Pima County Animal Care Advisory Committee Approved 9-17-15
Minutes

August 20, 2015
3950 S. Country Club Road
Tucson, Arizona 85714

1. Call to Order
Ms. Emptage called the meeting to order at 5:32 pm
e 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

Derek Marshall, Public Education

Helen Mendelsohn, Disabled Community

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

Kim Janes, Pima Animal Care Center (PACC), Outgoing Ex-Offico
(Mr. Janes left the meeting after introducing the new secretary.)
Marcy Flanagan, Health Department Deputy Director, New Ex-Offico

Absent:

Yvette Hurley, City of Tucson

Sophia Kaluzniacki, DVM, SPCA of AZ, Inc

Jack Neuman, Vice-Chair, PACC Volunteers

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

e Pledge of Allegiance

e Introduction of New Secretary

Mr. Janes introduced incoming Committee Secretary Marcy Flanagan who is also the Health
Department Deputy Director. The Committee thanked Mr. Janes for his many years of service with

the Committee.

2. Adoption of the Minutes

e Adoption of the July 16, 2015 Meeting Minutes

The motion was made and seconded (Hubbard/Barrick) that the July 16, 2015 meeting minutes be
adopted as written. The motion carried (8-0).

3. Animal Welfare and Dangerous Animal Cases for the Month of July and Recent Holds Snapshot

Dr. Smith referred to welfare case one; pointed out the case was the second visit and the dog was
found on a tie-out; and asked why the owner was allowed to keep the dog, with this being the second
visit? Animal Care Field Supervisor Neil Konst said his memory is that the first visit was due to a
complaint and at the time the dog was not observed on a tie-out. There were no citations issued at the
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first visit, so this incidence was the first known offense. The owner said the dog was only on the tie-
out for short periods of time and she didn’t realize tie-outs were not allowed. Dr. Smith suggested a
follow-up visit and Ms. Emptage concurred. Responding to questions, Mr. Konst said that if there
was contact the first time (January), then standard procedure dictates there would be a check for
license and vaccination records and; finding no records, citations would have been issued then. Also
if a dog is found in distress the officer would have probable cause to go into the yard. Again
responding to questions, Mr. Konst said a second violation on a follow-up visit might result in the dog
being bonded, and that would definitely be the case on a third violation.

Ms. Mendelsohn asked about what happened to all the animals from welfare case two. Mr. Konst said
the case was a mess; the various owners were a group of Chinese nationals who were students and
who travelled a lot. The animals were all brought to one location causing there to be too many
animals in one space with an unmanageable pet waste issue. PACC impounded the animals and all
the owners came and retrieved their individual animals. As that occurred staff explained that the
housing arrangements that existed would not work; they could not have all the animals at the one
location. Responding to questions, Mr. Konst said all the animals were seen by Dr. Wilcox and were
not in as bad of condition as some (ferret and boxer) were initially assessed to be. Also, the recheck
was to the original address, not all the eventual individual locations.

Discussion turned briefly to PACC adopting out animals to college students and others without
permanent residences, and the possibility of placing the topic as a future agenda item. Mr. Konst said
that there is no policy regarding adopting animals out to college students, and that after college
owners could take a pet with them, give it away or bring it to PACC. Ms. Schwerin contended PACC
should not adopt animals out to college students. Ms. Hubbard said the Humane Society used to have
a policy of not placing animals in Davis-Monthan (Air Force Base) homes or with college students;
however, they had four employees who were college students and they adopted dogs which they kept
until the animals eventually died, and the policy was changed. Ms. Hubbard was against a rule to not
adopt out to college students; said the screening process needs to address these type of issues;
objected to putting this on a future agenda; and said this topic has been discussed many times in the
past. Mr. Jacobs expressed objection to the topic of discussion, pointing out it was not on the agenda.
Ms. Schwerin said open meeting law allows for discussion of agenda items and “any related matters.”

Ms. Schwerin referred to welfare case three which involved dogs with matted hair; at least one dog
with overgrown toenails; and excessive animal waste. The owner said a relative left the dogs with
him and he had called PACC to take the animals, but PACC said there would be pick-up fees. Ms.
Schwerin contended PACC should have waived the fees. Mr. Marshall pointed out the report states
the owner left the scene because of a warrant and the report indicates no record of the reported call, so
the owner’s statement might not be accurate. Mr. Konst discussed that in general PACC has hundreds
of calls with not enough officers to cover them all, so they have to prioritize their responses. Bite
calls come first, and then neglect calls. PACC gets a number of calls requesting pick-ups and they all
say they cannot afford the fees and/or have no transportation. Officers do not have time to be an
animal taxi service; there are higher priorities to address. Mr. Konst added that recently a man called
PACC to pick-up 10 surrendered dogs because he was being evicted. It turned into a pick-up of 29
dogs, plus three puppies being born in route to PACC and another litter born after arrival. The owner
was left with six dogs which eventually also ended up at PACC.

Ms. Schwerin referred to welfare case five which involved pigs in distress and two crated dogs, and
said this is not the first time PACC has visited this address. Mr. Konst said PACC has visited the
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property on numerous prior occasions, but the allegations were unfounded. He added that the
situation is complicated by a disgruntle ex-wife who has made numerous complaint calls. He
continued that in this particular incidence the owner was hospitalized and sent a text to the neighbor to
take care of the animals as he had done for the owner in the past. However, the neighbor did not
receive the text; the animals ended up in distress; and the owner, who showed up when staff was
present, was cited. Ms. Schwerin asked if livestock (Arizona Department of Agriculture, Livestock
Division) deals with chickens, because this case also included chickens. Mr. Konst said PACC has an
agreement with someone to take chickens and other fowl.

Ms. Schwerin said welfare case six was terrible. It involved two dogs without water, one which was
on a tie-out in full sun. Mr. Konst said Enforcement Manager Chavez reviewed pictures and pointed
out there was shade. Ms. Emptage requested, on behalf of the Animal Welfare Coalition, that the
owner be told he is not allowed to own additional animals. Mr. Konst said he would make a note of
that and check to see if that wasn’t already done. If the owner does not go to court a warrant will be
issued.

Ms. Schwerin referred to welfare case seven and pointed out the owner was previously warned about
tie-outs. Mr. Konst said the dog was tied to the porch and had shelter, shade and water. A citation
was issued for the tie-out.

Ms. Schwerin referred to welfare case nine and pointed out one dog involved was diagnosed with a
broken leg in February, but PACC did not impound any dogs until July; she asked why it took so long.
Mr. Konst explained the owner was not cooperative and wouldn’t answer the door so a search warrant
had to be obtained, which takes time. The case is still going through the court process. Ms. Schwerin
asked about the next scheduled court date and Mr. Konst was able to provided her the information.

Ms. Schwerin referred the last hold on the hold report which involved a dog abandoned in an
apartment, and asked about why the owner would be allowed to redeem the dog. Mr. Konst said the
owner came in, was cited, and PACC would not reduce the fees so the dog was not redeemed.

4. Call to the Audience

There were no speakers from the audience.

5. Management Report

Ms. Flanagan reported the following. The architect firm, Line and Space, for the new PACC facility
is finalizing their design program and a report is expected by the end of August. Also Line and Space
would like to do a presentation for the Committee. On September 12 and 13 PACC will be
participating in a national PetSmart adoption event made possible by a grant from PetSmart. The
adoption fee will be $20; and for the events at PetSmart locations they will give $10 for every
adoption. On September 12, in collaboration with the Humane Society there will be a rabies
vaccination, microchipping, licensing event at the Tucson Ward Six Office. The Pima County
Attorney’s Office (PCAO) wants to present to the Committee regarding open meeting laws, duties and
responsibilities. After discussion, Ms. Emptage decided the next meeting’s agenda will be just the
Line and Space and PCAO presentations. Mr. Jacobs asked Ms. Flanagan if staff is aware of any
reason for the year-to-date licensing being down three percent. Ms. Flanagan said she would check
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regarding his question. Mr. Jacobs also asked when the one dollar licensing fees increase became
effective, and the answer is the beginning July, which coincides with the monthly report data.

6. Old Business
e Licensing Awareness

Ms. Emptage referred to the updated (dated August 20, 2015) draft letter to the Southern Arizona
Veterinary Medical Association (SAVMA) provided in the Committee’s packet. She said many
people don’t realize the requirement to license dogs; that failure to do so is a class two misdemeanor;
and that there is no information on the licensing requirement posted at veterinary clinics or on
veterinary paperwork. The letter is to request veterinarians provide information on the licensing
requirement, as well as to promote microchipping. Mr. Jacobs suggested courtesy copies of the letter
go to the Health Department and the Board of Supervisors and Ms. Emptage agreed with his
suggestion.

