Pima County Animal Care Advisory Committee
Minutes

March 17, 2016

3950 S. Country Club Road

Tucson, Arizona 85714

1. Call to Order

Approved in part 4-21-16
Item 3 approved 5-19-16

Mr. Neuman called the meeting to order at 5:35 pm.
e Attendance

Present:

Tamara Barrick, Pima Paws for Life

Nancy Emptage, Chair, Animal Welfare Coalition

Pat Hubbard, Humane Society of Southern Arizona

Jack Neuman, Vice-Chair, PACC Volunteers

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

Marcy Flanagan, Health Department Deputy Director, Ex-Offico

Absent:

Pat Jacobs, Tucson Kennel Club

Sophia Kaluzniacki, DVM, SPCA of AZ, Inc

Derek Marshall, Public Education

Helen Mendelsohn, Disabled Community

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

e Pledge of Allegiance

. Adoption of the Minutes

e Adoption of the February 18, 2016 Meeting Minutes

Ms. Schwerin said her discussion on page five of the draft minutes was recorded inaccurately in that it
states: “However, Ms. Schwerin’s point was dogs which should be declared dangerous...” when it
should reflect it was former Mayor Miller’s point she was bringing up. Ms. Schwerin chose to edit
the text verbally in lieu of providing a written edit as requested by Mr. Neuman.

The motion was made and seconded (Smith/Emptage) that the February 18, 2016 meeting minutes be
adopted with the aforementioned edit. The motion carried (6-0).

. 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 commodities. 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 | not given
that money?” Ms. Flanagan responded that it would be above and beyond. 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.



Pima County Animal Care Advisory Committee
Minutes

March 17, 2016

Page 3 of 5

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

Ms. Schwerin referred to welfare case one and said the officer recommended the owner get kennel
runs for outside and crates for inside. She asserted that kennel runs are bad enough and crates are
even worse. She said crates are cruel and she wished officers would not recommend crates.

Regarding the third case, Ms. Schwerin asked why the case is closed if the dog is not licensed.
Supervisor Neil Konst said the situation is now in Justice Court’s hands. Ms. Emptage pointed out
that at the last meeting the Committee recommended owners be required to license their dogs within
30 days of a no-license citation. Ms. Flanagan said the Committee’s recommendation has been
forwarded to the County Attorney’s Office. Supervisor Konst added the owner may have given the
dog away and would therefore no longer needs to license it.

Ms. Schwerin said case four had dogs without water and the owner was allowed to redeem one of the
dogs without it being neutered and she asked why the dog wasn’t neutered. Supervisor Konst said all
five dogs were given up to PACC, four were confiscated and the fifth was brought in.

Ms. Schwerin said case five was very bad. She said a dog was on a tie-out without water or shelter,
which indicates a very bad owner. The owner received citations and the dog was eventually returned
to the owner and the question was asked why. Supervisor Konst replied the report had nothing about
the dog being in distress or bad shape. There has not been a follow-up visit.

Ms. Schwerin said case seven included a badly injured dog and the owner surrendered the dogs, but
she added the owner should not be allowed to own animals. Supervisor Konst reported two of the
dogs were euthanized and one died; he added the owner is on the do-not-adopt list. Ms. Emptage
asked if the list is shared with other agencies and Konst replied it is not. Ms. Emptage requested that
topic be an agenda item going forward.

5. Call to the Audience

There were no speakers from the audience.

6. Management Report

Ms. Flanagan reported on two topics.
e Accreditation Site Visit

The Department is going through the accreditation process and had a site visit last week and it went
well. There were a number of positives noted by the accreditation body: dedication and passion, high
function, good leadership, good work with community partners, and good relationship with
governance. Areas for improvement mentioned were: there were a couple ADA accommaodations on
the second floor they wanted addressed, having a data analysis person who can make reports to help
operational efficiencies, and having a data analysis system. The Department should hear back on the
accreditation in April or May.
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e Pima County Animal Care Advisory Committee Ordinance Change

The ordinance went to the Board of Supervisors on Tuesday. Ms. Flanagan said that the Board made
some minor changes. They added that the Committee will include a member from the Board of
Health. The terms of the current Committee members will end at the end of June this year, as opposed
to the phase out originally proposed. And the County Administrator appointed staff position will be a
non-voting position.

Ms. Schwerin commented that four individuals, including her, will have their terms expire earlier than
originally proposed, originally the end of June 2018. She attributed this change to comments by Mr.
Neuman at the Board of Supervisors meeting.

7. Old Business
e Shortening Lengthy Animal Holds

Ms. Flanagan said [Deputy County Attorney] Paula [Perrera] is on her final revision of language
aimed at reducing these holds, but it was not done in time for the meeting, so Ms. Flanagan will bring
the language to the next meeting for the Committee’s review, then to the Board of Health, then to the
Board of Supervisors.

8. New Business
e Introduction of New Volunteer Coordinator

Ms. Flanagan introduced the New Volunteer Coordinator Gina Hansen. Ms. Hansen came to PACC
from the Humane Society. She briefly listed programs she ran at the Humane Society and expressed
her desire to bring new programs to PACC, bring in more volunteers and do anything to help the
animals.

¢ Pima Animal Care Center Enforcement Officer Numbers

Mr. Neuman said he was moving this item to next month’s agenda, but requested information from
staff regarding how the enforcement officer numbers compare to numbers from the 60s and 70s and
how numbers compare to the community population numbers. PACC Operations Manager Jose
Ocano said there are two final candidates for the enforcement manager position; and he is presently
looking at how enforcement operations are handled and how they can be made more efficient.

9. Donations: A total of $24,655.02 in donations was received during the month of February.

Ms. Flanagan commented that donations not specified for a particular purpose are used to offset
medical costs; and that donations have to be projected as revenue to be budgeted in to be able to be
used.

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

There was no discussion on this agenda item.
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11. Call to the Audience

There were no speakers from the audience.

12. Announcements, Schedules and Proposed Agenda ltems

Mr. Neuman said a number of volunteers have complained about adoption criteria and wants this to be
an agenda item for the next meeting.

Ms. Emptage said she is still working on compiling applicable animal care statutes and will eventually
be able to present it to the Committee.

Dr. Smith suggested paper conservation be considered at some point going forward.

13. Next Meeting — April 21, 2016

The next meeting will be at the Abrams building.

14. Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 7:06 pm.



NOTICE
PUBLIC MEETING OF THE
PIMA COUNTY ANIMAL CARE ADVISORY COMMITTEE

March 17, 2016 — 5:30 p.m.

Abrams Building
3950 S. Country Club Road

Tucson, Arizona

(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 modem practices and procedures of animal care and welfare; and

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

AGENDA
1. | Call to Order
¢ Roll Call
* Establishment of Quorum and Pledge of Allegiance
2. | Review and Adoption of Minutes:

e Adoption of February 18, 2016 meeting minutes

Animal Care Center Budget Discussion

Welfare and Dangerous Dog Case from January and Recent Animal Care Center Holds Snapshot

Call to the Audience

RN

Management Report
e Accreditation Site Visit
» __Pima County Animal Care Advisory Committee Ordinance Change

7. | Old Business
»  Shortening Lengthy Animal Holds

8. -| New Business
s [Introduction of New Volunteer Coordinator
s  Pima Animal Care Center Enforcement Officer Numbers

9. | Donations: A total of $24,655.02 in donations was received during the month of February.

10. | Complaints and Commendations: There were no complaints or commendations received by staff during February.

11. | Call to the Audience

12. | Announcements, Schedules and Proposed Agenda Items

13 | Next Meeting — April 21, 2016

14 | Adjournment

Copies of this agenda arc 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 firture agenda.

Should you require ADA accommedations, please contact the Pima County Health Department at 724-7729 five (5} days prier to the meeting.
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L.

Call to Order

Mr. Neuman called the meeting to order at 5:30 pm; Ms. Emptage was delayed.
e Attendance

Present:

Nancy Emptage, Chair, 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, Vice-Chair, PACC Volunteers

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

Marcy Flanagan, Health Department Deputy Director, Ex-Offico

Absent;

Tamara Barrick, Pima Paws for Life
Erin O'Donnell, DVM, Southern AZ Veterinary Medical Association

e Pledge of Allegiance

Adoption of the Minutes

e Adoption of the January 21, 2016 Meeting Minutes

The motion was made and seconded (Hubbard/Smith) that the January 21, 2016 meeting minutes be

adopted as written. The motion carried (7-0). (Mr. Marshall and Ms. Emptage arrived after the vote
on the minutes.)

Recent Animal Care Center Holds Snapshot

There was no discussion on this item.

Call to the Audience

There were no spea'kérs at this call to the audience.

Management Report

Ms. Flanagan reported on four topics.
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¢ Budget

Ms. Flanagan provided a handout on the Pima Animal Care Center (PACC) budget (included in the
record). The handout showed personnel, operations and total budget, as well as revenue figures,
including total budget, actual year to date figures, and straight line year to date projections. Personnel
expenditures are slightly above projections; however, they are better than in years past. Operations
expenditures are lower than the straight line projections; however, the summer months are normally
busicr. Year to date revenue well exceeds the projection. Ms. Flanagan asked for input on the
information presented. The comments were positive. Additionally, there was some discussion on
monthly budgets and adjusted predictions versus straight line predictions due to fluctuations and the
seasonal nature of animal care.

Mr. Neuman referred to previous budget discussions and asked 1f Health Department Director Garcia
would be coming to a future meeting to talk about the budget. Ms. Flanagan said the Department’s
Business Manager, Garrett Hancock, is more closely involved with the budget and she could request
he come to the next meeting. Mr. Neuman requested a budget discussion be on the next agenda with
Mr. Hancock participating in the meeting, ~ ~

Mr. Jacobs asked about the statistical reports the Committee had been receiving in the past. Ms.
Flanagan explained no one could identify and duplicate how those reports were gencrated. Therefore
she has tasked PACC’s Chameleon (electronic animal management system) expert to generate new
reports to ensure the numbers are accutate.  She said different individuals using different methods
have come up with different numbers in the past, so staff wants to ensure the data is authentic. There
was concern voiced about being able to compare new data with old data to show trends. Ms, Flanagan
said there has been considerable discussion on what should be counted and she felt confident
historical data can be produced from the Chameleon system for comparison purposes.

e Personnel Updates

PACC is in the process of recruiting a Pet Support Coordinator and a new Enforcement Operations
Manager. Both positions have gainered strong mterest nationally. The new Volunteer Coordinator
starts Monday and is to be mtroduced at the next meeting. Ms. Hubbard said positive things about the
new coordinator who is being hired away from her organization.

e PACC Satellite Site

The Health Department recently combined two previously separate clinics into one facility and as a
result can repurpose the old Walter Rogers clinic facility located at 175 West Irvington. By the end of
May the Department expects to start weekend micro-chipping, vaccine and spay neuter clinics, as well
as special events at this location. Also a County charter school will occupy a large portion of the
building and one of the Department’s WIC (women, infants and children nutrition program) offices
will be moved there. Discussion brought out that the location already has clinical space which is
highly suitable for the aforementioned clinics. Ms. Flanagan suggested the Committee could hold a
meeting at the satellite location.
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® Current Events

Ms. Flanagan reported that activities pursuant to the new animal care center will require the admin
trailer, which is where the Committee typically meets, to be moved fairly soon. In light of this, the
motion was made and seconded (Emptage/Mendelsohn) that the Committee will meet back at the
Abrams building. The motion carried (8-0), Ms. Schwerin abstained.

