shelter for the 5 puppies. MS. -signedireceived her
copies of the citations and was advised of her court date/time and location.

Revisad 2002 2.2518 11

Uicer's Signature: 77, W f.jz ?7 Date: 04/27/16
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

PACC Activity: A16-191340

ACO & Badge s, Elliott #2087

On April 30th 2016 at s, | Pima Animal Care Officer (PACC) S. Elliott #2087 and PACC Investigator
Delgadillo #2047 arrived at +in reference to a report of dogs being tied out. We attempted to
make contact with the current resident with no response. In the back yard we observed a male gray and
white Pit bull, later identified as JD, in a confined kennel dragging a short chain. We then observed a
male chocolate Pit bull, later identified as Rusty, on a tie out in the middie of the yard. PACC Investigator
Delgadillo photographed the dogs. Both dogs had access to water however there was no shelter for
either animal. We met with the resident of :and he stated that the dogs at belonged to
his brother in law, _ . He then contacteo * and asked him to meet us at the
residence. -arrived approximately five minutes later. We explained to him that tie outs were
illegal in Pima County. was cited into Tucson City Court for Neglect-Tie out on Rustv and
Neglect- No Shelter for both dogs. He was explained his court date, time and location. stated
he understood, signed his citations, and accepted his copy. He then removed Rusty from the tie out and
moved him inside the home. We gave him suggestions to secure the yard and to create shelter. We also
provided him with a copy of the Pima County Animal Laws brochure. We then left the scene.

Officer's Signature: Date: 5/3/12016

Revised 2002 2.26.18 11



[ COMPLAINT NUMBER
TION REPORT | SUSPetT ACO NAME / BADGE #
INVESTIGA R \ D. Tenkate #1911 A16-190680
' AUSPELI'S AVURESS
BITE (] WELFARE B DANGEROUS [] OTHER ]
no Y STATE RFSINFNCF PHONE NiMBER
AZ CODE IF OTHER :
::lgP:gT'S BUSINESS AUURESY ol @ o D OTHER |:|
ip CIy STATE BUSINESS PHONE NUMBER NRIVERS LICENSE
SEY WFTRHT WRIRAT g HAIR COLOR ORIGIN NOw SSN
DOES THIS INCIDENT REQUIRE VICTIM REQLEST FOR | LOCATION OF IHCIDENT DATE AND TIME REPORTED DATE AND TIME DCCURRED
waver oF RIEHTS? YES ] No [ 4000 N Silverbell Rd 3120116 / 1050hrs | 3/29/16 ! 1109hrs

FOOD WATER SHELTER INJURED/ALL VENTILATION ABANDONED TIEQUT BEATEN WASTE OTHER (EXPLAIN)

O O
. ahts in this | VITIM/GOMPLAINTANT NAME D.0.B RESIDENCE PHONE NO. | BUSINESS PHONE NO.
ESJ CHOOSE “upon request® rights in this by 520 724.5911
11 WAIVE “upon request rights in this | VILTIN'S ADDRESS zP ey STATE
case.
[ ] REQUEST/WANVER exception per ARS. § @3- | VICTIN'S BUSINESS ADDRESS ZP cIry STATE
44115 (B0 and § 8-786 (B) 4000 N Silverbell Rd 85745 Tucson | AZ
HAME OF LAWFLIL REPRESENTATIVE DANGERDUS RESTITUTION DANGERTUS OFHER AGENEY CASE # FOLLOW UP REQUEST
(IF APPLICABLE} agSEsirEmgr REOUESTED CASE NUNBER Oso I:IDTPD Oso (Jrp
uE TFD [] OTHER: :
ves[Ino [ | ves[Jno 0 L] omer:
TC] ADIRESS AND PHONE NUMBER SAME AS (] vioanow BITE SEVERITY: TREATEDBY | PHONE NUMBER DATE QUARANTINED paccl ]
YICTIM veT [
RELATIONSHIP T0 VICTIM L] v vouanon PART OF BODY BITTER REEASE DATE HoME []
VET CLINIC PHONE NUMBER AWNER KNOWS OF BITE Fra[]
PHONE NUMBER yEsCInNo O vral]
LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE ADDRESS CLINIC'S ADDRESS %JERAET['%E% O 180[] [ FRA HEAD#
3 PARTY CITATIONS | CITING ACO PREVIOLS VIOLATIONS PREVIOUS CASENUMBER | DTHER ADDMIONAL REPORTS
ves[] wno[J Tenkate #1811 ves[] no[] A14-161686
VICTIM OR LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE | CODE/ORD VITLATED REVEWED BY oo - &
SIGNATURE 4-3(2)(D) GrA eGw
CITATIONS/NUMBERS BND
74850 YEsO Nno O
wcarFl{nE?éDoEv%ﬁgg IRNMAL ANIMAL'S NAME COLOR Sex | AR Cgth LICENSE# | VKCERTIFCATE# | COND | ANIMALID#
g:ﬁ:: Shorthair ;5;&% Silver F | 1% expired expired m
vicTm ]
owneR[]
vicTm ]
OWNER[ ]
victm ]
owNer[]
VICTIM
owner[ ]
vicTim ]
owner[ ]
vicTm ]
owner[]
WITNESS 1 MO FE | 0B ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE # | BUSINESS PHONE #
Sarah Rios DVM 4000 N Silverbell Rd 520 T24-5900
WITNESS 2 MO FOI | D% ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHOME #
WITNESS 3 MO FOJ | 0B ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #
WITNESS 4 boB ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #
MO FO




INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A16-190680

ACO name & Badge:D. Tenkate #1911

On 3/29/16 at 1050 hours The dog owner ) came to the Pima
Animal Care Center to have her German Shorthair Pointer named

euthanized. She said that had been healthy and within the past 3
days she did not eat or drink and could no longer stand up.

The County veterinarian Sarah Rios examined the dog named
and noted the following observations:

Brought in as an OPTS.

Dog was brought in lateral with increased effort in respiration.

Oral exam: Generalized tarter and calculus.

Integ: many masses on the body including a large (~10cm) firm mass between
the shoulder blades. A soft SQ (~3 cm) mass located on the rostral right
mandible.

Chronic dermatitis in the right and left inguinal areas.

Both ears erythematous and thickened. Appears to be due to chronic ear
infections.

Repro: Enlarged vulva

M/S: Unable to stand.

A:

Geriatric, unable to walk.
chronic dermatitis
Several masses

Dental disease

P:
Due to poor prognosis patient was euthanized.

The dogs’ body was placed on hold due to the dog being microchipped
.(pending ownership per Home again microchip company)
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Continued page 2

On 3/29/16 at 1109 hours | Supervisor Tenkate #1911 arrived in the treatment
room at the Pima Animal Care Center and observed a female German
Shorthair Pointer that was lateral on some blankets. The dog had hair loss,
numerous masses (tumors) on her body, her ears were infected (odorous),
and nails were overgrown with open sores on her paws. | took photographs of
the dogs’ condition.

| then spoke with the Pima County Veterinarian Sarah Rios who had me
contacted to document the condition of the German Shorthair Pointer

that had been brought in by the owner for euthanasia. The dog owner
had stated that the dog named had not been to a vet for about 4 years.
Dr. Rios said that in her opinion that the dog did not receive medical care that
was needed to treat her conditions.

| then met with the dog owner and | asked when was the last
time that her dog had been treated by a veterinarian. She said in 2015
. was taken to ABC Clinic on 22nd St and Craycroft Rd. She said that the
vet said that the tumors were benign and not operable. She said she received
medication for skin condition and her ears. She did not know the name
of the medications or the date the dog was examined. When | told Ms
that | would call and confirm that received treatment at ABC clinic in 2015
and she said she was not sure when the dog was last seen by a veterinarian.
She provided me with an AZ identification card and she signed and received a
copy of citation #74850 for neglect vet care. She is aware of her court date,
time and location.

| contacted ABC clinic (1114 S Craycroft Rd-745-4564) and confirmed that

brought Sara in for treatment on 12/11/14 for her skin condtion and ear
infection. Per the owner she had treated the dogs' skin condition with motor
oil without improvment. The veterinarian assessed Sara and recomended
bloodwork, skin scrape- mange and prescription shampoo which the owner
declined. Ms. agreed to antibiotic, medicated ear drops and predisone
which would have treated the dog for 20 days. The owner was advised to call
for a follow up appointment if Saras' conditions did not improve. Ms. ;
did not bring her dog back for any treatment at the ABC clinic.

| was able to research the PACC database and found a previous activity A14-
161686 where a Silver German Shorthaired Pointer named had
been impounded on 12/9/14. The dog had hair loss and a large bulge on her
left shoulder. The dog also had a microchip The officer located
and met with the adult son of the dog owner » who
resides at Mann Ave . _a signed a premise inspection which
required vet care and secure confinement by 12/12/14 and the dog, was
returned to him. Per the dog was 14 years old, deaf and almost
blind.
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Continued page 3

did not seek veterinary treatment for her dog in over a year
even though her health conditions continued to deteriorate.

Note:

We were able to contact the Home Again Microchip company and found the
following:

Home again and they said that the chip was never registered and was sold to
Hunt Kennels,

Per Stacey at Hunt Kennel Systems. She stated the chip was sold to Valley Pet
Center on 01/2003 with the collar number and Invoice Number

Officer’s Signature: @ Forrs foo o Date: 7-/2°/6



Animal Welfare Case — Advisory Committee Comment Sheet — WC1

Activity Number: Al6-192323 ACO & Badge: Vargas #2060

Officer's Case Report

Report Snapshot
A

TS TS NCATENT RERE WTWREEST | TV T B, ATE AND TN OF INGIDENT Date and Bme reported
FOR WANER OF RIGHTS? NELSON DR 04/26/16 0859 8 0811
ves [ wo [ 000 WA SELE  VOMUTON  GMONE)  TENT GG\ WGE /L TR PN

1 [ [] L] L o i
[T 1 EHOOSE “upon request” rightsinthis | WCTM/COMPLATANT NAME OATE OF ERTH RESIDENCE BUSIKESS
case A. VARGAS #2060 :rzng-rmn%ou
T I WAIVE "opan raquest” rights in his caze. | VIGTINS ADDRESS BL]

" 4000 N SILVERBELL RD TUCSON Az _|85748 |
1 REQUEST/WANVER cxception per ARS§ | VIGTINS BUSINESS ADURESS [ STATE i
134405 (B0 nd § 8-785 (5)
WAME OF LAWFUL REPRESETATIVE TARGEREUS RESTRUTION TANERILS TTHER AGENCY CASE# FULOW 0P REGUEST
{IF APPLICABLE) ASSESSHENT RELUESTED EASE MUIMBER [ SHERIFFDEPT [ TUCSON POLEE OJa Om
O Re [ OTHER: (] eR:

ves[Ino[] | ves[COno[d
[ Aoovess AN PHONE NUNBER SAMEARS | (] DLW HITE SEVERITY: TREATED 61 PHONE NUNBER TATE LEARARTINED pm%
VTN -

Cownouston g g g TEESEONE | wowe []
RELATIDNSHIP T0 VICTM

VET CUNE PRONE RUNEER TWHER FHCWS OF 6E w0l
PHNE NUMBER B mel
TAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE ADORESS TUNICS ADDRESS TARANTINE (OATS)

00 150 450 w0 | CIFRAKED:

FEARTY CTATIONS CITING ACD PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS PREVIDUS CAGE NUMEER | (THER ADOMONAL REFORTS

¥ [7] o S. Elliott (2087) yes[] nolr]
VICTIN OR LWWFUL REPRESENTATIVE SGNATORE | CODE/ORD VIDLATED FEVEWELBT

43 2 Qo riw FAF

CTATIONS/UMBERS BIND

75677 (A) B0 NE

BREED/ESLAIPTION ANINAL'S KAME COl0R ] AGE ICENSE # CONDATION ANINAL 4
el |

PIT BULL MIX mal] | BRN'WHTE |M |2YRS |L16270834 | NORMAL

Summary

Al6-192323 One dog was impounded. The owner redeemed the dog and
was cited for neglect, tie out. The dog was returned to the owner. This
complaint is closed.

ON APRIL 26, 2016 OFFICER ANDREW VARGAS BADGE #2060
ARRIVED AT THE THE COMPLAINANTS PROPERTY WHERE THE
COMPLAINANT ADVISED ME OF A DOG THAT HAD

JUMPED HIS FENCE AND WAS HANGING NOW ON HIS SIDE OF HIS
FENCE BY THE MEANS OF A TIE OUT. UPON REVIEWING WHERE
THE DOG WAS TIED OUT, | OBSERVED THE DOG HANGING BY A
TIE OUT AND BARELY ABLE TO TOUCH THE GROUND WITH IT'S
REAR PAWS. IT WAS AT THIS TIME THAT | OBSERVED THAT THE
DOG WAS TIED OUT BY THE MEANS OF A WIRE LEASH. | THEN
USED A SET OF BOLT CUTTERS TO REMOVE THE DOG FROM THE
TIE OUT. | THEN IMPOUNDED THE DOG AND ATTEMPTED TO MAKE
CONTACT AT THE DOG OWNERS ADDRESS OF NELSON DR. | DID
NOT RECEIVE AN ANSWER AT THE DOOR AND WAS UNABLE TO
MAKE CONTACT WITH THE DOG OWNER. A NOTICE WAS LEFT ON
THE FRONT DOOR STATING THAT THE DOG WAS IMPOUNDED
ALONG WITH THE DOGS ANIMAL ID. NO FURTHER ACTION WAS
TAKEN.

ON APRIL 26, 2016 AT 1817 HOURS OFFICER ELLIOTT (2087) MET
WITH DOG OWNER AFTER HE CAME IN TO REDEEM

OFFICER ELLIOTT ISSUED NEGLECT-TIEOUT CITATIONS TO MR.
INDER CITY JURISDICTION. HE SIGNED AND RECEIVED HIS
COPIES OF THE CITATIONS.

Committee Member Comments/ Request for Information Member
T. Barrick
What was response time to complaint? From report “UPON REVIEWING WHERE THE DOG WAS TIED OUT, | OBSERVED THE DOG HANGING BY ATIE | N. Emptage
OUT AND BARELY ABLE TO TOUCH THE GROUND WITH IT'S REAR PAWS. IT WAS AT THIS TIME THAT | OBSERVED THAT THE DOG WAS TIED
OUT BY THE MEANS OF A WIRE LEASH.” The dog was left in a precarious and possibly dangerous manner by the complainant. Was the situation grave
enough for the complainant to be cited for cruelty or neglect?
P. Hubbard
P. Jacobs
S. Kaluzniacki
D. Marshall
This needs follow up. Tie out could result in dogs death. H. Mendelsohn
J. Neumann
E. O'Donnell
J. Schwerin

WC1 page 1




This dog could have easily been strangled due to hanging from his tie out, so this is not just a neglect case but should have been abuse as well, Has a
recheck been done to be sure the dog is not tied out again?

G. Smith

City of Tucson Rep.

WC1 page 2




Animal Welfare Case — Advisory Committee Comment Sheet — WC2

Activity Number: A16-191020 ACO & Badge: Eckelbarger #1942

Report Snapshot Officer's Case Report
On 4-4-16 at 1045 hours | Investigator Eckelbarger (1942)
S B RS TV ORI responded to where | observed a black and tan G. Shepherd
wasroFRers? yes [ no 4416 1 1026 4-4-16 i 1045

|FOOD WATER SHELTER INJURED/LL VENTLATION ABANDONED TIEOUT BEATEN WASTE OTHER [EXPLAIN)

DICHOOSE “upon request” rights in this ‘VICTIWCIMPLANTANT HANE o.0B RESIDENCE PHONE NO. | BUSINESS PHONE NO.
case 1942 Eckelbarger T24-5992
T 1 WAIVE “upon request rgnts inthis | VICIN'S ADDRESS P i STATE
CRSE.
"] REQUEST/WANER weapten por kRS § 13- | VICINS BUSNESS ADDRESS P oY STATE
445 (B0 and K 8-286 (8) 4000 N. Silverbell Rd 85745 | Tucson | AZ
WAME OF LANFUL REPRESENTATIVE TANGERIS FESTITUTON TAGERTS TTHER AGENCY CASE® FOLLOW UP REQUEST
IF APRLICARLE) ASSESSHENT RELLESTED CASE HIMDER Osc O Clso Olteo
PELLESTED C17F0 O OTHER: Cl oner:
ves[ ] noBd | ves[uo® B
[T ADDRESS AND PHONE NUMEER SAME AS CTvoumen BITE SEVERTY: TREATEDBY | PHONE NUMBER ATE QUARARTIVED WEII_
VLT VET
] wow-vowmon PARY DF B3OV BITEN: vove
RELATIGNSHIP 10 YICTIN FELEASE DATE:
WET GLINIC PHONE NUNBER DWHER KNOWS DF BITE l—'mD
PHONE NUMBER yesgwno O ura(]
LAWFLL REPRESENTATIVE ADDRESS CLINIC'S ADDRESS C:JARA:I'H&E‘& " O FRé
1 5 — —
FOPARTY CITATIONS | CITING ACO PREVOUS VOLATIONS PREVIBLIS CASE KUMBER TITHER ADOMONAL REPIRTS
ves[J nold | 1M2 ves[J no[{
VICTIM OR LAWFLUL REPRESENTATIVE CODE/ TR0 VIDLATED REVEWED BY ~=5-/4
SIGNATURE 53@ED Vit Waidd
TATIONS,/MINBERS BN
T54BE () YES[O NOER
VICTIM OR CWNER ANIMAL ANIMAL'S NANE COLOR SEL | AGE c&gﬁ LICENSE # W CERTIFICATE # TOND | AMIMAL DS
G. Shep O‘L‘E_R%_ Black/tan M | Smo Ok
Summary

One dog was impounded. The owner redeemed the dog and was
cited for neglect tie out. The dog was returned to the owner. This
complaint is closed.

puppy on a leash tie-out on the front porch. The tie-out was
approximately 10 feet long connected to the front porch. The
dog had access to shade and water. There was a few days of
animal waste in the front yard area next to the front porch. |
then impounded the dog and posted a notice of impoundment
on the front door.