The motion was made and seconded (Jacobs/Mendelsohn) that the Committee approve of the letter to
be sent as written with the suggested courtesy copies addition. In discussion it was requested that the
words, “for your information,” in the fourth paragraph be removed. The motion was amended to
concur with the suggested deletion. The motion carried (8-0).

e Licensing Fee Change Proposal

Mr. Jacobs said that after the last meeting, wherein the Committee voted to support the elimination of
the senior/disable licensing discount, he decided to look for why the discount was included in the fee
structure. Three things came to mind: first this community and the County has recognized that
discounts for seniors and those with disabilities is productive and have provided for such discounts in
other fee structures; second these individuals are often on fixed incomes and raising their taxes, to
him, is not the best public policy; and thirdly the reduced fees help create a pool of citizens able to
rescue dogs at minimal expense.

Ms. Flanagan said PCAO has become involved in this proposed ordinance due to a complaint about
the language regarding service animals. She pointed out the language issue needs to be worked
through before the ordinance goes to the Board of Supervisors. Ms. Mendelsohn pointed out the
current ordinance language refers to, “standards of a service animal by a nationally recognized service
dog training agency,” and said there is no such thing. Ms. Flanagan acknowledged that is the
language that needs to be corrected.

Discussion related to Mr. Jacobs’ comments included Ms. Hubbard saying the fee the Committee
voted to eliminate is for unaltered dogs and owners of unaltered dogs should pay the full fee. Ms.
Emptage pointed out that community has a number of low or no cost spay/neuter opportunities, so
cost is not an excuse to not get dogs altered. She added there are unwanted litters and PACC is still
getting too many animals. Mr. Jacobs said he wanted to go on record that you cannot paint with the
same brush all those who have unaltered dogs, adding that some litters are wanted litters.

Mr. Jacobs made a motion that the Committee rescind its action (last month) regarding senior/disabled
citizen owner, unaltered dog license fees. There was no second.
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Ms. Schwerin said she is against raising paragraph B, item 4. senior/disabled citizen owner, altered
dog license fees, saying it should stay at $11.00. She continued that she felt paragraph B, item 5,
licensing fees for dog owners below the federal poverty level, should also stay at its current $11.00
level. These comments were in reference to the recent Board of Supervisors approved ordinance
raising all licensing fees one dollar per year for five years. She added that she has generated draft
language to change where the approved ordinance calls for increases in B 1-6 to only B1, B2 and B3,
which would then leave B 4 and 5 at their current $11.00 level. She made a motion to recommend
adopting her language to put a stop to the one dollar increases set to continue for B, item 4.
senior/disabled citizen owner, altered dog license fees and B, item 5, licensing fees for dog owners
below the federal poverty level, which would keep these two fee categories at $11.00. There was no
second.

e Tie-Out Prevention Campaign
Mr. Marshall said the deadline for the tie-out prevention video submission is 15 days out, September
4, 2015. He said he printed out about 300 flyers and sent out about 400 e-mails. Three or four school
districts are involved. He indicated he hasn’t received much promotional help from PACC and seems
to have reached a dead end with County Communications. He also passed out an additional flyer not
in the packet. Ms. Hubbard said she received approval to promote the contest through the Humane
Society two days ago. Ms. Flanagan said she will reach out to Communications regarding promoting
the video solicitation.

7. New Business
e PACC Revenue Sources

This item was tabled.

e Horses

This item was tabled.

e Procedures Related to Agenda Items
This item was tabled.

8. Donations: A total of 1,335 individuals gave $ 28,365.81 in donations during the month of July.

Ms. Emptage said it is amazing how this community keeps supporting PACC.

9. Complaints and Commendations: There was one complaint and no commendations received by staff
during July.

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

There were no speakers from the audience.

11. Announcements, Schedules and Proposed Agenda ltems

Ms. Mendelsohn asked about monthly credit card donations being placed on a future agenda.
Ms. Hubbard said the Humane Society is having a pet remembrance event on September 12.
Ms. Emptage said the mobile animal surgical hospital (MASH) is soliciting donations for supplies.

12. Next Meeting — September 17, 2015

Ms. Emptage said the next meeting will be at the Abrams building, due to construction delays on
Silverbell Road.

13. Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 7:10 pm



NOTICE
PUBLIC MEETING OF THE
PIMA COUNTY ANIMAL CARE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
August 20, 2015 - 5:30 p.m.
Herbert K. Abrams Public Health Center
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; and

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

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

AGENDA

1. | Call to Order

e Roll Call

e Establishment of Quorum and Pledge of Allegiance
e Introduction of New Secretary

2. | Review and Adoption of Minutes:
e Adoption of July 16, 2015 meeting minutes

3. | Animal Welfare and Dangerous Animal Cases for the Month of July and Recent Holds Snapshot

Welfare Dangerous Dogs

Al15-174151 A15-174929 A15-174908 Al15-171834
Al15-175463 Al15-174722 A15-173171 Al15-173229
A15-173370 Al4-174317 A15-169477 A15-159298
Al15-175418 A15-165819 A15-174540
A15-174998 Al15-174807 A15-167398

4. | Call to the Audience

5. | Management Report

6. | Old Business

e Licensing Awareness (Emptage)

e Licensing Fee Change Proposal

e  Tie-Out Prevention Campaign (Marshall)

7. | New Business

e PACC Revenue Sources (Emptage)

e Horses (Schwerin)

e Procedures Related to Agenda Items (Schwerin)

8. | Donations: A total of 1,335 individuals gave $28,365.81 in donations during the month of July.

9. | Complaints and Commendations: There was one complaint and no commendations received by staff during July.

10. | Call to the Audience

11. | Announcements, Schedules and Proposed Agenda Items

12. | Next Meeting — September 17, 2015

13. | Adjournment

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

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

July 16, 2015
4000 N. Silverbell Road
Tucson, Arizona 85745

1. Call to Order

Mr. Neuman called the meeting to order at 5:30 pm
e Attendance

Present:

Tamara Barrick, Pima Paws for Life

Nancy Emptage, Vice-Chair, Animal Welfare Coalition

Pat Hubbard, Humane Society of Southern Arizona

Yvette Hurley, City of Tucson

Pat Jacobs, Tucson Kennel Club

Jack Neuman, Chair, PACC Volunteers

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

Jane Schwerin, People for Animals in the Prevention of Cruelty and Neglect
Kim Janes, Pima Animal Care Center (PACC), Ex-Offico

Absent:

Sophia Kaluzniacki, DVM, SPCA of AZ, Inc
Derek Marshall, Public Education

Helen Mendelsohn, Disabled Community
Gail Smith, MD, Board of Health

e Pledge of Allegiance

2. Adoption of the Minutes

e Adoption of the June 18, 2015 Meeting Minutes

The motion was made and seconded (Emptage/Hubbard) that the June 18, 2015 meeting minutes be
adopted as written. The motion carried (8-0).

3. Animal Welfare and Dangerous Animal Cases for the Month of June and Recent Holds Snapshot

Ms. Schwerin referred to welfare case one which involved a dog on a tangled chain. In the report one
of the Officer’s suggested options was to crate train the dog. Ms. Schwerin said she is against crate
training because she believes the dogs end up staying in the crate all the time. Ms. Schwerin asked if
the owner in welfare case ten posted the bond. The case involved a homeless man and puppies which
died in the heat. Mr. Janes answered that the bond was not posted and the remaining animals were
forfeited to PACC on July 8. Ms. Emptage requested the owner in this case not be allowed to own
animals until he has a stable home situation. Mr. Janes said he would pass on her request though
enforcement staff to the County Attorney’s Office. Ms. Hurley pointed out the owner in this case had
placed a collar with a license from a deceased dog on the mother dog, and asked if that was illegal and
if there was a citation issued. Mr. Janes said his recollection is that it is illegal in all the local
jurisdictions, and said it does not appear (from the report) that such a citation was issued. Ms.
Emptage requested such a citation be issued.
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Ms. Schwerin asked if the dog Sativa, which has been on a hold for a number of months, is still being
held at PACC and what is going on with the case. Mr. Janes reported the dog is still on a hold at
PACC; that the owner appealed the decision to forfeit the dog to PACC; and that the hearing date (in
Superior Court) has not been set yet. He added he has spoken with the County Attorney’s Office
trying to expedite the legal process. Discussion brought out that Sativa is not being walked because
she is considered dangerous. Ms. Barrick asked if all dogs on legal holds do not get walked, and Mr.
Janes said the decision is made between staff, the jurisdiction and the attorneys. He added that in
some cases animals on holds could be placed with a foster.

Ms. Schwerin referred to an injured animal on the hold list in a felony case and said that it’s not
always good to go with a felony charge over a misdemeanor because the animal gets held longer. Mr.
Janes pointed out the dog was confiscated on July 5 and is being held pending the forensic medical
report be completed, then the animal could be released from the hold. Ms. Schwerin contended that
PACC officers have a good track record in court and their testimony coupled with pictures make for
good cases; therefore, the animal doesn’t need to be held.

