
Pima County Animal Care Advisory Committee 
Minutes 
December 17, 2015 
4000 N Silverbell Road 
Tucson, Arizona 85745 
 
1. Call to Order 

 
Ms. Emptage called the meeting to order at 5:30 pm 
 
• Attendance 
 
Present: 
Tamara Barrick, Pima Paws for Life 
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 
Erin O'Donnell, DVM, Southern AZ Veterinary Medical Association 
Jane Schwerin, People for Animals in the Prevention of Cruelty and Neglect 
Gail Smith, MD, Board of Health 
Marcy Flanagan, Health Department Deputy Director, Ex-Offico 
 
Absent:  
None 
 
• Pledge of Allegiance 
 

2. Adoption of the Minutes  
 
• Adoption of the November 19, 2015 Meeting Minutes 
 
Ms. Schwerin referred to item ten and said she did not use the word “bond” as written in the draft 
minutes.  She wants the County Attorney to be part of the discussion on animals being held at PACC 
for a long time. 
 
The motion was made and seconded (Hubbard/Smith) that the November 19, 2015 meeting minutes 
be adopted with Ms. Schwerin’s correction.  The motion carried (10-0); (Ms. Mendelsohn not present 
yet). 
 

3. Animal Welfare and Dangerous Animal Cases August through November 2015 and Recent Holds 
Snapshot 
 
Ms. Emptage referred to September’s welfare case one, which included a comment stating the dog 
involved was adopted from PACC back in January by a first time pet owner.  The dog had to be 
euthanized.  Ms. Emptage stressed that being a first time pet owner is no excuse for allowing a dog to 
deteriorate to the point of needing euthanasia.   
 

Approved 1-21-16 
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Ms. Schwerin referred to August’s welfare case six and said it was notable due to the extreme cruelty 
and because the dog was adopted from PACC.  She said she finds it hard to believe the officer actually 
reviewed animal welfare requirements and laws with the owner as noted in the report and suggested 
that such wording is automatically placed in these reports. 
 
Ms. Schwerin referred to August’s welfare case seven, in which 69 animals were impounded, but one 
or two cats were left behind.  She wanted to know if PACC staff would go back and check on the one 
or two cats. 
 
Ms. Schwerin referred to September’s welfare case one, said the dog involved was euthanized and 
was adopted from PACC.  The report states the dog was impounded at no charge to the owner, so she 
asked why that comment was made and if they every charge owners for impounding.  Supervisor 
Tenkate said the owner was cited and put on a do not adopt list, and clarified that PACC does not 
charge for welfare impounds just pick-ups.  Ms. Schwerin continued that adopters should be carefully 
screened and said she is opposed to free adoptions.  Mr. Neuman asked what repercussions there are 
for those who abuse animals.  Supervisor Tenkate said animals can be impounded and owners can be 
cited; she added rechecks can be done if animals are left with the owner.  She continued that license 
and vaccination records are verified and citations are issued for any failure to comply with these 
requirements. 
 
Discussion turned to October’s welfare case two which included a Bichon Frise on a tie-out, but also 
included a Chihuahua in a crate.  The crate also contained some waste.  The Bichon Frise was 
impounded, but the Chihuahua was left.  Some Committee members voiced questions and concerns 
about the Chihuahua.  Supervisor Tenkate said the crate was large; there was one to two days of waste 
present; and the dog had clean water and ventilation.  There was concern about the tarp over the cage.  
Mr. Neuman suggested the tarp might have been employed to hide the dog; however, Mr. Jacobs said 
he has used a tarp to provide shade.  There was also concern about the waste.  Supervisor Tenkate said 
in the County waste has to be removed every 72 hours.  In the judgment of the officer who handled 
the case, conditions for the Chihuahua were adequate according to the legal standards; however, a dog 
on a tie-out is considered in distress, which is why the Bichon Frise was impounded.  Mr. Jacobs said 
he would like the Committee to review the aforementioned 72-hour waste standard.  Ms. Schwerin 
voiced that she is against keeping animals in cages or crates; said she has been concerned about 
people doing so for 20 years; and called animals being confined in a cage or crate extreme cruelty.  
However, Ms. Hubbard and Mr. Jacobs said they crate their animals; and Mr. Jacobs said he would 
like the topic of crating placed on the agenda for discussion.  Ms. Hubbard said the issue of crating 
has been discussed by the Committee in the past.  Supervisor Tenkate reported that at a recheck the 
Chihuahua was in the house and the Bichon Frise was in a fenced area. 
 
Ms. Schwerin referred to October’s welfare case seven; said the owner cannot afford veterinary care; 
and asserted PACC is adopting out animals to too many owners who cannot afford veterinary care.   
Mr. Jacobs asked if the animal in this particular case was adopted from PACC and the answer was no.  
Ms. Schwerin acknowledged this case doesn’t involve an animal from PACC, but said several do.  
 
Ms. Schwerin referred to November’s welfare case three, which involved two emaciated dogs, and 
asked what is happening with the case.  Enforcement Manager Jose Chavez said the owner paid the 
bond and a hearing is pending.  Ms. Schwerin said she would like to attend the hearing and ask to be 
notified when it is scheduled. 
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Ms. Schwerin referred to November’s welfare case four, which involved a matted dog relinquished for 
euthanasia.  The report states the officer provided the owner information on low/no cost veterinarian 
care.  Ms. Schwerin asserted that low/no cost veterinarian care is not as it was presented by the officer 
and requested a copy of the low/no cost veterinarian information PACC provides.  Ms. Emptage 
requested everyone get a copy.  Ms. Schwerin said the dog is blind in one eye, has seizures and 
tremors and she questioned how humane it is to keep the dog alive as PACC has been doing.  She also 
asked about the dates on this case, which jump from September 3 to November 29.  Supervisor 
Tenkate said the owner dropped off the dog and left, and then it took until November 29 to contact 
and cite the owner.  Supervisor Tenkate went over some of the medical history provided.  Ms. 
Emptage stated she assumed the dog in this case would be a special needs adoption and asked if the 
medical history goes with the dog when it is adopted; Supervisor Tenkate said it does. 
 
Ms. Emptage brought up that a couple of the dangerous dog cases involved a minor in charge of a pit 
bull the minor could not control.  Mr. Jacobs suggested this topic could be something the Committee 
would want to look into.  She asked about accountability in such cases.  Supervisor Tenkate said the 
adult owner is held responsible.  Mr. Jacobs asked if in these cases juveniles are cited into juvenile 
court, and Supervisor Tenkate said they are not.   
 
Ms. Emptage mentioned an English bulldog reportedly was given away after it bit someone and was 
taken to Mexico where the owner vaccinated the dog himself.  She asked how the dog can be licensed 
without proof of vaccination.  Supervisor Tenkate said if the licensing staff licensed the dog then the 
necessary documentation had to be shown. 
 

4. Call to the Audience  
 
There were no speakers from the audience.  
 

5. Management Report 
 
Ms. Flanagan said after the last meeting there were questions from volunteers about the monthly 
statistical report that has been regularly provided.  The report has for a long time been generated 
through Kim Janes (former ex-offico).  Currently it is unknown how the numbers are systematically 
generated or pulled, so Ms. Flanagan will be working with Finance to build a new monthly report. 
 
Ms. Flanagan reported that PACC’s Volunteer Coordinator has moved on to other employment; the 
position has been advertised and there is already a list of quality applicants. 
 
Ms. Flanagan advised the Committee that a representative from the County Attorney’s Office was not 
available for the December meeting, but can come for the January meeting to discuss lengthy animal 
holds.  Ms. Schwerin pointed out that Mr. Jacobs had requested a judge or court administrator be 
invited to the discussion on lengthy animal holds.  Ms. Flanagan said she talked to the County 
Attorney about that request and was told it is highly unlikely either would attend a Committee 
meeting; however, the Committee can make recommendations to the Board of Supervisors and the 
Board may forward those recommendations to the court. 
 

6. Old Business 
 
• Procedures Related to Agenda Items 
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Ms. Emptage stated that any member can put an item on the agenda and said this item does not need 
to be on the agenda going forward.  
 