At 1045 hours | met with dog owner, (DOB ), at the

Pima Animal Care Center after she came in to redeem her dog.
| then cited Ms. for neglect-tieout on under City jurisdiction.
Ms. signed and received her copy of the citation.

Committee Member Comments/ Request for Information

Member

T. Barrick

Was the license and vaccination status checked on this animal? Itis not noted on the report---just that dog is 5 months old

N. Emptage

Were redemption fees also charged to the owner?

P. Hubbard

P. Jacobs

S. Kaluzniacki

D. Marshall

H. Mendelsohn

J. Neumann

E. O'Donnell

J. Schwerin

G. Smith

City of Tucson Rep.
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Animal Welfare Case — Advisory Committee Comment Sheet — WC3

Activity Number: Al6-192304 ACO & Badge: Tovar #2021

Officer's Case Report

Report Snapshot
| l | N
T0ES TS IRAOENT REIAFE VICTIA RERUEST 1_|m1__L—nmnrmm ! TATE AN TIRE O ICIOENT Tate and trme reported
FOR WAVER OF RIGHTS? - 04/25/16_ 161§ 6 1615
ves [J w0 [ f0D WATHR  SHETER  VENILATON  AMDORED  TEODT  BEATEN WS WU/AL TR (EPLAW)
_ (] n [] (] [ |
0 I THOUSE "upon regeest” rightsintis | WEWM/CONPLANTANT RAME TRE IF BTH VESIDENCE PHONE HUSIESS PRONE
came Robert Tovar R 520-724-5900
[T T WAVE “upon request” rights i this cese. | VIGTINS ADDRESS L TIHTE i
4000 N Silverbeil Rd Tucson AZ B5745
I REQUEST/WANER exception per ARS.E | VICTIMS GUSINESS ADORESS Ty STATE ]
4405 (B0 mnd § B-785 B)
WAME OF LANFUL REPRESEATATIVE TANGERDTS RESTITUTION TANGERDIS OTHER AGENCY CASE# FOLLOW 47 REOLEST
IF APPUICABLE) ASSESSMENT HEDOESTED CASE RUMBER O SHERIFF DEFT (] TUCSIN PO 0w Cdw
EQESED O FRE 7 hge: ] omeer:
vesIno [ | vesCIno ]
Eﬂmmmrwmm 1T vausmon BITE SEVERTY: TREAER | PN NUNGER ATEQORANIED | pacc[ ]
YET
[WEUET T P —— i RELEASE OWTE WO H
RELATIONSHIP TD VICTIN -
0] PN NINGER TWNER FOOWS OF
PHONE NUMEER AR ]
woweg m[J
UAWTOL FEPRESERTATIVE ADORESS TUNICS ADORESS THARANTIN [OATS]
100 1507 4507 o] | CIFRA Heaps
TR CAATIONS TG 420 TREVIOLS VOLATGNS | PREVITTS CASE WUMBER | OTHER ADDITIONAL REPORTS
ves [] w R Tovar #2021 ves[] wof]
VIETIN G AWFUL REPREGEVTATIVE SIGNATRE | CADE/0RD VIZLATED REVIEWED 61
4-3 (2)(B); 4-3 (2){C) Dikigs 26
TTATONG/NIMBERS o
74897 50 W0
BREED/DESLAPTION AL A COUR o[ oa UCENSE # CONmION AMNAL 02
Pit Bull ;‘“‘: = BrBrindle (M |11M  |269862 (N
VLN
Pit Bull T | Tan/ Wh N |6y  |203846 [N
e ] | L

Summary

Two dogs were impounded. The owner redeemed both dogs and was cited
for neglect, no water and neglect no shelter. The dogs were returned to the
owner. This complaint is open pending a recheck for water and shelter.

On April 25, 2016 at 1615 hours |, Officer Tovar #2021, asked dispatch to create a Neglect
call for the address of . | arrived at this address at 1445 hours this afternoon in reference to
another call regarding the brown brindle pit bull in the yard. There was also a tan and white pit
bull in the yard. | observed that there was no shelter for the dogs and no visible water. | did
see two empty aluminum bowls and a clear plastic bowl that was upside down. | called for a
2NH to assist me in impounding the two dogs. Officer Robledo #1990 arrived and we
impounded the two pit bull inside of the yard. | photographed the two aluminum bowls which
were completely dry and had dust inside of them. | did not see water anywhere in the yard. |
saw that there was also a lot of animal waste in the yard. | left a Notice advising the dog
owner that | had Impounded their dogs. | gave the dogs water to drink in the truck. It should
be noted that the dogs are of good weight and appear healthy. On April25, 2016 at 1945
hours the Pima Animal Care Center received a call from the owner, who said that she will
redeem her dogs as soon as possible. On April26, 2016 at 0850 hours Supervisor Tenkate
met with the dog owner who resides at , when she came to PACC to redeem her 2
impounded dogs. She explained that the dogs were Impounded as the officer observed them
without water or shelter and the yard contained excessive waste. Ms. said she left the house
at about 11 :30am and the metal bowl was filled with water and they must have drank it She
said the dogs are inside most of the time and she did not know they needed access to shelter.
Ms. expalined that she just had a baby 3 weeks ago and has been under doctor restrictions
and was not able to pick up the animal waste. Supervisor Tenkate explained that she would
need to get someone to pick up and dispose of the waste every 24 hours to be in compliance
with the law. Ms. provided Supervisor Tenkate with her Arizona drivers license for
Identification. She signed and received a copy of citation #74897 A-D for Neglect No Water
and Neglect No Shelter for A558858 King and A558859 (A440085) Max. She also signed the
premise inspection requiring water, shelter and to remove animal waste. Ms is going to
redeem and keep both dogs inside as she is moving to on 5/7/16. The welfare recheck date is
has been set for 5/9/16 at the new address.

Committee Member Comments/ Request for Information

Member

T. Barrick

Recheck status?

N. Emptage

Great that recheck is scheduled

P. Hubbard

P. Jacobs

S. Kaluzniacki

D. Marshall

H. Mendelsohn

J. Neumann

E. O'Donnell

J. Schwerin

G. Smith

City of Tucson Rep.

WC3 page 1




Animal Welfare Case — Advisory Committee Comment Sheet — WC4 Activity Number: A16-189386 ACO & Badge: Walton #1925

Report Snapshot Officer's Case Report

On March 29th 2016 1014 hours, |, Officer K.Walton 1925, arrived at regarding a

1 i 1 S } ; ) .
il ol B B e 1e moareiger welfare complaint on several dogs at this address. Complaint was in reference

wlnd R ‘T OO " A Y'Y U eerosess| inadgquate shelter on some dogs, a Iglklwht puppy crying all day. and nig_ht, and
T L i T N LU 5000, confinement on some dogs. Upon arrival, I observed a blkiwht Pit bull mix known as
[ T WAVE o ropet’ gt o[ VIS 0RESS o e Spade from the previous cases at this address. She was in the front yard, and
L e commpe 50| TERCRRESES o on s appeared healthy. On the east side of the house, | observed a small brown dog
Ei l . o3 . . . . . .
VAMEDF AWFIL REPRESENTATE DMEERTIS RESTTON | OWGRRLR TR AEACY A # mweEES | | house type structure with a whtltan Chihuahua/Terrier mix Inside which had no
e - D R = AL | S A t. Approximately 3ft away, | observed a "C" shaped pen with a blkiwht d
e 3 eswor O e Qs O mex access out. Approximately 3ft away, | observed a "C" shaped pen with a bikiwht dog
LT s00%ESS AnD PO KUMBER SANE AT | L] VLT BESEVETY, TEREW | AORROAE | SREQBRWN | o Inside of it crying and barking. This appeared to be one of the dogs that the
e T perrom— R | o 0 complainant called about. In the back yard | observed the pen :_:md the other dog that
REATORSARTO VTN the complainant called about, that dog was a tan/wht Pit bull mix. | entered the yard,
— o PORIGER | NGRS 0 B mg to check on the dogs and took photos. Inside the pen where the Chihuahua/Terrier
e A n T — :;‘ "”:'Dmm n was, | found excessive waste and thg exercise space was to small. The gjog had food
B T s | s Tmemmaees— | and clean water, but also dirty water in one of the containers. The pen with the
T e— WX R ves[] o[ ] e blk/wht dog, I observed no shelter, excessive waste, and dirty water. The pen in the
4-3(2)(C), 4-32)EN1) D782 back had dirty water, excessive waste and shelter. That dog had access to put his
73929 N0 head through the fencing and was very aggressive. | impounded the
REED/DESCRATIN M WAGE oo - voees | comon L Chihuahua/Terrier and the blk/wht Pit bull pup for their welfare violations. | left notice
T on front gate. Officer C. Young #1908, met with the dog owner , At Pima Animal Care
] WHTITAN [P |ADULT [L16-26006 [N Center regarding the citations | requested. Ms. stated the blkiwht pup belonged to her
ex husband and did not redeem that dog. She was issued citations for inadequate
Summary shelter and neglect exercise space. She redeemed her dog and was advised of the

things she needed to fix for the other dogs at the residence.

Two dogs were impounded. The owner redeemed one dog and
relinquished the other. The owner was cited for neglect, no shelter, and
neglect, no exercise space. This complaint is closed.

Committee Member Comments/ Request for Information Member

T. Barrick

Did anyone explain the excessive noise complaint as well to this owner? N. Emptage

P. Hubbard

P. Jacobs

S. Kaluzniacki

D. Marshall

Would like to see follow up H. Mendelsohn

J. Neumann

E. O'Donnell

J. Schwerin

Was the dog in the back the tan and white pit bull? What happened to this dog? Is this the aggressive dog? This case is very confusing...there seemsto be 4 | G. Smith
dogs on this property. The chihuahua mix, the black and white pup who was crying, the aggressive dog in the back and Spade in the front.

City of Tucson Rep.

WC4 page 1




Animal Welfare Case — Advisory Committee Comment Sheet — WC5 Activity Number: Al6-191832 ACO & Badge: Valdez #2011

Report Snapshot Officer's Case Report
T L —j:m.m:m ~ amad e ropored | On 04/16/16 at approximately 1600 hrs while enroute to a separate call, | Officer Valdez
st ol il ol - O - R #2011) and Officer B #1918 k of 4 dogs lying under the shad
s O w0 m ol W RO ( )an icer Baugus ( ) came across a pack of 4 dogs lying under the shade
100w gt | TEWTRTATINE ' A PN ke of a nearby tree on the side of the road. The pack approached the truck and 2 were able
| LTRSS 0 " i to be impounded immediately, while the other 2 (lab mix & heeler mix) retreated to a
o el Mk " bl nearby yard via an open gate. We proceeded into the yard of the residence and found no
TAME OF LAWFLIL REPRESENTATIVE ARG RESTITUTION WGBS [THER AGENCY LA & LT P RERUEST . .
5 AR soser  |mon wiwe | Dwm Quman Ho Om one at home. Upon further inspection of the yard there were 2 more dogs (small, black,
AL e —— Chihuahua & med., red, heeler mix) free roaming and 4 puppies confined in a kennel.
o R e —— There was not any source of water or food available for any the dogs. There was
RSP TTVE - S evidence water had once been available, but the containers were empty. The puppies in
P “ the kennel were living amongst multiple bags of trash and decaying livestock remains. All
R EFREETUAE O TR N oD | Dmoes but the Chihuahua and a black, heeler mix were able to be impounded that day. We left
b i I o o O il fooq and water f(_)r the 2 rem:_:lining dogs at large and a notice on the door for_the_ owner.
HHIREEITRE | 6.04.050.6.04.070.6.08.110(B)1),6.04.10(B2)8.04.110(BX3), ooy Bk While working this case a neighbor from the east brought another puppy stating it came
75664, 76686, 75656, 75657, 75662, 75663, 76684, 76665 wong from that residence into her yard. On 04126/16 at acoroximately 16:33 hrs. | Officer
e scevEn - wr @ e | wess | coonw e Valdez (#2011) and Officer Baugus (#1918) arrived at the residence and met with the dog
Chibushua Mix | L] | gean BLK M lzve |L1a22511 | Nommal owner who stated only 2 of the dogs at her residence are hers (A474279, A557825) and
Pit Mibx L rcnoen BLERINDLE | |sm  |wa PV the rest are a result Qf her son's girlfriend (who also resides at.the address) .coIIecting
Healer Mix =L oknown BLUMERLE |r |u on pr— stray dogs and keeping them there..She further stz_ﬂed gtrgys find their way into her yard
Hoalor Mix _nﬂ; F— BRO r o . p— 7 and she hag ca!led PACC multiple times to deal with this issue, but there is not any
Lab wix o BLK r 1o o o 1 documentation in the computer system of any calls from this address. It was explained to
Hester Wix [ rm— REOMERLE |r lzve  wm wormar 1 Ms. the law states when a resident takes responsibility for an animal (ie providing food,
PitMix [miry. WHT e lom  lwa Normal | sanctuary, etc) they are accountaple for that animal's wellbeing and actions. She
Summary understood and accepted the citations for the animals harbored at her residence. Ms.

was issued citations for leash law, no lie, no food, no water, no shelter, and unsanitary

Nine dogs impounded. The owner was cited for leash law violations, neglect, | shelter for the 5 puppies. Ms. -signed/received her copies of the citations and was
no water, neglect, no shelter, neglect, no food, neglect, unsanitary shelter and | zdvised of her court date/time and location.
no license. No animals were redeemed. This complaint in closed.

Committee Member Comments/ Request for Information Member

T. Barrick

Collector? N. Emptage

Were the puppies also impounded? P. Hubbard

P. Jacobs

S. Kaluzniacki

D. Marshall

Should be on do not adopt list. H. Mendelsohn

J. Neumann

E. O'Donnell

J. Schwerin

| think the girlfriend should also be cited, if she is of age, for the dogs and puppies she has "rescued". G. Smith

City of Tucson Rep.
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Animal Welfare Case — Advisory Committee Comment Sheet — WC6

Activity Number: A16-191340 ACO & Badge: Elliott #2087

Officer's Case Report

Report Snapshot
I — I n —ee e —
DS THES INCIDENT RECUFRE YICTIM REIUEST LIECATION DF INCIERT : : [LATE ANE TRME DF INCIDENT Date and ime reporied
FOR WARER OF RIGTS? 2115 E 35th St 4/30/16_1448hrs 1445hrs
ves O w 4 00 WATR  SEUG VNN AGNOON  TEDDT  BEATBN  WAWE  BU/0  OTER
0 O ] [] 0 Dm ] O o
| CEDQZE thig TICTINVCOMPLAINTART RAME DATE OF EIRTH FESIDENCE BUSHES
R | BACC Officer S. Elfiott 7245900
[T ' WAIVE “spon roueet ighta i this case. | IGIINS ADGPESS v T i
RELLEST/WAVER sxcapton pr ARS8 | VILTOTS BUSHESS AODRERS [ TE | IP
= LHE 4000 N. Silverbell Rd Tucson Az 85745
WAME OF LAYFLL RERESENTATIVE TAGERDLS FESTITITON TAEERILS TTHER GEHEY e 8 FOLIDWP REDUEST
{F MPLEAELE) ASSESINENT REUESTE EASE NIMEER I SHERFFOEFT (] TUCSIN POITE Ou Cm
REMESTED O e (07 ] omek
ves[Ino[7] | vesCno[d]
{1 ADORESS AND PHONE NUNBER SANE A8 | (] WOLATION BITE SEVERETY:
YICTIH
IR T —
RELANONSHP TO VCTIM
YETCLMIC
PHONE RUMBER
LEWFUL REPRESENTATIVE ADORESS CLINICS ADORESS (QUARARTIE (DAYS)
wO 060 wn | DR
TR SIS TG 260 TREVIDUS VOGRS | PREVEMS CASEUNGER | THER AGOTONAL REFORTS
B[] W S. Elliott # 2087 ves[] nole]
VICTIN 02 LIWFOL REFRESENTATE SINATIRE VIoLATED RENENED Y
| 4-3(2HE)(2), 4-3(2{C) e 18re S5 16
TITATONS/WMBERS [T
75678 B0 WE
BREEL/TESTRIFHIIN ANAS NAME LR wolomE oIS # CONMaN L
Pitbull :::{ Rusty Chocolate Adult Normal
Pitbul malg] | White/Gray  |M | aduht Normal
[ 1
Summary

No animals were impounded. The animal owner was cited for neglect

tie out and neglect, no shelter.