Ms. Schwerin referred to an animal on a hold with a notation to hold the animal in quarantine for 45 to
180 days, and asked about why the quarantine is so long. Mr. Janes said the animal in question on the
report was removed from its hold on July 14, and went on to say a vaccinated animal exposed or
possibly exposed to rabies (wildlife exposure) must be quarantined 45 days, but an unvaccinated
animal exposed or possibly exposed to rabies must be quarantined under veterinary care for 180 days.
Mr. Janes was unsure of the quarantine rules for pet on pet bites. Ms. Hubbard asked Dr. O'Donnell
about dog on dog bites. Dr. O'Donnell’s practice tries to verify the biter’s vaccination status and
informs the bitten dog’s owner.

Ms. Schwerin asked about the last animal on the report, a cat brought in to be euthanized. Per Mr.
Janes, the cat had a bad leg and the owner was given a $1,500 quote to amputate the leg. Staff’s
assessment was that the surgery should not cost that much. The animal was returned to the owner
who took it to a vet who performed the surgery and the cat is now home with its owner.

4. Call to the Audience

There were two speakers at this call to the audience: Marcie Velen and Lee Bucyk.

Ms. Velen, with No Kill Pima County, said she is not in favor of a spay-abort policy. Some consider
the practice prevention, but she cannot consider it in the same category as spay and neuter efforts. She
said it’s not like a morning after pill; many of the puppies and kittens are viable. She said a shelter is
not a good place for puppies and Kittens to be born; shelters are high risk environments for newborn
pets, but contended that if a place is available why not let rescues take the pregnant animals out. Ms.
Velen suggested a policy giving rescues the opportunity to take pregnant animals from PACC. She
said currently rescues are allowed to take an animal except a pregnant one; and that doesn’t make
sense to her.

Ms. Bucyk identified herself as the Executive Director of Hermitage No-Kill Cat Shelter. She also
said she is not in favor of a spay-abort policy. Hermitage will take kittens and has offered to do so
from PACC. They have taken pregnant cats, Kittens and special needs cats from PACC. She
contended there is no reason for such a policy when rescues are willing to take the animals. She
added that if Pima County truly wants to be no-kill, then this policy needs to be addressed. Recently
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when Hermitage took numerous kittens they asked PACC to spay and neuter the kittens once they
reached two pounds and PACC refused their request. She contended that the reason PACC has an 80
percent live release rate is due to the rescues and rescues don’t receive enough recognition.

5. Management Report

Mr. Janes reported the current year-to-date live release rate is 85 percent, with June’s rate at 88
percent. He also pointed out the monthly operational report now has an additional line for
enforcement calls for service ‘requested” in addition to the line which shows total responses. The
requested line represents all calls for service, not all of which are addressed. The additional line was
requested at the last Committee meeting.

Mr. Janes referred to an additional handout provided at the meeting, with one side being a financial
report for the City of Tucson through May 2015 and the other side showing statistics for cost
allocation through May 2015. On the Tucson financial side he wanted the Committee to see where the
donations are applied to the various cost categories pursuant to the intentions of the donors. He added
that PACC’s budget is built with the anticipation of receiving hundreds of thousands of dollars in
donations. He continued that there are also donations of items and hundreds of hours from volunteers
that do not show on this report. Mr. Jacobs asked if the general services statistical distribution
between jurisdictions is similar to past years and Mr. Janes replied that they are very similar year to
year.

Ms. Schwerin referred to Mr. Janes’ Manager’s Report memorandum item A15-170618 which
indicated when a recheck was done the officer observe no dog on the patio and there was no answer at
the door. She said the recheck was insufficient; wanted to know what happened with the dog; and
requested another recheck. Mr. Janes said he would relay her request to staff. Mr. Neuman referred
to the first case (A15-172564) and asked if no answer and no waste was a typical follow up outcome.
Mr. Janes referred to the challenges of going back over and over and said officers are looking for
indications of improvement on previously noted negative behavior, for example, no accumulated pet
waste or a dog once left in the sun without shelter is not found in that state again. In response to a
question, Mr. Janes indicated rechecks are generally unannounced.

6. Old Business
e City of Tucson Animal Care Funding / Jurisdiction IGA Discussion

Mr. Janes reported that thanks to many hours of effort from Tucson and County staff a new one-year
intergovernmental agreement (IGA) for animal care services is in place. He added that the IGA is a
model for going forward and should eliminate some of the challenges encountered this past year.

Ms. Hurley provided the following statements regarding the new IGA:

On June 23, 2015 the City of Tucson Mayor and Council voted 6-1 to approve the IGA,
which is the intergovernmental agreement with Pima County, to fund the City’s portion of
costs for Pima Animal Care. Before that discussion the City agreed to pay about $230,000
for the tent in an amendment to the prior year contract. That was a good decision in my
opinion because the animals are truly helped by the additional space. Now concerning the
vote on the IGA that just began on seven, one, fifteen, there was one dissenting voice,
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Council member Steve Kozachik, who made a valiant attempt to inform the other council
members of the inclusion of administrative overhead charges for the Pima County
Administrator’s Office in the amount of $294,000, although the amount was left out of the
contract. Now, Council member Kozachik was also concerned that the contract did not
include legal language barring Pima County from again entering into debt agreements and
contracting for major purchases at PACC, without first consulting the other jurisdictions,
and then including these costs in the monthly charges. This was the case in fiscal year
2014/15 when Pima County added the tent structure and pushed through the costs to the
jurisdictions without prior approval. Administrator Huckelberry earns a base salary of
$320,000; he is well worth every penny. This IGA, the City portion, will nearly cover the
entire cost of his base salary. The other jurisdictions will kick in another roughly $150,000
to fund his office. Pima County salaries are already covered by the property tax that we all
pay to Pima County; the inclusion of these costs again in the IGA represents a tax upon a
tax; this point was made by Steve Kozachik. City of Tucson residents through their
governmental budget will now pay again for the same costs to fund Pima County; this will
free up the money of course so that Pima County can spend the money in other ways.
Never before in the 55 years of this agreement have these types of non-shelter related
charges ever been part of this contract. This contract has been around since 1961.
Furthermore, this institutionalizes these non-shelter overhead charges and from here on out
the City and the other jurisdictions will struggle to pay these escalating costs; and these
costs have no connection to the community of animals and people served by this contract.

So these charges will negatively impact the animals in the City of Tucson jurisdiction; let
me explain. The City budget just passed by the Mayor and Council at $1.36 billion has
very limited funds. This IGA increases City costs approximately another one million
dollars; $300,000 of this, approximately, is to fund Administrator Huckelberry’s office.
The prior year City costs for the PACC IGA were $3.9 million on a budget of just under
$7.8 million. So this is about a 23 percent increase in PACC costs to the City over the prior
year; that’s huge, just huge. This contract crafted by Administrator Huckelberry indicates
that the City can scale back enforcement if it is unable to pay the amount under this
contract. So what does scaling back enforcement look like? It means that when a
concerned person calls 911 to report a dog in the street the staff at PACC can be instructed
to say that they are unable to respond because the City has not paid the payment through
this contract, so a dog is Killed in traffic. It means that less abuse reports will be
investigated; less community education regarding existing pet laws, and less unlicensed
animals forced into licensing. It is, of course, the City’s fault for not properly negotiating
this contract. Many of the City Council Members, if you watch the meeting, which I did,
appeared not to have read the IGA before voting. The City manager was only interim and
she was quick to hand the baton to the next City Manager who just started July 1. His
name is Michael Flores [Ortega]. So she was anxious to get all the contracts signed and get
everything in a pretty little package for the new manager. By the way I’ve been with the
City of Tucson ten years and I think that’s our seventh City Manager. To contrast that with
Pima County, Administrator Huckelberry has been there | think over 20 years, so they’ve
had very consistent management; we have had very inconsistent management. So all of
these factors, and a very clever Pima County Administrator, with impeccable timing, with a
full staff of public relations personnel, has managed to paint the City as a bad faith partner
in its fee for service contract for animal services through PACC, but the City has continued
to bear the lion share of all PACC costs, approximately 56 percent this coming year. This
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new IGA attributes an even larger share of PACC costs to the City; and the total budget for
PACC, in case you were unaware is $8.8 million.

No representative from the City has ever advocated killing animals to reduce costs, or
training more people to euthanize animals, never, but the County has. The County
Administrator made that claim and it was very publicly stated in the local newspaper; a
cruel threat that worked. Now due to the pressure put on the City to sign this contract and
poor representation on the City Council, we are paying for the County Administrator’s total
salary with this PACC contract. Now at the last meeting Ms. Emptage stated shame on the
City, and | say tonight shame on Pima County for loading down this contract with bloat and
using its incredible media machine to push this forward.