6. Old Business
e Shortening Lengthy Animal Holds

Ms. Flanagan reported that the internal group she talked about at the last meeting has met twice with
the County Attorney’s Office (PCAQO) on this issue. She broke the issue down into two categories:
stray holds, and owner bond and appeal holds. Concerning strays some of the jurisdictions have a
seven-day hold for licensed pets, while the State requirement is only five days. Staff prefers the five
day hold. The thought is to work with the City of Tucson and explain the financial benefit of five
days versus the seven. Hopefully once they see the benefit they will change their code to five days
and the other jurisdictions will follow. PCAO 1s already working on updated language for the animal
care IGA contracts,

Concerning owner bond and appeal holds Ms. Flanagan reported PCAO said the State Legislature
would have to enact changes to impact hold times on appeals to Supetior Court. PCAQ will be doing
research to reduce hold times on holds not appealed to Superior Court. Ms. Flanagan presented to
PCAO the Committee’s request for a judge to attend a Committee meeting and was told it would be
against judicial code of conduct for a judge to do so; it would be inappropriate and PCOA wanted
nothing to do with the request. Dr. Smith asked about using fosters for animals on holds. Ms.
Flanagan said PACC does use fosters when approprate, but the situation has to be very safe and well
contained because of liabilities associated with amimals escaping and/or being aggressive. There are
liabilities if a held animal attacks someone. Also PACC would have to pay for the value of an animal
if it is lost Mr. Neuman suggested legitimately purchasing a held dog could be cheaper to the County
than a lengthy hold process. Ms. Mendelsohn suggested binding arbitration and Ms. Flanagan said
she will research it.

Ms. Schwerin said bonding is for animals 1n distress or danger. She went on to refer to Tucson City
Code, Section 4-11. Procedure to remove and forfeit animals; notice; order to show cause hearing;
disclosure; appeal, which states in part:

(i) After a hearing conducted under this section, the magistrate or special limited
magistrate shall issue an order that includes written findings of fact and conclusions
of law.

She compared that to Section 4-13. Dangerous animals, which states in part:

(9) The hearing officer shall make a written decision within five (5) working days
of the hearing and notify the owner of the animal of the decision.

Ms. Schwerin said the County Code has a similar comparison wherein the dangerous dog code is
stronger, requiring the five day decision; and suggested code regarding animals in distress should be
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amended to require a decision within five working days like in Section 4-13. Ms. Flanagan said when
it comes to Superior Court City and County code does not apply, but acknowledged the local codes
could be updated to tighten up timeframes for before any appeals to Superior Court. She said she
would discuss it with PCAO. Ms. Schwerin asked if there have been many appeals to Superior Court.
Supervisor Tenkate said there have been such appeals, but not many and none have won. She said one
dangerous dog case took six months. Mr. Jacobs asked about numbers of case completely handled in
the lower courts compared to those going to Superior Court. Supervisor Tenkate said very few go up
into Superior Court. A quick recollection of animals currently on holds came up with ten or so
animals, of which four cases were involved with Superior Court. Supervisor Tenkate indicated the
four is atypically high. A rough estimate of less than ten percent going to Superior Court was
mentioned. It was stated (Hubbard) that it is not good for any animal, even one, to be confined for a
lengthy time period due to court proceedings. However, it was also pointed out (Jacobs) that it is a
hard sell to go to the legislature and ask them to go through the time and expense of changing State
Law for one dog. Ms. Emptage requested this item be on next month’s agenda.

7. New Business
e 72-Hour Pet Waste Law
There was no discussion on this item.

e Timeframe to License Dogs

Ms. Emptage referred to discussion at a previous meeting wherein 1t was stated that judges sometimes
give cited individuals months to license unlicensed dogs. The motion was made and seconded
(Smith/Mendelsohn) that the Commuittee recommends owners be required to license their dogs within
30 days of a no-license citation. Supervisor Terikate gave an example of an owner with numerous
dogs given approximately a year and a half to comply with licensing. The motion carried (8-1), Mr.
Jacobs voted- agamst

. Dangerous Dog Form and Point System

Copics of the dangerous dog evaluation form were provided. Supervisor Tenkate said a dangerous
dog evaluation can be requested by a bite victim or a dog on. dog attack victim; it can be due to
frequent aggression, initiated by an officer or initiated by the court. Once a dangerous dog has been
determined guilty of a bite or an attempted bite it is declared vicious; and only a judge or magistrate
can declare a dog vicious. Dangerous dog evaluations are assigned to an investigator. The
investigator does research in Chameleon and does neighborhood interviews. If an owner has lived at a
current address less than a year, then the previous address is also researched. Ms. Emptage asked
about if a dog bites a burglar and Supervisor Tenkate called that scenario a provoked bite which
would not be counted against the dog. She referred to bites in the home as no-violation bites, worth
three poinis on the form; whereas a violation bite is worth six points on the form. Regarding
quarantine, she said if a bite does not break the skin the animal is not quarantined. Supervisor Tenkate
weni over points for severity of injury to humans, citations and severity of injury to animals. She
continued that if a person is hospitalized or severely injured, or a domestic animal is killed the
attacking dog is automatically declared dangerous. Supervisor Tenkate said investigators are trained
with a PowerPoint presentation and by senior investigators. Discussion brought out that the point
system was believed to be established by PACC officers many years ago and there are no known
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national standards for dangerous dog determination. Supervisor Tenkate said investigators look for
tendency, propensity and disposition,

Ms. Schwerin referred to a recently discussed case in which a dog on a leash bit and injured another
dog and an officer said the dog in question showed unsafe behavior, but the dog was declared not
dangerous. She used that example to say there is something wrong with the point system. She also
said that to her it doesn’t take repeated bites for a dog to show it has a tendency to bite; one bad bite is
enough. She said former Tucson Mayor George Miller was the one who got the dangerous dog law
passed. She continued that a law is supposed to mean what the enactor’s intended it to mean. She
referred to a letter the Mayor Miller wrote saying that the intention of the legislative body regarding
the dangerous dog law is not being followed. Ms. Schwerin said Mayor Miller made the point that the
innate characteristics of the animal are what make it dangerous, not the wall surrounding the animal.
Ms. Schwerin contended that a dog being dangerous has nothing to do with confinement. She added
that Mayor Miller said dangerous animals should be spayed or neutered. Supervisor Tenkate
confirmed dangerous dogs are spayed or neutered. However, Ms. Schwerin’s point was dogs which
should be declared dangerous, but are not, and are therefore not automatically spayed or neutered and
are able to reproduce. Ms. Emptage asked if staff encourages spaying and neuter to owners of dogs
under investigation, to which Supervisor Tenkate said staff are continually educating the public. Ms.
Emptage requested a copy of the spay/neuter information provided to the public. Dr. Smith asked
what Supervisor Tenkate thought about the score sheet, and she replied that she felt the neighborhood
comments should carry more weight.

Discussion included possibly changing the form. Mr. Jacobs suggested any changes go through legal
representation. The motion was made and seconded (Mendelsohn/Hubbard) that the Committee
requests staff review the dangerous dog form and get back with the Committee to discuss any
recommended changes. The motion carried (8-0), Ms. Schwerin abstained.

¢ Dog License Sticker Suggestion

Ms. Emptage said currently there are many dogs with permanent tags which don’t have PACC’s
current phone number. She suggested that, just as with license plates, the tags could have a sticker.
The sticker could show the license is current and have PACC’s current phone number. Dr. Smith was
concerned about the cost. Dr. Kaluzniacki pointed out that the permanent tag doesn’t mean much, in
that it doesn’t indicate the dog 1s currently licensed. Ms. Hubbard expressed that she liked it better
when there was a new color-coded tag each year as opposed to the current permanent tag, The motion
was made and seconded (Kaluzniacki/Mendelsohn) recommending staff investigate either new tags
every year or a sticker for the peimanent tag. The motion carried (9-0).

8. Donations: A total of $54.671 88 in donations was received during the month of January,

There was no discussion on this agenda item.

9. Complaints and Commendations: There were no complaints and no commendations recelved by staff

during January.

There was no discussion on this agenda item.
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10, Call to the Audience

There was one speaker from the audience, Marcie Velen. Ms. Velen said No-Kill Pima County has
been collecting raw data from PACC since 2012 and she reviews the data. She said the data indicates
consistent improvements in many areas, and gave the example of adoptions recently going up to 61
percent compared to 55 percent for the prior six month period. She said the data has never matched.
She referred to a modified rate which she said does not include owner requests for euthanasia. Foster
care has been a nightmare for her statistically; if fosters are not taken into consideration, then those
animals can be double counted, which influences the live release rate. Ms. Velen referred to the
discussion on reducing the standard seven-day hold for licensed animals to five days, which she said
she has no problem with. She continued that someone has proposed changing the three-day hold for
strays down to two days, which she is not in favor of.

11. Announcements, Schedules and Proposed Agenda Items

Ms. Emptage said in light of the potential for the Committee to be restructured in the near future she is
compiling an electronic list of relevant animal statutes as a reference tool.

12. Next Meeting — March 17, 2016

As established during the Management Report, Current Evéﬁts, the next meeting will be at the
Abrams building. '

13. Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 7:22 pm
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PIMA COUNTY

HEALTH DEPARTMENT

TO:
FROM:
DATE:
SUBJECT:

PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT

PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER

4000 N. SILVERBELL RD ® TUCSON, AZ 85745
(520) 724-5900 FAX (520) 724-5960
www.pima.govanimal/care

MEMORANDUM
Marcy Flanagan, Deputy Director
Neil Konst, Enforcement Supervisor
2/4/16

Welfare report for January 2016

1. Al15-185374

2. A16-186275

3, A16-186494

4, A16-186550

5. A16-186693

6. A16-186561

7. A16-186857

8. A16-186930

No animal was impounded. Staff reviewed animal welfare requircments and laws with the
owner and cited. This complaint is closed, The dog is currently licensed.

The owner was cited for neglect tie out, All of the dogs were surrendered to PACC.

This complaint is closed.

No animal was impounded. Staff reviewed animal welfare requirements and laws with the owner and
issued citations at the scene. As of 02/04/16 the dogs have not been licensed. This complaint is closed.

Four of the dogs were impounded by the officer. Al of the dogs were suwrrendered to PACC. The dog
owner was cited. This complaint is closed.

No animal was impounded. Staff reviewed animal welfare requirements and laws with the owner and
issued citations at the scene. As of 02/04/16 the dog has not been licensed.

One dog was impounded. Staff reviewed animal welfare requirements and laws with the owner and
issued citations. The owner redeemed the dog.

All of the dogs were surrendered to PACC. The dog owner was cited for neglect vet care, This
complaint s closed.

No animal was impounded. Staff reviewed animal welfare requirements and laws with the owner and
cited at the scene. This complaint is closed.
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

" Activity Number:  A15-185374
ACO Name & Badge: Windauer #1924

On January 2, 2016 at approxlmately 1625 hours, |, Officer Windauer #1984
arrived at A Street in reference to a priority Neglect-Tie Out
complaint. | couid see lhe large brown with white pit bull mix on a chain
wrapped around the porch support. | walked up to the fence line to take a
picture and | saw a car pull in to the driveway. | was able to take one picture
before the owner was asking what the problem was.

| advised the dog’s owner that tie outs were lllegal. | was told the tie out
was to keep the dog in the yard otherwise the dog would jump out. |
suggested a kennel run with top for the outside that also contained water and
sheltsr or maybe a crate for inside. | was told as long as someone is at home
the dog didn’t leave. | also recommended surgical alteration for the dog could
help. | saw the dog was released from the tie out chain and was told the dog
would not be returned to the tie out.

| also saw the dog had access to clean water and a large shelter. | saw,
though the chain had wrapped around the porch post, the dog still had
adequate room 1o reach both the shelter and water.

was very cooperative and accepted citations for No License
and Neglect-Tie Out. This call was closed.

Officer’s Signature: ,_ - ffl‘fg‘/ Date: //5//29/&
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A16-186275
ACO Name & Badge: Windauer #1984

On January 14, 2016 at approximately 1615 hours |, Officer Windauer
#1984 had pulled onto 2. south of | to circle back on a
loose dog. Going south past AM/PM, | encountered 2 large loose dogs so |
pulled over. | wasn't able to capture or lure either dog with treats. The female
whita/brown dog appeared in season and the large black dog was male.