7. New Business 
 
• Proposed Ordinance Amending Pima County Code 6.04.070 Related to Licensing Fees 
 
Ms. Emptage pointed out licensing fees have been a topic of discussion at recent meetings.  A 
proposed ordinance was provided (included in the packet and record) by staff for consideration.  Ms. 
Emptage continued that some of the recent discussion included not giving a break for unaltered 
animals and that she has been told by knowledgeable people in the service industry, service animals 
should be altered to prevent distraction.  Ms. Mendelsohn pointed out there could be an exception if a 
veterinarian identifies a medical problem, such as an animal having trouble with anesthesia, but added 
a very low percentage are in this category.  Dr. Smith pointed out item five in the proposed ordinance 
addresses dogs that cannot be altered for health reasons.  Ms. Emptage requested item seven in the 
ordinance include the word “altered.”  Through general discussion it was also commented that only 
dogs are service animals and the licensing provision only applies to dogs, therefore it was suggested 
the word “animal” be replaced with the word “dog” in item seven.  
 
Ms. Schwerin stated she is opposed to item five, saying she has known of veterinarians who have 
given out the certificate (saying the dog cannot be altered) when the dog could have been altered.  The 
motion was made and seconded (Schwerin/Kaluzniacki) that the Committee recommend striking item 
five.  Discussion followed.  Dr. Kaluzniacki asserted that the overwhelming majority of veterinarians 
are honest and that she does not think item five should be removed.  There was some discussion on 
whether the certification in item five requires a reason be stated.  Dr. O'Donnell added she knows 
veterinarians who will not anesthetize dogs over ten years of age, which she does not consider a valid 
reason to not alter a dog.  The motion failed (2-9), with Ms. Emptage and Ms. Schwerin as the two 
votes for the motion.  After the vote Mr. Jacobs stated he is still opposed to item four in the proposed 
ordinance. 
 
The motion was made and seconded (Neuman/Smith) that the Committee supports the proposed 
ordinance with the aforementioned edits, adding the word “altered” and changing “animal” to “dog” 
in item seven.  Ms. Schwerin stated she had a change she wants in the proposed ordinance and 
provided her proposed new wording for 6.04.050 in the proposed ordinance (included in the record).   
She read her proposed language.  She added that Mr. Janes suggested her language be sent to the 
County Attorney.  The motion was made and seconded (Schwerin/Kaluzniacki) to amend the motion 
on the floor, Mr. Neuman’s motion, to include Ms. Schwerin’s additional language.  Mr. Jacobs asked 
if the County Attorney’s Office reviewed and approved of the ordinance language as presented by 
staff, to which Ms. Flanagan replied they had.  Mr. Neuman asserted that when the proposed 
ordinance language states “animal care enforcement officers are authorized to enforce….” it does not 
say so to the exclusion of any other entity doing so.  Ms. Schwerin asserted the proposed ordinance 
language is incomplete and that it is desirable to have the “whole story” in one place which her 
proposed language accomplishes.  A vote was taken on Ms. Schwerin’s motion; the motion failed (1-
9), with Ms. Schwerin as the one vote for her motion and Ms. Emptage abstaining.  A vote was then 
taken on Mr. Neuman’s motion; the motion carried (8-3), with Ms. Emptage, Mr. Jacobs and Ms. 
Schwerin voting against.  The motion was made and seconded (Kaluzniacki/Smith) to submit Ms. 
Schwerin’s proposed language to the County Attorney for review and possible inclusion in the 
proposed ordinance.  The motion carried (10-1); Mr. Jacobs voted against the motion. 
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• Proposed Ordinance Amending Pima County Code 6.04.100 Related to the Pima County Animal 
Care Advisory Committee 

 
Ms. Flanagan said the proposed ordinance, (included in the packet and record), which deals with the 
composition of the Animal Care Advisory Committee, was produced by the County Attorney’s 
working with Deputy County Administrator Jan Lesher, who had input from the Board of Supervisors.  
She continued that the proposed new composition includes appointees from the Board of Supervisors 
similar to other public bodies such as the Board of Health.  If adopted, the ordinance will require the 
Committee’s by-laws be updated.  Ms. Flanagan requested the Committee’s support of the ordinance 
and/or comments.  Ms. Mendelsohn asked if the proposal is removing all the current positions.  Ms. 
Flanagan answered that the current members would stay put until their scheduled term expiration, 
which would include a few in June of 2016, a few in June of 2016, and so on.  However, the 
Committee seat origins as currently defined in 6.04.100 would be redefined, largely eliminating 
current Committee seat origins, which are mostly associated with organizations.  Dr. Smith asked why 
not have people on the Committee from the animal welfare community.  Ms. Flanagan answered that 
the Board would pick individuals from their districts with animal welfare experience and knowledge, 
just like they pick members for the Board of Health with health related backgrounds, not random 
inexperienced individuals.  Dr. Smith suggested adding Board of Supervisors appointees in addition to 
leaving the current membership in place, emphasizing the current members live and breathe animal 
welfare and adding she couldn’t imagine the Committee without the people who care for animals so 
much.  Ms. Emptage voiced concern with the proposed jurisdictional representative, saying programs 
that have made great strides will lose funding as donations go to offset jurisdictional administrative 
costs instead.  Ms. Flanagan replied that the Committee is advisory and as such can make 
recommendations, but the Board of Supervisors has the decision making authority concerning the use 
of funding, not the Committee.  Ms. Hubbard said that committees need diversity.   
 
Health Department Director Francisco García provided background information on the proposed 
ordinance to give context.  The County Attorney’s Office was reviewing all boards, commissions and 
committees (BCCs) with an eye for how representative they are of the jurisdictions, their uniformity 
and accountability.  The County Attorney’s Office determined the original ordinance as crafted 
probably doesn’t make sense any more in that many of the entities have changed.  As a result the 
County Attorney’s Office, Ms. Lesher and Dr. García started working on what the Committee should 
look like.  Their first priority was to preserve the historical knowledge built within the Committee, 
which is why the current membership stays in place until their scheduled term expiration.  Secondarily 
the intent is to bring some accountability to the districts members serve as is the case with other 
BCCs.  Part of the process for the Department is to submit to the individual Supervisors a list of 
current Committee members who reside in their districts to aid in their decision making process.  Dr. 
García asserted that it is not politically likely for any new Committee composition to not include 
representation connected with major animal welfare organizations.  He continued that the new 
structure is also intended to bring in new faces with different skill sets.   
 
If passed, once the transition is completed the proposed ordinance’s Committee composition would 
include 11 representatives as follows:  
• one appointed by the Southern Arizona Veterinary Medical Association;  
• one appointed by the Pima Animal Care Center Partners, (which is comprised of one representative 

of each of the jurisdictions that have an intergovernmental agreement with Pima County);  
• one appointed by Friends of Pima Animal Care Center, (the nonprofit fundraising arm of PACC); 
• one appointed by the registered volunteers of the Pima Animal Care Center 
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• one appointed by each member of the Board of Supervisors (five total); 
• one appointed by the County Administrator; 
• one staff member appointed by the County Administrator. 
 
Ms. Hubbard voiced her support and said change is good.  The motion was made and seconded 
(Hubbard/Neuman) that the Committee support the proposed ordinance.  Mr. Jacobs expressed he 
didn’t have enough time to digest the ordinance and felt the public needed more notice to provide 
input.  It was pointed out the ordinance was posted on the Board of Supervisors’s website and the 
Advisory Committee’s website.  Dr. Smith made an amended motion for the Committee to support 
adding the additional positions from the ordinance, but keep the existing Committee seats.  Mr. Jacobs 
seconded her motion.  Ms. Schwerin asserted County Administrator Huckelberry has made some 
terrible suggestions in the past, citing a suggested drop-off fee as an example.  She continued by 
saying she is opposed to some of the additional positions.  Ms. Hubbard rebutted Ms. Schwerin’s 
statement, saying many organizations have intake fees.  Mr. Jacobs stated he interprets the ordinance 
as an indication the animal community will need to be politically aware, politically astute and forceful 
in position in a political way to the Board of Supervisors and County administration. 
 
A vote was taken on Dr. Smith’s amended motion.  The motion failed (1-4).  Dr. Smith voted for the 
motion; Ms. Schwerin, Ms. Hubbard, Mr. Jacobs and Dr. O'Donnell voted against the motion; and Mr.  
Marshall, Dr. Kaluzniacki, Ms. Barrick, Ms. Mendelsohn, Ms. Emptage and Mr. Neuman abstained 
from the vote.  
 
A vote was taken on the original motion from Ms. Hubbard. The motion failed (2-4).  Ms. Hubbard 
and Mr. Neuman voted for the motion; Dr. Smith, Ms. Schwerin, Mr. Jacobs and Ms. Mendelsohn 
voted against the motion; and Dr. O'Donnell, Dr. Kaluzniacki, Ms. Emptage, Mr.  Marshall and Ms. 
Barrick abstained from the vote. 
 