So what’s the big deal, right, the City of Tucson should pay its fair share, right; I’ve heard
that about 50 times. Well let me tell you about the City’s financial situation. The City’s
bond rating was recently downgraded; what this means is that when they go to borrow, the
interest rate is higher so they have to put out more money for interest. And there is actually
in the current budget that was just passed, zero dollars for street repair, so they’re going to
have to float bonds, and when they float bonds the interest rate is going to be higher
because of that decrease in the bond rating. Now, City of Tucson employees, including
police and fire, have not received a pay increase in ten years. There was a one percent pay
increase in 2013, but there was a seven, | think it was eight percent increase in health
insurance cost, so we actually had a negative paycheck, a negative increase, it was actually
a decrease. The Fire Department’s fleet of vehicles are way past their useful lives; the
ladder trucks that you see on the street; | just work for the Fire Department, so | know;
have been repaired and re-repaired so many times that it is getting difficult to get any more
work out of them. If you watch the fire trucks on the street they look really shiny; that’s
because there’s a bunch of really young, very physically fit fire fighters who shine them up
and they really keep them in good shape, but they’re falling apart and the City can’t keep
any good mechanics because their salaries are too low. So, and the City continues to raid
its rainy day fund to balance its budget, and this year they didn’t have to. And these are
just things that | want to talk about because | want to talk about the City’s financial
situation.

The County is in a much better financial situation than the City and | was very disappointed
in this vote because it does include these administrative overhead charges that have nothing
to do with the core service that this shelter is providing. The City already pays for the
overhead charges for the Health Department; it already pays for the total overhead and all
the salaries, well 55 percent of the salaries of the shelter. So the City’s financial outlook is
not good.

The reason | want to talk about his today is because I did talk to the City’s budget manger;
I’ve had regular meetings with her about PACC; and when you have a City that has a
limited budget; the costs keep going up; it looks like when the $22 million shelter comes on
board the costs are probably going to double, that’s my estimate. How is the City going to
pay for these; because there is no kind of funding in the bond to fund the operating costs of
that new shelter? 1 don’t know if you’re aware of that. So it’s going to be funded the same
way it’s funded right now, which is going to be by IGA. So that means the City, Oro
Valley, Marana will have to pay the costs to operate that shelter. Very little cost remains
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with Pima County; now Pima County has to outlay the cost, but they bill all the
jurisdictions for the costs. So will the costs double; will they triple; and how will they find
the money to pay it? So, you might expect that if you have half the animals you have half
the funding; what are they looking at; they are looking at alternatives to PACC, so they
have been searching out other ways to shelter their animals. Oro Valley is going to do the
same thing; I’m sure Marana will eventually. And when we get a City Manager that’s
around for any length of time, and we have somebody who can actually manage the City’s
budget, he will look at these options. | just want to let you know that. I'm not trying to be
depressing, but it is something, truly something they are looking at right now as an option
to PACC. So making this contract bloated, overfilled with these additional things does not
help any of the partners; it’s very short term thinking. Yes, it helps Pima County cover
their budget, but in the long term it doesn’t help the shelter and it doesn’t help the animals
in Pima County and the City of Tucson, so | just wanted to say that, thanks.

Ms. Hubbard asked if Ms. Hurley’s statement was generated by Mr. Kozachik or by Ms. Hurley. Ms.
Hurley replied that she wrote the statement, but that she has spoken with Mr. Kozachik frequently, as
well as with the budget director. Ms. Hubbard pointed out that all but one on the City Council voted
for the IGA, so they thought it was the thing to do. Ms. Hurley added that if you watch the video of
the meeting, most of the Council was so enthused about the one dollar increase in licensing fees that
they used that as an excuse to go ahead and ignore the fact that the City is being charged an
outrageous amount for administrative overhead for the County Administrator’s Office. She estimated
the increase in licensing revenue to be approximately $30,000 for the City and suggested it would be
less if there is less enforcement. Mr. Neuman echoed Ms. Hubbard’s comment, saying six of the
seven City representatives voted, for whatever reasons, in favor of the IGA. There was some
discussion on whether Ms. Hurley would or should provide the written document she read from. She
expressed that the pages had additional notes, and that what was said and written do not completely
match. Mr. Janes said the minutes will reflect what was said.

e Volunteer Policy and Partnership Agreement
Mr. Neuman said to remove this item from Old Business unless staff wants to put it back on.
e Animal Care Staffing

Mr. Janes said PACC just hired one new Enforcement Officer and recruitment is underway for one
Shelter Supervisor, two Animal Care Techs and a Program Coordinator. PACC also recently received
a grant for two part time positions, with one being an Animal Care Specialist to assist with tracking
animals to ensure every animal is receiving proper daily care. In response to questions, Mr. Janes said
the grant is from a local donor and the positions are temporary unless continued funding can be
secured. Dr. O'Donnell asked about the process of donating a grant and Mr. Janes briefly discussed
connecting with PACC’s Fund Development Director, Karen Hollish.

e Licensing Awareness

Ms. Emptage provided an updated draft letter (dated July 16, 2015) to the Southern Arizona
Veterinary Medical Association (SAVMA). She said many dog owners don’t realize they need a
license and that veterinary office paperwork does not say anything about the requirement. The letter
requests veterinary offices should promote licensing awareness through signage and/or by adding
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licensing requirement notification wording to their vaccination receipts. She also feels veterinarians
should promote microchipping and do microchip checks on every pet to help ensure that everything is
in order to help reunite lost pets with their owners. Mr. Neuman asked if enforcement officers in the
field are they supposed to check for dog licenses. Mr. Janes said the standard is to confirm licensing
status either through the owner’s paperwork or PACC’s electronic records and to cite if there is no
license when required. Ms. Emptage relayed a story about an owner of an unlicensed dog. The dog
needed veterinary care and the owner stopped at the DMV, with the dog in the car, after going to the
vet. The owner said he checked on the dog in the car every 15 minutes; however, PACC was called
and now he must get a license and the animal is unaltered, so he has to get it fixed or pay a much
higher licensing fee.

e Licensing Fee Structure

Mr. Neuman said the speaker who was going to talk on this topic was not able to make the meeting.
Mr. Janes referred the Committee to the proposed ordinance to amend licensing fees in Pima County
Code 6.04.070, which was in the packet. He pointed out the proposed changes including the
elimination of the senior/disabled unaltered dog license discount; the provision that only unaltered
guide dogs be licensed without a fee; and the addition of a provision to license active or retired law
enforcement dogs without a fee. He added that he just found out that all retired law enforcement dogs
must be altered, so he requested that the word “altered” be added in front of the word “retired” in the
ordinance for consideration. Mr. Janes also pointed out that previous ordinance recently approved by
the Board of Supervisors just raised the licensing fees one dollar on July 1, so the proposed ordinance
will need to reflect those changes as well. Mr. Janes said the proposed ordinance was the result of a
joint effort by Ms. Emptage, Ms. Schwerin and him, and is presented as a recommendation for the
Committee’s consideration. Discussion ensued regarding the reduced license fee for dogs ten years or
older. Some suggested male dogs are still reproductively viable at that age; and Ms. Schwerin
suggested changing the discount cut-off to 12 years. Dr. O'Donnell said if owners haven’t had their
dogs fixed for ten years, then why give them a discount.

Due to varied discussion Mr. Neuman decided to consider the proposal (section B) one item at a time
and take a vote on how the Committee stands on each item. The votes included the aforementioned
updates from Mr. Janes. The votes also include the understanding that these fees will go up one dollar
per year as detailed in the recently passed ordinance also pertaining to this code.

The results of the votes were:

1. Regular, unaltered dog, $61: 7-1 in favor, Mr. Jacobs opposed.

2. Regular, altered dog, $16: 7-0 in favor, Mr. Jacobs abstained.

3. Dogs declared dangerous or vicious, $101: 7-1 in favor, Mr. Jacobs opposed and said the reason
he opposed this is because he feels the fee should be much higher, like $1,000.

4. Strike out senior/disabled... unaltered... (discounted license): 7-1 in favor, Mr. Jacobs opposed.

5. (To become the new 4.) Senior/disabled... altered... (discounted license), $11: 8-0 in favor.

6. (To become the new 5.) Dogs ten years of age or older, $16: 0-8, unanimously opposed.

7. (To become the new 6.) A dog owner with a household income below the federal poverty level...
altered, $11: 7-1, Ms. Hubbard opposed.

8. (To become the new 7.) An altered guide dog... service animal... without payment of a fee: 7-0
in favor, Mr. Jacobs abstained.
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There was discussion on the next item prior to the vote. Mr. Jacobs felt the language was confusing
particularly the use of the word resident in the proposed new paragraph 8. Mr. Janes said in the legal
sense dogs are not residents, only people, and dogs legally are considered property. Ms. Schwerin
asked why law enforcement dogs are unaltered. Ms. Hubbard said, in her experience, the agencies do
not want to take the risk associated with putting the dog under anesthesia because of the tremendous
investment made in the animal, but if a law enforcement dog does need to go under for some
necessary procedure, then they typically go ahead and have it altered at that time. Dr. O'Donnell
asked if proposed ordinances have to go through legal review first; and Mr. Janes replied that they do
and a County Attorney has to actually sign the document.