As | attempted to capture or find out where they lived, the dogs started
circling the address | tried to make contact
there but found no one home. | saw the whrl:albrown dog jump into the yard
and then Jump back out. This dog would also hang out at the rear fenced area
of apaitment. | walked the perimeter and then | saw the medium size black
with brown heeler mix on a chain tie out inside the yard at the south side of
the apartment.

| remembered | had been here previously so | tried the owner’s phone
number but was only able to leave a message telling them of a problem at the
house with the dogs. [ then entered the fenced yard taking pictures of area
and impounded the dog from the tie out, which | saw was about eight feet
long- made of half chain and half clothesline. | saw the dog had a makeshift
shelter from a large gutted t. v. set and § gallons of water but the bucket had
green algae on the sides. |left a doorknocker advising of impound. 1 also saw
two large adult dogs in a separate pen east of the apartment and two puppies
and maybe a 6 month old spaniel mix in front yard.

On January 16, 2016 at approximately 1730 hours | returned and met with
dog owner | . | was advised some of the dogs present were
strays she had taken off the street or received from people no longer able to
care for them. | was told the dog Princess-the black/brown heeler mix was
kept on a tie out because the dog jumped her fence and ran in front of cars
barking. She relinquished the dog Princess and the remaining 3 large dogs
(including the white/brown dog). accepted a citation for Neglect-
Tie Out

Officer's Signature: W Date:
| 1116 1.
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A16-186494
ACO name & Badge: T. Foster #2042

01/18/16 16:08 |, Investigator Foster #2042 was in the
ton an unrelated call and observed a dog on a tie-out at
’ ‘. When | complebd the call | was working on, | relocated back to
12811 to address the issue of the dog on a tie-out as well as to continue
searching for an injured dog that was last seen running from
.towards

16:38 | arrived back at 2 +and exited the truck and noticed
that there were actually two Pit Bull type dogs on chain tie-outs. Both dogs
had access to shade/sheltsr and potable water. | photographed the dogs and
then retumed to the residence and knocked on the door. | was met by the dog
owner, . | stated my name and the reason for my visit
and asked first if he had seen a small white dog that was possibly Injured. He
told me that he had not seen the dog in question. He did tell me that he owned
a small black Terrier mix named Spike and the two dogs on chains. | observed
that Spike appeared to be in good heaith.and did not appear to have any
injuries. He told me that the female Pit Bull, Missy belonged to a friend who is
in Jail and admitted that he has -had care and custody of Missy for longer than
30 days.

| asked . why the two dogs were chained on tie-outs. He
explained that the recent rains caused problems with his fenced area. He also
told me that his female Pit Bull was in heat and the other Pit Bull is her
brother. He stated that because they are closely related he does not want
them to breed and felt he had no choice but to chain them up to keep them
apart. | explained the laws regarding tle-outs and asked him to remove both
dogs from the chains and place them indoors and he complied.



>

I next requestad to see proof of current rables vaccination and licenses for his
three dogs. was not able to supply me with proof of either
current rabies vaccination or licenses. At that point | Issued citations for three
counts of No License, and iwo counts of Neglect-Tie out.

acknowledged, signed, and accepted his citations. | returned his ID to him and
provided him with his court date, ime, and location. | also supplied him with a
copy of the Pima County dog laws and a ‘pet-fix’ flier to obtain low cost
spay/neuter services for his three dogs. | thanked him for his time and
cooperation and left the area.

Officer's Signature: ' <, H DA Date: /22 ] 20l
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: Al16-186550
ACl Nem G Bmdge: K. Bangus 1918

On Janusry 19th 2016 at approsimately 1616 hrs. I, Officer Baugns 1918 arrived at |

reference to multiple leash law complaints, Upon arrival, I observed five dogs in the yard, I observed is field fencing along the
East side of the property and a heavy metal gate with fencing to prevent the dogs escape, however, four of the five dogs slipped
under the gate and met me in the road. I honked and received no response from the home. I put the three young dogs in my
truck and entered the yard through the unlocked gate. I knocked on the door snd reccived no answer.

Next to the house were itwo metal pots, the adult Pit Bull was licking the boitom of ane of the pots which has msybe 1/4 inch of

water in the bottom. I photographed the empty pots and had to tilt the one pot to show the amount of water on the bottom of
the pot. The two adult dogs were thirsty and continned to Hek the bottom of the pot. The puppies could not reach the bottom of
the pot to lick the battom of the pot before I tried to fill it. 1turned on the faucet to provide the dogs with water, The water

slowly stopped as the pipes emptied. The water to the properiy was turned off
‘The two aduait dogs ran to the north end of the property chasing a rabbit and slipped through & second gate that had the
fencing removed and ran across the road. Eventually, the blue Pit Bull was captared, but the adult black dog was skittish and

would not approach me. I was unable to capture the fifth dog on the property. I fed and watered the remaining dog and posted
A notice advising of the impound as well as the need to provide water for the dogs at all times and the lack of confirement.

There are previous complaints about these dogs not being confined that go back to Angust 2015, Another Officer also posted a
[eash iaw notice on September 4th 2015 (A15-177418). The dog owner has been made aware of the need to keep the dogs

confined to the property.

The doz owner called Pima Animal Care Center an hour after I left the property inquiring sbout her dogs.
tated she would come into the center to redeem the adult Pit Ball but would sign ever ownership for the

puppics.

On Japusry 20th 2016 the dog owner came into Pima Animal Care Center and met with Supervisor N, Konst #2002 who
obtuined her Arizona driver license and issued Negleet-No Water and Leash Law citations on all five dogs on my behalf.
signed the citations and received her copies. She was advised of the date, time and location of her court appearance.

On Janusry 21st 2016 1 again returned to Pima Animal Care Center bringing in the fifth dog and relinquished
ownership for the adult dogs as well, stating that the dogs dig out of her yard and she can't afford to license them.

This complaint is now closed.

B Sigretirm: | 1A D Date: |- 2[- 20l
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A16-186693

ACO name & Badge:X. Delgadillo #2047

On Januarv 21, 2016 at 16:49 |, Investigator Delgadilio#2047, arrived to
in reference to a dog on a tie-out complaint.

| walked down the steps toward the front door and | observed a white and tan
pit mix on a tie-out with no water or shelter. | knocked on the door and
received no answer. | walked to rear of the property and found no one home.
| impounded the dog for its well-being.

The dog owner, arrived at approximately 18:20. claimed
that she left the dog with water but it always knocks the water over. |
explained to her the animal welfare laws regarding the tie-out; water and
shelter.

‘ was cited into Pima County Court for the following:
Noglect, Tie-out
Neglect No Water
Neglect No sheiter
No license

vigned her cHation; received a copy and was provided her court
date and time. The dog, Lucy, was returned to her.

Officer's Signature: Date:/ k—}ﬂ%—/ / ge,
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A16-186561
ACO name & Badge:1942 Eckelbarger

On 1-21-16 at 1130 hours | Investigator Eckelbarger (1942) responded to
. ---i where | received no answer at the door.

I then went around to the back alley and observed a brown pit-bull in the
backyard through broken siats in the fence. The dog was on a cable tie-out.
The dog’s tle-out was partially tangled around a trampoline in the yard. The
dog did have access to shade and water. | then impounded the dog due to
being on a tie-out and posted a notice of inpoundment on the front door.

On 1-22-16 Supervisor Konst (2002) met with dog owner . She
came to the Pima Animal Care Center to redeem her dog Lola. stated
Lola had chewed through a wood door and escaped the house previously.
Supervisor Konsat then cited _on my behalf for neglect-tieout on Lola
under City jurisdiction. signed and recelved her copies of the
citations. She then redeemed Lola.

Officer's Signature:  _ 1z Date: 1-24-16
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A16-186867
ACO name & Badge: T. Fostor #2042

01/24/16 18:18 hours |, Investigator Foster #2042 arrived at

and as | walked up the driveway the dog owner opened the door. |
stated my name and the reason for my visit and asked her if she knew why |
was there and she stated yes It was because her dogs were fighting. | asked
her if | could see the dogs and she walked me into the backyard.

As | entered the yard | was met at the gate by a black and white Pit Bull type
mixed breed dog that | initially believed was 3 or 4 months of age. | later
checked his teath and found he was closer to 8 or 9 months. The owner stated
that the puppy was called Zeus and that she had owned him for two or more
months. She explained that her other two dogs are sisters and that one or
both are in heat and they began to fight today. s herself pregnant
and nearly full term, as such she hesitated to try to break up the fight. She
stated that one of the dogs was badly hurt but the other two seemed fine. As
we progreased farther Into the yard | saw a brindle and white mixed breed dog
limping toward us. The owner told me that her name is Princess and that she
is the one that got the upper hand in the fight. She told me that Zous was
involved but kept running in and out of the fight. She added that the dogs
have no history of fighting and that she does not know what started the fight
today.

The back yard was full or trash, debris, and possessions. | observed that there
was excessive animal waste present the yard and much of it contained foreign
objects such as parts of clothing and chewed trash. | observed that the dogs
had access to a large container of potable water and a large pile of kibble
poured out on the back step. | also observed that the dogs had access to '
shadeishelter in the form of an open shed with a large mattress inside. On the
mattress | saw the third dog. She was lying with her back to the door and
appeared to be covered in blood. | observed that her demeanor was _
depressed, lethargic, and she was unwilling to stand or move. told
me that the dog in the shed was called Bella. | asked if she was going to take
Bella to the vet and she told me that she was not due to financial constraints.



* O

| asked the woman, . _, ifZeus has been seen by a vet for
his weight. Based on the Purina/LaFlamme Body Scoring System | determined
that Zous was a 2-2.5 and very underweight. The owner stated that she could
not afford vet care and that she was thinking about feeding him wet food
and/or high protein food but had not done so yet. | asked her when she first
noticed he was underweight and she claimed that she got him two months
ago and was thin at that time but has gotten worse since then.

| explained that all three dogs need to be seén by a vet and that if | issued a
premise inspection, that she would only have 24 hours fo comply or | would
issue citations and confiscate the dogs. | told her that | need to confer with a
supervisor to be sure that | was not overlooking anything and returned to the
PACC truck to place the call.

| spoke to Supervisor Tenkate #1911 and was instructed to issue a cltation for
neglect of vet care on the puppy named Zeus and to fry to suggest that the
owner o release ownership of all three dogs. | returned and issued the
citation and after explainina her options the owner agreed to sign her three
dogs over to PACC. . =z acknowledged, signed, and accepted her
citation. She was given her court date, tims, location, and her ID was returned.
| then had her sign the owner surrender form and impounded the three dogs.

Officer’s Signature: H A0Y 3. Date: @1 / a3 / 20/
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A16-186930
. ACO name & Badge: Robert Tovar #2021

On January 25, 2016 at 1625 hours the Pima Animal Care Center received a
- call from an anonymous complainant who reported observing a small black
and white Terrier type dog in a beige Cadillac. The complainant also said that
dog had been In the car all day and that they did not obtain the vehicle license
number. They did state that the windows were cracked but did not get close
enough to see if the dog had food or water.