The motion was made and seconded (Jacobs/Mendelsohn) that the Committee thank the Board of 
Supervisors for the opportunity to discuss this matter (the proposed ordinance on the Committee’s 
composition).   The motion carried (9-1) Ms. Schwerin voted against and Mr. Marshall abstained. 
  
• Use of Pima Animal Care Center Donations and Bequests 
 
Dr. García, Health Department Director, introduced Development Director Karen Hollish who shared 
a PowerPoint presentation regarding PACC’s Development Program.  The Development Program 
raises much needed funds.  PACC’s annual budget is roughly $8.8 million; however, comparing 
PACC to comparable shelters the budget should be around $13 million.  Ms. Hollish is working to 
create a culture of philanthropy; market PACC’s successes; and build a positive public image.  In the 
20 months she has been with PACC $1.4 million in cash has been raised for PACC and its partners.  
Adding planned gifts raises that amount to $2.9 million.  Additionally $700,000 in in-kind donations 
has been raised during the same time frame.  Funds are raised through direct mail appeals, grant 
writing, on-line campaigns, matching campaigns, planned and major gifts, and special events. 
Currently a goal of $600,000 in donations is built into the budget.  These funds are necessary to 
underwrite PACC’s medical program.  Ms. Hollish’s second goal is to build a robust independent non-
profit partner for PACC.  Currently Friends of Pima Animal Care Center is a project fund under the 
Community Foundation for Southern Arizona, but work is underway to secure independent 501c3 
status.  Donations to Friends of Pima Animal Care Center can be used more flexibly.  
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Dr. García emphasized that PACC wants to do way more than the legal minimum mandates, but has 
limited resources, which is why fund development is so important.  He also pointed out that spending 
authority is part of the budget requirements and funds donated cannot be spent unless spending 
authority has been granted, which is why the $600,000 goal is expressed in the budget.  
 
Dr. García highlighted that animal welfare is a passionate cause for many people who are willing to 
put their money where their hearts are, even in giving to government which is extremely rare.  He 
contrasted PACC with the main, non-PACC, Health Department which would love to do many 
wonderful but un-mandated things to promote health, but the passion and associated donations to 
underwrite these pursuits doesn’t flow like it does for animal welfare.  Recently PACC has been 
named as beneficiary of two very generous gifts from two women, Ella Jane Burson and Marilynn 
Rasmussen.  These gifts total approximately $1.3 million.  The Department wants to honor the wishes 
of the donors and has developed an investment plan that covers four areas.  Roughly $500,000 is to be 
set aside to continue the Community Cat Program (trap/neuter/release) which currently is funded 
through a grant contract which expires in fiscal year 2017/2018.  Secondly $296,000 is to be used to 
address animal behavioral health issues.  Thirdly $189,000 is to be used for owner / adopter support to 
help pet owners succeed as owners.  This amount is tied to approximately $149,000 from PetSmart 
Charities.  And the last investment is $110,000 to build PACC’s capacity for development / enhance 
the development program.  Dr. García said the Department wants to be a good steward of the money 
and all investments are non-mandated.  In contrast to the Department’s investment plan, the 
jurisdictions want the gifts to be used to offset their bill(s).  Dr. García asked for the Committee’s 
opinion; does the Committee support the Burson and Rasmussen bequests investment plan or does it 
support the position expressed by the jurisdictions? 
 
Mr. Jacobs asked about donations in excess of the $600,000 budgeted amount, referring to the $1.4 
million figure mentioned by Ms. Hollish.  Dr. García replied that agency donations such as from 
PetSmart are treated as contracts.  The funds are used for the specific purpose(s) expressed in the 
contract, not general operations.  Mr. Jacobs also asked how gifts can be given to ensure they are not 
used to support the regular budget.  Dr. García replied the simplest way is to give to Friends of PACC; 
and they have a list of priorities they support.  The second way is to have your own foundation and 
through the foundation enter into an agreement with PACC to provide a specified service or services. 
 
The motion was made and seconded (Smith/Neuman) that the Committee send a letter to the Board of 
Supervisors in support of the Burson and Rasmussen bequest investment plan as presented.  Prior to 
the vote Mr. Neuman stated the community’s support for general animal welfare and PACC is 
obvious as demonstrated by its strong support for the new animal care center bond proposal which 
passed while all other recent bond proposal failed, and asked when can it be expected that PACC will 
be properly funded to a necessary level.  Dr. García replied he will continue to advocate for resourcing 
PACC, but he doesn’t anticipate any big changes in the PACC budget, but rather expects a slow and 
steady climb.  A vote was taken on Dr. Smith’s motion; the motion carried 8-0, with Ms. Schwerin 
abstaining from the vote.  Two Committee members had already left the meeting prior to the vote. 
 
• Pima County Animal Care Advisory Committee By-Laws 
 
There was no discussion on this agenda item. 

 
• Proposal to have Comment Sheet for Welfare and Dangerous Dog Reviews 
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Ms. Emptage suggested a new method for the Committee to review and comment on welfare cases.  
She generated a single page with four sections or windows.  The first had a report snapshot; the 
second contained the Animal Care Officer summary comments; the third contained the officer’s 
written case report; and the bottom section provided space for comments from a Committee member.  
She suggested that every month Mr. Schlueter (Committee Coordinator) generate these four-section 
pages for each of the reported welfare cases (usually ten).  She continued that the full welfare case 
documentation, as it has been, plus this extra page for each case could be provided to members in an 
email unless Committee members request paper copies.  Then members can record any comments and 
return the one page to Mr. Schlueter, who will compile the comments and provide them in the meeting 
packets for all members to read.  Her hope is that the comments will be concise and that the 
Committee will be able to go through these cases quicker during the meetings.  There was some 
concern about there being enough time to get the welfare cases to the Committee; have the members 
review them and comment; send the comments back to Mr. Schlueter; and get everything back out to 
the Committee.  Mr. Jacobs commented he is more concerned about specificity than timeliness.  
Generally, comments were positive regarding Ms. Emptage’s proposal.  Through discussion it was 
touched on that members don’t have to comment on all welfare cases.  Ms. Flanagan suggested the 
proposal be tried out for the next meeting and staff will track how much time it takes.  Ms. Emptage 
took a vote on trying her suggestion and it was 11-0 in favor.  Mr. Jacobs later added that the 
comments page should include requests, suggested actions and/or outcomes, not just comments. 
 
• Animal Care Center Main Phone Tree Message 

 
There was no discussion on this item. 
 

8. Donations: A total of 1,131 individuals gave $26,810.12 in donations during the month of November. 
 
There was no discussion on this agenda item 
 

9. Complaints and Commendations: There were no complaints and commendations received by staff 
during November. 
 
There was no discussion on this agenda item. 
 

10. Call to the Audience 
 
There were no speakers from the audience. 
 

11. Announcements, Schedules and Proposed Agenda Items 
 
There was no discussion on this agenda item. 
 

12. Next Meeting – January 21, 2016 
 

The next meeting will be at PACC. 
 
13. Adjournment 
 

The meeting adjourned at 8:34 pm. 



NOTICE 
PUBLIC MEETING OF THE  

PIMA COUNTY ANIMAL CARE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
December 17, 2015 – 5:30 p.m. 
Pima Animal Care Center  

4000 N Silverbell Road  
    Admin Building 
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; and 
2. Review and evaluate the operations of the Center to make recommendations in writing to the Board for the formulation of guidelines to assure that: 

A.  The Center's operations are conducted in the best interest of the public health and safety; and 
B.  The Center keeps pace with the most modern practices and procedures of animal care and welfare; and 

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

AGENDA 
1. Call to Order 

• Roll Call 
• Establishment of Quorum and Pledge of Allegiance 

2. Review and Adoption of Minutes: 
• Adoption of November 19, 2015 meeting minutes 

3. Animal Welfare and Dangerous Animal Cases August through November 2015 and Recent Holds Snapshot 
4. Call to the Audience 
5. Management Report 
6. Old Business 

• Procedures Related to Agenda Items 
7. New Business 

• Proposed Ordinance Amending Pima County Code 6.04.070 Related to Licensing Fees 
• Proposed Ordinance Amending Pima County Code 6.04.100 Related to the Pima County Animal Care Advisory Committee  
• Use of Pima Animal Care Center Donations and Bequests 
• Pima County Animal Care Advisory Committee By-Laws 
• Proposal to have Comment Sheet for Welfare and Dangerous Dog Reviews 
• Animal Care Center Main Phone Tree Message  

8. Donations: A total of 1,131 individuals gave $26,810.12 in donations during the month of November. 
9. Complaints and Commendations: There were no complaints or commendations received by staff during November.   