On April 30th 2016 at IPima Animal care Officer (PACC) S. Elliott #2087 and
PACC Investigator Delgadillo #2047 arrived at in reference to a report of dogs
being tied out. We attempted to make contact with the current resident with
no response. In the back yard we observed a male gray and white Pit bull,
later identified as JD, In a confined kennel dragging a short chain. We then
observed a male chocolate Pit bull, later identified as Rusty, on a tie out in the
middle of the yard. PACC Investigator Delgadillo photographed the dogs. Both
dogs had access to water however there was no shelter for either animal. We
met with the and he stated that the dogs at belonged to his brother In law,
He then contacted and asked him to meet us at the residence. arrived
approximately five minutes later. We explained to him that tie outs were illegal
in Pima County was cited into Tucson City Court for Neglect-Tie out on Rusty
and Neglect- No Shelter for both dogs. He was explained his court date, time
and location. Stated he understood, signed his citations, and accepted his
copy. He then removed Rusty from the tie out and moved him inside the
home. We gave him suggestions to secure the yard and to create shelter. We
also provided him with a copy of the Pima County Animal Laws brochure. We
then left the scene.

Committee Member Comments/ Request for Information

Member

T. Barrick

The report does not indicate the status of licenses nor vaccinations—were these checked? Report indicate citations for neglect tie out and neglect no shelter

issued but nothing about vaccinations or licenses noted on report.

N. Emptage

P. Hubbard

P. Jacobs

S. Kaluzniacki

D. Marshall

Follow up if possible

H. Mendelsohn

J. Neumann

E. O'Donnell

J. Schwerin

Is there a plan to check the residence for compliance?

G. Smith

City of Tucson Rep.
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Animal Welfare Case — Advisory Committee Comment Sheet — WC7

Activity Number: A 16-190680 ACO & Badge: Tenkate #1911

Report Snapshot

Officer's Case Report

wavmorricms? Yes (] no [0

[OES THIE NCIDENT REGUIRE VICTIM REALEST FOR

4000 N Silverbell Rd

T R S—
LOCATRON OF INCROENT

DATE £HT TAE REPDRTED DATE ARD TINE DCCURRED
1050hrs | 312816 / 1108hrs |

312916 I
FOCD WATER SHEIﬁI'EH MR&?‘LL VENTILATION ABANDONED TIEQUT BEATEN WASTE OTHER (EXPLAIN)
0

([T CHOOSE “upon request rights n this. | VICTIM/COMPLABTANT NANE | DOB | RESIDENCE PHONE NO. | BUSINESS PHONE NO.
case D. Tenkate #1911 520 724-5811
| T | WAIVE "upon request rights ntnis | VICIN'S ADDRESS ZP cmy STATE
Case
| RODUEST/WANER excepionper ARS.§ G- | VWS BUSHESS IDORESS 7 ST |
4405 (B0 and § 8286 () 4000 N Silverbell Rd 85745 Tucson | AZ
WAME OF LWFBL REPRESENTATIVE TANGERDUS RESTITUTION DANGEFDIS ITHER AGENCY CASE # FOLLOW UP REQUEST
[1F APPLICABLEY ASSESIMENT REMESTED CASE KUMEER Oso OT0 Oso Owo
REQUESTED O 10 ] OTHER: [] oHEeR:
ves [Ino ] | ves[Owo
[T ADIRESS AND PHONE KUMEER SAME AS T viowamon BITE SEVERTTY: IREATED BY | PHONE NUNBER: DATE DUARANTINED m:r.B
(T3] VET
[T How-vousnan PART OF E0AY BATTER:
RELATGRSIE TOVICTM DS Howe [
VET CLINIC PHOKE RUMGER TWHER_FNOWS OF BITE el
W
PHONE HUMBER ¥esOnoQ ura [
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Summary

An animal was brought to Pima Animal Care Center for euthanasia.
The animal owner was cited for neglect, no vet care. The animal was
euthanized at PACC.

On 3/29/16 at 1050 hours The dog owner came to the Pima Animal Care Center to
have her German Shorthair Pointer named euthanized. She said it had been healthy
and within the past 3 days she did not eat or drink and could no longer stand up.The
County veterinarian Sarah Rios examined the dog and noted the following
observations:

Brought in as an OPTS. Dog was brought in lateral with increased effort in
respiration.

Oral exam: Generalized tarter and calculus. Integ: many masses on the body
including a large (-10cm) firm mass between the shoulder blades. A soft SQ (-3 cm)
mass located on the rostral right mandible. Chronic dermatitis in the right and left
inguinal areas. Both ears erythematous and thickened. Appears to be due to chronic
ear infections. Repro: Enlarged vulva MIS: Unable to stand.

A

Geriatric, unable to walk, chronic dermatitis, Several masses, Dental disease

P:

Due to poor prognosis patient was euthanized. The dogs' body was placed on hold
due to the dog being microchipped .(pending ownership per Home again microchip
company)

On 3/29/16 at 1109 hours | Supervisor Tenkate #1911 arrived in the treatment

room at the Pima Animal Care Center and observed a female German

Shorthair Pointer that was lateral on some blankets. The dog had hair loss,
numerous masses (tumors) on her body, her ears were infected (odorous),

and nails were overgrown with open sores on her paws. | took photographs of

the dogs' condition. | then spoke with the Pima County Veterinarian Sarah Rios who
had me contacted to document the condition of the German Shorthair Pointer

that had been brought in by the owner for euthanasia. The dog owner

had stated that the dog named had not been to a vet for about 4 years.

Dr. Rios said that in her opinion that the dog did not receive medical care that

was needed to treat her conditions. | then met with the dog owner and | asked when
was the last time that her dog had been treated by a veterinarian. She said in 2015
was taken to ABC Clinic on 22nd St and Craycroft Rd. She said that the vet said that
the tumors were benign and not operable. She said she received medication for skin
condition and her ears. She did not know the name of the medications or the date the
dog was examined. When | told Ms that | would call and confirm that received
treatment at ABC clinic in 2015 and she said she was not sure when the dog was last
seen by a veterinarian. She provided me with an AZ identification card and she
signed and received a copy of citation #74850 for neglect vet care. She is aware of
her court date,
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time and location. | contacted ABC clinic (1114 S Craycroft Rd-745-4564) and
confirmed brought Sara in for treatment on 12/11/14 for her skin condtion and ear
infection. Per the owner she had treated the dogs' skin condition with motor oil
without improvment. The veterinarian assessed Sara and recommended bloodwork,
skin scrape- mange and prescription shampoo which the owner declined. Ms. agreed
to antibiotic, medicated ear drops and predisone which would have treated the dog
for 20 days. The owner was advised to call for a follow up appointment if Saras'
conditions did not improve. Ms. did not bring her dog back for any treatment at the
ABC clinic. | was able to research the PACC database and found a previous activity
Al4- 161686 where a Silver German Shorthaired Pointer named had been
impounded on 12/9/14. The dog had hair loss and a large bulge on her left shoulder.
The dog also had a microchip The officer located and met with the adult son of the
dog owner ,, who resides at Mann Ave . a signed a premise inspection which
required vet care and secure confinement by 12/12/14 and the dog, was returned to
him. Per the dog was 14 years old, deaf and almost blind. did not seek veterinary
treatment for her dog even though her health conditions continued to deteriorate.
Note: in over a yearw e were able to contact the Home Again Microchip company and
found the following: Home again and they said that the chip was never registered and
was sold to Hunt Kennels, Per Stacey at Hunt Kennel Systems. She stated the chip
was sold to Valley Pet Center on 01/2003 with the collar number and Invoice
Number.

Committee Member Comments/ Request for Information Member

T. Barrick

Please note: individuals cannot plead ignorance of law....past relationship with PACC

N. Emptage

P. Hubbard

P. Jacobs

S. Kaluzniacki

D. Marshall

Can we get a not allowed to adopt on the owner?

H. Mendelsohn

J. Neumann

E. O'Donnell

J. Schwerin

A horrible case of neglect. Motor oil ? For dermatitis???? | feel like this dog suffered with little or no treatment the person should not be allowed to adopt from | G. Smith

PACC in the future..

City of Tucson Rep.
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Ammal YWelfare Case Ad'.rlsurf Committes Comment Sheet — WC1 Activity Number, AIB-T92323 ACO & Badge ‘u"argas #EDE{J

fR’EPDI’t Snapshot T A izfﬂﬁmer s CESE REFI'Dﬂ SE2
ON APRIL 26, 3076 OFFICER ANDREW VARGAS BADGE #5060

ARRIVED AT THE THE COMPLAINANTS PROPERTY WHERE THE
COMPLAINANT ADVISED ME OF A DOG THAT HAD
T JUMPED HIS FENCE AND WAS HANGING NOVY ON HIS SIDE OF HIS
P hldial X'/ FENCE BY THE MEANS OF A TIE OUT. UPON REVIEWING WHERE
ko : THE DOG WAS TIED OUT, | OBSERVED THE DOG HANGING BY A
- TIE QUT AND BARELY ABLE TO TOUCH THE GROUND WITH IT'S
Finsan REAR PAWS. IT WAS AT THIS TIME THAT | OBSERVED THAT THE
| DOG WAS TIED OUT BY THE MEANS OF A WIRE LEASH. | THEN
Y R ' | | USED A SET OF BOLT CUTTERS TO REMOVE THE DOG FROM THE
o P T8 TIE QUT. | THEN IMPOUNDED THE DOG AND ATTEMPTED TO MAKE
] - - , CONTACT AT THE DOG OWNERS ADDRESS OF NELSON DR. | DID
e i | B3 | | NOT RECEIVE AN ANSWER AT THE DOOR AND WAS UNABLE TO
TR TR e MAKE CONTACT WITH THE DOG OWNER. A NOTICE WAS LEFT ON
T T — %@-u%gﬁ%mm THE FRONT DOOR STATING THAT THE DOG WAS IMPOUNDED
N e wlwig | L 1 | ALONG WITH THE DOGS ANIMAL ID. NO FURTHER ACTION WAS
ICH ELILER IR S0 | MICHURUE g R
| 3 g _ o A TAKEN.
TS 2
R b OURS OFFICER ELLIOTT (2087) MET
_ ' P T e | | ON APRIL 26, 2016 AT 1817 H
i SR IS bl Ml Mol Mt B WITH DOG OWNER AFTER HE CAME IN TO REDEEM
ATeuLwx | T BRAWHTE |w [ams |Liazriass | NoRMAL OFFICER ELLIOTT ISSUED NEGLEGT-TIEOUT CITATIONS TO MR.

INDER CITY JURISDICTION. HE SIGNED AND RECEIVED HIS
COPIES OF THE CITATIOMS.

AlB-182323 One dog was impounded. The-ownet redeemed the dog -
and was cited for neglect, tie out. The dog was returned to the
owner. This complaint i

T. Barrick
N. Emplage
P, Hubbard
P. JacoDs
. Kaluzniacki

B, Marshall
H. Mendelsohn
J. Neumann
E. O'Donrell
% - J. Schwerin
apy s s Ada Froan @oaiise  Krnfrg fad | G. Smith
1 ~ a Gt hs To Frgres fu m(j/w City of Tucson Rep.




Animak WeIEare Case Adwsmr ‘C‘aommlttee Comment Sheel-WCE

P.cfivif:,r Number: A16-191020 ACO & Badge: Eckelbarger #1942

- ‘Report Shapshot
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One dog was impounded. The owner redeemed the dog and was

cited for neglect tie out. The dog was returned to the owner. This
laint is closed

On 4-4 16 at 1D45 hours | Investlgator Eckelharger {1942}
responded to where | observed a black and tan G. Shepherd
puppy on a leash tig-out on the front porch. The tie-out was
approximately 10 feet long connected to the front porch. The
dog had access to shade and water. There was a few days of
animal waste in the front yard area next to the front porgh. |

then impounded the dog and posted a notice of impoundment
on the front door.

At 1045 hours | met with dog owner, {DOB J, at the

Pima Animal Care Center after she came in to redeem her dog.
| then cited Ms. for neglect-tisout on under City jurisdiction.

Ms. signed and recesived her copy of the citation.

mments!: Rexjuest for Information

T, Barrick

Was the license and vaccination checked on this animal? There is no indication of status--dog is 5 months.

M. Emptage

P. Hubbard

P. Jacobs

S. Kaluzniacki

0. Marshall

H, Mendelsohn

J. Meumann

E. &' Donnefl

J. Schwerin

G, Smith

City of Tucson Rep.
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Anim

al Welfare Case -

Advisory Commitiee Commenl Sheet — WC

Aclivity Number: AI6-192304 ACO & Badge: Tovar #2021

Officer's Case-Report’

"I On Apii 25, 2016 2t 1816 hours i,
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Cficar Tavar #2021, asked dispaich to create a Meglect
calt for the address of . | arrved at this addreas af 1445 hours this afternaon in reference fo
another call regarding the brown brindle pit bull in the yard. There was also a fan and while pit
bull in the yard. | observad IBat there was no shelter for the degs and no visible water. | did
see fwe emply aluiminum bowds and a dear plastic bowl that was upside down. | called for a
2MH 1o assist me in tmpounding the two dogs. Officer Robleda #1990 arrived and we
impounded the two pit bul inside of the yard, | photographed the wo sdeminum beowls which

were completely dry and had dugt inside of ther. I did nat see water anywhere in the yard. |
saw that there was glsg a ot of animal waste in the yard. | Isff a Nofice advising the dog
ownet that | had [mpounded their degs. [ gave the dogs water to drink in the fruck. It should
be noted that the dogs are of good weight and appear heallay, On April25, 2018 at 1945
hours the Pima Animal Care Center recefied a call from the owner, who said that she wil
redeem her dogs as soon as possible. On Apiil26, 2016 at 0850 kours Supervisor Tenkate
met with the dog owner whi resides at, when she came to PAGC to redeem her 2 :
impounded degs. She explained that the dogs were Impounded as the officer cbserved them
without waker or shelter and the yard confained excessive waste. Ms. said she left the house
at about 11 :30am and the metal bowd was fled with water and they must kave drank il She
said the dogs are inside most of the time and she did not know they needed access fo sheller,
Ma. expalined that she just had a baby 3 weeks ago and has been under dector restriclions
and was not able to pick up the animak waste. Supervisor Tenkate explained that she woald
need ko get someene to pick up and dispose of the waste svery 24 hours to be in compliance

with the law. Ms. provided Supervisor Tenkate with her Afizona drivers license for
{denlification. She signad and received a copy of citation 274807 A-Dor Weglect Mo Water

7 and Neglect Mo Shelter for ABSBE5E King and A55885% (A440085) Max, She also signed the

Twe dogs were impounded. The cwner redeemed both dogs and was cited
no water and neglect no shelter. The dogs were returned fo the

forn

premise inspection reguiring water, shelter and to removs animz] E. Ms is going fo
redeem and keep both dogs side as she Is maving toon Bri15. The welfare recheck date is

[ has been sel for 50716 at the new address, ——=S—sme—
- — —

T Bamick

M. Emptage

P. Hubbard

P. Jaobs

S. Kaluzniacki

. Marshall

H. Mendslsohn

J. Wetmann

E. O'Donnell
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J. Schwerin

G. Smith
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Animal Welfare Case — Advisary Commitlee Comment Sheet — WC4

Activity Number: A16-189385 ACO & Badge: Walton #1995
o Officer's Casé Report :

On M-é“r:ch 29th2{l151014 hours, |, Officer K.Walton 1925, arrived at regéfdi-&g a |
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1" Two-dogs were impounded. The owner redgemed cne dog and

and neglect, no exercise space. This complaint is closed.

relinguished the other. The owner was cited for neglect, no shelter,

welfare complaint on several dogs at his address. Complaint was in reference
Inadequate shelter on some dogs, a blkiwht puppy crying all day and night, and
confinement an some dogs. Upon ardval, | observed a blkiwht Pit bulf mix known as
Spade from the previous cases at this address. She was in the front ward, and
appeared heslthy, On the east side of the house, [ observed a small brown dog
house type structure with a whiltan Chihuahua/Terier mix inside which had noe
acoess out, Approximately 3ft away, | observed a "C” shaped pen with & Blkiwhi dog
Inside: of it crying and barking. This appeared to be one of the dogs that the
complainant called about. In the back yard | observed the pen and the other dog fhat
the complainant called about, that dog was a tandwht Pit bull mix. | enfered the yard,
to check on the: dogs and ook photos, Inside the pen where the ChihvahuaTerier
was, | found excessive wasts and the exercise space was to small, The deg had food
and clean water, but afso dirty water in one of the containers. The pen with the
blkfwht dog, | chserved no shelter, excessive waste, and dirty water. The pen in the
back had dirty wafer, excessive waste and shelfer. That dog had access to put his
head through the fencing and was very aggressive. | impounded the
ChifuahuafTerrier and the bikiwht Pit bull pup for thelr welfare violations. | left notice
on frant gate. Cfficer C. Young #1908, met with the dog owner , At Pima Animal Care
Center regarding the citations | requasted. Ms. stated the blkhwht pup belonged to her
ex husband and did net redeem that dog. She was issued citations for inadequate
shelter and neglect exercise space. She redeemed her dog and was advised of the
things she needed to fix for the olher dogs af the residence.