On January 25, 2016 at 17:01 hours |, Officer Tovar #2021, amrived at an
apartment complex at | found the gold Cadlilac with. AZ
license plate . n one of the parking lots of the apartment complex. |
walked up to the car and saw a tricolored terrier mix inside of the vehicle. The
dog appeared to be in distress as it was standing up on his hind legs and
yeolping. The dog was also scratching at the front windows of the vehicle. |
took pictures of the dog inside of the car. | could clearly see into the front
seat area and saw that thore was no water for the dog. | could not clearly see
into the back seat as the window tint was very dark. | photographed the entire
vehicle including the license plate.

| asked for the Tucson Police to respond to the area in case there was a need
to gain forced entry to remove the dog from the car. ‘While waiting for the
officer to arrive | walked to the office where | spoke with Assistant Manager,
Mr. ", who said that he had just been working at the complex
for three weeks. He walked to the vehicle with me and saw the dog inside of
the car. He told me that he had never seen the car at the complex before. :

TPD Officer Waer #51934, Event #E160250648, arrived and she saw the dog
inside of the vehicle. Officer Waer and | were told that the vehicle owner
might live in one of the apartments in front of where the car was parked. One
tonant at an apariment said that she did hear a dog crying but did not know
who the car belonged to. Another tenant said that they did not know who the
car belonged to. We finally knocked on a door of apartment #9106 and found
the dog owner, who was identified himself as Mr. . on
his AZ ID card.



) )

_..: said that he did not own the vehicle and that it belongs to his boss
who let him use her car today. vk sald that this morning at 0400 hours
he was kicked out of his apartment by his girifriend so he took his dog and
loft. He stated that he went to work but "was not In a good space” and his
boss told him to take her car and leave for the day. He explained that he was
looking for a place to stay and the only place he found was with his friend at
this apartment complex. asserted that his friends have a large male
dog and that this dog and his dog "Jake' did not really get along. He stated
that he put Jake in the car to keep him and his friend's dog apart. When |
asked him why the dog did not have water he said that he just did not give him
any and that he did not have an excuse for not giving him water.

lasked .. .  what ime he put Jake in the car and he said around 1615
hours this afternoon. He then said, "time just got away from me.” | advised

{ that | was going to cite him for Cruelty and Neglect-No Water based
on Jake being left in the vehicle without water. | then asked him if Jake had a

current rabies vaccination and license. ¢ said that he could not afford
to have that done. | asked him when he got Jake and he said that he has had
him for a year and got him as a small puppy. | also cited “for No
License and No Rabies Vaccination, ¢ signed and received his copy of
said citations.

thad - remove Jake from the car and | observed that Jake was of good
weight and appeared healthy. After removed Jake from the car |

asked him if | could look in the back seat of the car and he told me | could. |
photographed the area to show that there was no water for the dog. | also
took additional pictures of the front seat to show the same. | advised him that
should he leave his dog Iin a car again his dog would be impounded and he
would receive additional citations. : sald that he was going to look for
a place to stay tonight and if he was going to stay at the apartment with his
friond he would keep the dog away from his friend's dog.

Officer’s Signature: ! Date: /-248 -7 6



Animal Welfare Case — Advisory Committee Comment Sheet — WC1

Activity Number: A15-185374 ACO & Badge: Windauer #1984

Officer's Case Report

Report Snapshot
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- Summary . .

.

No animal was impounded. Staff re

viewed animal welfare requirements and laws

with the owner and cited. This complaint is closed. The dog is currently licensed.

On January 2, 2018 at approximately 1625 hours, |, Officer Windauer #1984
amived at Street in reference to a priority Neglect-Tie Out complaint, | could
see the large brown with white pit bull mix on a chain wrapped around the
porch support. | walked up to the fence line to take a picture and | saw a car
pullin to the driveway. | was able to take one picture before the owner was
asking what the problem was. I advised the dog's owner that tie outs were
ilegal. | was told the tie out was to keep the dog in the yard otherwise the dog
would jump out. | suggested a kennel run with top for the outside that also
contained water and shelter or maybe a crate for inside. | was told as long as
someone is at home the dog didn't leave. | also recommended surgical
alteration for the dog could help. | saw the dog was released from the tie out
chain and was told the dog would not be returned to the tie out | also saw the
dog had access to clean water and a large shelter. | saw though the chain had
wrapped around the porch post, the dog still had adequate room to reach both

the shelter and water. ! was very cooperative and accepted citations
for No License and Neglect-Tie Out. This call was closed.

Committee Member Comments/ Request for Information

Member

T. Barrick

N. Emptage

P. Hubbard

P. Jacohs

S. Kaluzniacki

D. Marshall

Please follow up on fie out

H. Mendelsohn

J. Neumann

E. O'Donneli

J. Schwerin

G. Smith

City of Tugson Rep.

WC1 page 1




Animal Welfare Case — Advisory Committee Comment Sheet — WC2

Activity Number: A16-186275 ACO & Badge: Windauer #1984

Report Snapshot

Officer’s Case Report
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Summary = =g

The owner was cited for neglect tie out. All of the dogs were mEas%aa. to PACC.
This complaint is closed.

On January 14, 2016 at approximately 1615 hours |, Officer Windauer #1984 had
pulled onto south of to circle back on a loose dog. Going south past AM/PM, |
encountered 2 large loose dogs so | pulled over. | wasn't able to capture or lure either
dog with treats. The female white/brown dog appeared in season and the large black
dog was male. As | attempted to capture or find out where they lived, the dogs
started circling the address . | tried to make contact there but found no one home. |
saw the white/brown dog jump into the yard and then jump back out. This dog would
also hang out at the rear fenced area of apartment. | walked the perimeter and then |
saw the medium size black with brown heeler mix on a chain tie out inside the yard at
the south side of the apartment. | remembered | had been here previously so | tried
the owner's phone number but was only able to leave a message telling them of a
problem at the house with the dogs. | then entered the fenced yard taking pictures of
area and impounded the dog from the tie out, which | saw was about eight feet long-
made of half chain and half clothesline. | saw the dog had a makeshift shelter from a
large gutted tv set and 5 gallons of water but the bucket had green algae on the
sides. | left a doorknocker advising of impound. | also saw two large adult dogsin a
separate pen east of the apartment and two puppies and maybe a 6 month old
spaniel mix in front yard. On January 16, 2016 at approximately 1730 hours |
retumed and met with dog owner . | was advised some of the dogs present
were strays she had taken off the street or received from people no longer able to
care for them. | was told the dog Princess-the black/brown heeler mix was kepton a
tie out because the dog jumped her fence and ran in front of cars barking. She
relinquished the dog Princess and the remaining 3 large dogs (including the
white/brown dog). accepted a citation for Neglect Tie Out.

Committee Member Comments/ Request for Information Member

T. Barrick

N. Emptage

P. Hubbard

P. Jacobs

S. Kaluzniacki

D. Marshall

No comment

H. Mendelsohn

J. Neumann

E. O'Donnell

J. Schwerin

G. Smith

City of Tucsen Rep.

WC2 page 1




Animal Welfare Case — Advisory Committee Comment Sheet - WC3

Activity Number: A 16-186494 ACO & Badge: T. Foster #2042

Officer's Case Report

Report Snapshot
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i F s Summary ... . . TS

No animal was impounded, Staff revi

ewed animal welfare requirements and laws

with the owner and issued citations at the scene. As of 02/04/16 the dogs have not
been licensed. This complaint is closed.

01/18/16 16:08 |, Investigator Foster #2042 was inthe on an unrelated call and
observed a dog on a tie-out at .When | completed the call | was working on, | relocated
back to 12811 to address the issue of the dog on a tie-out as well as to continue
searching for an injured dog that was last seen running from towards . At 16:38 | arrived
back at and exited the truck and noticed that there were actually two Pit Buil type dogs
on chain tie-outs. Both dogs had access to shade/shelter and potable water. |
photographed the dogs and then returned to the residence and knocked on the door. |
was met by the dog owner, . | stated my name and the reason for my visit
and asked first if he had seen a small wnite dog that was possibly injured. He told me that
he had not seen the dog in question. He did tell me that he owned a small black Terrier
mix named Spike and the two dogs on chains. | observed that Spike appeared to be in
good health and did not appear to have any injuries. He told me that the female Pit Bull,
Missy belonged to a friend who is in jail and admitted that he has had care and custody of
Missy for longer than 30 days. | asked why the two dogs were chained on
tie-outs, He explained that the recent rains caused problems with his fenced area. He
also told me that his ferale Pit Bull was in heat and the other Pit Bull is her brother. He
stated that because they are closely related he does not want them to breed and felt he
had no choice but to chain them up to keep them apart. | explained the laws regarding
tie-outs and asked him to remove both dogs from the chains and place them indoors and
he complied. | next requested to see proof of current rabies vaccination and licenses for
his three dogs. +was not able to supply me with proof of either current
rabies vaccination or licenses. At that point | issued citations for three counts of No
License, and two counts of Neglect-Tie out acknowledged, signed, and
accepted his citations. | retumed his 1D to hjm and provided him with his court date, time,
and location. | also supplied him with a copy of the Pima County dog laws and a ‘pet-fix'
flier to obtain low cost spay/neuter services for his three dogs. | thanked him for his time
and cooperation and left the area.

Committee Member Comments/ Request for information

Member

T. Barrick

N. Emptage

P. Hubbard

P. Jacobs

S. Kaluzniacki

D. Marshall

Please follow up on tie out & licenses

H. Mendelsohn

J. Neumann

E. O'Donnel

J. Schwerin

Do we recheck for Rabies Vaccine? Is there a citation for Rabies Vaccine? Isn't this a major health hazard to not have Rabies Vaccinations?

G. Smith

City of Tucson Rep.

WC3 page 1




Animal Welfare Case — Advisory Committee Comment Sheet — WC4

Activity Number: A16-186550 ACO & Badge: K. Baugus 1218

Report Snapshot

Officer’s Case Report
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Four of the moam were impounded by the officer. All of the dogs were surrendered to

PACC. The dog owner was cited. This complaint is closed.

On January 19th, 2016 at approximately 1616 hrs. I, Officer Baugus 1918 arrived at
reference to multiple leash law complaints. Upon arival, | observed five dogs in the
yard. | observed is field fencing along the East side of the property and a heavy metal
gate with fencing to prevent the dogs escape, however, four of the five dogs slipped
under the gate and met me in the road. | honked and received no response from the
home. | put the three young dogs in my truck and entered the yard through the
unlocked gate. | knocked on the door and received no answer. Next to the house
were two metal pots, the adult Pit Bull was licking the bottom of one of the pots which
has maybe 1/4 inch of water in the bottom. I photographed the empty pots and had to
tilt the one pot to show the amount of water on the bottom of the pot. The two adult
dogs were thirsty and continued to lick the bottom of the pot. The puppies could not
reach the bottom of the pot to lick the bottom of the pot before | tried o fill it. | turned
on the faucet to provide the dogs with water. The water slowly stopped as the pipes
emptied. The water to the property was turned off. The two adult dogs ran to the
north end of the property chasing a rabbit and slipped through a second gate that had
the fencing removed and ran across the road. Eventually, the biue Pit Bull was
captured, but the adult black dog was skittish and would not approach me. | was
unable to capture the fifth dog on the property. | fed and watered the remaining dog
and posted a notice advising of the impound as well as the need to provide water for
the dogs at alf times and the lack of confinement. There are previous complaints
about these dogs not being confined that go back to August 2015. Another Officer
also posted a leash law notice on September 4th 2015 (A15-177418). The dog owner
has been made aware of the need to keep the dogs confined to the property. The
dog owner called Pima Animal Care Center an hour after | left the property inquiring
about her dogs. stated she would come into the center to redeem the
adult Pit Bulf but would sign over ownership for the puppies. On January 20th 2016
the dog owner came into Pima Animal Care Center and met with Supervisor N. Konst
#2002 who obtained her Arizona driver license and issued Neglect-No Water and
Leash Law citations on all five dogs on my behalf. signed the citations
and received her copies. She was advised of the date, time and location of her court
appearance. On January 21st 2016 again returned to Pima Animal Care
Center bringing in the fifth dog and relinquished ownership for the aduit dogs as weD,
stating that the dogs dig out of her yard and she can't afford to license them. This
complaint is now closed.