10. Call to the Audience 
11. Announcements, Schedules and Proposed Agenda Items 
12. Next Meeting – January 21, 2016 
13 Adjournment 
 
Copies of this agenda are available upon request at the Pima County Health Department, 3950 S. Country Club Road, by calling 724-7729 or 
at www.pima.gov/animalcare.  The Committee may discuss and take action on any item on the agenda.  At the conclusion of an open call to the public 
Committee members may only respond to criticism made; ask staff to review the matter raised; or ask to include the matter on a future agenda. 
 
Should you require ADA accommodations, please contact the Pima County Health Department at 724-7729 five (5) days prior to the meeting. 

http://www.pima.gov/animalcare
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1. Call to Order 

 
Ms. Emptage called the meeting to order at 5:31 pm 
 
• Attendance 
 
Present: 
Tamara Barrick, Pima Paws for Life 
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, New Ex-Offico 
 
Absent:  
Erin O'Donnell, DVM, Southern AZ Veterinary Medical Association 
 
• Pledge of Allegiance 
 

2. Adoption of the Minutes  
 
• Adoption of the October 15, 2015 Meeting Minutes 
 
The motion was made and seconded (Hubbard/Barrick) that the October 15, 2015 meeting minutes be 
adopted as written.  The motion carried (9-0) (Mr. Marshall not present yet). 
 

3. Pima County Attorney’s Office Presentation on Open Meeting Laws, and Committee Duties and 
Responsibilities 
 
Pima County Deputy County Attorney Paula Perrera, supervising attorney of the Health Law Unit, 
said the duties of the Committee are established in Pima County Code 6.04.100 and succinctly the 
Committee serves in an advisory capacity to the Board of Supervisors and Animal Care Center 
manager.  The Committee also reviews and evaluates PACC operations to ensure PACC is acting in 
the best interest of public health and safety, and that PACC is utilizing the most modern practices.  
The Committee also has the responsibility to review complaints and suggest potential resolution 
strategies.  Ms. Perrera qualified the review doesn’t mean investigate.  
 
Ms. Perrera continued with what the code does not mean.  The code does not mean the Committee 
sets policy or speaks on behalf of the County or Board of Supervisors; these duties belong to the 
Board of Supervisors.  The Committee does not control PACC’s day-to-day operations and cannot 
instruct employees or volunteers.   Ms. Perrera pointed out that employees have rights, such as the 

Draft 
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right to not be harassed, and the Committee is not covered by County Risk Management.  The 
Committee may only communicate to the Board of Supervisors in writing.  She clarified that 
Committee members still have the right to speak for themselves, but stressed members should make it 
clear they are speaking for themselves, and not the Committee, when doing so.  Ms. Perrera was asked 
if the Committee has to go through the Board of Health or can go directly (in writing) to the Board of 
Supervisors, to which she indicated there is no requirement in the code to go through the Board of 
Health.  She was also asked if the Committee can send letters to other entities and Ms. Perrera said 
that doing so is not included in the scope of authority as defined in the code.  Dr. Smith pointed out 
she is the Board of Health’s representative on the Committee; she keeps the Board informed regarding 
the Committee; and the Board may take action to support Committee recommendations.  Ms. Perrera 
commented that there may be practical reasons to inform the Board of Health, but doing so is not 
required by code. 
 
Pima County Deputy County Attorney Karen Friar said she was asked to talk about the open meeting 
law because technology and communication has progressed to the point where complying with the 
law has become more difficult.  She read from her handout, which is included in the record, and began 
by reading: 
 

It is the public policy of this state that meetings of public bodies be conducted openly and 
that notices and agendas be provided for such meetings which contain such information as is 
reasonably necessary to inform the public of the matters to be discussed or decided.   

 
Open meeting laws are designed to keep governmental bodies from conducting business out of the 
public eye; to give the public access to the governmental process.  Any gathering of a quorum, in 
person or through technological devices, at which the body discusses, proposes or takes legal action, 
including deliberations on the topic must be open to the public.  The Committee’s by-laws say a 
quorum is five members and for a sub-committee it is even lower.  Ms. Friar pointed out that most 
Arizona Boards of Supervisors are comprised of only three members making the quorum two.  
Therefore, they cannot discuss any business or potential business outside of an open meeting.  She 
clarified that proposing to put an item on the agenda is acceptable, even if it is on an e-mail to all 
members.  However, if a proposal includes a course of action, then that is a violation.  Ms. Friar cited 
that Yavapai Community College’s Board sent out “educational material” on a topic; however, the 
Attorney General’s Office ruled it was an exchange of facts or issues on a topic that could foreseeably 
come before the board and as such was a violation of open meeting laws.  To avoid this, Ms. Friar said 
to put the item in the public body’s packet and put it on the agenda.  Mr. Schlueter, (Committee 
Coordinator) said he posts the entire packet, as it is available, on the Advisory Committee’s webpage 
prior to the meeting.  There was some concern about certain details such as names and addresses 
associated with welfare cases being posted.  There was also concern that discussion on the 
aforementioned concern could end up being in violation of the open meeting law.    
 
Regarding the notice of meetings Ms. Friar said there must be at least a 24-hour notice to both the 
public and the body members.  She continued that if actions are taken in a meeting in violation of the 
open meeting law, it is null and void and would have to be redone.  If there is an actual emergency, 
then the 24-hour notice is not required.  The agenda is important and lets both the membership and 
public know what is to be discussed, and by exclusion what cannot be discussed.  It must be 
sufficiently detailed, not generic.  There can be a current events agenda topic, but there cannot be any 
discussion, deliberation, proposing, or action related to the current events. 
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Ms. Schwerin asked about the law referring to being able to talk about other related matters.  Mr. Friar 
said the open meeting law states you can talk about what’s on the agenda and other matters related 
thereto.  She qualified that by asking if a member of the public saw the agenda item would they know 
the other matter could possibly be discussed.  She continued with an example of a fire district agenda 
having an item about districts responding to other districts; basically if responders from another 
district are closer then respond and vice versa.  However, in the meeting the topic was used to share a 
PowerPoint presentation on annexing the other fire district, which the public could not have perceived 
to be part of the discussion based on the agenda item, therefore it was not acceptable.  When in doubt, 
put it on the agenda.  Mr. Neuman asked if discussion on an agenda item diverts from its original 
intention is it acceptable for the chair to state such and move on to the next item?  Ms. Friar said that 
was what should be done.   
 
Ms. Friar said a call to the public is not required, but is a good way to get input from the public.   At a 
call to the public the public is not required to stick to the agenda.  If what the public talks about is on 
the agenda, then the public body can discuss what was said.  However, if what the public speaks on is 
not on the agenda, then the members are very limited.  If what the public talks about is not on the 
agenda, then at the end of the call to the public the committee may only respond to criticism; ask staff 
to address what was discussed; and ask that the item be placed on a future agenda.  She added that five 
members (a quorum) of members cannot respond to criticism, because then the Committee is talking 
off topic.  In response to a question about who decides there will be a call to the public, Ms. Friar 
suggested the Committee’s by-laws and the question be placed on a future agenda.  Ms. Schwerin said 
the Committee had voted in the past to have two calls to the audience.  Ms. Emptage asked if the 
Committee can impose a time limit and the answer was yes.  There can be a sheet to fill out to speak, 
but not an attendance sheet. 
 
Regarding a quorum, Ms. Friar said a quorum could connect via e-mail or other technological means 
and doing so could constitute a meeting, even if it was serially versus all at the same time.   She 
cautioned that a “reply all” to an e-mail could constitute a violation of the open meeting law.   
Working on a draft of a document was brought up and Ms. Friar said put it on as an agenda item.  
Information can be requested from staff; however, there cannot be a discussion or an opinion in the e-
mail.  If a quorum gets an e-mail from a member of the public, that is acceptable, but they cannot 
discuss anything from the e-mail.  Members can respond as an individual.  She cautioned that 
happening to meet at a social function and sharing something with other members who then share 
with other members becomes a problem when it ends up getting shared among a quorum.  She called 
that splintering the quorum.  She added that “friending” on Facebook could connect to a quorum and 
members should use caution expressing opinions on Facebook and clicking “like” which is an 
opinion. 
 