T. Barric

N. Emptage

P. Hubbard

P. Janobs

3. Kaluzniacki o

0. Marshall

H. Mendelschy

J. Meumann

E. 0'Donrell

J. Schwerin
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mittee Comment Sheet — WC5

Animal Welfare Case — Advisory Com

“Report Sriapshot

Aclivity Number: A18-191832 ACO & Badge: Valdez #2011
- Offlcér’s Case Repord = =
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7 On 04/16/16 at apprdximatel? 1600 hrs while enrouls to a sé';j'arété' cali,- I Crmca ‘ufaldez -

({#2011) and Olficar Baugus (#1918) came across a pack of 4 dogs lying under the shade
of & nearby free on the side of the road. The pack approached the truck and 2 were able
to be impounded immediately, while the other 2 (lab mix & heefer mix) retreated to a
nearby yard via an open gate. We proceeded into the yard of the residence and found no
ong at home. Upon further inspection of the yard there were 2 more dogs (sma, black,
Chihuahua & med., red, heeler mix) free roaming and 4 puppies confined ina kennel,
There was not any source of water or food available for any the dogs. Thera was
evidence water had once been available, but the containers were emply. The puppies in
the kernel were living amongst multiple bags of rash ecaying irestock remains, Al
bt the Chihuahuia and a biack, heeler mix were able to be impounded that day. We Ief
food and water for the 2 remaining dogs at large and a nofice on the door for the owner,
while working this case a neighber from the eas! brought another puppy stafing if came
from that residence into her yard. Cn 04126116 at aporoximately 16:33 hrs, | Qfficer
Valdez (¥2011) and Officer Baugus (#1318} amived at the residence and met with the tog
owner wha stated only 2 of the dogs at her residence are hers {A474278, ASS7825} and
the rest are a resuilt of her son’s gielfriend {who alsc resides at the address) collecting
stray dogs and keeping them there. She further stated strays find their way into her yard
and she has called PACC muliiple imes to deal with this issue, but thers Is not any
documentation in the computer system of any calls from this address, |t was gxplained to
Ms. the faw states when a resident takes responsibdlity for an animal {ie providing food,
sanciuary, etc} they are accountable for that animal’s wellbeing and actions. She

understood and accepted the citations for the animals harbored at her residence, Ms.
was issued citations for Jgash law, no i food, no water, no shelter, and unsanitary

| shelter for the § puppies. Ms. -signed/received her copies of the cliafions and was

advised of her court dateftime and location,
——
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M. Emptage

P. Hubbard

P. Jacobs

£, Ksluznizcki

D. Marshall

H. Mendedschn

J. Meumann

E. O'Donne]

J. Schwerin

(G. Smith
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Animal Welfare Case — Advisory Commiize Comment Shest —WCE

Activity Number: A16-191340 ACO & Badge: Elliot #2087
7" Officer's Case Report '

I e SRR |1

bl PACC Investigator Delgaillo #2047 arrived at in reference to a report of dogs
T R ot W e being tied out. We attempted to make contact with the current resident with
{ [ — no response, In the back yard we observed a male gray and white Pit bull,
TS e |ater identified as JB, In a confined kermel dragging a short chain, We thern
ML observed a male chocolate Pit bull, later identified as Rusty, on a tie out in the
middie of the yard. PACC Investigator Delgadille photographed the dogs. Both
%@”“‘““ dogs had access to water however there was no shelter for either animal. We
_ met with the and he stated that the dogs at  belonged fo his brother In law,
—— He then confected and asked him fo mest us af the residence. arrived
S S S S Lt approximately five minutes later. We explained o him that tie outs wers illegal
o :;i SO 1. et L1 e NN in Pima County was cited info Tucsen City Court for Neglect-Tie out on Rusty
R T e —— R #2087 | el ] kel — BRI and Neglect No Shelter for both dogs. He was explained his court date, time
- RN £ 3K) apere Y8 and location. Stated he understood, signed his citations, and accepted his
recre : - 2EEE copy. He then removed Rusty from the tie out and moved him inside the
RusT i Rl i il el Ml home, We gave him suggestions to secure the vard and to create shalter, We
Pt 1 aeer | Fusty Ghosatrts  |N | adok oyl also provided him with a copy of the Pima County Animal Laws brochure. We
Pt bl NP WhiteBeny - 10 |adut Noma! then left the scene.

"On April 30th 2075 at IPima Animal care Offcer (PACC) S. Eliot £2067 ard

tie out and neglect, no shelter.

No animals were impounded. The animal owner was cited

r neglect

ommittes Momber Commentsl Requestfor Informatior

P. Hubbard

P. Jatohs

S. Kaluznigcki

[, Marshall

H. Mendalsahn

J. Meumann

E. ODennell

J. Schwerin

. Smith

City of Tucson Rep.




Animal Welfare Case - Advisory Committee Comment Sheet — WCT
. oii Report Snapshot © - v

Lo T - Officer's Cage Report:

Activity Mumber: A 16-190680 ACO & Badge: Tenkate #1971
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An animal was brought to-Pima Animal Care Center fi

euthanized at PACC.

thanasia,

Gt

The animal owner was cited for neglect, noc vet care. The animalwas

On 329416 at 1050 hours The dog owner came to the Pima Animal Care Center 1o
have her Gemman Shorthair Pointer named euthanized. She said it had been heatthy
and within the past 3 days she did not eat or drink and could no lenger stand up.The
County veterinarian Sarah Rios examined the dog and noted the following
observations:

Brought in as an OPTS, Dog was brought in lateral with increased effor in
Tespiration, o
Dﬁl’éf;—rw{senemlized tarter and calculus. Integ: many masses on the hody

including a [arge {-10cm) firm mass between The shoulder Blades. A soft Sg{é cm)
mass located on the rostral right mandible. Chronic dermatitis in the right and left
inguinal areas, Both ears erythemaftous and hickened. Appears fo be due to chronic
ear infections. Repro: Enlarged vubva MIS: Unable fo stand. o -
A

Gerlatric, unable fo walk, chronic demmatitis, Several masses, Dental disease

P4 T2y Sl Tasees, LRlia) Clssd

Due to poor prognosis patient was suthanized. The dogs’ body was placed on hold

due to the dog being microchipped .{pending ownership per Home again microchip
compariy}

On 32816 at 1108 hours | Supervisor Tenkate #1911 arived in the treatment

room at the Fima Animal Care Center and observed a ferale German

Shorthalr Pointer thal was laferal on some blankets. Tha dog had hair loss,
numerous masses {tumorsy on her body, her ears were infected {odoraus),

and nails were ' Cres on aws. | took photographs of

the dogs' condifion. 1 ther spoke with the Fima Conty Veterinarian Sarah Rios who
had me contacted to documerdt the condition of the Genman Sherthair Pointer

that had been brought in by the owner for euthanasia. The dog owner

had stated that the dog named had not been fo a vet for about 4 years.

Dr. Rios said that in her opinion that the dog did net receive medical care that

was neeted to treat her condifions. | Shen met with the dog owner and | asked when
was the [ast time that her dog had been treated by a veterinarian. She said in 2015
was taken ko ABC Clinic on 22nd St and Craycroft Rd. She said that the vet said that
the fumors were benign and not operable. She said she received medication for skin
condition and her ears, She did not know the name of the medications or tha date the
dog was examined. When | told Ms that | would call and confirm that received
treatment at ABC clinic In 2015 and she said she was not sure when the dog was fast
seen by a veterinarian. She provided me with an AZ idenfificafion card and she

signed and received a copy of citafion #74850 for neglect vet care. She is aware of
her courf date

e
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time and location, | contacted ABC ofinic (1114 S Crayeroft Rd-745-4584) and

i rought Sara in for treatment on 12111114 for her skin condfion and sar
infection. Per the owner she had treated the dogs' skin condition with metor oil
withaut improvment. The veterinarian assessed Sara and recommended bloodwork,
skin scrape- mange and prescription shampoa which the owner declined. Ms. agread
fo anlibiotic, medicated ear drops and predisone which would have treated the dog
for 20 days. The owner was advised to call for a follow up appointment if Saras'
conditions did nof improve, Ms. did not bring her dog back for any freatment at the
ABC clinic. | was abie to research the PACC database and found a previous activity
Al4- 161686 where a Silver German Shorthaired Pointer named had been
impounded on 12/9114. The dog had hair loss and a large Bulge on her left shoulder,
The dog also had a microchip The officer located and met with the adult son of the
dog owner ,, who resides at Mann Ave . a signed a premise inspection which
required vet care and secure confinement by 121214 and the dog, was retumed to
him. Per the dog was 14 years old, deaf and almost blind, did not seek veterinary
tre:atment for her dog even thaugh her health conditions continued 1o deteriorate.
Note: in over a yearw e were able to contact the Home Again Microchip company and
found the following: Home again and they said that the chip was never registerad and
was sold e Hent Kennals, Per Stacey at Hunt Kennel Systems, She stated the chip
was sold fo Vafley Pet Center on 01/2003 with the collar number and Invoige
Mumber.

ments! Réguest for Informeatic :
e T. Barrick
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A PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT

PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
4000 N. SILVERBELL RD @ TUCSON, AZ 85745

PIMA COUNTY (520) 724-5900  FAX (520) 724-5960
HEALTH DEPARTMENT www,pima.govanimal/care
MEMORANDUM
TO: Marcy Flanagan, Deputy Director
FROM: Debra Tenkate, Animal Care Field Supervisor @1/
DATE: May 3, 2016

SUBJECT: Dangerous Dog Case for April 2016

Tucson:

1. A15-168322 A dog named Kuma was impounded and declared dangerous by Investigator Delgadillo.
The dog was relinquished by the owner and euthanized at PACC.

2. A16-190297  Two dogs named Meat Bone and Leo were impounded and declared dangerous by Investigator
Delgadillo. Both dogs were relinquished by the owner and euthanized at PACC,

3. A16-191584 A dog named Kilo was impounded and declared dangerous by Investigator Delgadillo.
The dog was relinquished by the owner and euthanized at PACC.



PIMA COUNTY ANIMAL CARE CENTER
MONTHLY INVESTIGATIONS REPORT
DANGEROUS DOG CASES FOR APRIL 2016

City of Tucson
CASE NUMBER | OWNER'S LAST NAME zmu__w\_mb,mrm " >z__<__,_»_~.,mﬂmmxomnmmo ANIMALS DECLARED|  ANIMALS. zmu_ﬂm,ﬂwo ] >ﬂ¢nw,__,mwk._w Imoﬂzo UPHELD| o
ASSESSED | DANGEROUS | NOT DANGEROUS | IMPOUNDED |RELINQUISHED
A15-168322 1 1 0 1 1 1|N
A16-190297 2 2 0 2 2 2|N
A16-191584 1 1 0 1 1 1IN
County/Oro Valley
CASENUMBER | OWNER'S LAST NAVE| | ANMALS. | ANIMALS DECLARED | ANIMALS DECLARED|  ANIMALS | ' ANIMALS | NUMBER OF |HEARING| 1oy | NOT
ASSESSED | DANGEROUS | NOT DANGEROUS | IMPOUNDED |RELINQUISHED




INVESTIGATION REPORT | SUsfect ACO NAME / BADGE # COMPLAINT NUMBER
) w . i J RADEMAKER A15-168322
Pima Courfy Health Bepartment  sixmsrs Auiess 2019 :
Pima Ani B} *@ : BITE (] WELFARE L] DANGEROUS L] OTHER L]
4000,NSTIVE ' fiTd £ STATE RESIDENCE FHWE NOMBER
Tucsond @ TUCSON | AZ - O0E IF OTHER ;
Phone: (205843 SUSPLLI'S BUSINESS ADDRESS o col] omer[]
Fax: (520) 243; i oY STATE BUSINESS PHONE NOMSER NBIVERS 1 INFNSE
www pimaanimalzare.org
EERECTREERES UAE TLR ORIGIN nAR SSN
: '
OIS THS WGIDENT RELUIRE VICTIM RERUEST FOR | LOCATION OF INCIDENT DATE ANT TIME REPORTED DATE AND TINE ECRRED
WANER OFRIBHTS? YES [] NO i 03121115 { 0630

" FODD WATER SHELTER INJURED/LL VENTILATION ABANDONED TIEOUT BEATEN WASTE OTHER (EXPLAIN)

L]  CHOOSE "upon request’ rights in this | VIPTIM/PrLIEIAMTAMT WAuC DOB I:llamnmm: DHOIEIE NO. | BUSINESS PHONE NO.
case
: s this | VICTINS ANMRFS 7P oY STATE
Esel WAIVE "upon request’ rights in this SUeson | a2
[T RERLIEST/WAVER axception per ARS. 813 | VICTN'S BUSINESS ADDRESS zP oY STATE
44015 (B0 and § B-285(8)
NANE (IF LAWFOL REPRESENTATIVE TANGERDLS RESTRUTION GANGERGUS (ITHER ABENCY CASE # FOLLOW UP REQUEST
(iF APPLICABLE) ﬁﬁ?ﬁm REQUESTED CASE NUMBER Ciso [3TPD so [Jo
i ' TFD [J OTHER: .
ves [ Ino[X] | ves A no[] Ot o [JorHer:
| (] ADDRESS AND PHENE NUMEBER SAME AS < vioumon BITE SEVERTY: 3 TREATEDEY | PHONE NUNBER DATE RUARANTINED paccl]
e 871/ verl]
- . N
RELATIONSHIP T0 VLTI e PARTOF BODY BTTER: ARM REASE AT/ | HOME
VET CLINIC PHONE RUMBER TWNER ENDWS OF BITE o]
PHONE NUMBER PRAA PET CLINIC YESCINO ] vtal]
£ ADDRES CLINIC'S ADDRESS
LAWFIIL REFRESENTATIV Al].llR S %J&RA%I'SE% 0 w0 E1FRA HEADE
JOPARTY CITATIONS | CITING ACO PREVIONS VIDLATIONS PREVIDUS CASENUMAER | THER ADDITIONAL REFORTS
vesB no [ RADEMAKER 2019 ves [] no[]
VICTIM OR LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE | LODE/ORD VIOLATED RVIEWHIBY ~7-,2 F-/5~
SIGNATURE 47(2)B) L7K 191/
TITATIONS/NOWBERS BOHD
T4T52A-D YES1 no 3
wcﬁfﬁmﬁgmh ANIMAL'S NAME COLOR S | AGE cgth LICENSE# | VACERTEICATE# | COND | AMMALR#
PIT X vicTv L LEO BIW M| R CURRENT | CURRENT | N | Adstset
owNerD] "
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A15-168322

ACO name & Badge: J RADEMAKER 2019

March 21, 2015 at 1:59PM Pima Animal Care Center (PACC) dispatch received
a fax from a hospital stating that
was bitten on the arm by her neighbor’s dog.

On March 21, 2015 at 6:13PM |, Officer Rademaker 2019, went to.

' . (rear unit) and met with bite victim has an
accent and English isn't her first language but we were able to communicate
without problem. She told me she has 2 dogs. Mopo a Bichon X and Coco a
lab X. She told me that she had her 2 dogs in the carport area behind her
residence when she heard Mopo scream and saw it under the common fence
with the neighbor at . She said it was being dragged by the 3
dogs at the neighbors and that she instinctively got on her knees and grabbed
her dog pulling it back into her yard. She was bitten on her left forearm in the
process and received a large scratch on her right arm. She did not know
which dog bit her. | asked her several times if she had seen how the incident
started and she replied that she had not and that the first thing she had seen
was her dog already partially under the fence. There were no other withesses.
| told her that citations would not be appropriate as it was unknown who went
under the fence first. ! explained that all 3 dogs would be quarantined as the
actual biter wasn’t known.

| then inquired about rabies vaccinations and licenses for her dogs. Her
husband came home at that time. He went to the neighbors
to ask if they wouild pay his vet hills, which <, 3aid were already
over $2000.00 at Pima Pet. He returned and I restated everything that had been
discussed. PACC records show neither licenses nor vaccinations for the
' - dogs. They were not able to provide any vet documentation. | told
them | would have to issue citations for those violations and said
he would take them.

| was writing the citations in my vehicle when the . approached me.

said that there had been a communication problem between
myself and his wife due to her not understanding my questions regarding her
seeing the start of the incident and that she had, in fact, seen the neighbors
dog's head under the fence into their yard grabbing Mopo.
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I said that | had carefully questioned her on that and that | took her original
replies as fact and would not issue citations. | said that they were welcome to
discuss this with an Enforcement Supervisor and explained how to do that.
They said they would do so Monday.

| issued 1 citations for no license and no rabies vaccinations for
both dogs, explained court and compliance and he said he understood.