8. (The new paragraph 8.) An active or altered retired law enforcement working dog... without
payment of a fee: 6-1 in favor, Mr. Jacobs was opposed and Mr. Neuman abstained.
9. Processing/Postage fee per license, $1: 8-0 in favor.

e Process Used By PACC To Track Every Animal's Care Every Day That Does Not Include
Volunteers

Mr. Neuman said this issue will be addressed by the new person being hired as reported by Mr. Janes
under the Animal Care Staffing agenda item.

e Correspondence Regarding Alleged Horse Abuse

Mr. Neuman reported that he sent the letter, video and pictures to the Director of the Arizona
Department of Agriculture as discussed at the last Committee meeting. A copy of the letter was
included in the packet. Ms. Schwerin wanted to enter into discussion on this item. However, Mr.
Neuman said the item was a to-do item; he did what he said he would do; and the item is done. He
added that he did not want to enter into any further discussion while other business still needed to be
addressed. Later in the meeting Ms. Schwerin brought up a letter from the Director of the Arizona
Department of Agriculture, (which was part of the packet of a previous meeting) she read the portion
of the letter which stated all of the horses at Castaway Treasures are under the care of a licensed
veterinarian who is making decisions regarding the care and treatment of the animals.... She referred
to what she read as a terrible situation. Mr. Neuman said the agenda item was to finalize the situation,
which he did by sending an additional letter, the video and pictures.

e Ajo Center Emergency Veterinary Services

Mr. Neuman said that recently Mr. Gallick said dogs will not stay at Ajo more than two weeks;
however, Mr. Neuman report one dog has been there since June 15 and two since June 19 and asked
why. Mr. Janes said he would ask Mr. Gallick.

e Tie-Out Prevention Campaign

There was no discussion on this item.
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7. New Business
e Spay-Abort Policy

Ms. Hurley said she wanted to discuss this item primarily due to a letter sent to the City of Tucson

from Lee Bucyk from Hermitage No-Kill Cat Shelter (see item 4. Call to the Audience), and being

asked to address the issue by the Tucson City Manager. She spoke mostly reading from a prepared
statement.

After the fourth of July, PACC waived all boarding fees for pet owners of stray dogs who
let PACC spay or neuter their pets. Kristin Barney (PACC Chief of Operations) was
quoted in the paper saying, “This is a progressive and life-saving strategy for a county
shelter to take.” | read that and thought to myself, Life-saving what about the spay-abort
policy, that’s not life-saving. Every creature has an innate will to live, whether born or
unborn. The dogs and cats that come to Pima Animal Care are largely traumatized; they’re
always frightened; and as every creature is when pregnant, wracked with hormones and
physical difficulties as a result of the pregnancy. Now at PACC, this animal is further
subjected to the trauma and strain of the spay-abort procedure. Sometimes the procedure is
fatal to the mother. And that’s just the mother. The puppies or kittens have their little lives
ended abruptly. If near term the puppies are killed one by one with injections; if not, the
babies die in-utero of suffocation from the procedure. | have a sister in Montana,; I’m from
Montana; who is a vet tech and she kind of explained the procedure to me because I’m an
accountant; I’m not a vet. She said it’s not performed very often by vets, but it seems to be
performed here at PACC more often than ordinarily by vets, | guess. | know that spay-
abort is one tool that is used to increase the live release rate; well congratulations you’ve
increased the live release rate. All of this is done quietly, out of the sight of groups that are
truly PACC’s partners.

Personally, I find the procedure shameful and disgusting, but I’m not going to suggested
that the procedure should never be done at the shelter. | realize that the shelter has limited
space and resources; every shelter has limited space and resources; every person has
limited space and resources. Instead | am proposing that qualified rescue groups be given
notice to redeem the pregnant animal; to take this terrified animal to a quiet place; give it
proper nutrition; a peaceful environment; and let the puppies or kittens be born. Then the
groups can properly screen adopters for the mother and babies; give the puppies or kittens
the proper immunizations; and spay/neuter them when appropriate. This takes this role
away from backyard breeders and puts it in hands of concerned and dedicated volunteers,
many of whom are in the audience today. It avoids the cruelty and gives qualified adopters
an opportunity to save the life of an animal that otherwise would be treated as refuse.
These groups know how to handle pregnant dogs and cats; it’s what they do it’s what
they’ve been doing before this policy was instituted. Now folks, the rescue groups and the
volunteers are largely the reason that you have an 80 percent live release rate, now 84
percent, | guess. These are your partners. Give them a chance to change the outcome for
these small creatures. | am proposing a three-day notification to rescues on the appropriate
sites, which there’s websites already set up to network dogs which are near euthanization; |
see the e-mails go back and forth. People really work hard to get these animals out of
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PACC and they will work their very best; I know they will, if given the opportunity. And
then, if after three full days no qualified rescue has made arrangements to pick up the
animal for foster care, then perform the procedure; go ahead and perform the procedure,
but give them a chance at least. Now this is truly progressive and life-saving.

Now | want to read an extract from a letter dated May 20, 2015, received by the City of
Tucson from Lee Bucyk, who’s in the audience, Executive Director, once again, of
Hermitage. Hermitage gets 70 to 80 percent of its feline residents from PACC. This letter
was sent to the City Manager, who at that time was Martha Durkin, it was sent to the
Mayor and Council and was forwarded to me by Martha Durkin with the request that |
address some of the issues as part of this Committee.

Ms. Hurley reading from and/or commenting on the letter:

Quite frankly and in my opinion, the only reason PACC can claim a live release rate of 80
percent is due to the other rescue organizations who routinely step in to take some of their
most at risk felines. And while PACC claims to be working toward a no kill status with
their communications to the media, they are currently, by their own admissions, spay-
aborting pregnant animals, even when those animals have a rescue partner willing to take
them out of the care and responsibilities of the County. As I have told their management
directly, this is in direct contrast to this no Kkill philosophy and not what | or other taxpayers
of Pima County signed up for when we passed proposition 15 [415]. It is the desire of the
City of Tucson that the rescues be given a three-day advance notification of the spay-abort
procedure, so that the pregnant animal and its offspring can be rescued. Most of the shelter
animals, probably about, I believe it’s 55 percent, it’s gone up this year, it’s like 55.5
percent for the City of Tucson, come from the city limits. And the majority of funding for
this shelter is provided by the City and its residents. Please honor PACC’s rescue partners
and the citizens of Tucson by allowing for this change in the spay-abort policy.

So I’m moving that forward. So a three-day, three business day hold, before the spay-abort
policy is implemented.

Mr. Jacobs seconded Ms. Hurley’s motion and discussion began. Ms. Barrick said PACC is open
seven days a week so the term business days is not necessary. Dr. O'Donnell rhetorically asked what
happens when the puppies or kittens are born at PACC within the three days, then answered they get
squished, or die slowly of distemper, or die as one did, found in a drain with its skull crushed. She
said PACC is no place for puppies or kittens and added she would love for puppies and kittens to not
be aborted; and in her practice won’t do it if they are late term, but continued that she, as a partner
with Pima Paws for Life, also has to deal with the sick and dying puppies that rescue groups wouldn’t
take. She said she would like to support a no spay-abort policy, but it would require a viable
contingency for when birth occurs within the 72-hour period of time. Ms. Hurley restated her motion
to be a three-day hold on animals determined by PACC to be pregnant to network the animal with the
rescue organizations; however, if the animal is close to birth or gives birth, that there would be a 72-
hour emergency call to the rescues to pick up the animal and its offspring to get them out of the
dangerous shelter environment. Mr. Neuman expressed that the motion was confusing. Dr.
O'Donnell said she is hoping the rescues can come up with a solution. Ms. Hubbard asked about who
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determines an animal is pregnant and Mr. Janes said initially anyone can point out an animal believed
to be pregnant then the veterinary staff make the final determination. Mr. Jacobs moved the matter be
tabled until the next meeting at which time written policy and written proposals can be presented for
consideration. Ms. Hubbard seconded the motion. Ms. Hurley then contended that in the interim
animals will be killed and willing rescues will not have the opportunity to rescue those animals. Ms.
Emptage asked if Ms. Hurley was amending her motion to request a temporary situation of holding
pregnant animals for 72 hour so that rescues can be allowed to pick them up pending the next
meeting; to which Ms. Hurley responded, “Yes.” Mr. Jacobs asked what the Committee’s action is
trying to accomplish; is it trying to make a recommendation to the Board of Supervisors; is it trying
to establish a policy? Mr. Neuman said the Committee’s capacity is to give advice to PACC and the
Board of Supervisors. A recommendation from the Committee can be made directly to PACC, which
may or may not act on that recommendation, and the Committee can also make recommendations to
the Board of Supervisors. Mr. Jacobs wanted clarification as to whether the policy in discussion is an
Agency (PACC) policy or a Board of Supervisors’ policy; and Mr. Janes clarified it as a PACC
policy. Ms. Hubbard asked about the law requiring PACC to spay or neuter animals before release.
Mr. Janes said there is such a law, but there is a County policy that allows PACC to place animals
with rescues, the law doesn’t apply in this case.