Minutes have to be available to the public within three business days.  Audio and video are 
acceptable.   Ms. Friar also said executive sessions can only be held under seven circumstances, none 
of which she believes apply to the Animal Care Advisory Committee.  Mr. Jacobs asked if the agenda 
should specify items as for action or as for discussion and Ms. Friar said it is a good idea, but is not 
required.  She added that specifying gives the Committee and the public a better idea of what is to 
occur in the meeting. Ms. Friar added the Board of Supervisors must approve the by-laws of public 
bodies. 
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Ms. Friar discussed penalties regarding violations of the open meeting law.  Actions taken in violation 
of the law are null and void and will have to be done over.  Public bodies are subject to court orders to 
do something to comply with the law or not do something to comply with the law.  There are civil 
penalties up to $500 per person and the County cannot pay on behalf of the members nor assist with 
council or attorney fees.  Removal from office is also an option.   
 

4. Management Report 
 
Ms. Flanagan said that she will be using the management report to answer questions and report on 
requests from the prior meeting as they come up; and will request more related details of such be on 
the agenda going forward.   There was a question on how many locations PACC was at for the 
PetSmart adoption event reported on last month; the answer was three locations.  There were 
questions on how donations are used; and Health Department Director Francisco García said he would 
like to come to a meeting to discuss the issue with the Committee.  Also the Department’s Business 
Manager could come and report on the overall budget and budget process.  Mr. Jacobs had asked for 
the one-page manager’s report with numbers for the month that was missed; and it was included in the 
packet.  Ms. Flanagan was asked to verify if staff is making trips to the Ajo Center twice a month to 
pick up dogs; and she confirmed they are.   The Department’s Workforce Development Plan was 
mentioned at the last meeting and it can be an agenda topic whenever the Committee wants to hear 
about it.  Ms. Emptage had asked about getting PACC messaging bumper stickers on County vehicles.  
Ms. Flanagan said she contacted the head of Fleet Services who thinks the issue would need to go to 
the Board of Supervisors, but he is still checking on the topic.  Ms. Schwerin had asked about an 
incident on September 6th involving a dog on concrete in the hot sun; and Ms. Flanagan reported staff 
went out twice to check on the dog, but could not find it.  The first attempt was within hours of the 
complaint and the second was the next day. 
 
Reporting on a future item, Ms. Flanagan said tomorrow (November 20th) Line and Space (architects) 
will be giving a more detailed presentation on the conceptual design for the new Animal Care facility, 
at the Abrams building at 5:30 pm.  The PACC volunteers had a number of questions and the meeting 
is geared to them.   Ms. Flanagan gave an example of the volunteers being concerned about part of the 
old building being renovated versus it being all new structure, as one of the topics to be discussed.  
The architects have already posted a “frequently asked questions” section to answer many common 
questions. 
 
Ms. Schwerin asked about the PACC management structure regarding making recommendations.   
Ms. Flanagan said recommendations can be made to her, and then she will take the recommendations 
to her chain of command, or the Committee can make recommendations to the Board of Supervisors.  
Mr. Neuman agreed the Committee can go either route, but added that many things can be handled 
without going to the Board and some things, if taken directly to the Board, could be embarrassing. 
 

5. Old Business 
 
• Procedures Related to Agenda Items 
 
Ms. Hubbard moved that item 5. Old Business and 6. New Business be tabled until the next meeting.  
Ms. Mendelsohn seconded the motion, which carried (10-0).  
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6. New Business 

 
• Proposal to have Comment Sheet for Welfare and Dangerous Dog Reviews  

 
No discussion – see motion under item 5. 
 
• Animal Care Center Main Phone Tree Message 

 
 No discussion – see motion under item 5 
 

7. A total of 1,324 individuals gave $34,906.35 in donations during the month of October. 
 
Mr. Neuman requested Dr. García come talk about how donations are used as mentioned by Ms. 
Flanagan in the Management Report. 
 

8. Complaints and Commendations: There were no complaint and commendations received by staff 
during October. 
 
There was no discussion on this agenda item. 
 

9. Call to the Audience 
 
Cathy Neuman spoke regarding dogs quarantined at PACC on bond cases.  She said she has heard the 
Committee discuss trying to shorten the duration on these cases and the end result is that there is no 
method within the legal system to make these dogs a priority and speed the cases up.  These dogs stay 
at PACC for many months and get little interaction.  She referred to the Rottweiler Sativa.  Channel 4 
news did a piece on Sativa in October saying Sativa will likely face a grim fate because of her own 
mistake.  It’s like driving a stake through my heart, said the owner.  Sativa was declared dangerous in 
2012 and was required to be leashed, muzzled and under the control of an adult when out of a 
confined area.  Last year one of the neighbors reported Sativa at large and showing teeth.  Sativa has 
been quarantined ever since.  A judge rejected the owner’s appeal.  The owner hopes the County will 
release Sativa’s remains so they can be buried on his property.   Ms. Neuman said she saw Sativa 
every day in her kennel and watched for a year as the dog deteriorated mentally and physically.  She 
said, “It is just wrong.”  Sativa was euthanized on October 22nd.  Sativa is not an isolated case.  Ms. 
Neuman asked the Committee to try to do whatever they can to get these bond cases moved through 
the system to reduce the suffering of these animals. 
 
Mr. Jacobs requested the topic be placed on the agenda and requested the presiding judge or the court 
administrator be invited to the meeting. 
 

10. Announcements, Schedules and Proposed Agenda Items 
 
There were a few proposed agenda items mentioned during discussion on other topics.  Ms. Schwerin 
requested the County Attorney’s Office be invited to discuss the requested bond cases agenda item. 
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11. Next Meeting – December 17, 2015 
 

Mr. Neuman said the road construction, which was the reasoning to move the meetings to the Abrams 
building, has progressed to the point where it is no longer a problem, and made a motion to have the 
next meeting at PACC, to give volunteers and others more of an opportunity to attend the meeting.  
Dr. Smith seconded the motion.  The motion carried (7-2), with Ms. Hubbard and Mr. Jacobs voting 
against and Ms. Mendelsohn abstaining. 

 
12. Adjournment 
 

The meeting adjourned at 7:26 pm. 
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Welfare Cases - August 2015  
1. A15-177707 
 
 
 
 
2. A15-177146 
 
 
 
 
3. A15-177099 
 
 
 
 
4. A15-176744 
 
 
 
 
5. A15-176994 
 
 
 
 
6. A15-177490 
 
 
 
 
7. A15-177407 
 
 
 
 
8. A15-177669 
 
 
 
 
9. A15-177069 
 
 
 
 
10.  A15-177438 
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Welfare Cases - September 2015  
1. A15-178666 
 
 
 
 
2. A15-178038 
 
 
 
 
3. A15-178869 
 
 
 
 
4. A15-173454 
 
 
 
 
5. A15-177950 
 
 
 
 
6. A15-177490 
 
 
 
 
7. A15-179515 
 
 
 
 
8. A15-175928 
 
 
 
 
9. A15-177726 
 
 
 
 
10. A15-176556 
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Welfare Cases - October 2015  
1. A15-175616 
 
 
 
 
2. A15-180010 
 
 
 
 
3. A15-176042 
 
 
 
 
4. A15-180769 
 
 
 
 
5. A15-175504 
 
 
 
 
6. A15-181064 
 
 
 
 
7. A15-178336 
 
 
 
 
8. A15-179253 
 
 
 
 
9. A15-180753 
 
 
 
 
10. A15-180763 
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Welfare Cases - November 2015  
1. A15-170470 
 
 
 
 
2. A15-182333 
 
 
 
 
3. A15-183295 
 
 
 
 
4. A15-178266 
 
 
 
 
5. 
 
 
 
 
6. 
 
 
 
 
7. 
 
 
 
 
8. 
 
 
 
 
9. 
 
 
 
 
10. 
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Dangerous Dog Cases - August 2015  
1. A14-162676 
 
 
 
 
2. A15-177342 
 
 
 
 
3. A15-176159 
 
 
 
 
4. A15-173282 
 
 
 
 
5. A15-176814 
 
 
 
 
6.  
 
 
 
 
7.  
 
 
 
 
8.  
 
 
 
 
9.  
 