On March 23, 2015 at 08:50AM - came into PACC to
speak with a supervisor. There were no superwsors here this morning so
Officer K Saline 1918 took their statements. The wanted to clarify
that did in fact witness the event and she was unable to
clearly understand some of the English terms being used by Officer
Rademaker and was unable to explain in English the events as they happened.
saw one of the neighbors dogs with his head through the fence pulling
her dog Mopo into the neighbor’s yard. There are three dogs in the neighbor’s
yard that all look similar. The dog is described as a large breed black dog,
short hair, long tail. One of the dogs may have white on the chest. Once Mopo
was pulled into the neighbor's yard, all three dogs attacked Mopo.
reached under the fence and with both arms retrieved her dog Mopo and
had to jump into the neighbor’s yard to pull the dogs off his
dog. The attacking dogs owner came out at that time and helped pull his dogs
off Mopo and carried them into the home. The female dog owner was unable
to help because she said she was scared of the dogs and they do not listen to
her.

The i would like citations issued to the dog owner for leash law, dog
on dog attack, for the human bite and they would like restitution for the vet bill
and hospital bill and would like a Dangerous Dog evaluation done on the
attacking dogs as they have been an issue for the last three years.

On March 27, 2019 at 9:42 AM Officer Henderson 1904 contacted N
at his home . He was aware of the incident but not aware of
the neighbor being bit. | informed claim of being bit
on her left arm. The 3 dogs in question per Officer Rademaker's interview are
Kuma, Meat Bone and Leo. All three dogs are currently licensed. On
inspection of the perimeter of the property, the confinement appears to be
secure. Officer Henderson approved a home quarantine and issued to Mr Irwin
premise quarantine agreements on all 3 dogs, which expires 03/30/15.

On March 27, 2015 came into PACC to relate the circumstances
of the incident. He met with Enforcement Operations Manager (EOM) J.
Chavez 1914 and stated that on 3-21-15 approximately 0645 hours his wife was
outside their house with their dog named "Mopo" off leash. Mopo approached
the neighbor’s fence line and started fence fighting with the neighbor's 3 dogs
(all similar in color). One of the dogs stuck his head out from underneath the
bottom of the fence and started to attack Mopo. The attacking dog grabbed
Mopo and began to pull Mopo underneath the fence, his wife ran over and
grabbed Mopo attempting to pull Mopo away from the dog's clutch and got bit
on her left arm inflecting lacerations.
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The attacking dog eventually pulled Mopo completely into the neighbor's yard
and all three dogs in the yard attacked Mopo. heard his wife
yelling he ran outside and jumped over the neighbor’s fence and attempted to
separate the dogs from attacking Mopo. The neighbor dog owner also went
out to his yard and helped separate the dogs from the attack by
picking each one of them up and putting them inside the house.

and his wife took Mopo to Pima Pet Clinic where Mopo was treated for

multiple lacerations throughout the body, stated Mopo's chest
was ripped open. The vet bill was $2500.00. took jto
UMC hospital for the bite wounds. - said the dogs have history of

sticking their heads from underneath the fence when people and other dogs
walked by, the neighbor dogs would always act aggressively barking and
snapping as people walked by. . is requesting citations for the
dog on dog attack and his wife getting bit to include dangerous dog
evaluation, restitution for the vet bills and possibly his wife's hospital bills
{she is on Access).

Manager Chavez directed that citations be issued to the dogs owner for the
dog on dog attack by all 3 dogs and one dog for biting .

On April 6, 2015 at 10:47AM Officer Meek 2015 responded to -]
to follow up on a bite complaint and to meet with the bite victim. He
arrived at the address and was able to meet with the bite victim a
rg. , again recounted what happened when her bite
occurred. . ... _ again advised him that her dog Mopolino was
running off leash in a common area of her dupiex unconfined by a fence and
not under her control on a leash when he encounter the dogs residing at
1 behind their fence not running at large. | advised Officer
- Meek that she saw Mopolino being drug under the fence by the dogs residing
at the and when she rendered aid to Mopolino she was bitten.
o : again showed Officer Meek the spot in the shared fencing where
the attack and bite occurred. He observed the hole where the attack and bite
occurred to be blocked.

Officer Meek advised | _ ¢ that Mopolino could not run loose and had
to be on a leash when outside of her fencing in a common area where there is
access to the public. He advised ., that he would have to issue
her a leash law citation because Mopolino was running loose unconfined and
in a common area. . | stated she already received a citation and
had to go to court. Officer Meek asker . j in Spanish if she went to
court for a license and rabies vaccination citations to which she replied she
did. | asked if | would speak to her husband. Officer Meek
advised =~ | that he would have no problem speaking with her
husband and provided his name and PACC's telephone number and
concluded his meeting with her.

On April 8, 2015 EOM J Chavez 1914 meet with - -at PACC.

_ stated he is willing to take the leash law violation ..tations instead
of his wife. EOM Chavez told him that would be allowed since he was also
present during the attack.
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He asked if the other dog owner has been cited. EOM Chavez told him we have
not made contact with the owner to issue the citations. : said he
and his wife are home all day Thursdays and Fridays. EOM Chavez told him an
Officer will meet with him tomorrow morning and hopefully also with the dog
other dog owner.

On April 24, 2015 at 4:16PM |, Officer Rademaker 2019, met witt |

| and discussed the citation for Mopo being at large in the common
area driveway/carport on the morning of the bite incident, 03/21/15 at 0630hrs.
I issued i . the citation for leash law violation as instructed in the
memo from EOM Chavez, explained court and he said he understood. We
discussed dangerous dog evaluations and | explained that the dogs would be
declared vicious in Tucson Court if found guilty. He said he would not have a
dangerous dog evaluation done by PACC in lieu of the court declaration.

On April 25, 2015 at 3:05PM | went to 1 and met with owner i
’ 1. | explained that the + had requested that citations be
issued on their behalf for the dog on dog biting incident and for the bite ...

§ had received on 03/21/15. | explained the citations and court and he
said he understood and signed the citations. | gave him law and dangerous
dog brochures.

Officer’s Signature Date: V/ (?/S/—

2007
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a PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
4000 N. SILVERBELL RD. TUCSON, AZ 85745

PIMA COUNTY (520) 724-5900 FAX (520) 724-5960

ANIMAL CARE w.pima.gov/animaicare

CASE NO: ﬂu lchBL—IQ obRESS " g—

OWNER. g . SEX:_= __ BREED:_|
ANIMAL NAME: @M—MT COLOR: M
EVALUATION CRITERIA
REPORTED BITES: CONFINEMENT MEASURES: (Check one factor only)
NON-VIOLATION BITE +3 {Primary Mathod of Confinement at the time of the incident)
VIOLATION-BITE + 6 i ﬁ SECURE FENCE/WALL AND GATES -5
INADEQUATE FENCING OR GATES +5 :&: S
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO HUMANS:
{Check One Factor Only Per Victim) OWNER ACCOUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:
NOQ BREAK IN SKIN +1 REPAIRED DEFICIENT CONFINEMENT -3 bl i
BREAK IN SKIN OR BRUISING +2 ANIMAL IS NEUTERED / SPAYED -1 |
MEDICAL CARE {RELEASED) +3 OWNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESSION 1
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT + 4 :tq OWNER FAILED TO REPAIR CONFINEMENT +5
BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM + 4 CURRENTLY LICENSED LIC # -1 - I
MEDICAL GARE (HOSPITALIZATION) +5 NG CURRENT LIGENSE + 1
NO CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION +1
Animal Complaints or Violations:
LEASH LAW CITATIONS +2 NEIGHBOR COMMENTS (Scored by Majority Opinion):
LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS +1 E E {Two or More Neighbors Interviewed)
ATTEMPTED BITE CITATIONS +2 ANIMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT LARGE -3
ANIMAL ATTACK CITATIONS +3 ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AGGRESSIVE -3 J
QOTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS +1 ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <5X/YR l + 1 E]
ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE >5X/YR +2
SEVER!ITY OF INJURY TO ANIMALS: ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE +2 4+
ATTACK WITH NO INJURY + 1
INJURIES TREATED BY OWNER + 2 DOGS BEHAVIOR: (If Ohserved by Officer)
VET CARE (1 To 2 Visits) +3 ANIMAL BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY +2
EXTENSIVE VET CARE {=2 VISITS) +4 ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE -2 — Q
INJURIES RESULTED [N DEATH +5 ANIMAL SHOWS UNSAFE BEHAVIOR + 1
COnf]nementl Fencing: ) L

General COmmenfs e
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4_' - A.;i/L’_’@ Ay . ANAlet 2617 &
JMMQ/ Z -‘;uj 2l L MJ
] l /.4 A,__A A__.‘_AL

/8 _,_4_‘4 I” > W

OFFICER #
TOTAL SCORE: + I l A SCORE OF TEN POINTS OR HIGHER SHALL BE DEEMED A DANGEROUS ANJMA
We have determined that your dog displays or has a tendency, dispesition, or propensity to injure; hase
DANGEROUS or charge, O attempt to injure ,bite, attack, chase or charge a person or domestic animal in a threating manner OR
barg its teeth or approach a person or damestic animal in & threating manner City Code 4-13 / County Code 6.04.150.
NOT DANGEROUS The owner has ten (10} days in the City, five (5) days (County & other jurisdictions) as to appeal the declaration

of dangerous by filing a request for a dangerous dog hearing, providing the dog has not been declared vicious
by a court. The owner may cbtain this form at PACC IN PERSON.

PACC-DD1
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IHVESTIEM]I!H REPHRT [ SRR T AT RANE 7 BADGE # ACTIVITY/TE RUMEER
X. Delgadillo 2047 A16-190297
SHSPECT'S ADDRESS
Bt WELFAREL  CANGERODS
oIy | sTate | 7@ RESIFISE PHINF NIIMAER
Tucson AZ OTHER (]
SUSPECT'S BISINESS ADDRESS v @] me ]
thna: (520, 724_5900 o STATE | ZIF BUSINESS PRENE NGEER ORIVERS LIEENSE
Fme (520) 724-5960 SE WEBWT | HEIGHT FYES AR RGN | 008 SUAL SECURTTY NUMBER
i
OES THIS THCIDENT REGDIRE VICTMRERNEST | LOCATION GF WLIDEHT ATE AND TINE OF INCIDENT Date and time reported
FIIR WAVER OF RIGHTS? 8 - 03/22/16 08:30 03/22/16 09:15
ves 1 o FO0D WATER  SHELIEH  vemiwaid  AGANODNED  TEOLT  BEATEN  WASIE  WJ/iL  DWHER (DOPLAN)
0 I ] 0 _
1 CHODSE “upan request” rights in this VICTIM/COMPLAINTANT NAME DATE OF BiRTH RFSIMERLCE PHONE BUSINESS PHONE
CHEE L.
| i { WAIVE "upom request” rights in tis case, VICTIM'S ALKESS KIM STATE L
Tucson AZ
D REQUEST/WAIVER gxeaption par ARS.8 VILTIMS HUNINESS ALRIRESS Y STATE 1P
{3-4405 (BN and § 8-286 (B) ,
NAME UF LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE D/NGERDUS RESFITITION DANGERALS TTHER AGENCY CASE# FOLLOW UP REQUEST
{IF APPLICABLE) ASSESSMERT REDUESTED CASE HUMBER ] SHERIEFOERT ] THESON POLICE 0 [Jwo
REIUETED D3 ARE (] OTHER: ] ome:
_ ves[7Iwe ] | ves[zino [
ADDRESS AND PHONE NIZMRER SAME A VIBLATION BIVE SEVERTTY: TREATED BY PHONE RUNBER DATE QUARANTINED | pagp[_]
VICTM 3 Medicat VET |:|
(R T e m——— RELEASE DATE: e L]
RELATIONSHP TO VT RIL Calf il
VETCLAIC PHONE NUNGER BWNER KNOWS OF 8TE
PHONE NLMGER mi]
VEs [ 4 m ]
LAWFLIL REPRESENTATIVE ADORESS CLINIC'S ADDRESS THARANTINE (DAYS)
10010460 100 [77 FRA HEADH
(% PARTY CITATIONS CTING ALT FREVIOUS VITLATIONS PREVIDUS CASENUWBER | OTHER ADDATIONAL REPORTS
YES W[ X. Delgadillo #2047 | ves[v] no[ ] A15-168322
VICTIM O LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE SIGRATURE | LZDE/HRD VIDLATED REVEWED Bl 3 prce
497, 4-7-2(8) YBns s 3&3
CTATIONS/NUNBERS T
75415, 75416 Y s 3
BREED/DESCRIPTION ANIMAL'S NAME COLER SBX AGE LICENSE # CONDTION KHINAL ID$
YITIM .
Lab Mix - Kuma Black/White |F current 218721
YCTIM
Lab Mix DR Meat Bone Black/White |F current 326020
- VICTI
Pit Mix HWER[E:]I Leo Black/White |F current 481961
e[
owner [ ]
YIETIM
DWHER %
YiCTM™
owner [
vicie [
owher [
HITHESS { wCirm | T AnNRFSS RESIDENCE PHONE # BLISINESS PHONE #
[ ess 2 NOlFET | ADDRESS - [ RESHIENLE PHURE BIISINESS PHONE #
VITNESS 3 WCIFC] | 08 RIDRESS ESIDENCE PHONE # RIISINESS PHONE#
VAFHESS & L ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE # BUSINESS PHONE %
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INVESTIGATION REPORT |

PACC Activity: A16-190297

ACO & Badge X, Delgadillo#2047

On March 24, 2016 at approximately 19:00 ], Investigator Delgadillo #2047, arrived to ’
meet with the bite victim.

I met with She explained that on March 22, 2016 at approximately 0830-0900 hours, she
was walking on | and observed a couple of blocks ahead of her three black dogs at large. A
white SUV came up to her and advised her to be careful. . then crossed the road to walk on the
opposite side of the dogs. She looked back and the white SUV was using her vehicle to corral the dogs.
The dogs went back into their yard through open gate. The woman had corraled them in the yard and
used her SUV to block the gate, did not see her attempt to get out and close the gate.

: called to the woman(later identified as ) and asked if she needed assistance. As soon
as she called out to her, the dogs saw her and started charging towards her. . started to climb
the wall and before she could climb over, the dog(s) bit her on both legs, on the caif area. She also
sustained Injuries to to her left wrist and both elbow areas from atternpting to climb the wall. .
stated that she did not know if one dog bit or all three dogs..

| explained third party citations to 'and she stated that she is requesting citations and
restitution. She has not received the bill from the medical visit, amount Is not availabie at this time.

t also is requesting a dangerous dog evaluation on all three dogs. Is requesting contact
with the dog owners and she stated that her phone number and name could be provided to them as well
to the witness identified as

At apprqximately 2010 hours, ! arrived to the dog owners residence of and met with
and his '

1 expiained the purpose of my visit and advised that the bite is a violation bite and that the dogs would
need to be taken for quarantine. | - . brought out the dogs and they were impounded.

| explained that the bite victim is requesting citations and I explained the third party citations.

(father) stated that they had a witness that only one dog bit and they provided contact information for
Pam. | explained that the bite victim could not positively identify which dog was the biter and the
quarantine would apply to all three dogs.

Officar's Signature: { | Date: 3 / %O / / !4;

Revised 2002 22516 1%



-
1/ s
\ ;

Activity A16-190297

age 2

INVESTIGATION REPORT
(Continued)

was cited into Tucson City Court for leash law and biting animal for Kuma
218721, Meat Bone 326020 and Leo 481961 . signed his citations; received a copy and was
provided his court date and time.