Committee Member Comments/ Request for Information , _ Member

T. Barrick

Was adult animal redeemed — neutered?

N. Emptage

P. Hubbard

P. Jacaohs

S. Kaluzniacki

WC4 page 1




D. Marshall

No comment H. Mendelsohn

J. Neumann

E. O'Donnell

J. Schwerin

This owner should be banned from owning pets or getting them from PACC unless her financial status changes and she can afford to care for her pets G. Smith
roperly,

City of Tucson Rep.

WCA4 page 2




Animal Welfare Case — Advisory Committee Comment Sheet — WC5

Activity Number: A 16-186693 ACO & Badge: X. Delgadillo #2047

No animal was impounded. Staff reviewed animal welfare requirements and laws
with the owner and issued citations at the scene. As of 02/04116 the dog has not

been licensed.

Report Snapshot Officer's Case Report
o . On January 21, 2016 at 16:49 |, Investigator Delgadillo #2047, amived to
AR T | I e in reference to a dog on a tie-out complaint, | walked down the steps toward
the front door and | observed a white and tan pit mix on a tie-out with no water
KL LCHOMNE 508 Sl s or shelter. | knocked on the door and received no answer. | walked to rear of
Ll e apaa the property and found no one home. | impounded the dog for its well-being.
%ﬂgé The dog owner, , arrived at approximately 18:20. She claimed that
T : she left the dog with water but it always knocks the water over. | explained to
TGS TR — her the animal welfare laws regarding the tie-out; water and shelter.
-
i was cited into Pima County Court for the following:
e e - Neglect, Tie-out
B o sl T Neglect No Water
%%ﬁ.ﬁaﬁ:ﬂa = ——5— | Neglect No shelter
D T i : .o..m #| | Nolicense
ﬂml =0 oD
T e, S can  |m{ i CBcEs | woMwms | om | mwee ] signed her citation; received a copy and was provided her court
Pebon XN Luey waten [F[ a et date and time. The dog, Lucy, was returned to her.
Summary A7

Committee Member Comments/ Request for Information

Member

T. Barrick

N. Emptage

P. Hubbard

P. Jacobs

8. Kaluzniacki

D. Marshall

Please follow up

H. Mendelsohn

J. Neumann

E. O'Donnell

J. Schwerin

There are many violations in this case, which concerns me that this pet owner knows nothing about good care for her pets, especially in Arizona.

Is there a

plan for a follow-up visit fo be sure she is compliant and understands?

G. Smith

City of Tucson Rep.

WCS5 page 1




Animal Welfare Gase — Advisory Committee Comment Sheet — WC6

Activity Number: A16-186561 ACO & Badge: Eckelbarger #1942

Report Snapshot

Officer's Case Report
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Summary .

&

One dog was impounded. Staff reviewed animal welfare requirements and laws with
the owner and issued citations, The owner redeemed the dog.

On 1-21-16 at 1130 hours | Investigator Eckelbarger (1942) responded to
where | received no answer at the door. | then went around to the back alley

and observed a brown pit-bull in the backyard through broken slats in the

fence. The dog was on a cable tie-out, The dog's tie-out was partially tangled

around a trampoline in the yard. The dog did have access to shade and water.

[ then impounded the dog due to being on a tie-out and posted a notice of

impoundment on the front door.

On 1-22-16 Supervisor Konst (2002) met with dog owner She

came to the Pima Animal Care Center to redeem her dog Lola.

stated Lola had chewed through a wood door and escaped the house

previously. Supervisor Konst then cited on my behalf for neglect-

tieout on Lola under City jurisdiction. signed and received her copies

of the citations. She then redeemed Lola.

Committee Member Comments/ Request for Information

Member

T. Barrick

N. Emptage

P. Hubbard

P. Jacobs

S. Kaluzniacki

D. Marshall

Please follow up tie out

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 - WC7

Activity Number: A 16-186857 ACO & Badge: T. Foster #2042

Report Snapshot

Officer's Case Report
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Summary - .

All of the dogs were surrendered to PACC. The dog owner was cited for neglect ve

care. This complaint is closed.

t

01/24/16 18:18 hours |, Investigator Foster #2042 arrived at  and as | walked
up the driveway the dog owner opened the door. | stated my name and the
reason for my visit and asked her if she knew why | was there and she stated
yes it was because her dogs were fighting. | asked her if | could see the dogs
and she walked me into the backyard. As | entered the yard | was met at the
gate by a black and white Pit Bull type mixed breed dog that | initially believed
was 3 or 4 months of age. | later checked his teeth and found he was closer to
8 or 9 menths. The owner stated that the puppy was called Zeus and that she
had owned him. for two or more months. She explained that her other two
dogs are sisters and that one or both are in heat and they began o fight
today. is herself pregnant and nearly full term, as such she
hesitated to try to break up the fight She stated that one of the dogs was badly
hurt but the other two seemed fine. As we progressed farther into the yard |
saw a brindle and white mixed breed dog limping toward us. The owner told
me that her name is Princess and that she is the one that got the upper hand
in the fight She told me that Zeus was involved but kept running in and out of
the fight. She added that the .. dogs have no history of fighting and that she
does not know what started the fight today. The back yard was full or trash,
debris, and possessions. | observed that there was excessive animal waste
present the yard and much of it contained foreign objects such as parts of
clothing and chewed trash. | observed that the dogs had access to a large
container of potable water and a large pile of kibble poured out on the back
step. | also observed that the dogs had access to shade/shelter in the form of
an open shed with a large mattress inside. On the mattress | saw the third
dog. She was lying with her back to the door and appeared to be covered in
blood. | observed that her demeanor was depressed, lethargic, and she was
unwilling to stand or move. ' told me that the dog in the shed was
called Bella. | asked if she was going to take Bella to the vet and she told me
that she was not due to financial constraints, 1 asked the woman, if
Zeus has been seen by a vet for his weight. Based on the Purina/LaFiamme
Body Scoring System | determined that Zeus was a 2-2.5 and very
underweight. The owner stated that she could not afford vet care and that she
was thinking about feeding him wet food andfor high protein food but had not
done so yet. | asked her when she first noticed he was underweight and she
claimed that she got him two months ago and was thin at that time but has
gotten worse since then. | explained that all three dogs need to be seen by a
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vet and that if | issued a premise inspection, that she would only have 24
hours to comply or | would issue citations and confiscate the dogs. I told her
that | need to confer with a supervisor to be sure that | was not overlooking
anything and returned to the PACC truck to place the call. | spoke to
Supervisor Tenkate #1911 and was instructed to issue a citation for neglect of
vet care on the puppy named Zeus and to try to suggest that the owner to
release ownership of all.three dogs. | returned and issued the citation and
after explaining her options the owner agreed to sign her three dogs over to
PACC. acknowledged, signed, and accepted her citation. She was
given her court date, time, location, and her D was retumed. | then had her
sign the owner surrender form and impounded the three dogs.

Committee Member Comments/ Request for Information

Member

T. Barrick

N. Emptage

P. Hubbard

P. Jacobs

8. Kaluzniacki

D. Marshall

Is it possible to restrict form owning dogs, area is unsafe for any animal

H. Mendelsohn

J. Neumann

E. O'Donnell

J. Schwerin

Do we know the condition for the injured and underweight dog at this time? Again another owner who should be banned from adopting in the future.

G. Smith

City of Tucson Rep.
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Animal Welfare Case — Advisory Committee Comment Sheet - WC8

Activity Number: A16-186930 ACO & Badge: Tovar #2021

Report Snapshot

| Officer's Case Report

_!.E.l. TESL ML)
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| On January 25, 2016 at 1625 hours the Pima Animal Care Center received a
call from an anonymous complainant who reported observing a small black
and white Terrier type dog in a beige Cadillac. The complainant also said that
dog had been in the car all day and that they did not obtain the vehicle license
number. They did state that the windows were cracked but did not get close
enough fo see if the dog had food or water. On January 25, 2016 at 17:01
hours I, Officer Tovar #2021, arrived at an apartment compiex at | found the
gold Cadillac with. AZ license plate in one of the parking lots of the
apartment complex. | walked up to the car and saw a tricolored terrier mix
inside of the vehicle. The dog appeared to be in distress as it was standing up
on his hind legs and yelping. The dog was also scratching at the front
windows of the vehicle. | took pictures of the dog inside of the car. | could
clearly see into the front seat area and saw that there was no water for the
dog. | could not clearly see into the back seat as the window tint was very
dark, | photographed the entire vehicle including the license plate. | asked for
the Tucson Palice to respond to the area in case there was a need to gain
forced entry to remove the dog from the car. While waiting for the officer to
arrive | walked to the office where | spoke with Assistant Manager, who said
that he had just been working at the complex for three weeks. He walked to

. Summary

the vehicle with me and saw the dog inside of the car. He told me that he had
never seen the car at the complex before. TPD Officer Waer #51934, Event

No animal was impounded. Staff reviewed animal welfare requirements and laws with the owner
and cited at the scene. This complaint is closed,

#£160250648, arrived and she saw the dog inside of the vehicle. Officer Waer
and | were told that the vehicle owner might live in one of the apartments in
front of where the car was parked. One tenant at an apartment said that she
did hear a dog crying but did not know who the car belonged to. Another
tenant said that they did not know who the car belonged to. We finally
knocked on a door of apartment #9106 and found the dog owner, who was
identified himself as on his AZ 1D card. said that he did not
own the vehicle and that it belongs to his boss who let him use her car today.

- said that this morning at 0400 hours he was kicked out of his
apartment by his girlfriend so he took his dog and left. He stated that he went
to work but "was not in a good space” and his boss told him to take her car
and leave for the day. He explained that he was looking for a place to stay
and the only place he found was with his friend at this apartment complex.

asserted that his friends have a large male dog and that this dog and his
dog 'Jake' did not really get along. He stated that he put Jake in the car to
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keep him and his friend's dog apart. When | asked him why the dog did not
have water he said that he just did not give him any and that he did not have
an excuse for not giving him water. | asked what time he put Jake in
the car and he said around 1615 hours this aftemoon. He then said, "time just
got away from me." | advised k that | was gaing to cite him for Cruelty
and Neglect-No Water based on Jake being left in the vehicle without water, |
then asked him if Jake had a current rabies vaccination and license. £
said that he could not afford to have that done. [ asked him when he got Jake
and he said that he has had him for a year and got him as a small puppy. |
also cited for No License and No Rabies Vaccination. |

signed and received his copy of said citations. | had ¢ remove Jake
from the car and | observed that Jake was of good weight and appeared
healthy. Atter removed Jake from the car | asked him if | could look in
the back seat of the car and he told me | could. | photographed the area to
show that there was no water for the dog. | also took additional pictures of the
front seat to show the same. | advised him that should he leave his dogina
car again his dog would be impounded and he would receive additional
citations. < said that he was going to look for a place to stay tonight
and if he was going to stay at the apartment with his friend he would keep the
dog away from his friend's dog. _

Committee Member Comments/ Request for Information : Member

T. Barrick

N. Emptage

P. Hubbard

P. Jacobs

5. Kaluzniacki

D. Marshall

This appears to be impossible to follow up.

H. Mendelsohn

J. Neumann

E. O'Donnell

J. Schwerin

G. Smith

City of Tucson Rep.
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PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT

PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
PIMA COUNTY 4000 N. Sﬂmgzﬂ?%mgﬁ)%zﬁfgﬁ
HEALTH DEPARTMENT www.pima.govanimal/care
MEMORANDUM
TO: Marcy Flanagan, Deputy Director
FROM: Debra Tenkate, Animal Care Ficld Supervisor @
DATE: February 3, 2016
SUBJECT: Dangerous Dog Cases for January 2016
Tucson:
1. Al1-154781 A dog named Chiquita was declared vicious by The case was dog assigned
to Investigator Delgadillo who is monitoring compliance.
2. Al15-173164 * A dog named Gemini was declared vicious by Judge Pollard. The case was assigned

to Investigator Foster who is monitoring compliance.