 
 
 
10.  
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Dangerous Dog Cases - September 2015  
1. A15-166785 
 
 
 
 
2. A14-162579 
 
 
 
 
3. A14-144950 
 
 
 
 
4. A15-177657 
 
 
 
 
5. A15-178009 
 
 
 
 
6. A15-179180 
 
 
 
 
7. A15-178040 
 
 
 
 
8. A15-179240 
 
 
 
 
9. A14-150324 
 
 
 
 
10.  
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Dangerous Dog Cases - October 2015  
1. A15-181392 
 
 
 
 
2. A15-173285 
 
 
 
 
3. A15-180393 
 
 
 
 
4.  
 
 
 
 
5.  
 
 
 
 
6.  
 
 
 
 
7.  
 
 
 
 
8.  
 
 
 
 
9.  
 
 
 
 
10.  
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Dangerous Dog Cases - November 2015  
1. A15-178859 
 
 
 
 
2. A15-171392 
 
 
 
 
3. A15-182092 
 
 
 
 
4. A15-180702 
 
 
 
 
5. A15-180835 
 
 
 
6. A15-180397 
 
 
 
 
7. A15-154468 
 
 
 
 
8.  
 
 
 
 
9.  
 
 
 
 
10.  
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Pima Animal Care Center 

Animals on Hold Report

Animals listed are currently listed as 

being on hold without an outcome date. 

They are grouped by the type of hold 

kennel_no

ENFORCEMENHOLD TYPE  15Number on Hold

A15-181952

K15-204240 A515988 DOG RIZZY PIT BULL/
11/3/15 QUARANTINE FIELD OWN AGGRESSIVE

Kennel Comment:
D100

D.D. hold after quarantine

dog did bite lisc. 258756

R
Activity:A15-181952

A15-183295

K15-205817 A358506 DOG COOLER AUST SHEPHERD/MIX
11/24/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN ILL SEVERE

Kennel Comment:
D122

no bite/chip 0a11044f75/tag 160227

3c3c3c3c
R

Activity:A15-183295

K15-205819 A358505 DOG DAISY LABRADOR RETR/MIX
11/24/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN ILL SEVERE

Kennel Comment:
D122

no bite/tag 160226

3c3c3c3c
R

Activity:A15-183295

A15-183587

K15-206298 A542565 DOG FAITH PIT BULL/MIX
12/1/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN NORMAL

Kennel Comment:
D204

NO CHIP.  2021RT

3C    3C    3C    3C    3C    3C
R

Activity:A15-183587

A15-183722

K15-206279 A542549 DOG TIGGER POODLE MIN/
12/1/15 STRAY FIELD NORMAL

Kennel Comment:
D240

no chip / no bite

Apache Junction rabies tag #3368
R

Activity:A15-183722

12/01/2015
Impounded on school grounds. Staff reports it as the second time the dogs have been on school grounds 

in the last several weeks. 

If owner comes to redeem, issue premise inspection for confinement. See medical notes to determine if 

vet care should also be included on premise inspection for the Bulldog's injured eye.

2068

DHINTE 12/1/15  16:46

A15-183761

K15-206614 A542944 DOG MALTESE/MIX
12/7/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN AGGRESSIVE

Kennel Comment:
D203

unable to scan

bottom cage ubay
R

Activity:A15-183761

Page 1 of 412/9/15 12:33



kennel_no

12/07/2015
Upon arrival I observed the dog was still in the yard severly matted and acting aggressive. I had Dispatch 

call owner and a message was left. I observed the table that was mentioned leaning against the wall and 2 

metal pans were on each side upside down in the dirt. I observed another pan upside down over by the 

shed. I entered the back yard, and observed food bowl with food, and a 1 gallon self water dish with approx 

1 inch of water and in the sun. I observed a loose slat of wood on shed that gave dog access to shelter. 

The dog was impounded due to vet care (grooming). 

I was notified from Dispatch owner called and she was advised what she needed to do. I left a notice of 

impound. If we dont shave dog down she will need to take dog to groomers. She stated the dog was not 

vaccinated so she couldnt take it. 1925

KWALTON 12/7/15  10:02ENFORCEMEN

A15-183831

K15-206402 A542716 DOG PIT BULL/MIX
12/3/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN NORMAL

Kennel Comment:
D202

No Chip

3c3c3c3c3c3c3c
R

Activity:A15-183831

12/03/2015
12/03/15 1335 hrs Enforcement hold pending ID as possible biters reference A15-183831 Release date is 

12/12/15. 

2057

akirby 12/3/15  13:37ENFORCEMEN

12/03/2015
If Owner Redeems, cite for Tucson City Code 4-97 - Leash Law on 12/03/15 1118 hrs in the 400 block of 

W. 39th St.

2057

akirby 12/3/15  14:23ENFORCEMEN

K15-206405 A542717 DOG PIT BULL/MIX
12/3/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN NORMAL

Kennel Comment:
D211

No Chip

3c3c3c3c3c3c3c3c
R

Activity:A15-183831

12/03/2015
12/03/15 1335 hrs Enforcment hold pending Victim ID as possible Biter Reference A15-183831. Release 

Date 12/12/15. 

2057

akirby 12/3/15  13:39ENFORCEMEN

12/03/2015
If Owner Redeems, cite for Tucson City Code 4-97 - Leash Law on 12/03/15 1118 hrs in the 400 block of 

W. 39th St.

2057

akirby 12/3/15  14:24ENFORCEMEN

A15-183930

K15-206492 A542812 DOG POODLE MIN/MIX
12/5/15 STRAY FIELD OWN NORMAL

Kennel Comment:
D179

NO CHIP.  2021RT

3C    3C   3C   3C   3C   3C
R

Activity:A15-183930

A15-184000

K15-206607 A542935 DOG OSCAR AMER BULLDOG/
12/6/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN UNDRAGE/WT

Kennel Comment:
D200

no chip.  2021rt

3C   3C   3C   3C   3C   3C  (SEE MEMO)

No other dogs.  2021rt

R
Activity:A15-184000

K15-206608 A542936 DOG PIT BULL/MIX

Page 2 of 412/9/15 12:33



kennel_no

12/6/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN UNDRAGE/WT

Kennel Comment:
D209

no chip.  2021rt

3C   3C   3C   3C   3C   3C  (SEE MEMO)
R

Activity:A15-184000

A15-184005

K15-206609 A542938 DOG LABRADOR RETR/MIX
12/6/15 CONFISCATE POLICE NORMAL

Kennel Comment:
D208

No Chip Detected - On To Do List

3C 3C 3C 3C
R

Activity:A15-184005

12/07/2015
12/06/15  If owner comes to redeem, need to meet with enforcement for circumstances surrounding 

location of dog.  2032

THAYNES 12/7/15   1:49

A15-184059

K15-206674 A534468 DOG HARMONY DACHSHUND/CHIHUAHUA SH
12/7/15 CONFISCATE POLICE INJ SEVERE

Kennel Comment:
JWFLOOR

no bite dog needs to be bonded...2oo2 R
Activity:A15-184059

12/07/2015
12/07/15 19:29

Was stabbed by owner. If owner comes forward BOND the dog and issue citations. Refer to activity notes.   

2067

CMARTIN1 12/7/15  19:30

A15-184098

K15-206747 A543124 DOG DACHSHUND/MIX
12/8/15 CONFISCATE CRUELTY NORMAL

Kennel Comment:
D203

left notice-  3c   3c   3c R
Activity:A15-184098

12/08/2015
To cite owner for Neglect-No Water if redeemed.  also A543125

DWINDAUE 12/8/15  17:25

K15-206748 A543125 DOG CHIHUAHUA SH/MIX
12/8/15 CONFISCATE CRUELTY NORMAL

Kennel Comment:
D203

left notice-3c   3c   3c R
Activity:A15-184098

Page 3 of 412/9/15 12:33



PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE

NOVEMBER 2015 OPERATIONAL REPORT

 