On March 26. 2016 at approximately 15:28 |, Investigator Delgadilio # 2047, arrived to a1
met with .

explained that she witnessed the incident involving . She explained the events
as stated by . When the dogs charged at} she drove her vehicle to where she

was; honking her horn to get the dogs away from her. She stated that Meatbone and Kuma were in
the area bhut it was Leo who bit

Officer Signature ,E ‘ Date 2/ é()//@

T D

2002 2.25.16 11
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PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
4000 N. SILVERBELL RD. TUCSON, AZ 85745

PIMA COUNTY {520) 724-5900 FAX (520) 724-5960
ANIMAL CARE www.pima.qov/animalcare
s

CASENO: _} P - 0F5R ADDHE‘SS; -
OWNER: <, > SEX: _} BREED: AV,
anaL Name 0 0, 000, B 321, 620 coror: Bl pate: A/-3~/{p
EVALUATION CRITERIA
REPORTED BITES: CONFINEMENT MEASURES: {Check one factor only)
NON-VIOLATION BITE +3 (Primary Methad of Confinement at the time of the incident)
VIOLATION-BITE I e SECURE FENCE/WALL AND GATES -

INADEQUATE FENCING OR GATES +5 £ 5
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO HUMANS:
{Check One Factor Only Per Victim) OWNER ACCOUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:
NO BREAK IN SKIM +1 REPAIRED DEFICIENT CONFINEMENT -3 .-.:5
BREAK IN SKIN OR BRUISING +2 ANIMAL IS NEUTERED / SPAYED -1 ""-']
MEDICAL CARE (RELEASED) +3 OWNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESSION +1
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT + 4 dﬂ COWNER FAILED TO REPAIR CONFENEMENT +5
BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM +4 CURRENTLY LICENSED LIC # -1 —— ‘
MEDICAL CARE (HOSPITALIZATION) +5 NO CURRENT LICENSE + 1

NO CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION + 1
Animal Complaints or Violations:
LEASH LAW CITATIONS +2 NE!GHBOR COMMENTS (Scored by Majority Opinion):
LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS +1 "EI {Two or More Neighbors Interviewed)
ATTEMPTED BITE CITATIONS +2 ANIMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT LARGE -3
ANIMAL ATTACK CITATIONS +3 ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AGGRESSIVE -3
OTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS + 1 ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <5X/YR +1 1_: I

ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE =5X/YR +2
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO ANIMALS: ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE + 2 ii Q
ATTACK WITH NO INJURY 1
INJURIES TREATED BY CWNER +2 DOGS BEHAVIOR: (If Observed by Officer)
VET CARE {1 To 2 Visits} +3 ANIMAL BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY + 2
EXTENSIVE VET CARE (»2 VISITS) +4 ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE -2 - =k
INJURIES RESULTED IN DEATH + & ANIMAL SHOWS UNSAFE BEHAVIOR +1
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ToraL score: [ |
K‘ DANGEROUS

____NOT DANGEROUS

PACC-DDA

A SCORE OF TEN POINTS OR HIGHER SHALL BE DEEMED A DANGEROQUS ANIMAL

We have determined that your dog displays or has a tendency, disposition, or propensity to injure, bite attack, chase
or charge, OR attempt to injure ,bite, attack, chase or charge a person or domestic animal in a threating manner OR
bare its teeth or approach a person or domestic animal in a threating manner City Code 4-13 / County Code 6.04.150.
The owner has ten (10) days in the City, five (5) days (County & other jurisdictions) as to appeal the daclaration
of dangerous by filing a request for a dangerous dog hearing, providing the dog has not been declared vicious
by a court. The owner may obtain this form at PACC IN PERSON.
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& PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PiMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
4000 N. SILVERBELL RD. TUCSON, AZ 85745

PIMA COUNTY (520) 724-5900 FAX (520) 724-5960
ANIMAL CARE www.pima.gov/animalcare .

CASE NQ: -/_4’/(0 - 190332? ADDRESS:; & -
OWN. . sex N BW
ANIMALNAME: Joon A SR\ | coLor: (loei DATE:A,:&.‘?:/ (y

EVALUATION CRITERIA
REPORTED BITES: CONFINEMENT MEASURES: (Check one factor only)
NON-VIOLATION BITE +3 {Primary Method of Confinement at the time of the incident)
VIOLATION-BITE +B E SECURE FENCEAVALL AND GATES -5

INADEQUATE FENCING OR GATES +5 ‘E
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO HUMANS:
{Chack One Factor Only Per Victim) OWNER ACCOLUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:
NO BREAK IN SKIN +1 REPAIRED DEFICIENT CONFINEMENT -3 —-—3
BREAK IN SKIN OR BRUISING +2 ANIMAL IS NEUTERED / SPAYED -1 — |
MEDICAL CARE (RELEASED) +3 OWNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESSION +
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT +4 :-Eg: OWNER FAILED TO REPAIR CONFINEMENT +5
BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM +4 CURRENTLY LICENSED LIC # -1 o~ l
MEDICAL CARE (HOSPITALIZATION) +5 NO CURRENT LICENSE +1

NO CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION +1
Animal Complaints or Violations:
LEASH LAW CITATIONS +2 . NEIGHBOR COMMENTS (Scored by Majority Opinion):
LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS +1 EE (Two or More Neighbors Imerviewed)
ATTEMPTED BITE CITATIONS +2 ANIMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT LARGE -3
ANIMAL ATTACK CITATIONS +3 ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AGGRESSIVE -3
OTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS +1 ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <5X/YR +1 E I

ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE »5X/YR +2
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO ANIMALS: ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE +2 Ez
ATTACK WITH NO INJURY +1
INJURIES TREATED BY OWNER +2 DOGS BEHAVIOR: {If Observed by Officer)
VET CARE (1 To 2 Visits) +3 ANIMAL BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY +2
EXTENSIVE VET CARE (»2 VISITS) va ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE N
INJURIES RESULTED IN DEATH +5 ANIMAL SHOWS UNSAFE BEHAVIOR +1
Confinement / Fencing: P . )i
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TOTAL SCORE: _ﬂj ( A SCORE OF TEN POINTS OR HIGHER SHALL BE DEEMED A DANGEROUS Anm
attack, chase

We have determined that your dog displays or has a tendency, dispasition, or propensity to injurs;
‘& DANGEROUS or charge, ‘OR attempt to injure ,bite, attack, chase or charge a person or domestic animat in a threating manner OR
bare its teeth or approach a person or domestic animal in a threating manner City Code 4-13 / County Code 6.04.150,
NOT DANGEROUS The owner has ten {(10) days in the City, five {5) days (County & other jurisdictions) as to appeal the declaration
of dangerous by filing a request for a dangerous dog hearing, providing the dog has not been declared vicious
by a courl. The owner may obtain this form at PACC IN PERSON.
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: X. Delgadillo 2047 | A16-191584
SUSPECT'S ADARESS .
BE WELFAREL]  DAECROUS
I oY STATE | 7B T RESIDENCE PHINE NMBER .
Tucson AZ R[] Leash Law/Animal Attack
SUSPECT'S BUSINESS ADDRESS 07wl e O
A1} STATE | 2P BUSINESS PHONE NUMBER DRIVERS LICENSE
L
fax:  (520) 724-5960 S [ WG | MR | MBS | VAR TGN | D8 SUCH SECIRTY NOWEER
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FOR WAIVER OF RIGHTS? | 04/13M16 06:55 04/13/16 06:55
ves [ wa FIOD WATER  SHECTER  VENTILATION ARAMOONED  TREONT  BEATEN  WASTE N1/ L OTHER  {EXPLAIN)
O [l O LL/BA
[] 1 CHOBSE "upon request” rights in this VICTIMH/COMPLAINTANT NAMF GATE OF BIRTH RESIDENCE PHONE BUISIRESS PRONE
LASE ——)
T 1 WAIVE "upon raquest” rightsin this case, | VIETIMS ABTIRFSS oy STATE P
Tucson AZ ]
[ RELUEST/WAVER exception per ARS.5 | VICTRHS BUSINESS ADDRESS oy STATE o
{34405 {80 and § 8-785 (§)
NAME OF LAWFLIL REPRESENTATIVE DANGEROUS RESTITUTION {ANGERDUS [THER ARENCY CASE # EOLLOW P REQUEST
(IF APRLICABLE) ASSESSMENT REQUESTED GASE NUMBER [ SHERIFF BEFT 3 TUCSGN POLICE sa [Jro
REUESTED CIHRE 3 OTHER: ] .
ves[ZIno[] | ves[¢no[] | A16-19183
] AUDRESS AND PHONE NUMBER SAMEAS | ] VIOLATHON BITE SEVERTTY: TREATED BY PHONE NUMBER ONTE QDRRANTIRED | pace [
YICTIM v [
N TR S ——— RELEASE DATE: voe [
RELATIENSHIP T VICTM
VETEUNIC PHONE NUMBER TWNER KNGWS OF BITE
]
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LAWFUL REFRESENTATIVE ADURESS CUNIC'S ADDRESS TUARANTINE (DAYS)
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(% PARTY CITATIONS CITING ALD PREVIGUS VIGLATIONS FREVIDUS CASE KUMBER | DTHER AUDITIONAL REPORTS
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73998 YES[1 w10
- BREED/DESERIETION ANIMAL'S NAME COLOR SE AGE LICERSE # CONDTTION ARIMAL ID#
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

PACC Activity: A16-191584

ACO & Badge X. Delgadillo#2047

On April 13, 2016 at approximately 07:24 Officer J. Henderson #1904 responded to in
reference to Leash Law/Animal Attack to Assist Tucson Police Department.

Officer Henderson met with Tucson Police Officers Coons #42391, Thrall #42410, Little #100952 and Hoyte
#40358, TPD Case#1604130108.

The attacking dog (blue and white pit bull) was already contained; victim dog and owner had left the
scene to obtain vet care.

TPD Officers explained that the attacking dog was first observed at large at ; the dog
was chased away but then returned. The victim dog and owner exited their residence at approximately
06:55; the pit bull saw the poodle and charged at the dog. This was witnessed by the Maintenance staff
on site by the name of he also assisted with breaking up the attack on the poodle. TPD advised
Officer Henderson that the victim dog owner is requesting citations.

The dog owner, , arrived and stated that he was looking for his dog; he was directed to
where the dog was contained and identified the attacking as Kilo.

-1 was cited by Officer Henderson into Tucson City Court for Leash Law and Biting Animal. Mr.
t signed his citations; received a copy and was provided his court date and time.

On April 15, 2016 at approximately 11:53 Pima Animal Care Dispatch received a call from Victim dog
owner ..~ . who stated that her dog had to be euthanized due to the severity of the injuries and
is requesting restitution in the amount of $800.00 and also requested a dangerous dog evaluation.

On Aoril 15, 2016 at approximately 18:47 |, Investigator Delaadillo #2047 and Officer Elliott #2087, arrived
to and met with victim dogowner . _ L

-rexplained that on April 13, 2016 at approximately 07:00, she and her dog Lucy, exited the
gate of her residence, she observed a blue and white pit bull running loose; the dog then charged at her.
She lifted Lucy up the leash but she wiggled out of the leash and was attacked. ' .- h was advised
that citations have been issued; the dog is impounded for the dangerous evaluation. .
provided the invoice from Valley Animal Hospital in the amount of $819.10

w il

Revised 2002 22618 11

Dfficer’s Signature:




L D043

PIMA COUNTY
ANINAL CARE PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PIMA AN
comprant ¢ Lo - 191343 4000 N. SILVERBELL RD. TUCSON, AZ 85745
OFFICER # L)Q,LC( eATHE =072 (520) 724-5900, option 3 FAX (520) 724-5960

DATE: www.pima. gov/anlmalcare

DECLARATION OF DANGEROUS / VICIOUS ANIMAL

YOUR ANIMAL. HAS BEEN DECLARED TO BE A DANGEROUS ANIMAL FOR THE FOLLOWING

REASON(S):

An animal can be declared a dangerous animal if it, without provocation, bites or otherwise
causes injury to a person which results in significant medical intervention/treatment.

An animal can be deemed dangerous if it, without provocation, kills or severely injures a

domestic animal.
An animal declared vicious by a magistrate shall be automatically deemed dangerous.
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OWNER.:,, S . ANINAL NAME6C?‘«§C$%D% 5

ADDRESS - ANIMAL ID#: ,

PHONE:. ) - — v sexi__coLor® fhereepa L buld

NOTICE

YOUR ANIMAL HAS BEEN DECLARED TO BE DANGEROUS PURSUANT
TO LOCAL JURISDICTION’S ORDINANCE / CODE .

If the dog has not been declared vicious by a court, you may appeal the declaration of dangerous.
You have (5) days if cited in Pima County, Marana, Sahuarita or South Tucson; OR 10 days, if
cited in Tucson; to appeal the declaration of dangerous by filing a request for a dangerous dog
hearing. You may obtain the request form at PACC IN PERSON.



April 2016 Dangerous Dog Comments

Dr. Smith:

DD1&2. These three dogs are in both cases? What happened with the citations to the owners?
When is the court appearance?

DD 3. Kilo killed a dog in 8/15. Was a complaint filed and citations issued? If so why was Kilo
not declared dangerous at the time and euthanized?

What kind of citations are issued to owners of dangerous dogs? Most of these dogs are
dangerous due to lack of training or due to training to produce a dangerous dog. These owners
are more at fault than the dogs?

Ms. Emptage:

Why wasn't the dog Kilo previously declared dangerous? Can the owner(s) be prohibited
ordered not to have any dogs for xxx period of time due to the fact they did not take precautions
against another dog attack? If Kilo had already been declared dangerous, what penalties are
the owners facing?



ima Animal Care Center
Animals on Hold Report

kennel no

HOLD TYPE ENFORCEMEN Number on Hold 27
A15-184270

5/10/16 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN NORMAL Activity:A1 5 184270 D255

Kennel Comment: 3c3c3c3c3c3c3c I_R_—_—l
DEntal dz

05/10/2016 ENFORCE MHENDRI(5/10/16 21:04

05/10/16 21:04

If owner redeems cite for on behalf of #2066;
neglect no potable water 6.04.110(B)(2)
excessive animal waste 36.183.03 ARS
12210 W Cornell Dr Tucson AZ @ 16:42

:A15-184270 RECE]
Kennel Comment; 3c3c3c3c3c3c3c R

05/10/2016 ENFORCE MHENDRI(5/10/16 21:05
05/10/16 21:05

If owner redeems cite for on behalf of #2066 :
neglect no potable water 6.04.110(B)(2)
excessive animal waste 36.183.03 ARS
12210 W Cornell Dr Tucson AZ @ 16:42

- A560833  CAT DOMESTIC SH/

5/10/16 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN  ILL SEVERE Activity:A15-184270

Kennel Comment; 3¢3c3c3c3c3c3c
URI at intake

Activity:A15-184270

1034
Kennel Comment: 3¢c3c3c3c3c3c3c El

05/10/2016 ENFORCE MHENDRI(5/10/16 21:03
05/10/16 21:03

If owner redeems cite for on behalf of:
neglect no potable water 6.04.110(B)(2)
excessive animal waste 36.183.03 ARS
12210 W Cornell Dr Tucson AZ @ 16:42

K16-217614  A560831  CAT

'BENGAL/

0/16 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN  ILL SEVERE :Actlwty :A15-184270  CcRro2_
Kennel Comment: 3c3c3c3c3c3c3c El
URI at intake
05/10/2016 ENFORCE MHENDRI(5/10/16 21:02

05/10/16

If owner redeems cite for on behalf of #2066 :
neglect no potable water 6.04.110(B)(2)
excessive animal waste 36.183.03 ARS
12210 W Cornell Dr Tucson AZ @ 16:42

5/12/16 9:39

Page 1 of 7



kennel no
5/10/16 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN ILL SEVERE Activity:A15-1 84270 1026
Kennel Comment: 3c3c3c3c3c3c3c E

05/10/2016 ENFORCE MHENDRI(5/10/16 21:02
05/10/16 21:02 If owner redeems cite for on behalf of #2066;
neglect no potable water 6.04.110(B)(2)
excessive animal waste 36.183.03 ARS
12210 W Cornell Dr Tucson AZ @ 16:42

K16-217616  A560835  CAT - DOMESTIC MH/

5/10/16 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN  ILL SEVERE Act|v|ty A15-184270 U018
Kennel Comment: 3c3c3c3c3c3c3c E

05/10/2016 ENFORCE MHENDRI(5/10/16 21:04
05/10/16

If owner redeems cite for on behalf of #2066;
neglect no potable water 6.04.110(B)(2)
excessive animal waste 36.183.03 ARS
12210 W Cornell Dr Tucson AZ @ 16:42

A15-184290

'K16-217238  A560382 CAT o i . DOMESTIC SH/ R
5/6/16 STRAY oTC NORMAL ActIVIty A15 184290 |011
Kennel Comment; no bite no chip

 K16-217241  A560384 CATE ey e SDOMESTIC SH = B
5/6/16 STRAY OoTC NORMAL Act|V|ty A1 5-184290 |006
Kennel Comment: no bite no chip

#01K16-217242 .  'A560386. | CAT .. G st DOMESTIC SHY UL L
5/6/116 STRAY OoTC NORMAL Act|V|ty A15-184290 MISSIM.G__|

Kennel Comment: no bite no chip

© K16-217244  A560387  CAT ... DOMESTIGSH b '
5/6/16 STRAY oTC NORMAL Act|V|ty A15-184290 I007
Kennel Comment: no bite no chip

A16-190766

T K16:214513  AB555804  DOG__ BELLA BREBULLY M
3/30/16 CONFISCATE POLICE NORMAL Activity:A16-190766 D120

Kennel Comment; ENF HOLD FOR PCAO E'
(( Do not release...2002 ))

03/30/2016 ENFORCE akirby 3/30/16 13:48
03/30/16 13:48 hrs ENFORCEMENT HOLD FOR PCSO CASE.