Ms. Hurley redefined her motion as a two-day hold on pregnant animals before the spay-abort policy
is carried out, until the next meeting when clearer language will be presented, which will deal with
various situations in question concerning the policy. Mr. Jacobs seconded the motion. Ms. Hubbard
pointed out that the recommendation, if the motion carries, is presented to staff, but it is up to staff
whether or not they follow the recommendation. Mr. Neuman concurred with her statement. A vote
was taken and the motion did not pass: (2-4) Ms. Hurley and Mr. Jacobs for; Ms. Barrick, Ms.
Emptage, Ms. Hubbard and Ms. Schwerin against; and Mr. Neuman and Dr. O'Donnell abstaining.

e Spay and Neuter Statistics

Mr. Janes directed the Committee to the table on the last page of his July Manager’s Report
memorandum. The table shows contract year 14-15 community spay neuter costs broken down by
agency. The total outlay was in excess of $516 thousand to accomplish 8,455 surgeries. Mr. Jacobs
requested this type of information on a quarterly basis

e Committee Officers Elections

Ms. Schwerin nominated Ms. Emptage for the Chair position. Ms. Hubbard said she wishes to
withdraw her name as a nominee for the Chair. Discussion brought out that since there was only one
name for each position, (Emptage, Chair and Neuman, Vice-Chair), there was no need for paper
ballots. Mr. Janes, hearing no objection and having been given the floor for the vote, asked if there
were any other nominees; hearing none, he took the votes openly. For Chair the vote in the meeting
was 7-0 for Ms. Emptage, with Ms. Emptage abstaining from the vote. Additionally, there were three
absentee votes for Ms. Hubbard already cast with staff prior to the meeting, making the total vote 7-3
for Ms. Emptage as Chair. For Vice-Chair the vote in the meeting was 7-0 for Mr. Neuman, with Mr.
Neuman abstaining from the vote, plus three absentee votes for Ms. Neuman already cast with staff
prior to the meeting, making the total vote 10-0 for Mr. Neuman as Vice-Chair.
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10.

Mr. Neuman took a moment to say his service as the Chair has been very gratifying; said much has
been accomplished during the past two years; and thanked everyone for their participation, including
the volunteers and rescues.

Donations: A total of 1,498 individuals gave $41,928.22 in donations during the month of June.

There was no discussion on this item.

Complaints and Commendations: There were three complaints and two commendations received by
staff during June.

Ms. Schwerin referred to the provided letter from County Administrator Huckelberry to a
complainant, which had the name redacted, and wanted to know who the letter was to. She stated,
“We are entitled to know to whom this letter was written.” She also protested about the redaction of
signatures in the complaint letter provided in the packet, asking why they are marked out and saying
the letters are not confidential. Mr. Janes agreed that the letters are not confidential and said he would
provide the requested information. Ms. Schwerin went on to complain about the redacting of names
in the welfare complaints as well. Mr. Neuman agreed and Mr. Janes said the names should not be
redacted.

Call to the Audience

There were three speakers at this call to the audience: Kim Silver, Tiffany Rosler and Ryan Inama.

Ms. Silver wanted to clarify that proposition 415 was not voted to make the shelter no-kill; it was for a
new building, new facility. As much as we would like to go in that direction, the bond doesn’t
guarantee no-kill, it’s programs and policies in place that make a shelter no-kill. She thanked Ms.
Hurley for bringing up the spay-abort issue; said Ms. Hurley will encounter opposition if she pushes
the issue, but encouraged her to continue. Lastly, she suggested spay-abort procedures be tracked and
that the data for the animals killed be considered in calculating the live release rate.

Ms. Rosler thanked Ms. Hurley for bringing up the spay-abort issue, saying it was brought up earlier
this year and there was support from the rescue community for a 72-hour notice prior to spay-abort
and PACC didn’t want to work with the rescues on the issue. She said that animals without
microchips have to be held 72 hours before PACC can do the spay abort procedure and those with
microchips have to be held seven days. She said 72 hours is plenty of time if there is early
networking. She continued that rescues aren’t even being notified about mom’s and puppies or
mom’s and kittens until they have been at PACC for three or four weeks and have contracted or been
exposed to diseases. “Proactive is not spay-aborting; proactive is networking when they hit the
shelter.” If animals are networked, they get out faster. She said her organization used to take 90
percent of their animals from PACC, but now it is less than five percent. She added that they take
huge owner surrenders and when they do they require the owner let them pay to alter the parents. She
said that action is proactive, not spay-abort. She added that rescue group relations have been damaged
by PACC. She closed by saying one phone call from a PACC employee got two moms with eleven
puppies and a pregnant dog out of PACC in two hours, as an example of what simple networking can
do.
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11.

12.

13.

Mr. Inama asked if the live release numbers include Kittens being spay-aborted. He said his
organization has been a partner with PACC for many years and has taken over 1,200 animals out of
PACC in the last two and a half years. He claimed a 77 percent adoption rate and said those not
adopted are still with them, not killed. He said he attended a meeting roughly four months ago and in
the meeting stated his organization has an empty maternity ward, a list of fosters ready and staff
ready; stop spay-aborting; all you have to do is call me, but he doesn’t get called or e-mailed.

Announcements, Schedules and Proposed Agenda Items

Ms. Emptage, after the IGA discussion, said she wanted possible sources of revenue for animal care,
for all jurisdictions, as an agenda item.

Mr. Jacobs brought up the SAVMA letter discussed under Old Business Licensing Awareness. Ms.
Emptage requested feedback and Ms. Emptage said the item will be on the next meeting agenda. Mr.
Jacobs asked if the spay-abort policy will be on the next meeting agenda and Mr. Neuman said it
would. Mr. Jacobs also requested that the recommendations of the Committee regarding the licensing
fees (PCC 6.04.070) be written up and represented at the next meeting.

Ms. Emptage announced that on July 23, from 6:00 to 7:30 pm, at the Abrams building there will be a
forum for the public and volunteers to meet with leadership regarding the new shelter.

Mr. Janes announced that the Director has replaced him as the Committee’s Executive Secretary with
Health Department Deputy Director Marcy Flanagan, to begin at the next meeting. The Committee
thanked Mr. Janes for his service.

Next Meeting — Auqust 20, 2015

Ms. Emptage said the next meeting will be at PACC.

Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 8:02 pm
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Welfare report for July 2015

1. A15-174151

2. Al15-175463

3. A15-173370

4. A15-175418

5. A15-174998

6. A15-174929

7. A15-174722

8. A15-174317

9. A15-165819

10. A15-174807

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

Thirteen animals were impounded. Staff reviewed animal welfare requirements
and laws with the owner and cited at PACC. Twelve animals were redeemed one was adopted.
A recheck was conducted and found incompliance. This complaint is closed.

Nine animals were surrendered. Staff reviewed the animal welfare
requirements and laws with the owner and cited at the scene. Eight animals were adopted one
is pending an outcome. This complaint is closed.

One animal (sick} was relinquished to PACC by the owner. A welfare case was opened
staff reviewed welfare requirements and laws with the owner and cited the owner at their residence,
The animal is receiving treatment and the outcome is pending. This complaint is closed.

No animals were impounded. Staff reviewed animal welfare requirements and laws
with the owner and cited at the scene. A recheck was conducted and found in compliance.

Two animals were impounded. Staff reviewed animal welfare requirements and laws
with the owner and cited at PACC. The owner redeemed the animals. This complaint is closed.

One animal was impounded. Staff reviewed animal welfare requirements and laws with the owner
and cited at PACC. The animal was redeemed. This complaint is closed.

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

Nine animals were impounded and bonded. Staff reviewed animal welfare requirements and laws with
the owner and cited at the scene. The bond was posted and a hearing date was scheduled for 8-18-15
3:30pm at Pima County Justice Court. The animals are receiving care and pending an outcome.