TUCSON COUNTY TOTAL TUCSON COUNTY TOTAL TUCSON COUNTY TOTAL DELTA  %+/-

SHELTER OPERATIONS

ALL ANIMALS HANDLED

DOGS 659 498 1,157 3,493 2,841 6,334 3,473 3,134 6,607

CATS 294 170 464 1,767 1,195 2,962 1,658 1,237 2,895

OTHERS 17 26 43 102 179 281 151 281 432

TOTAL ANIMALS HANDLED 970 694 1,664 5,362 4,215 9,577 5,282 4,652 9,934 -357 -4%

Live Animals Handled 837 618 1,455 4,734 3,741 8,475 4,372 3,964 8,336 139 2%

IMPOUNDED ANIMALS

ADOPTED

DOGS 316 229 545 1,518 1,277 2,795 1,293 1,257 2,550

CATS 217 142 359 1,212 751 1,963 767 676 1,443

OTHER 0 1 1 4 3 7 2 11 13

TOTAL ADOPTED 533 372 905 2,734 2,031 4,765 2,062 1,944 4,006 759 19%

RETURNED TO OWNER

DOGS 76 64 140 485 385 870 423 309 732

CATS 5 5 10 35 28 63 19 29 48

OTHER 0 0 0 2 6 8 0 7 7

TOTAL RETURNED 81 69 150 522 419 941 442 345 787 154 20%

RESCUED

DOGS 122 76 198 487 435 922 467 487 954

CATS 90 28 118 333 247 580 309 244 553

OTHER 0 0 0 11 3 14 9 31 40

TOTAL RESCUED 212 104 316 831 685 1,516 785 762 1,547 -31 -2%

*TOTAL LIVE RELEASES 826 545 1,371 4,087 3,135 7,222 3,289 3,051 6,340 882 14%

**TOTAL LIVE RELEASE RATE 89% 88% 89% 89% 89% 89% 82% 83% 82%

EUTHANIZED

DOGS 111 88 199 592 496 1,088 789 699 1,488

CATS 26 20 46 150 94 244 194 133 327

OTHER 4 1 5 21 24 45 41 53 94

TOTAL EUTHANIZED 141 109 250 763 614 1,377 1024 885 1909 -532 -28%

(-)Owner Requsted Euthanasia 44 32 76 256 210 466 288 266 554

Adjusted Total Euthanasia 97 77 174 507 404 911 736 619 1,355

***EUTHANASIA RATE 11% 12% 11% 11% 11% 11% 18% 17% 18%

OTHER 154 86 240 776 547 1,323 1,195 893 2,088 -765 -37%

ENFORCEMENT CALLS FOR SERVICE

Requested 1,417 1,001 2,418 7,766 4,956 12,722 8332 5257 13589 -867 -6%

Total Responses 1,178 1,385 2,563 6,478 4,183 10,661 7,077 4,396 11,473 -812 -7%

Welfare Responses 198 91 289 999 586 1585 973 471 1444 141 1%

LICENSING OPERATIONS

ALTERED 2,607 3,600 6,207 16,078 20,344 36,422 16,435 19,544 35,979

UNALTERED 127 308 435 915 1,203 2,118 963 1,160 2,123

OTHER 51 64 115 356 410 766 318 443 761

TOTAL SOLD 2,785 3,972 6,757 17,349 21,957 39,306 17716 21147 38863 443 1%

YEAR TO YEARTHIS MONTH THIS YEAR TO DATE LAST YEAR TO DATE

*Total Live Releases(TLR)=Total Adopted+Total Returned+Total Rescued

**Live Release Rate=TLR/(TLR+Adjusted Total Euthanasia)

***Euthanasia Rate=(Adjusted Total Euthanasia)/(TLR+Adjusted Total Euthanasia)
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ORDINANCE 2015- ________ 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF PIMA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, RELATING TO ANIMALS; AMENDING PIMA 
COUNTY CODE CHAPTER 6.04.100 TO MODIFY THE MEMBERSHIP 
OF THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE AND ITS PURPOSE 

 
 
SECTION 1:  Section 6.04.100 of the Pima County Code is amended to read as follows: 
 

CHAPTER 6.04 
 

ANIMAL CONTROL REGULATIONS 
. . .  

 
6.04.100 - Advisory committee—Established—Powers and duties.  

A. An advisory committee known as the Pima County animal care advisory committee 
shall be established by the board of supervisors. The purpose of this committee 
shall be to:  

1. Serve in an advisory capacity to the board of supervisors and to the manager of 
the Pima Animal Care Center; and  

2. Review and evaluate the operations of the center in order to make 
recommendations in writing to the board for the formulation of guidelines to 
assure that:  

a. The center's operations are conducted in the best interest of the public 
health and safety; and  

b. The center keeps pace with the most modern practices and procedures of 
animal care and welfare; and  

3. Review complaints from the public concerning policies of the center and make 
recommendations for resolving them to the proper authority.  

B. The membership of this committee shall consist of a representative from the 
Southern Arizona Veterinary Medical Association, the Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals of Arizona, Inc., the Humane Society of Southern Arizona, the 
Tucson Kennel Club, the Animal Welfare Coalition, a public educator, a member of 
the Pima County board of health, Pima Paws for Life, the People for Animals in the 
Prevention of Cruelty and Neglect, Inc., a resident of Pima County who needs and 
uses the assistance of a certified service dog as representative of the disabled 
community, the city of Tucson, and a registered volunteer with the Pima Animal 
Care Center. The manager of the center shall serve as an ex officio member.  

C. Appointment of members shall be the responsibility of each of the organizations and 
governments represented on this committee. The registered volunteer shall be 
selected by the members of the Pima Animal Care Center advisory committee from 
a list of no fewer than three volunteers recommended by the manager of the center. 
Terms shall be four years for all members.  

D. Responsibilities of each member shall be to: 
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1. Attend all meetings; and 

2. Inform the individual organizations and governments of formal actions taken by 
the committee; and  

3. Represent the individual organizations, governments and the interest of the 
general public in advising the board of supervisors on policy decisions 
regarding the Pima Animal Care Center; and  

4. Reports emanating from the committee shall be adopted by majority vote of the 
committee and submitted to the county board of supervisors; and  

5. A copy of the minutes of each meeting shall be submitted to the governing body 
of each political jurisdiction that the center serves after adoption by the 
committee; and  

6. Establish by-laws that govern procedures for meetings and official 
correspondence; and  

7. Select members of the committee to serve as chairperson and vice chairperson 
for a term of two years. A member holding any office may not succeed himself 
or herself in office. Selection of chairperson and vice chairperson shall be held 
thirty days from the effective date of the ordinance.  

A. An Advisory Committee known as the Pima County Animal Care Advisory 
Committee is established by the Board of Supervisors.  The purpose of this committee is 
to: 

1. Serve in an advisory capacity to the Board of Supervisors and to the 
manager of the Pima Animal Care Center;  

2. Review and evaluate the general operations of the Center in order to make 
recommendations to the Board of Supervisors for the purpose of assuring 
that: 

a. The Center’s operations promote the public health and safety; and 

b. The Center safeguards the health and well-being of dogs and cats 
and is consistent with best practices and procedures of animal 
control and welfare; and  

c. Establish by-laws that govern procedures for meetings and official 
correspondence. 

Membership of this committee consists of the following: 

B. Community Organizations and Partners 

1. Each of the following organizations or associations appoints one 
committee member:   the Southern Arizona Veterinary Medical 
Association; Pima Animal Care Center Partners, which is comprised of 
one representative of each of the jurisdictions that have an 
intergovernmental agreement with Pima County; Friends of Pima Animal 
Care Center, the nonprofit fundraising arm of PACC; and the registered 
volunteers with Pima Animal Care Center.   
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2. The term of appointment for committee members appointed pursuant to 
B.1. begins July 1, 2016. 

3. At the first Advisory Committee meeting following July 1, 2016, the 
committee members appointed by organizational partners as delineated in 
B.1. shall, through random selection, identify two members to serve four 
year terms through June 30, 2020 and two members to serve two year 
terms through June 30, 2018. 

C. Board of Supervisors Appointees 

1. Each member of the Board of Supervisors of Pima County appoints one 
individual to serve as a member of the Advisory Committee.    

2. The term of appointment for committee members appointed pursuant to 
C.1. begins July 1, 2016.   

a. At the first Advisory Committee meeting following July 1, 2016, 
the committee members appointed by members of the Board of 
Supervisors shall, through random selection, identify three 
members to serve four year terms through June 30, 2020 and two 
members to serve two year terms through June 30, 2018. 

b. Each subsequent appointment, other than for the purposes of filling 
the remainder of an unexpired term, is for four years. 

D. County Administrator Appointees 

 1. The County Administrator appoints one committee member. 

a. The initial committee member appointed by the County 
Administrator pursuant to D.1.  serves a two year term  beginning 
July 1, 2016    

b. Each subsequent appointment, other than for the purposes of filling 
the remainder of an unexpired term, is for four years. 

2. The County Administrator appoints one staff representative to 
serve as a committee member.   

a. The initial staff representative appointed by the County 
Administrator pursuant to D. 2.  serves a two year term beginning 
July 1, 2016.   

b. Each subsequent appointment, other than for the purposes of filling 
the remainder of an unexpired term, is for four years. 