2057

A16-191540

. K16-217258  A560408 DOG ‘ CHIHUAHUA SH/ : kel
5/6/16 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN NORMAL ActIVIty A16-191540 D107

Kennel Comment: 3c3c3c no chip El

05/06/2016 ENFORCE xdelgad 5/6/16 16:18
05/06/16 16:18 Hold for neglect no water, leash law

- K16-217260  A560407 DOG AR S CHIHUAHUA SHY s
5/12/16 9:39 Page 2 of 7



kennel no

5/6/16 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN NORMAL Activity:A16-191540 D107
Kennel Comment: 3¢3c3c no chip E‘
05/06/2016 ENFORCE xdelgad  5/6/16 16:21

05/06/16 16:21Hold for neglect no water, leash law

A16- 192363

A550083 DOG  RUNTSTRAFORPITBULLMIX
ATE FIELD OWN NORMAL Activity:A16-192363

- DOG "POCKETS = PITBULL/MIX

16216 —
116 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN ~ NORMAL Actlv.ty A16-192363
Kennel Comment; DD Hold!!

16 ASE "DOG  MILITA  PITBULLMIX
4127116 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN  NORMAL Act|V|ty:A16-192363

Kennel Comment: DD hold!!
R forelimb wound

KAG6016479) 1 xA550088 L DOGY 1 IGIZMO U PITBULLIMIG Sy il
12716 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN ~ NORMAL Activity:A16-192363
Kennel Comment; BD Hold!!

A16-192425
6-2' \A560712 . ' DOG | . LEOLA @ ~ TERRIER/MIX
51 0/16 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN NORMAL Act|v|ty A16 192425
Kennel Comment: no chip
05/10/2016 ENFORCE sadkins 5/10/16 9:01

05/10/16 Dog was impounded due to no one home and dog outside in a create with no water and
excessive animal waste in create. S.Adkins 1961

. K16-217517.  A560711  DOG HE AR BULL 2 e ik
5/ 0/16 CON ATE FIELD OWN NO Activity:A16-192425 DRO1
Kennel Comment: no chip ﬁlEl
05/10/2016 ENFORCE sadkins  5/10/16 9:03

05/10/16 Dog was impounded due to no one home and dog outside in a create with no water and
excessive animal waste in create. S.Adkins 1961

16-217518  A560713 DOG  JETHRO  QUEENSLAND HEEL/MIX

/10116 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN  NORMAL Act|V|ty A16-192425 D251
Kennel Comment; no chip El
05/10/2016 ENFORCE sadkins 5/10/16 9:34

05/10/16 Dog was impounded due to no one home and dog outside in a create with no water and
excessive animal waste in create. S.Adkins 1961

A16-192610
K16-216811  A559716 DOG JOHNNY: | | LABRADOR RETRIMIX i d i
5/2/16 STRAY N|GHT OWN INJ SEVERE ACtIVlty2A1 6-192610 JWFL fﬁ
Kennel Comment: 5/2/2016--SEE ACTIVITY MEMO. R
3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 1929

5/12/16 9:39 Page 3 of 7



kennel no
05/02/2016 ENFORCE DATTEBEF5/2/16 3:56
5/2/2016--NEED TO NOTIFY DOG OWNER OF DOG BEING AT PACC.

0355--CALLED DOG OWNER'S PHONE NUMBER OF -PER PHONE SERVICE,
NUMBER IS NOT AVAILABLE.

IF OWNER REDEEMS DO A WELFARE PREMISE INSPECTION FOR VET CARE. PER
EMERGENCY VET, DOG W/ BROKEN BONE IN HIND LEG. 1929

A16-192923
(16-217370 A374666 DOG  RANGLE = POMERANIAN/MIX e

5/8/16 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN NORMAL Activity:A16-192923 D204

Kennel Comment: HAS CHIP B____]
3C SEE MEMO
Matted at intake
985121012901907

05/08/2016 ENFORCE AVARGAS 5/8/16 9:25

05/08/16 - 0925Hrs. If owner attempts to redeem cite owner for abandoment and no water.

-2060/1961

5/8/16 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN NORMAL ActIVIty A16 192923 D191

Kennel Comment: NO CHIP
3C SEE MEMO EI
Collar is in intake bin
05/08/2016 ENFORCE AVARGAS 5/8/16 9:28
05/08/16 - 0925Hrs. If owner attempts to redeem cite owner for abandoment and no water.
-2060/1961

A16-1 93006

217 “A560686 DOG _ RUDY ' GERM SHEPHERD/MIX
5/9/16 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN UNDRAGE/WT ACtIVIty A16 193006

Kennel Comment; no chip. 2021rt
3C 3C 3C 3C 3C

K16-217489  A560687 < DOG A ~ STAFFORDSHIRE/MIX
5/9/16 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN NORMAL ActIV|ty A16-193006

Kennel Comment; no chip. 2021rt
3C 3C 3C 3C 3C

A16-193168

K16-217688  A511143 DOG  SMOKETTE  PITBULL/
/12/16  STRAY NIGHT OWN_ NORMAL Activity:A16-193168
Kennel Comment: 5/12/2016-SEE ACTIVITY MEMO.

3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 1929

5/12/16 9:39 Page 4 of 7



kennel no
05/12/2016 ENFORCE DATTEBEF 5/12/16 7:00
5/12/2016--HOLD FOR OWNER NOTIFICATION.

IF OWNER REDEEMS DOG -- HAVE OWNER LOOK AT OTHER PHOTO IN ACTIVITY OF
DOG BARKING AND SEE IF THEY OWN DOG. IF SO CITE FOR LEASH LAW FOR 1929 ON 5/12/2016
AT AROUND 0500 IN THE 700 BLOCK N 7TH AVE.

ALSO ADVISE OWNER THAT DOG IN PHOTO BARKING BITE SOMEONE BUT IT DID NOT
BREAK THE SKIN. COMPLAINTANT AT THIS TIME DOES NOT WANT CITES ISSUED BUT ADVISE OF
BITING ANIMAL LAW. 1929

5/12/16 9:39 Page 5 of 7



kennel no

HOLD TYPE VET Number on Hold 1
|A16-193160
T K16-217684  A560944  OTHER BAT/

511116 WILDLIFE NORMAL Activity:A16-193160 ~ EROOM
Kennel Comment: 5/11/2016--SEE ACTIVITY MEMO. 1929

05/12/2016 VET DATTEBEF5/12/16 2:47
5/11/2016--NEED VET TO DETERMINE IF BAT IS TO BE TESTED FOR RABIES. 1929

5/12/16 9:39 Page 6 of 7
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PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
3pecial Revenue Fund
[ BUDGET SUMMARY |
FY 2015/18 FY 2015716 FY 2016H7
Adopted Projected Requested
Department's Package A Revenue 8,495,555 7.6847,780 6,542,550
- Department's Package A Expenditures 8,801,300 8,828,389 9,175,554
= Net Income from Operations (2,305,835) {978,600} (2,633,044)
+ General Fund Support 2197 545 2,197,545 2,373,683
+/(-) Other Operating Transfers (19.442) (19,442) {19,527)
= Net Fund Impact (127,732) 1,199,503 (278,888}
+ Beginning Fund Balance - PACC 31e,738 421,908 1,621,411
= Ending Fund Balance - PACC 189,006 1,621,411 1,342,523
Supplemental Package Request Total 0
ISSUES l

= In FY 2013/14, the Board approved an emergency axpansion of the shelter facility to enable increased capacity and
expanded medical care for sick or injured animals in the shelter. During FY 2015/16, Pima Animal Care Center
underwent two major structural changes. Overtime funds were corveried to salaries and wages to hire seven additional
FTEs to account for this expansion. One Program Coordinator and six Animal Care Technicians were approved to assist
with essential services performed both within the shelter and in the medical clinics. Operations were also bifurcated into
two separate functions: Internal Operations including shelter, clinic, enforcement, dispatch, and the pet resource center;
and External Outreach and Community Engagement which Inciudes adoptions, rescus, foster, volunteers, fundraising,
licensing, and business operations. This separation did not lead to additionat FTEs.

+ PACC's share of the Central Cost Allocation Plan increased from $836,258 in FY 2015/18 to $783,089 in FY 2016/17.
The General Fund subsidy was adjusted by 38.63% of the increase, represeniing the portion of PACC expenses not
billed to cther jurisdictions. Other adjustments to the subsidy include motor pool, Self Insurance Reserve, benefits, and
Information Technology ISF hardware, software, and server/storage.

»  FY 2015/16 projectad ending cash balance = ($323,358)

FY 2016/17 projected ending cash balance = ($857,872)

* The department requestad 93.0 FTEs in Package A which is a §.0 FTE increase over FY 2015/16.

+ Total requested revenues are $6,542 550 for FY 2016/17 or $46,995 more than FY 2015/16 due primarily to increased
donations.

* The depariment has requested expenditures of $8,175,584, an increase of $374,204 over fts FY 2015/16 budget. The
increase is due to a number of faciors including increased personnel services, veterinary services, and hardwasre,
software, and server/storage costs.

+ The deparment was named as a beneficiary of two trusts in excess of $1.3 million. There are four invesiments for the
use of these funds that commenced in FY 2015/168 and extend into FY 2019/20. Investment #2, buliding a behavioral
rehabilitation program for dogs has created two additional FTEs,

+ The department's period 7 projection Indicates a negative expenditure variance of $125,000 reflecting the increased
costs due to the overtime line item was converted o seven new FTEs for expanded shelter operations. These
employees were not hired with the beginning of the fieca! year thus actual overtime pay has occurred and is causing the
variance.

L SUPPLEMENTALS |

FY 201&r17
Package Lettei/Name Expenditures Revenues NFI

\T None 0 0 Q




ROSBWALK - PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER BO55
EXPENDITURES REVENUES TRANSFERS FUNDIMPACT | FTEs
84.00

FY 2015116 Adopted Budget 8,301,300 6,495,555 2,197.545
Transher out to Debt Service (19,442)
2,178,103 (127.732)
Roverse Debi Senvice ' 19,442 10,442
Decregse part charges - x 24.97% 0 0
incressa In Cantral Overhaad - 126,831 x 38,63% 120,831 48,805 (77,838)
SR Decrasse 21,7200 24.97% (5:423) (5.423)
Iincreasa for Information Technology ISF (hardware, sofiware, server) 100,448 100,448 o
Bonefits Adkisiment - 52,547 x 24.87% 63,145 13,279 {36,575)
Mator Pool - 75,480x 2497 18,848 18,048
InCreass in municipal bilings 48,008
FY2016/17 Basa Budgst 0,081,814 5,544,550 2,373,683 T (21257T6)] 6400
increase in FTEs 0 ] 7.00
Add Two FTEs Bequets weatment #2 3,780 {03,700 20
Mierest revenue budgeled in PACC donations buresy (2,000) (2,000}
Operating Transfer out to Debt Service (19.527) (19,527
0
FY 2016/17 Submitted Requestod Buciget T %,175584  ©.p42560 2,354,158 {3Z7,869)] 93.00
of o000
FY 201617 Recommendsd Budget 9,175,504 8,642,550 2,354,156 ) )
0
FY 2016117 Proposed Adopted Budget 9175504 8542560 2,354,150 227,888)]  93.00
0
¥ 20487 Adopind Budget 0,175,504 6,542,550 2,354,156 {327,88%)| 93.00
Notos:;

cwkhamasbythacmmw-e.g.benums-ImmeGthsmbyZA.mm“ﬂnFY15l1e%ofwbsidlzadupmfmras.
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SUMMARY BY OBJECT: EXPENDITURES

Department Name: Health
Bureau: Health - Pima Animal Care Center

Fund: Special Rovenue - Health Department - PACC

FY 201572016
FY 201572016 Actuajs Thru FY 201612017 increase /
OBJECT NAME Adoptad January Refjuested Decrease
EXPENDITURE OBJECTS
Salaries & Wages 3,147,927 1,801,101 3,318,034 470,107
Overtime 162,379 138,278 50,015 {142,384)
Cn Call Pay 7,000 5,563 - (7.000)
Shift Differential 20,000 5,670 13,200 {6,800)
Temporary Help 3,105 - - (3.108)
Holiday Worked Pay 45,000 34,807 39,000 (6,000}
Social Security & Medicare 241,055 147,712 254,977 13,922
Unamployment Insurance 3217 053 2,596 {621)
Health Insurance Premiums 609,344 350,302 704,457 85,163
Workere Compeansation 49,726 34,836 52,763 3,057
LHe Insurance 5,376 1575 3,026 (2,350)
Employer Paid Benefit Fees 36 - - (36}
Employer Paki Subsidy - 139 504 504
Arizona State Retirement 361,088 228,238 371,325 10,259
Dental Insurance Premiums 6,558 3,243 7,213 855
interdepartmental Salaries - Chargad cut/Credit 44,876) (333) - 44,878
Interdepartmental Salaries - Charged in/Dabit 10,000 117,580 - {10,000)
Intardepartmental Fringe - Charged out/Credit (13,441} (128) - 13,441
Interdepartmental Fringe - Charged invDebit 6,000 48,478 35,000 29,000
Lsbor Distribution Fringe Charged out/Cradit (8,589) (11,333) (26,000) (17,411)
Labor Distribufion Fringe Charged In/Debit 10,000 8319 30,856 20,856
Labor Distribution Salaries Charged out/Credit {38,389) (39,248) {89,000) (50,611}
Labor Distribution Salaries Charged in/Debit 401,400 214,794 430,128 28,728
Elscted Officials Retiremant "2014' - (44) - -
Sick Payout - 11,782 17,700 17,700
Vacation Payout - 11,476 41,100 41,100
Inkial Appesrance Pay - 428 “ -
Uniform Allowsnce - - 15,000 15,000
PERSONNEL SERVICES TOTAL 5,013,804 3,118,317 5,271,954 258,060
Office Supplies 18,233 11.113 18 400 167
Software Under $5M - 2,104 - -
Computer Equipment less than $1,000 - 1,253 - -
Food Supplies - 363 - -
Drugs & Pharmacsuticals 203,170 111,648 190,448 (12,722)
Medical & Lab Supplies 140,425 128,969 145,600 4,575
Books, Subscriptions & Videos - 585 - -
Rapair & Maintenance Supplies 33,714 21,202 31,084 (2,650)
Chemicals 3,224 4412 3224 -
Janitorial Supplies 87,120 53,355 85,620 (1,500)
Clothing, Uniforms, and Safety Apperel 45,350 19,811 35,400 (5.950)
Cameras, Film & Equipment 400 638 400 -
Other Operation Supplies 2,500 - 2 500 -
Animal Cortrol Supplies (food & other) 235,000 81,352 226,828 (8,172)
Tools & Equipment Linder $1,000 2,000 1,051 2,000 -
Lawyers 78,792 39,396 el e s, 14,108
Miscelizaneous Legal Expenses - 110 - -
Software Maintenance and Support 26,671 18,240 26 670 4]
Laboratory & X-ray Services - 1,823 - -
Veterinary Services 332,563 46,404 264,212 (68,351)
In State Training - 150 - -
Postage & Fraight 100,000 61,538 96,944 {3,056}
Printing & Microfiiming 55,176 12,250 52,020 (3,155)