Fima County/Marana:

3. Al6-185921 . i Two dogs named Princess and Bart were declared dangerous by Investigator Delgadillo. Both
dogs were impounded and Investigator Delgadillo is monitoring compliance.

4. A15-183418 ; A dog named Duke was declared dangerous by Investigator Delgadillo who is monitoring compliance.

5. A14-158978 A dangerous dog evaluation was ordered by Judge Felix on two dogs named Texas and Kuma,

Investigator Foster evaluated the dogs which were declared not dangerous.



PIMA COUNTY ANIMAL CARE CENTER
MONTHLY INVESTIGATIONS REPORT
DANGEROQUS DOG CASES FOR JANUARY 2016

City of Tucsen -
NOMBER OF | __ NUMBER OF NUMBER OF | NUMBER OF | NUMBER OF
CASEMUMBER | OWNER'SLASTNAME| ANIMALS | ANIMALS DECLARED] ANMALS DECLARED| ANIMALS |  ANIMALS | NUMBEROF HEARING), oy p) | NOT |
ASSESSED | DANGEROUS | NOT DANGEROUS | IMPOUNDED |RELINQUISHED
14-154781 1 1 0 1 0 o|N
fa1s 173164 1 1 0 0 0l olN
ima CountyiMarana — —
NUMBER OF | NUMBER OF NUMBER GF — T'NUMBEROF | NUMBEROF | oo omr T T
CASENUMBER | OWNERS LASTNAME| ANIMALS | ANIMALS DECLARED|ANIMALS DECLARED| ANMALS | “ANIMALS | NUMBEROF |HEARING| o) En
ASSESSED | DANGEROUS | NOTDANGEROUS | IMPOUNDED |RELINGUISHED
: 2 2| 0 2 0 ofN
1 1 0 0 0 ofN
2 0 2 0 ol o|N
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Nomber: Al4-154781
ACD Moo 8 Badpe 1. Henderson / 1984

On 09/02/14 at 17:04 hours I eontacted the bite victim, at her apartment, Her address i

Imsllmammﬁmdwmrﬁthgmwumnmmmdndemmmmdingamdﬁum
Per’ -ahe was in the office around 11:00 a.m. relosding her lsundry card for the lanndry room. The offce i
adiress s . The dog owmer was also in the office with her dog o a Jeash.’ » said she was near the
dog but not next to it. Withoat warnine fiea dog bit her on the leg. The dog owner provided the victim with her xpartment but
denled her dog bit the victim. xaid she talked to the office personmel to se¢ who ssw what happeaed and they all
denjed seelng anything, : ciakns the office personuel ave not being trathfnl. T i requesting

to the owner.
1then contacted the ownes at her apartment. Her address it — — _ a's dog was at the
door for a brief moment and she quicidy put it away. ¥ was not able to get 2 good look st her dog other than the breed and
colors matched what' = ~ ~ reported. She was cooperative, but didn't appear she wanted to be. She answered my
questions and provideo me wisa w. information I requested. I was able o locate her information withix the Pima Animal Care
Center database, which showed an address of « She denied her dog ever living at that address and would not
.lwmouphohgupllhedng!’orm“mpnrpmlmabkmlundwhnqurmhetumpurhgrumm
cxpiring on 09/43/14. I also issued fo her the requested chiations from the victin, Citations were issned without incident.
3 also stated the office staff witnessed what happened. After issning i citations I was approached by the the Office

manager who told me her staff did not witness the incidont, and would not testify for either party in conrt. They did not wish to
provide there names, or coniact information.

I'was able obinin 2 photograph of the dog that was registered to .from the . 1then contacted
: om 09/97/14 at 10:07 howrs and had her losk at a photograph of the dog reghstered to i during that
time, ’  positively identified the dog in the photagraph as the dog that bit her on 09/02/14 at 11:00 boors

Officer’s Siyetar= | | Date: 9/7//4



‘ (N Do#/

PIMA COUNTY
ANDNAL GARE PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
COMPLAINT ¢ 778~ /546109 4000 N. SILVERBELL RD. TUCSON, AZ 85745

OFFICER # Z:*‘?’Zﬂ& (520) 724-5900, option 3 FAX (520) 724-5960
DATE: __2/¢/ /46 mmmaagv_lm&dm

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/ftreatment.

______Ananimal can be deemed dangerous if it, without provocation, kills or severely injures a
domestic animal.

3 An animal declared vicious by a magistrate shall be automatically deemed dangerous.

OFFICER COMMENTS:

OWNER: . ANIMAL NAME: (Zﬂc%-
ADDRESS: g ANIMAL ID#: _ £ 2% 5 54

PHONE:__ T srzx:ﬁ_cown;gﬂ'BREED:m

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 (b) days if cited in Pima Gounty, 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.
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A14-157320
ACO name & Badge:X. Delgadiilo #2047

On July 9, 2015 at 11:52 |, Officer Delgadillc #2047, arrived at ~ vin
reference to a Leash Law/Biting Animal complaint; | met with .

stated on June 8, 2015 at approximately 18:45 she was walking near Silver

Spur and when she noticed a brownish pit-buil and brown Chlhuahua out at
large and she recognized the dogs and where they resided. went to the
address of : fo advise the dogy owners and an elderly female resident

came out of the residence and called for the dogs 0 come back to the yard. She stated
that the woman then turned to walk back into the residence and as H to have the pit bull
and the Chihuahua follow her. When the woman opened the door another Pit-Buil
{white/brown) charged) charged out the door and aitacked
Pip her white and Tan Chihushua/Tervier. | explained to =~ — .
third party citations and she has requested those citations be issued and restitution for
vet care costs incurred. An invoice detalling the Vet care costs was provided and
is requesting restitution in the amount of $188.00.

| then arrived to ; the attacking dog owner's resldence. | met with
and advised him the purpose of my visit. He stated that his mother
was present on the day of the incident and explained to him what had occurred.
was cited into Tucson City Court for the following violations:
Leash Law and Biting Animal for Geminl a female white and brown Pit-Bull Mix
Leash Law; no rabies and no license for Tatsu a male Black Brindle Pit'Hound mix
Leash Law; no rabies and no license for Ang a male brown Chihuahua.

a signed his citations; received a copy and was provided his court date and
time.

Officer’s Signature: % Date: 7 // O// I~
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PIMA COUNTY
ANIMAL CARE PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
COMPLAINT # |1,,2 13@5‘5 4000 N. SI_LVERBELL RD. TUCSON, AZ 85745
OFFICER # G2, (520) 724-5900, optiop 3 FAX (520) 724-5860
DATE: www.pima.gov/animalcare

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
domaestic animal.

15 An animal declared vicious by a magistrate shali be automatically deemed dangerous.

- OFFICER COMMENTS:

. ' Y Coaerd [hdaﬂ

OWNER:_._ o ——  ANIMAL NAME: (oenning

ADDRESS; . ANIMAL iD#: _B2\ o1\

PHONE:. o SEX:_F_COLOR:Wwh}RmBREED: P Pasl\
NOTICE

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

If the dog has not been dectared vicious by a court, you may appeal the deciaration of dangerous.
You have (5) days i 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.
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A16-185921
ACO name & Badge: T. Foster #2042

01/0816 08:10 Pima Animal Care Center Dispatch {(PACC) received a complaint
from 1 stating that the dogs who previously kilied her rooster were
back in her yard at Rd attacking her animals. The caller aiso
stated that one of the dogs bit her and ran away. She informed the dispatch
operator that she believed that the dogs were still at large.

01/08/16 09:38 |, investigator Foater #2042 arrived at ind was
flagged down in the streot by a woman who identified herself as the caller,
; 'was very upset and informed me that the property at
" belongs to the dog owner. There was a woman in the yard of that
addreas with two dogs. The woman was later Identified-as & tenant of the dog
owners. | observed the two dogs to be a tan colored Chow type dog and a
white and black Springer Spaniel type dog.

The caller was very angry and to keep the peace between the two women |
requested that return home and walt for me to come intarview her.
Before she left ~ positively identified the two dogs, a Springer Spaniel
and a Chow as the dogs that she witnessed attacking and killing one of her
chickens this moring. She also stated that she Is now requesting citations be
issued to the dog owner for the situation she observad at 06:45 hours as well
&s a Dangerous Dog Evaluation be conducted on the two dogs.

Once the complainant left | met with the second woman who introduced
harself as i. She told me that she had planned to assume ownership
.of the Springer Spaniel but the dog owner's wife is opposed to that
arrangoement. | asked If the owner was avallable and she stated that was not
and added that she rents one of the mobile homes on the property. She stated
that when the owner stays at the property he sleeps in a RV located at the



k Ipaz

North East corner of the lot. provided me with a cell phones number
for the dog owner. | explained to her that uniess I could get ahold of the dog
owner that | would have to impound the dogs. | also explained that PACC has
received numerous complaints about these two dogs. Additionally, the reports
state that the dogs are able to escape their area of confinement at will. Due to
that information | could not leave the animais due to public safety concerms.

stated that she was unhappy about that but also stated that she
understood.

| attemnpted to contact the owner via the two telephone numbers | had. When |
called the land iine | received a message stating that the ‘Magic-Jack' number
was not assigned fo a subscriber. When | fried the cell number ! received a
message stating that the number does not accept Incoming calls.

| explained to the tenant that | was unable to reach the dog owner and would
be impounding the two dogs. - .. assistod me with loading them Into
individual kennels on the PACC truck. Both dogs were loaded without issues.
| provided with a notice of impound to give to the dog owner and
thanked her for her time. As the dogs were being loaded PCSO Deputy
Summey #7562 (Case #160108076) arrived. [ explained the situation and he
relocated to the caller's address to take her statoment.

| arrived at -, the caller's address; and explained that | was
impounding the dogs and would be placing a Dingerous Dog-Hold on them
pending an Investigation. ay explained that at approximately 08:45

hours she observed the female tan Chow known as Princeas, and the black
and white Springer Spaniel from. | attack and kill a Rhode Island Red
laylng hen. She stated that both dogs had the bird on the ground and they -
were attacking It. She told me that she fried to save the bird and rushed
toward the dogs screaming and kicking. She toid me that the Spanlel ran but
the Chow bit her foot /ankie and shook it: She told me that her knes high Doc
Martin boots prevented the dog's testh from breaking her skin. . went
on to say that the dog let go of her leg and grabbed her forearm and would not
let go for a moment or two. She stated that her heavy Carhart style, double
thick, canvas jacket prevented a break in the skin. She did show me that her
forearm appeared swollen in the area where she stated the dog bit it.

She added that the dogs killed two other Chickens that morning but she did
not witness them killing those birds but witnessed the dogs canrying the
carcasses off her property. | saw a trail of feathers leading from the barn area
toward the front gate that seemed to support the claims. ) then photographed
the aree where the three birds were kllled and photographed the remains of
the dead hen that was not taken by the dogs.
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On 01/08/16 12:18 hours Supervisor N. Konst #2002 met with

at the Pima County Animal Care Centor. . had a come to that
facllity that to redeem his two dogs Princess and Bart. Supervisor Konst
explained the complaint that was filed against him and the fact that the person
had also requested that he be issued third ‘party citations. He also explained
to - that the complainant has requested that Pima Animal Care
Center conduct 2 Dangerous Dog evaluation of Princess and Bart and as such
they would not be roleased until an area of sultable confinement was
approved. Supervisor Konst lssued the citations 1o the dog owner as
requested. ) acknowledged, signed, and accapted his copy of the
cltations. He was given his court date, ime, and location.

oifi7] to
Officer's Signature: . Date: 94._}_5.



& PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
4000 N. SILVERBELL RD, TUCSON, AZ 85745
PIMA COUNTY (520) 724-5800 FAX (520) 724-5960
ANIMAL CARE www,pimg,gov/animalcare ~

CASENO:‘#Q-}?QIBB ) ADDRESS. s v s J b+ JVVLNTVAWE ugw .=

OWN'EB' S SEX:
ANIMAL NAME: ~ YY1 coior
REPORTED BITES: CONFINEMENT MEASURES: (Chveck one factor only}
NON-VIOGLATION BITE +3 {Prdmary Method of Confinsmant at the time of the Incident)
VIOLATION-BITE +8 SECURE FENCEWALL AND GATES -5
_ INADEGUATE FENCING OR GATES 5 &

SEVERITY OF INJURY TO HUMANS:
{Ghack Dna Faclor Oniy Per Victim) CWNER ACCOUNTASILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:
NO BREAK IN SKIN +1 "REPAIRED DEFICIENT GONFINEMENT -8
BREAK IN 8KIN OFf BRUISING vz ANIMAL I8 NEUTERED / SPAYED 1 e Z
MEDICAL CARE (RELEASED) ., +3 OWNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESSKON +1
MULTIFLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT -4 OWNER FAILED TO REPAIR CONFINEMENT +5
BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM + 4 CURRENTLY LICENSED LIC # -1
MEDICAL CARE (HOSPITALIZATION) +E NO CURRENT LIGENSE +1

NO CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION +1 tl
Animai Compiaints o Violations;
LEASH LAW CITATIONS e o L+ NEIGHBOR COMMENTS {Scored by Majorkty Opinlon):
LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS w1 L {Two or More Nelphbors inerviewad)
ATTEMPTED BITE CITATIONS .2 ANIMAL NEVER DBSERVED AT LARGE -8
ANMAL ATTACK GITATIONS 13 13 ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AGGRESSIVE s =3
OTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS .1 + ANIMAL CBSERVED AT LARGE <SX/YR w1 _f

ANIMAL CBSERVED AT LARGE »>5X/YR +2
SEVERITY OF INJURY TU ANIMALS: ANMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE +2
ATTAGKWITH NO INJURY +1
INJURIES TREATED BY OWKER +2 DOGS BEHAYIOR: (if Obssrved by Officer)
VET GARE {1 Tg 2 Viaits) +3 ANIMAL BEHAVES ACGRESBIVELY +2
EXTENSIVE VET CARE (2 VIBITE) +4 ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE -2 ': ’
MJURIES RESULTED IN DEATH +5 E ANIMAL SHOWS LINSAFE BEHAVIOR +1
Confinemant / Fencing "
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' We have detenmined that your dog displays or haa a tendency, diaposttion, or propenalty to Injure, bita atiack, chase
V—[—)ANGEHOUS or change, OR attempt tc Injurs ,bite, attack, chesa or chargs 8 parson or domaetic 2n'mal in a threating manner OR
—_— bxera Ha teeth or Bpproach a pareon or domestic animal in & $ireating manner Clty Code 4-13 / Gourtty Goda 6.04.150.

Ths owner has ten (10) days In the Cy, five (5) days {County & other jutisdictions) as to appeal the declartion
——NOT DANGEROUS Mdﬂamubym(glmﬂﬁradmgmusmghﬂmmmﬁdn;ﬂadagmsﬁﬂmdeda:ud\ddms
by & court. The ownsar may obtain this form at PACC IN PERSON.
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ARIMAL CARE

CASE NC: - ” 83

R T %
EVALUATION CRITERIA i

NONVICLATION BITE
VIOLATION-BITE

SEVERITY OF INJURY TO HUMANE:

+3
+8

o

{Gheck Gne Facior Oy Per Victim}
NO BREAK IN SKIN

BREAK IN SKIN OR BAUISING
MEDICAL CARE (RELEASED)
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT
BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM
MEDICAL CARE (HOSPITALIZATION)

Animal Complaints of Violailons:

+1
+2
+3
+4
+4
+ 5

41

LEASH LAW CITATIONS

LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS
ATTEMPTED BITE GITATIONS
ANIMAL ATTACK CITATIONS

OTHER CITATIONS /OR COMPLAINTS

SEVERITY OF INURY TO ANIMALS:

+2
+1
+2
+3
+1

ATTACK WITH NO INJURY
INJURIES TREATED BY OWNER
VET CARE {1 To 2 Visiis}
EXTENSIVE VET CARE (=2 VISITS)
INJURES RESLLTED IN DEATH
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PIMA GOUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER

4000 N. SILVERBELL RD. TUCSON, AZ 85745
(520) 724-5900 FAX (520) 724-5960

ADDRESS:__ . —
coLoR- Jon bl DATE:_é'M(,

CONFINEMENT MEASURES: (Check one factor only)
{Primary Method of Corfinement at the time of the incident)

SECURE FENCE/WALL AND GATES -5
INADECIUATE FENCING OR BATES +5 + 5
OWNER ACCOUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:

AEPAIRED DEFICIENT CONFINEMENT -3

ANIMAL IS NEUTERED / BPAYED 1 e '
OWNER AWARE OF ANY AGBREESION +1

nwnenm.enmnzmnmmm
CURRENTLY LCENS B0 Lo #4445 - 341'1“}.1 — 1

NOQ CURRENT LICENSE .
NO CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION +1

NEIGHEOR COMMENTS (Scored by Mejority Opinion):

(Two or More Nelghbors Intervewsd)

ANMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT LARGE -3

ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AQGRESSIVE -8 "'.3
ANIWAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <S)/YR +1 :‘: ]
ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE »5}/YH +2

ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGRRESSIVE +2

DOGS BEHAVIOR: (if Obesrved by Offiosr)
ANIMAL BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY +2

ANIMAL NOT AGBRESSIVE -2 -'2
ANIMAL SHOWS UNEAFE BEHAVIOR +1
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TOTAL SCORESEZD
X paneerous

- NOT DANGEROUS

PACC-DEM

A SCORE OF TEN POINTS OH HIGHER SHALI BE DEEMED A DANGEROUS ANIMAL

We hava detsrmined that your dog displays or hes a tendency, disposiion, o propensyrerfijure, bite attask, chase
or charge, OR attempt io injure bite, attuck, dﬁsudﬂmapﬂmudﬂﬂuﬂnmlmﬂhn!ﬂmﬂmmm
bare its tasih or approach « person or domestic animal i a threating manner City Gode 4-13 / County Code 6.04.950.
Themhmtenﬁm days In the Clty, fiva (5) days (County & other jurisdictions) as to appesl the declaration

of dangerous by filing a request for & dangerous dog haaring, proviiing the dog has not been deciarad vicious
by & court. The owner may oblain this form at PAGC IN PERSON.
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A15-183418
ACO Name & Badge #: C. YOUNG #1908

On November 26, 2015 at approximately 17:28 hours Officer S Adkins #1961
arrived at and met with Marana Pollce Officer
Magna, badge #442, in reference to a dog on dog atiack. Both dog owners
were on their way to a vet clinic when she arrived. A short time after her
arrival Officer Adkins was abile fo meet with the owner of the attacking dog,

; who had just returned from the clinic and stated that the other
dog had died on the way to the clinic. In explained that his sister, who
was visiting for the holiday, was bringing food into the house and had left the
door opsn. and his sister's dog ran out of the open door and his
nephew ran out to try and catch the dogs. n was aiso bringing food into
the home when the dogs escaped but he immedlmly went out to help catch
the dogs. The dogs were found at .+~ where Duke
had attacked another dog.

Officer Adkins then met with the victim dog owners, Mr. and Mrs.

,at + who had also just returned from the
vet clinic. _ 1 stated that her dog had died on the way fo the clinic
and in had pald for the vet bills and for the cremation of her dog.

stated she and her husband, was returning home from
walking their dogs, at approximately 16:40 hours whan two loose dogs
entered their front yard. The black dog, described as a Labrador Retriever,
attacked her dog and her husbhand was bitten on the left hand
betweon the thumb and index finger while attempting to protect their dog.

. stated she did not wish to pursue prosecution against the owner
of the aitacking dog at this time. Officer Adkins then retumed to )
residence and explained that during the attack .« Was bitten by Duke
and Duke must be placed under quarantine for 10 days. A home quarantine
agreement was completed and signed by .

On November 27, 2015 at approximatsly 11:00 hours the Pima Animal care
Center’s Dispatch Office received a call from the . s stating that they
had changed their mind and are now requesting to prosecute n for the
incident.
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On January 14, 2016 at approximately 08:48 Officer C. Young #1908 met with
nat his ruidenee and issued the citations as requested by

" n was very roonarative and offered his Arizona Driver’s

License for identification. . . signed the citation, accepted his copy and

was advised of his murtdate and time.

Officer’s Signature: | Date: / &%é
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PIMA COUNTY
ANIMAL CARE PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
COMPLAINT -~/ ¥y 4000 N. SILVERBELL RD. TUCSON, AZ 85745
g;;lé:sn # &t ' (520) 7;24-5900, option 3 FAX {520) 724-5960
: y 2 www.pima.gov/animalcare

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 dangeraus animal if it, without provocation, bltes or otherwise
causes injury to a person which results in significant medical interventionAreatment.

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

An animal declared vicious by a magistrate shall be automatically deemed dangerous.

OFFICER COMMENTS:

Un__Sflonendnr 26, /s, Dol Lo o
@,%_MWM&M a_

-

OWNER:»__ g ANIMAL NAME:

ADDRESS: - UANIMAL ID#: L
PHONE:. ‘_ sexM_cororg 1K preen-Labredok,
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.
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Actlvity Number: A14-158978
ACO name & Badge: T. Fostor 2042

10/29/14 15:29 |, Officer Foster 2042 arrived at and was met
by the victim's mother In her driveway. T stated that her son
was still at school but that she believed that the dog who bit her son resides
at L ialsosmdmatshehumnthedogs
from that address at large on many occasions and stated that her children
have Informed her that they are aggressive fowards them. | advised | .

1 that | wouid patrol the area and photograph the dogs In that yard and
any dogs | observed loose to have her son ID at a future date. | then loft her
residence and patrolled the length of North - for the biting
dogs. While patrolling the area | did not observe any loose dogs, but | was
able to photograph the dogs contalned in the yard at
As | was leaving the area | observed that . was picking up her son
at the bus stop, she flagged mo down and | was able to photograph !

injuries and present him with the photos | took. i posltlvely
identified the blue and white dogs involved in his bite, but stated that he is
unsure which dog actually bit him. also stated that he believed that the
incident took place at approximately 07:50 hours on 10/29/14. .
staied that she is requesting citations be Issued on her and . behalf. |
then thanked and her son for thelr ime and returned to

16:40 | arrived at and honked the Pima Animal Care
Center truck hom to attract the attention of any occupants. | did not recelve an
answer. As | was preparing to write a nofice the neighbor from A

approached me and asked if | was responding to a different’ comphint. |
stated that | was not but asked her if she knew the name of the residents of
that address. The woman stated that she believed that the owner/resident was
named * and that she drives a Yellow car. | then provided the neighbor
with information that she requested about response imes and photographing
leash law violations to achieve a resolution to her issues with a different
neighbor and their aggressive dogs. When | completed the discussion with
the nelghbor | posted a notice advising the residents of I

{ that neither of the blue merle and white dogs should be moved, sold or
transferred from the property until the owners have met with an officer. |
photographed the notice and posted it on the walk through gate.
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11/06/14 12:41 | arrivad and did not observe any cars or trucks in the
drivoeway. | honked the hom in an attempt to be heard by anyone at home but
did not recelve a response. | did not observe the two blue merle and white
mixed breed dogs but did obhserve the black and tan heeler mix that wae not
involved In the bite incident.