No animals were impounded. Staff and reviewed the animal welfare requirements and laws with the
owner and cited at the scene. This complaint is closed.
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Ariel Monigue Martinez D.Robledo #1990 A15-174151
Pima Coun%a/l:\epartment SUSPECTS ADDRESS
Pima Ani %\E\ . Ganley Rd. BITE [T WELFARE ] DANGEROUS [ OTHER [
400%1%9) '\"gfbe" RENT=0 P oY SIATE | PFeieNrs BHNE NOMBER
‘“‘f 7 85706 | Tue Az | CODE I OTHER
,:( 0 isgpms BLISINESS ADDRESS oK o] omer[]
Fax: ( 43§ 1 i} STATE | EUSINESS PHOE NUNGER DRIVFRR T INENSE
www.pimaanimaicare.org
S| WEGHT ] BEGHT | E¥ES | RAIRECOLR ORIGIN OB SSN
250 5.3 bro br ' ‘ n/a
DOES THIS INGIDENT REQUIRE ICTIM REQLIEST FOR | |NEATIAN GF THCIDERT DATE AND TIME REFORTED DATE AND TiWE DGCURRED
WAER OF RIGHTS? YES [] No [] . Ganley Rd. 626115 /1048 6/26/15 ! 1114

FOOD WATER SHELTER INJUREDALL VENTILATION ABANDONED TIEQUT BEATEN WASTE OTHER (EXPLAIN)

L] K ] I
[} 1 CHOOSE "upon request’ rights in this | VILTIM/CONELAINTANT HAME D.OB RESIDENCE PHONE NO, | BUSINESS PHONE NO.
case D.Robledo #1990 724-5300
] 1 WAVE upon request” ights inthis | VILTIM'S ADDRESS pi Y STATE
case.
L] REDUEST/WANER exception per ARS. §13- | VICTIM'S BUSINESS ADDRESS ZP oY STATE
4405 (A0 and § 8-786 (5) 4000 N. Silverbell Rd. 85746
NANE F [AWFLL REPRESERTATIVE DANGEROUS RESTITUTION DANGERODS (THER AGENCY CASE # FOLLOW UP REQUEST
(IF APPLICABLE) ASSESSMENT REQUESTED CASE NUMBER [Jso JTeo Oso [Jwo
REUUESTED O 7FD [] OTHER: [ oTHER:
ves [ INO[X] | ves [ Ino[X] _
{_J ADDRESS AND PHENE NUMBER SAME 45 [ vimanow BTE SEVERITY: TREMEDEY | PHONE NUMBER ATE DULARANTINED Pacc] |
VICTiN ver [}
NOK-VICLATIDN PART OF BDDY BITTEN:
RELATTONSHIP T0 VIETIM O RELFASE IATE HoME [ ]
VET CLNIC PHONE NIMEER TWNER ENOWS OF EHTE rra[]
PHONE NUMBER - YesLino O ura 3
LAWFLIL RERRESENTATIVE ADORESS CLINIC'S ADDRESS QUARANTINE
100 150 4503 18007 LIFRA HEADE
3% PARTY CITATIONS | CITING ACO PREVIGS VIOLATIONS PREVIDUS CASENUMBER | THER ADDITIONAL RERORTS
ves[1 NO D.Robledo #1990 ves X] no[] A15-164149
VICTIM OR LAWFUL REPRESENTATVE | CODE//IR0 VAILATED REVEWEDEY &€
SIGNATURE 481, 4-76, 4-3(2)(B), 4 32END) brsy” Tfr
CITATIONS/NUMBERS HOND !
74581 YES [ noQd
BREED/DESCRIPTION . TAG
VICTM OR OWNER ANINAL ANIMAL'S NAME COLOR SBC | MSE | oo | LICENSE# | WOERTFCATE# | COND | AKMALIDH
vicTm[_]
ith ; i k | A508845
pitbull OWNERLY] Rocky Blkiwh M| ad cited cited o
victim[C]
owner[ ]
vicTm ]
OWNER[_]
victm[_J
OWNER[_]
vicTM]_]
owNER[ ]
victM[ ]
owner[ ]
victim[]
OWNER[]
W 1
TNESS I — ADDRESS RESDENGE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #
WITNESS 2 MO FO] | OO ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE#
WITNESS 3 MO FLI | DB ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #
WITNESS 4 — ATDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A15-1741561

ACO name & Badge: Robledo #1990

On June 26, 2015 at 1114 hours, | Officer Robledo #1990, responded to an priority
call of dog in distress, tied up, with no water. | arrived at’ i. Ganley Road .
| observed a dog tied up with a 6ft leash, from its neck to a tree. The dog had shade
and shelter, but no water in its bowl. | took photographs of the dog in this
situation.

| knocked on the front door of home and met with dog owner Ariel Martinez. |
explained why | was at her property, that we were here in January (complaint #
A15-164149), for the same violation. | asked her why she still ties the dog up. Mrs.
Martinez said she didn’t know she couldn’t. She said she only puts the dog outside
for a few minutes to go to the bathroom and puts the dog indoors after. | explained
that it is illegal to tie the dog out. She said the dog has water; | pulled out the water
bowl from inside the dog house and dumped it in front of her. A few drops fell out
of it. | toid her the dog has to have water at all times. She did not say anything. |
asked to see proof of a dog license and rabies vaccinations on her dog named
Rocky and she said she does not have either.

| asked for her for identification and she gave me her driver's license. |
explained to Mrs. Martinez that | will be issuing citations for no license, no rabies
vaccination, neglect-tie-out and neglect-no water. She signed and received her
copy of the citation. She put the dog indoors and | gave her a pamphlet of the
animal laws.

Officer’s Signature: EH’I%O Date: 06/28/15

Revised 7/01/15
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INVESTIGATION REPORT | SUSPELT ACQ NAME | BADGE # COMPLAINT NUMBER

. Mingting Hu Klein 1926 A15-175463
Pima Courity SUSPETS ATDRESS Adkins 1961
Pima Ani o 2 WetmoreRd » _ | BITE [] WELFARE [ DANGEROUS LJ OTHER [
4 ) iz it} STATE | RESIDENTE PHINE BIINGER
Tucson ; _ 85719 Tucson Az LOE IF OFHER :
Phone SSutStTEIE:ISI tsusmEss ADORESS o co[ omer[]
Fax: (52 i il STNE | HUSINESS PHONE NUMBER DRIVERS 1 RENSE
www.pimaanim re org '

RF( | WEGHT | REBNT | EYVES HAIR COLGR NRIGIN ™OR 35N
145 58 Br Blk Unknown

DOES THIS INCIDERT REGUIRE VIGTIN REQLIEST FOR | LOCATION OF INCIGERT DATE AND TIME REFERTED DATE AND TIHE DCCURRED
waver 0 RERTS? YES[] No{] |1 WetmoreRdy . ... 744745 1 1200 74745 11611

FOOD WATER SHELTER INJUREDALL VENTILATION ABANDONED TIEOUT BEATEN WASTE OTHER (EXPLAIN)

O
T ' GHOOSE “upon request” rights in this | VICTIH/COMPLAINTANT HAME D.0B RESIDENCE PHONE NO. | BUSINESS PHONE NO.
case E.Klein 1926 520-742-5900
7 | WAIVE “upon request rights in this | VICTB'S ABDRESS P ciy STATE
case.
[ REDUEST/WANER excegtion per ARS. 513 | VICIM'S BUISINESS ADDRESS ZP CITY STATE
44115 (8D and § 8-786 (B) 4000 N Sitverbell Rd 85745 | Tucson | Az
NAME [ LAWFLIL REPRESENTATIVE TANBERDIIS RESTITLRION DANGERDES OTHER AGENCY GASE# 1507170350 FOLLOW UP REQUEST
(F APPUICABLE) ASSESSMENT REOUESTED LASE NUMBER Oso @ATPD [Jse o
REMESTED C17FD [] OTHER: [[] omHeR:
ves Ino[d | ves[ Ino[¥ _
(] ADDRESS AND PHEME NUMBER SAME AS [T vineanon BITE SEVERTTY: TREATEDBY | PHONE NUMBER DATE BLIARANTRNED raccl ]
YICTM O ver L]
. NON-VIOLATIEN PART OF BGOY BITTEN: ‘ E
RELATIGNSHIP TG VIGFIM RELEASE DATE: Howe []
VET CLINIC PHIIE NUMAER (WNER KADWE EF BITE rra[]
PHONE NUMBER YESCONO O ura[]
LAWRHIL REPRESENTATIVE ADDRESS CLINIC'S ADDRESS QUARANTINE
. 0015040 1803 LI FRA HEAD
3B PARTY CITATIONS | CITING AGO PREVIAS VIGLATIONS PREVIDUS CASENOMEER | GTHER ADOITFINAL REPDRTS
ves[[] wnoff] | Kein1926 ves ] no[X]
VICTIM OR LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE | CODE/ORD VIDLATED REV El] EIY 7727;-
SIGNATURE 4-3(2)(C) 7 Zov>
CITATIONS/HIMEERS aunu
74807,74884,74885, 74886 YEs 1 NO
BREED/DESCRIPTION . TAG
VICTIM OR OWNER ANIVAL ANIMAL'S NAME COLOR SEK | MBE | oo o | LICENSE# | VXCERTIEATE # GOND | ANIMAL (D4
victm [
6 Dogs owNer[]
vicTM ]
8 Cats OWNER[ ]
victm ]
1 Fer
ret OWNER[_]
. vicTiv [
1 Rabbit
owNERL ]
VICTIM
owNER[ ]
VICTIM _]
owner[ ]
vicTim [
OWNER[_]
WITNESS 1 WO F DOB ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #
Donna Olson B | 51968 | 811 E Wetmore (Office) 520-2764677
WITNESS 2 wQ DOB ADDRESS RESIDENGCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #
Paula Kelly 2 | 22475 | 811 E Wetmore Rd(Office) 520-2T6-4677
WITNESS 3 M FO | O ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #
TPD Officer Barker badhe 100394 270 S Stone Ave 520-7914925
V\f”Nl.ESS 4 m DOoB ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE # BUSINESS PHONE #
Linhui Le M FO | 32495 | 811 E Wetmore Rd Apt 4305 520-562-5736
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BREED/DESCRFTION
VICTIM OR OWNER ANIMAL