Daia from PB PROD aa of 3/8/2016



SUMMARY BY OBJECT: EXPENDITURES

Department Name: Health
Bureau: Health - Pima Animal Care Center

Fund: Special Revenue - Health Deparimant - PACC

FY 201512018
FY 20152016 Actuals Thru FY 2016/2017 increase /
OBJECT NAME Adopisd January Requosted Decrease
Seacurity - 168 - -
Leeses & Rental 24,116 10,108 19,500 {4,616)
Leases & Ranta! - Real Estate & Machinery - 73 - -
R&M-Machinery 8 Equipment Services 16,862 14,905 14,700 (2,162)
R&M Building Sarvices 44,007 13,870 45,200 1,183
R&M Grounds and Landscaping 5512 966 6,400 858
Other Professional Services 20,872 46,176 22,800 1,928
Invastigative Servicos - - 64 - -
Banking Credit Card Fees and Charpes 25,000 15,982 24,983 (1
Advertising 19,622 3,978 14,500 (5,022)
Leases & Rental - Office Machines - 3,504 - -
interdepartmental Supplies & Services - Charged 5,268 4,334 5,388 -
in/Debit
Intradepartmental Supplies & Services - Charged 44,601 42,539 47,381 2,760
In/Debit
County Administrative Overhead 636,258 371,154 763,089 128,831
Telephone & imemet 53,000 32,885 60,800 16,600
Electricity 180,000 85,3682 225,000 45,000
Water & Sewer 38,608 18,562 38,608 -
Natural Gas 20,000 18,917 20,000 .
Wasts Disposal and Recycling 4,782 3,780 4,022 (760}
Mileage Reimbursement 600 458 600 -
Motor Pool Charges 273,125 167,904 303,338 30213
Dues and Memberships 800 210 - (800)
Othar Miscellansous Charges - 8,101 - -
Payments Ta Agencies 600,000 286,026 600,000 -
General Usbility Insurence Premiums 83,551 48,741 55,752 (27.709)
Property Damage Insurance Premiums - = 6,079 6,079
interest Expense - Pooled Invesimants - 2,143 . .
Job Support Services & Supplies 160,600 51,827 190,000 .
Radio 14,000 12,075 13,860 (140)
Computer Herdware - ISF Charges 81,381 53,305 101,885 10,504
Software - ISF Charges 26,574 13,290 33,144 6,570
Offica Muchines & Computers - Non-Capital 4,600 . - (4.600)
Other Machines & Equipment - Non-Capital . 81 - -
OPERATING EXPENSES TOTAL 3,787,496 1,947,215 3,903,840 118,144
= TOTAL: EXPENDITURE OBJECTS 8,801,380 6,063,502 8,175,594 374,204
b —— L — ] L — ——————

Date from PB PROD as of 39/2018



Department Name: Hoalth
Bureau: Health - Pima Animal Care Center

Fund: Speclal Revenus - Health Department - PACC

SUMMARY BY OBJECT: REVENUES

FY 20162016
FY 2015/2016 Actuals Thru FY 20182017 Increasa /
OBJECT NAME Adopted Januray Requested Decrease
REVEMNUE OBJECTS

State Revenue 1,800 1,024 2,304 504
City Ravenue Other Operating 4,693,351 2,818,338 4,738,737 46,366
Other Local Governments Other 190,229 290,053 198,108 5,879
Animat Control Impound Fees 231,867 9,633 232,000 133
Animal Control Fees for Duplicates 3,501 2480 4,265 764
Animal Control Fees for Transfers 2,040 420 624 {1,418)
Animal Control Adoptions 16,714 34,645 16,711 -
Animal Control Fees 6,942 14977 1,600 58
Animal Control Owner Pick Up 2,020 1,230 2280 280
Animal Control Vaccinations 380 120 180 {180)
Animal Control Euthanasia 3870 - 2,000 (1,870)
Animal Control Microchip Fees 3,634 2457 8,619 4,885
Veterinary Medical Tests 380 1,032 400 20
Veterinary Medical Procedures 9,720 6.828 12,295 2,575
License & Permits 550,000 323,652 550,000 -
Animal Control Citations 5,726 13,769 6,000 274
Animal Control Late Penalties 75,000 37,553 75,000 -
Other Fines 3,140 2,689 5470 2,330
Donations 600,000 349,830 600,000 -
Ovarages & Shortages Operating” - 63,843 . -
Other Mis¢. Revenue Operating 85,264 39,589 81,557 (13,707
NSF Check Chatge Revenue Source - 1,000 - -
Late Fees and Interest Charges on Cverdue - 84 - -
Receivable

*~ TOTAL: REVENUE OB.JECTS *~ 4,015,046 6,542,550 46,095

Data from PB PROD as of 2/26/2016

6,495,565
=
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PIMA COUNTY

PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER

Volunteer Application and Volunteer Agreement

We are thrilled you are interested in volunteering at the Pima Animal Care Center.
PACC could not thrive without the time and talents that volunteers offer us.

Volunteers work in many areas, including Cat Care, Dog Socialization, Foster Care,
and as Groomers, Lobby Greeter, Adoption Counselors, PACC Ambassadors, Clinic
Assistants and Office Support. Depending on the needs of PACC, volunteers may be
assigned a role at the discretion of the Volunteer Coordinator.

PACC volunteers are held to the highest industry standards. To become a volunteer,
the minimum requirements are:

e A six-month commitment as volunteer. Additionally, we also ask that you try
to commit to a minimum of six hours per month.

e In the Generations program, youth ages 11 to 15 years old are only allowed
to volunteer with a parent or guardian. Youth ages 16 to 18 years old can
volunteer on their own.

e Attending the Volunteer Orientation and subsequent animal handling classes
(if applicable). Once you have successfully completed the volunteer
application and it is approved, we will invite you to an orientation.

¢ Reading and agreeing to policies, procedures and rules contained below.
Failure to abide by these policies, procedures and rules is grounds for
disciplinary action, up to and including, dismissal from PACC’s volunteer
corps.



PACC Spay/Neuter Policy:

To help control the unwanted pet population, PACC will spay/neuter all canines and
felines surrendered to our care unless there is a medical reason not to sterilize the
animal.

INITIAL HERE to confirm that you understand and accept “PACC Spay/Neuter
Policy”:

PACC Euthanasia Policy: The decision to euthanize an animal is difficult and not
made lightly. Pima Animal Care Center accepts all animals from the community. We
do not limit the length of time an animal remains in our shelter. All animals in good
health and of good temperament are placed up for adoption. We do have a good
adoption rate and make every effort within our resources to help as many animals
as possible; however, there are certain circumstances when an animal must be
euthanized.

INITIAL HERE to confirm that you understand and accept “PACC Euthanasia Policy”:

Professional Expectations
As a PACC volunteer, | AGREE TO:

e Support the mission, vision, goals, efforts and official positions of the Pima
Animal Care Center.
e Treatall animals with kindness.
¢ Promote goodwill by handling my responsibilities and contacts with staff,
other volunteers, customers and visitors in a spirit of courtesy and
cooperation.
e Observe Pima County Board of Supervisor Policies:
0 D21-2: Prevention of Sexual Harassment
0 D21-3: Prevention of Workplace Harassment
0 D23-1: Preventing, Identifying, and Addressing Workplace Bullying
0 D23-11 Preventing Workplace Violence
¢ Follow the most current communication plan for reporting concerns with
policies, practices or procedures.
e Observe current Social Media Policy
e Observe all policies and directives from Pima County Animal Care Center.

INITIAL HERE to confirm that you understand and accept “Professional
Expectations”:



Safety, Security and Confidentiality
As a PACC volunteer, | AGREE TO:

e Report to my volunteer job physically and mentally fit for duty.

e Observe all safety and security rules.

e Report accidents, injuries, fire, theft or other unusual incidents immediately
after the occurrence or discovery.

e Refrain from using PACC property, services or supplies for personal reasons
unless given prior permission by Volunteer Coordinator or Shelter Manager.

e Deal fairly with all PACC colleagues, co-workers, supervisors, customers,
visitors, volunteers, etc., without regard to their gender, race, ethnicity,
religion, creed, age, sexual orientation, marital status, national origin,
ancestry, citizenship, military status, veteran status, handicap or disability.

e Contact the Volunteer Coordinator or another appropriate supervisor
immediately if I feel discriminated against or harassed in connection with my
volunteering.

¢ Hold harmless Pima Animal Care Center, its agents, employees, directors and
insurance carriers from any and all claims, damages and judgments which I
may have now or in the future against the Pima Animal Care Center in all
matters pertaining to my services as an agency volunteer, including, but not
limited to, personal injury.

INITIAL HERE to confirm that you understand and accept “PACC Safety, Security and
Confidentiality” expectations:

Working with Pima County Inmates
As a PACC volunteer, | AGREE TO:

e Recognize that PACC volunteers and staff work in close proximity to inmates
from the Pima County Jail in the day-to-day operation of PACC.

e Understand that under Arizona Revised Statutes inmates have a very
different existence and rules of conduct than an ordinary citizen.

¢ Not engage in conversation or any other type of activity with inmates, other
than the courtesy of hello.

e Not give, take or in any manner barter with, inmates, i.e. supply any goods,
including food and soft drinks or monies. Said act is unlawful and constitutes
a felony for which I can be prosecuted.

e Not handle any mail, notes, packages or verbal messages for any inmate.

e Not photograph an inmate for any reason.

e Notask inmates to assist me in any way unless in an emergency situation
where my personal safety may be in jeopardy.

e Report to PACC staff immediately if an inmate approaches me on any matter
other than outlined in this memo.



INITIAL HERE to confirm that you understand and accept “Working with Pima
County Inmates” expectations:

Confidentiality and Conflict of Interest
As a PACC volunteer, | AGREE TO:

¢ Maintain and safeguard the confidentiality of all business, donor, employee,
volunteer and animal records, credit and financial information, and/or any
information relating to the operation of the agency that is not known or
readily available to the general public.

e Abide by PACC Social Media policy.

e Avoid engaging in any conduct that is or could be perceived as a conflict of
interest.

INITIAL HERE to confirm that you understand and accept “Confidentiality and
Conflict of Interest” expectations:

Community Relations
As a PACC volunteer, | AGREE TO:

e Allow the agency to use and reproduce my name, voice and/or likeness or
that of my pet(s) in connection with any advertising, programming and/or
promotion of the agency in media as needed.

e Refrain from any political activity while performing responsibilities as a
volunteer for Pima Animal Care Center. I will not use any Pima County
resources for the purpose of influencing the outcome of an election.

INITIAL HERE to confirm that you understand and accept “Community Relations”
expectations:

By initialing all sections, checking the “I agree” button, and submitting this
application, I agree to abide by the policies and procedures of the Pima Animal Care
Center during my time as a member of the volunteer team, conforming to all rules
and regulations commonly applied to employees of the agency, including but not
limited to, safety, discrimination, harassment, confidentiality and Position
Statements.

[ agree that if [ do not adhere to any item listed in the agreement it may result in
disciplinary action, up to and including dismissal. In most cases, failure to adhere to
items listed in the agreement will be addressed in three phases: verbal discussion,
written warning and finally, dismissal. In egregious cases of harassment, animal
endangerment or violation of social media policy, dismissal may be immediate. This
is at the discretion of the PACC administration.
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PIMA ANTMAL CARE CENTER

Social Media Policy

This policy is designed to protect individuals and Pima Animal Care Center, to ensure that references to
PACC are factually correct and do not breach confidentiality requirements, and to ensure that all PACC
volunteers and staff are treated with respect. Failure to follow this policy will result in disciplinary action,
up to and including, dismissal from employment or the volunteer corps.

“Social media” is defined as websites and applications that enable users to create and share content or
to participate in social networking, including, but not limited to: Facebook, Twitter, LinkedIn, Pinterest,
Instagram, Snap Chat and Yik Yak. The Pima County Communications Office is responsible for
determining whether a website or application qualifies as social media.

All PACC staff and volunteers must adhere to the procedures and guidelines of County
(Administrative Procedure 3-31).

Unless given authorized by the Director of Community Engagement, PACC staff and volunteers may
speak for or collect images on behalf of PACC or to represent that they do in any setting including
social media sites.

PACC staff and volunteers may not share information that has not been publicly released through the
official PACC Facebook page, Pima County Website, Volgistics or Foster and Rescue emails. Once
information has been shared officially, staff and volunteers are encouraged to share that information.
A respectful tone is important when referring to past or current PACC staff, volunteers, customers and
partners. Derogatory or threatening speech, name calling, etc. will not be tolerated.

Any communication between employees and/or volunteers that would be considered inappropriate
in a workplace (i.e., sexual harassment, intimidation, bullying, etc.) is also prohibited for online
communication.

Social networking contact with youth volunteers is strictly forbidden.

During a crisis situation, updates will be provided through Pima County’s official communication
channels, including PACC official social media. Sharing is encouraged after official announcement is
made on Pima County or PACC official FB page.

PACC reserves the right to remove inappropriate postings on its official social media platforms in
conformance with County (AP 3-31).

PACC does not monitor non-county social media sites. When content in these sites would otherwise
violate the standards on County social media and this content is brought to the attention of PACC
leadership, we reserve the right to take appropriate follow-up action up to and including the
termination of volunteer or employment status.

Questions regarding social media may be directed to the PACC Director for Community Engagement,
Justin Gallick.



http://webcms.pima.gov/UserFiles/Servers/Server_6/File/Government/Administration/Administrative%20Procedures/3-31%20-%20Social%20Media%20Policy.pdf
http://webcms.pima.gov/UserFiles/Servers/Server_6/File/Government/Administration/Administrative%20Procedures/3-31%20-%20Social%20Media%20Policy.pdf

Fundraising and social media

We greatly appreciate when you share PACC'’s online requests for donations with your friends and family
on your personal social networking sites. We ask that you please ask your social media contacts to make
gifts directly to PACC or Friends of PACC.

Before launching your campaign, we ask that you please do the following:

e Send a one-paragraph description of your fundraising idea to our Development Office at
karen.hollish@pima.gov. This will allow PACC staff to be able to answer any questions from the
public that might arise as a result of your fundraiser.

¢ Include a note at the top of your fundraising page to this effect: “This is a private fundraiser being
organized by X, who is a volunteer/staff at Pima Animal Care Center. This is not an official
fundraiser for Pima Animal Care Center.”

e Present PACC in the best possible light and refrain from using language such as “death row” or
“pound” or “kill.” While we know this language can be an effective fundraising tool for fundraisers
that are specific to a particular pet, we feel it also serves to drive away investment in the shelter
and makes potential adopters fearful of visiting our campus.

By signing below, I indicate that I understand and accept the Pima Animal Care Center social media policy,
including proper process in regard to fundraising and social media:

Signature:

Date:
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General Communication Polic

We want your volunteer experience at Pima Animal Care to be fun and rewarding.
PACC takes the input and concerns of our staff and volunteers very seriously. Please
come to us with any issue.

We are always open to implementing positive changes, but there are some
suggestions we may not be able to integrate into our policies and procedures due to
County policy, legal restrictions or budgetary constraints.

We strive to have replies to your concerns within three business days. If you have
not received a verbal or written response to your inquiry within that period, please
contact Justin Gallick.

e Forimmediate emergency concerns about animal health and safety, please
notify the Shelter Supervisor on Duty. If he/she is unavailable, please contact
the Shelter Supervisor or Medical Team.

e To discuss a particular concern about an issue with another staff member or
volunteer, please contact the Volunteer Coordinator.

e For other concerns, please refer to the PACC Communication Chart to identify
the appropriate contact person.

e (Concerns, suggestions and questions about PACC policy and procedures
should be emailed to the appropriate contact on PACC Communication Chart.
PACC leadership will review the concern, suggestion or question and either
contact the submitter directly or refer the individual to the Volunteer Forum.

e Social media communication is regulated by the PACC Social Media policy.

By signing below, [ indicate that | have read, understand and accept the Pima Animal
Care Center General Communication Policy.

Signature:

Date:




PACC Email Tree

Shelter pet related questions- corina.rodriguez@pima.gov , Danielle.harris@pima.gov

, Daniel.miranda@pima.gov and Jose.chavez@pima.gov

Adoption/off-site adoption questions- Ellie.beaubien@pima.gov, Mark.little @pima.gov

and Justin.gallick@pima.gov

Rescue Group and SNA questions- Samantha.nellis@pima.gov and Justin.gallick@pima.gov

Volunteer related questions- Gina.hansen@pima.gov and Justin.Gallick@pima.gov

Foster related questions- Michelle.lindorff@pima.gov and Justin.gallick@pima.gov

Licensing related questions- Jennifer.neustadter@pima.gov

Enforcement related question- debra.tenkate @pima.gov

and Niel.knost@pima.gov, adam.ricci@pima.gov and Jose.ocano@pima.gov

To report a needed repair or safety concern — Kino.davis@pima.gov

Fundraising or donor development questions- Karen.Hollish@pima.gov

Medical questions/concerns regarding a pet at PACC- Jennifer.wilcox@pima.gov

and michelle.figueroa@pima.gov

Organizational questions- Justin.gallick@pima.gov and Jose.ocano@pima.gov

Policy concerns and Questions- Jose.ocano@pima.gov , Justin.Gallick@pima.gov and
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Donation Activity

Period: 2016-04-01 To: 2016-04-30

Donation ¢

DONATION $3.00
DONATION ADOP $364.00
DONATION GEN $13,924.63
DONATION OUTR $53.00
DONATION S/N $14,086.78
DONATION SAMS $3,369.00

$31,800.41

Monday, May 09, 2016 Page 1 of 1



ion Activity

2015-07-01 To: 2016-04-30
DONATION $674.02
DONATION ADOP $14,590.07
DONATION ENFORCE 0972 $0.00
DONATION GEN $173,228.23
DONATION LIC 0973 $20.00
DONATION OUTR $565.00
DONATION S/N $115,509.81
DONATION SAMS $121,082.67

$425,669.80

Monday, May 09, 2016 Page 1 of 1
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