12/03M4 17:20hrs | arrived at 1 and met with dog
owner, . _ provided me with proof of current license and
vaccinations both of her Catahoula mix dogs named Kuma and Texas. The
quarantine perlod ended on 11/07/14 and both dogs were seen by a vet at
North West Pet Hospital shortly after the quarantine release date. The
attending vet deemed them healthy at that time. As requested, | lssued third
party citations for leash law violations for both dogs and one biting animal for
Texas. Al also volunteered the fact that she had built a six foot high
fenced enclosure to protect her dogs. She chose to construct the dog run well
away from any of the perimetor fences as she has previously seen
neighborhood kids tormenting her pets by throwing objects. stated
that she has located metal peliets under the skin of both the dogs and
belleves they were shot with a pellet gun. | photographed the newly fenced
area and the fwo dogs believed to be involved in the bite incident. | then asked
to provide me with a copy of he driver's license. | explained that the
victim’s mother has requested citations be issued on her and her son's behalf.
I then returned to the Pima Animal Care vehicle and completed the afore
mentioned citations. was very cooperative and signed the ciations. |
then provided with her court date, ime. location, and provided her
with a copy of the citation. | then returned license and thanked her
for her time and cooperation.

Officer’s Signature: o Date: jg_]zl/ 201
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PIMA COUNTY HEAL TH DEPARTMENT

PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
4000 N. SILVERBELL RD. TUCSON, AZ 85745
PIMA COUNTY (520) 724-5000 FAX (520) 724-5960
ANIMAL GARE www.pima.gov/animalcare
F . PR 3 .a

caseno: P~ (X017 ADDRESS: _

OWNER: L sex FID  preen:

ANIMAL NAME: “Yuma ¥{Anonaq ) coLor: Blue morle Wdnde_.  paTe:

EVALUATION CRITERIA
REPORTED BITES: CONFINEMENT MEASURES: (Check ane factor only)
NON-VIOLATION BITE +3 {Primery Method of Gonfinement et the fimw of the naident)
VIOLATION-BITE +8 BEGURE FENGEMWALL AND GATER -5
INADEQUATE FENCING OR GATES 5 _¥E

SEVERITY OF INJURY TO HUMANS:

OWNER ACCOUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:

{Cheok Gne Facior Cnly Per Vioim)
NO BAEAK iN 510N +1 AEPAIRED DEFICIENT CONFINEMENT -5 -8
BREAK IN SKIN OR BRUGING +2 ANIMAL 18 NEUTERED R
MEDICAL CARE (RELEASED) +3 OWNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESSION w1
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT +4 OWNER FAILED TO REPAIR GONFINEMENT +5
81T DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM 4 CURRENTLY LICENSED LIC # -1
MEDIGAL CARE (HOSPITALIZATION) +5 NO CURRENT LICENSE +1 +1

MO CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION 1
Anime! Complaints or Viciatione:
LEASH LAW CITATIONS - +2 X8 NEIGHBOR COMMENTS (Seorad by Majority Opinion):
LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS +1 (Twa.or More Neighbora Intorviewad)
ATTEMPTED BITE GITATIONS _ +Z ANIMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT LARGE s 3
ANIMAL ATTACK CITATIONS +3 ANIMAL NOT OBBERVED AGGREBSIVE -3~ 33
OTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS +1 ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <SX/YR +1

IMAL OBBERVED AT LARGE »5X/YR +2
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO ANBIALS: ANIMAL DBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE 2
ATTACK WITH NG INJURY w1
MNAKIES TREATED BY OWNER +2 DOGS BEHAVIOR: {f Obosrvad by Officer)
VETCARE (i To2Visls) ¢ : +3 ANIMAL. BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY +2
EXTENSIVE VET CARE (2 VISITS) +4 ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE -2 —p
INMJRIES REBULTED IN DEATH +5 ANIMAL SHOWS UNSAFE BEHAVIOR 1
+ Confinement/ Fencing:

I E .-— R N . , . i
-b!f} dxd dweats X ' -

—_—

General Comments:

The. (] __‘anm_m;‘hun%;" Sepred ~4
s VYaore ﬂgﬁ _ROT  Asclared ﬂjl’_,l"r')fj S

oFFiCER# T: FoSler #2odd

TOTAL SGOHE:“'_“L_ A SCORE OF TEN POINTS OR HIGHER SHALL BE DEEMED A DANGEROUS ANIMAL
We have determined that your dog dieplays or has a tendency, disposition, or propensity fo injure, bite attaok, chase
DANGEROUS or chergie, OF attampt to injuna bite, alteck, chase or charge a person or domeatic animal In a threating manner OR
e bare its teeth or approach e pereon or domestic animal in & threating manmer City Coda 4-13 7 County Code £.04.150.
x NOT DANGEROUS Tha owner has ten {10) days In the Clly, five {5} daye (County & ather Jurisdiclions) as to appeal the declaration
of dangerous by filing a request for a dangerous dog hearing, providing the dog has nat been declared viclous
by & court. The owner may obtaln this form at PACC N PEREON.

PACC-DENM



® ®) Db#d

PiMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
400¢ N. SILVERBELL RD. TUGCSON, AZ 85745
PIMA GOUNTY (520) 724-5000 FAX {520) 724-5960
ANIMAL CARE Www.pima.gov/animalcare
caseno: Rlle 1350177 ADDRESS: [
OWNER: v sex:M|N_ erEED:
- A "'r L n ) . 1
ANIMAL NAME: e < "A3ZYA0RY " coLon: Blue mevle | Linie,  patE:
EVALUATION CRITERIA
REPORTED BITES: CONFINEMENT MEASURES: {Check one foctor
NON-VICE ATION BITE +3 mmmmuﬂummmm
VIOLATION-BITE +8 j:l 2 SECURE FENCEMWALL AND GATES -5
_ INADEQUATE FENCING OR BATES +5 5
BEVERITY OF JURY TO HUIANS:
{Chack One Fagsor Only Per Victim) OWNER ACCOUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:
NG BIREAK I SKIN - +1 REPAJRED DEFICEENT GONFINEMENT -3 -3
BREAK IN BKIN GR BRUISING 2 39 ANIMAL 18 NEUTERED / SPAYED -t =]
MEDICAL CARE (RELEASED} +3 CWNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESEION +1
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT +4 OWNER FAILED O REFAIR CONFINEMENT +5
BIT GOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM +4 ) CURRENTLY LICENGED LIC # -1
MEDIGAL GARE (HOSPITALIZATION) +5 _ NO CURRENT LICENSE +1  _+1
NO CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION +1
Anima! Compiaints or Viaiations: —_—
LEASH LAW GITATIONS +2 &, NEGHBOR COMMENTS (Scored by Majority Opinlon):
LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS +1 (Twn ar More Neighbors Intenviawsd)
ATTEMPTED BITE CITATIONS +2 ANIMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT LARGE - 75
ANIMAL ATTACK CITATIONS +3 ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AGERESSIVE -3 =%
OTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS +1 ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <SX/YR 1
ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE >0XYR a2
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO ANIMALS: ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE +2
ATTACK WITH NO INJURY o
IMJURIES TREATED BY OWNER -2 DOQE BEHAVIOR: (If Ohasrved by Otficer)
VET GARE {1 Ta 2 Visits) +3 ANIMAL BEHAVES AGERESSIVELY )
EXTENSIVE VET CARE (2 VISITS) 4 ANIMAL NCT AGERESBIVE 2 —J2
RULRIES REBULTED N DEATH +5 ANIMAL BHOWS LINSAFE BEHAVION +1

Confinement / Fencing:

OFFICER# 7. Frsier #2040

TOTAL SCOHEij'_L‘_. A S8CORE OF TEN POINTS OR HIGHER SHALL BE DEEMED A DANGEROUS ANIMAL

We have delermined that your dog dispiays or hes a tendency, disposition, or propensity lo Injure, bite sttack, chese
DANGEROUS or charge, OR attempt to injure ,bits, eltack, chase or change & person or domestic animal in a threating mannar OR
_— bare ke teeth or approach & parson or domestic animal In a threating manner Cliy Code 4-15 / Cotniy Goxle 8.04.150.
¥ NOT DANGEROUS The owner hestan (10) days i tha City, five {5) days (County & other juriedictions) as to appeal the dedaraticn
of dangerous by flling & 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.

PACC-DD1



Pima Animal Care Center
Animals on Hold Report

kennel no

NumberonHold 7

56/16 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN NORMAL Activity:A16-188860 1043 :

Kennel Comment; didn't bite, no chip found. El
3c3c3c

03/06/2016 ENFORCE tioster 3/6/16 17:.46

Cat was allegedly abandoned by owner when health forced him to move in wi family members. it was
reporied that he abandoned this cat and took a second cat with him. 1 was told the two cats did not get
along sc he took the other one.

If owner or relative comes to redeem please have enforcement issue cites for abandonement and neglect
food, and neglect water if appropriate.

2042
A16-189138
3/3/16 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN NORMAL Activity.A16-1808138 D224
Kennel Comment: ne chip El
03/03/2016 ENFORCE xdelgad  3/3/16 21:26

Hold for 3c3c3 Neglact tie-out and neglect no water.2047

33116 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN NORMAL Activity.:A16-189138 D194
Kennel Comment: no chip 3¢3c3 E

03/03/2016 ENFORCE xdelgad 3/3/16 21.26
Held for neglect no water.2047

[A16-189284

37116 CONFISCATE FIELD NORMAL Activity:A16-1898284 uo1s
Kennel Comment: unable to scan & El
*3c3c3c

2nd impound

3/7116  CONFISCATE FIELD NORMAL Activity:A16-189284 D251
Kennel Comment: unable to scan EI
3303 :

3/10M16 14:26 Page 1 of 3



kennel no
03/08/2016 DHINTE 3/8/16 14:04
Hold for inadequate confinement. Do not release until confinement has been approved by an officer.
*ssue cites on behalf of Officer Hinte 2068 for the following:™*
County Jurisdiction
03/07/16 @ 1837 hrs
-no water for AS53696 "Ted", A549599 "Damc”, A354039 "Dada", and A553831 "Fatgir"

-leash law for A553696 “Ted", A549589 "Damo”, A354039 "Dada", and A553831 "Fatgir”

2068
A16-189312
3/4116 CONFISCATE EVICTION  NORMAL Activity:A16-189312 D225
Kennel Comment; 3C3C3C R_]
unable to scan In field
111472015 ENFORCE DATTEBEF 11/14/116 4:15
11114/2015~-HOLD FOR OWNER NOTIFICATION. 1829
03/04/2016 ENFORCE sadkins  3/4/16 947
03/04/16 09:45 Owner i was svicted on 3-3-16 and was given until 3-4-16 at 09:00 to remave the

dog and rest of belonging ana aid not. Constiable attempted to call dog owner and ieft message. If owner
redeems please cite for no water and abandonment. S.Adkins 1861

A16-189314
3/4/76 CONFISCATE BITE AGGRESSIVE Activity;:A16-189314 D122
Kennel Comment: unable to scan. biter. see mema E'

310116 14:26 Page 2 of 3



Donation Activity

Period: 02-01-16 To: 02-29-16

Donatinn Codn Amount

DONATION $37.00
DONATION ADOP $357.00
DONATION GEN $9,051.98
DONATION OUTR $43.00
DONATION $/N $12,180.00
DONATION SAMS $2,986.04

Grand Tota' $24,655.02

Tuesday, March 01, 2016 Pagelof1l



Donation Activity

Period: 07-01-15 To: 02-29-16

Donatic: Coge Ampoant

DONATION $547.02
DONATION ADOP $13,904.57
DONATION ENFORCE 0972 $0.00
DONATION GEN $148,545.00
DONATION LIC 0973 $20.00
DONATION OUTR $440.00
DONATION S/N $88,792.83
DONATION SAMS $106,268.38

Grand Fot4. $358,517.80

Tuesday, March 01, 2016 Page 1 of1
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