E. Existing members. 

1. The terms of any committee members serving at the time this Section is 
adopted with terms scheduled to expire in 2016 or 2017 expire June 30, 
2016. 

2. The terms of any committee members serving at the time this Section is 
adopted with terms scheduled to expire in 2018 or 2019 expire June 30, 
2018. 
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F. Responsibilities of each committee member:  

 1. Attend all meetings; and 

2. Be informed about the Pima Animal Care Center’s mission, services, 
policies and programs. 

 
 
SECTION 2.  This Ordinance is effective 30 days after the date of adoption. 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors, Pima County, Arizona, this 
____________day of________, 2015. 

 
 
______________________________ _______________ 
Chair, Board of Supervisors     Date 

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Clerk of the Board 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Deputy County Attorney 
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PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT 
PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER 

BY-LAWS 
of the 

PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

ARTICLE I 
Name and Principal Office 

The name of this body shall be the Pima Animal Care Center Advisory Committee, hereafter 
referred to as the Committee.  The principal office for the transaction of business for this 
Committee shall be in Pima County, Arizona. 

ARTICLE II 
Membership 

1. Member.  The membership of this Committee shall consist of a representative from the 
Southern Arizona Veterinary Medical Association, the Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, the Humane Society of Tucson, the Tucson Kennel Club, the Animal 
Welfare Coalition, a public educator, a member of the Pima County Board of Health, the 
Animal Defense League of Arizona, the Foundation for Animals in Risk, the People for 
Animals in Prevention of Cruelty and Neglect, a resident of Pima County, who needs and 
uses the assistance of a certified service dog, as representative of  the disabled community, 
and the City of Tucson.  Membership may also include representatives from other 
organizations and/or governments subsequently designated by the Pima County Board of 
Supervisors, hereafter referred to as the Board.  The Manager of the Pima Animal Care 
Center (the Center), hereafter referred to as the Manager, shall serve as an ex-officio 
member. 

2. Appointment.  Appointment of the members shall be the responsibility of each 
organization and government represented on this Committee.  Appointments shall be 
confirmed by the Board. 

3. Term.  The term of office of each member appointed shall be four (4) years.  Terms shall 
begin on the first of July.  Replacement members shall serve from the time of appointment 
until the completion of the term of the original member. 

ARTICLE III 
Duties and Responsibilities 

1. Meetings.  The regular meetings shall be held from 5:30 PM to 7 PM on the third 
Thursday of each month unless otherwise ordered by the Committee.  The Chairman, the 
Manager or any two (2) Committee members may call a special meeting by notifying the 
Chairman in writing that a special meeting is necessary. 

Notice to the Chairman shall include a statement of the purpose of the meeting.  Upon 
receipt of the written request, the Chairman shall schedule a convenient meeting time on a 
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date not more than five (5) working days from the date of the receipt of the request.  All 
members shall be notified in writing as to the date, time and purpose of the meeting. 

 If a quorum for a special meeting cannot be obtained, the subject for a special meeting may 
be placed on the agenda of the next regular Committee meeting.  The agenda shall be 
delivered or sent to the Committee members no later than three (3) days prior to a regular 
meeting. 

2. Parliamentary Authority.  All meetings shall comply with the Arizona State Open Meeting 
Law, follow a prepared agenda and be governed by the current Robert's Rules of Order in 
all cases to which they are applicable, and in which they are consistent with these By-Laws 
and any special rules adopted by the Pima County Board of Supervisors or the Committee. 

3. Quorum.  Excluding the Manager, at least five (5) members of the Committee, at any 
properly called meeting, regular or special, to include attendance via conference 
telecommunication, shall constitute a quorum.  Reports and other documentation 
emanating from the Committee shall be adopted by majority vote of the Committee.  At 
the Sub-Committee level, three members of the Committee will constitute a quorum. 

4. Committee Attendance.  The Committee may for good cause grant leaves of absence to its 
members.  Whenever a member of the Committee has failed to attend four (4) consecutive 
regular meetings for any reason, or who for any reason fails to attend at least sixty percent 
(60%) of the meetings called in a calendar year, without leave of absence granted by the 
Committee, the Committee shall provide written notification to the Board and the 
represented organization, requesting that the representative be replaced. 

5. Officers  A Chairman and a Vice-Chairman shall be elected by the membership of the 
Committee for a term of two (2) years.  Election of officers shall take place every other year 
at the regular meeting in July.  A member holding the office of Chairman or Vice-
Chairman may not succeed himself or herself in that office.  Members shall be allowed to 
cast absentee ballots for the offices of Chairman and Vice Chairman.  The Manager shall 
act as Secretary to the Committee, but shall not have a vote in matters of the Committee, 
including the election of officers. 

6. Responsibilities of each member shall be to: 

 A. Attend all meetings; 
B. inform the individual organizations and governments of formal actions taken by the 

Committee; and 
C.  represent the individual organizations, government and the interest of the general 

public in the performance of their duties. 
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ARTICLE IV 
Functions of the Committee 

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

2. Review and evaluate the operations of the Center to make recommendations in writing to 
the Board for the formulation of guidelines to assure that: 

A. The Center's operations are conducted in the best interest of the public health and 
safety; and 

B. the Center keeps pace with the most modern practices and procedures of animal 
care and welfare; and 

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

ARTICLE V 
Officers’ Duties 

1. Chairman.  The Chairman shall preside at all meetings of the Committee.  The Chairman 
shall perform other duties, and have other powers as may be assigned to the Chairman by 
the Committee. 

2. Vice-Chairman.  In the absence of the Chairman, the Vice-Chairman shall preside.  The 
Vice-Chairman shall have powers and perform duties as may be assigned by the 
Committee, and as may be delegated by the Chairman.  The Vice-Chairman shall possess 
the power, and may perform the duties of the Chairman in his or her absence or disability, 
unless otherwise prescribed by the Committee. 

3. Secretary.  The Manager shall serve as Secretary of the Committee, without a vote, as an 
ex-officio member of the Committee.  The Secretary shall keep a record in due form of the 
proceedings of all meetings of the Committee.  The Secretary shall attend to the giving and 
serving of all notices by the Committee; perform the duties usually appropriate to the office 
of Secretary, and have other duties and powers as may be assigned by the Committee. 

4. Term of Office.  All officers shall be elected for a term of two (2) year.  A member holding 
any elected office may not succeed himself or herself in office for two consecutive terms. 
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ARTICLE VI 
Subcommittees 

1. Subcommittees.  The Chairman of the Committee may appoint standing subcommittees or 
ad hoc subcommittees, as deemed necessary, to complete projects as initiated by the 
Committee.  These Subcommittees shall perform all of the necessary acts as charged by the 
Committee, and be responsible to the Chairman as well as the Committee.  The Chairman 
or his or her designee shall be an ex-officio member of all Subcommittees. 

2. Membership and Quorum.  Subcommittees must be comprised of from 2-4 regular 
committee members as assigned by the Chairman of the Committee.  A subcommittee 
quorum is 2 subcommittee members. 

3. Standing Subcommittees.  The Chairman of the Committee may appoint standing 
subcommittees or ad hoc subcommittees, as deemed necessary, to complete projects as 
initiated by the Committee.  These Subcommittees shall perform all of the necessary acts 
as charged by the Committee, and be responsible to the Chairman as well as the 
Committee.  The Chairman or his or her designee shall be an ex-officio member of all 
Subcommittees. 

ARTICLE VII 
Conflict of Interest 

Any member of the Committee who has, or whose relative (as defined by A.R.S. 38 -502, 
subparagraph 9) has, or who is employed by or associated with a firm or company which has a 
substantial financial interest in any decision of the Committee, shall make known such interest so 
that it is recorded in the minutes of the Committee, and shall refrain from participating in any 
manner in such decision.  All members of the Committee shall comply with the provisions of 
A.R.S. 38-501, et. seq. 

With the exception of an award or agreement after competitive bidding, the Center shall not enter 
into any agreement with a member of the Committee, or a relative of a member of the Committee, 
or a firm or company, which employs or is associated with a member of the Committee, to provide 
equipment, materials, supplies or services to the Center. 

ARTICLE VIII 
Amendments 

By-laws may be adopted, repealed or amended by a quorum of the Committee, at a regular or 
special meeting provided written notice is given of the proposed changes at least five (5) days prior 
to the meeting. 
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