ANIMAL'S NAME

COLOR

SEX

LICENSE #

VX CERTIFIGATE #

ANIMAL 1D

Collie

victm []
OWNER X

Mao Moa

tri

2Y

ok

AS27703

Pug Mix

vietM ]
OWNER [X]

Star

whiblk

2Y

ok

A527695

Pom

vicTm ]
OWNER X

Qiu Qiu

taniwh

1¥

ok

A527697

Poodle

vicTiM_]
owner X

Mao Mao

apricot

1Y

ok

A527699

King Charles
Spaniel

victm L]
owner [X]

DaDa

brn/wh

1Y

ok

A527701

Boxer

victm_]
OWNER

Ghvincy

fawn

ok

A527696

DSH

vicTim |
owner [

Xing Xing

bm tabby

-

1y

ok

AS52T700

DSH

victm []
OwWNER [

Du Dou

orange

ok

AS2TT1

DSH

VICTIM
OWNER

Tibs

blkiwh

2Y

ok

AS5Z7702

DSH

vicTm_]
OWNER

Xiao Hua

bm tabby

1v

ok

A527698

DSH

vicTm[_]
OWNER [X]

Qui Qui

gry tabby

1¥

ok

AS2T713

DSH

VICTIM
OWNER

Xiao Hei

gray

1Y

ok

A5ZTT17

Ferret

victmE_]
owner D4

TaTa

gry/blk

1Y

A527693

Rabbit

victm[_]
owNeR [X]

Xing Xing

tanfwh

ok

A527704

DSH

victm [_]
OWNER

Nikita

gray

1Y

ok

ASZTT15

DSH

vicTM ]
OWNER [X]

Hua Hua

gry tabby

9m

oK

A527718

vicTM L]
owner [

vicTiM ]
owner [

vicTim [
owner []

victm[_]

owner [

vicTm[_]

owner [ ]




INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A15-175463

ACO name & Badge: Klein 1926

On July 17, 2015 at 1611 hours |, Investigator Klein badge 1926 arrived at: |
' Wetmore Rd . .. | met with Tucson Police Department (TPD) Officer
Barker badge 100394 who responded under TPD case 1507170350. Officer
Barker was standing outside of the apartment and stated he met with the
apartment manager who explained she received concerns regarding the
animals in apartment 4305. When she entered the apartment she found the
animals to be without food or water and living in deplorable conditions.

| then spoke with Donna Olson (DOB ) who was also standing outside
of the apartment. She stated she is the manager of The Seasons and the office
received concerns from other tenants who stated the animals have been left
alone. They reported a Boxer left on the outside balcony with no food and no
water and stated the animals were crying. Ms Olson and her co-worker Paula
Kelly (DOB *) went to apartment 4305. They knocked on the front door
and heard dogs barking inside. They received no answer. The animals
continued to bark so they entered. She stated the animals had no food, no
water and the floors were covered in animals waste. She said it looks like a
hoarder’s house and the animals weren't doing well.

Ms Olson stated there are two males that are living in the apartment but they
have been traveling a lot and claimed to have had a friend caring for the
animals in their absence. She said one of the renters has come back and was
in the apartment. There was a second man, a friend who took the Boxer from
the apartment and put it in his car. Ms Olson told him he was going to kill the
dog and told him to bring the dog back into the apartment. She said the Boxer
is extremely thin and looks like it was dying.

Officer Barker and | then went up to the apartment which is located on the
third floor. As | approached the apartment door | could smell animal waste
coming from within. The door was opened and we were met by Paula Kelly
who had another white male standing with her at a counter looking at a Ferret
in a pet carrier. Ms Kelly said the Ferret was suffering from heat stroke and
was not doing well. | saw that the Ferret has very little energy and was lying
down. The apartment was air conditioned and the indoor temperature was
cool.
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| observed several dogs and cats in the small apartment. | saw that two
bedroom doors were open. A third bedroom door was closed and locked. The
floors throughout the apartment were covered with solid and liquid animal
waste. There were clothes and personal items in the bedrooms as well as
trash and other debris. The smell was nauseating. The animals were all
friendly and came to greet me as | entered. The Boxer and the smooth coated
Collie were a little thin. The rest of the animals appeared to have adequate
body weight, they were all active and friendly. The only animal 1 had
immediate concern for was the Ferret.

| observed containers with dry food and one large container with water in it.
The water was already dirty and looked like it had urine in it. All of the animals
were filthy and had urine stained feet.

While | was standing in the main room of the apartment making these
observations | was approached by two young males. Linhui Ye (DOB 3)
stated he spoke very little english. Yushen Ling ( DOB _ ) stated he does
not live in this apartment complex but is a friend of the two people who rent
the apartment. He said he was called by the second roommate, Mingting Hu
and told there was an emergency. Mr Hu asked Mr Ling to come to the
apartment and help Mr Ye. Mr Ling stayed to help translate.

Mr Ye stated he left the states in May and returned on July 15, 2015. He came
back and found the apartment in this condition. He took his one cat named
Shadow and went to stay with another friend. He said he does not know where
all of the animals came from or who they belong to. Mr Ye stated he rents the
back bedroom and Mr Hu rents the front bedroom. He then walked me through
the apartment and showed me both bedrooms. Mr Ye said he has counted 6
dogs,8 cats, 1 Ferret and 1 Rabbit. He then showed me the rabbit that was in
the bathtub in Mr Hu's bedroom. | explained to everyone present that all of the
animals would be impounded due to the unsanitary living conditions. |1 asked
Mr Ye to show me where he is staying with his cat.

Mr Ye and Mr Ling then walked Officer Barker and me over to apartment 3104.
Mr Ye stated he is sharing a room with a friend. When we entered the
apartment | observed one cat in the main area. The apartment was clean. | saw
fresh food and water available and a clean litterbox. Mr Ye led me to the front
bedroom and showed me his cat, named Shadow who was in the closet.
Shadow also had clean fresh food and water and a clean litter box. Both cats
appeared healthy.

Mr Ling stated Mr Hu called him to help and then asked him to take the Boxer
to his house at N Prairie Clover. Mr Ling said the manager would not let
him take the dog. He also stated that Mr Hu bought a plane ticket to return to
Tucson due to the emergency with the animals. He showed me a text on his
phone with the flight information. He then offered to call Mr Hu.

Mr Ling called Mr Hu and put him on speaker phone. | asked Mr Hu how long
he has been gone and who was taking care of his animals. He said he has

been gone 3 or 4 weeks. He said some of the animals are his roommates and
frianrde and enma ara hie Hao caid ha hae racriad all Af tham
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He would not tell me who was taking care of the apartment and the animals
while both he and Mr Ye were gone. He asked me if he should get a lawyer. |
explained that | cannot advise him on that. Mr Hu stated he will be returning to
Tucson the following day . | told Mr Hu,Mr Ling and Mr Ye to meet with me at
the Animal Care Center on Saturday July 18,2015 between 3:00pm and 4:00
pm. They all agreed.

| then proceeded to impound all of the animals from apartment 4307 with the
assistance of PACC Officer Adkins and Officer Delgadillo. We took
photographs of the apartment and the animals while impounding. Before
leaving | checked the open bags of Ferret food and Rabbit food and found
small black bugs inside of each bag. The newly opened bag of cat food did not
have bugs inside of it yet. | provided the PACC case number and my
information to Officer Barker and returned to PACC with all of the animals. Dr
Wilcox was immediately notified of the situation and the Ferret was
immediately seen by a member of the medical staff.

On July 18, 2015 at 1500 hours Mr Mingting Hu, Mr Linhui Le,Mr Lushen Ling
and Mr Phillip Wild arrived at the Pima County Animal Care Center(PACC).
Officer Adkins and | met with them. | explained the impound and asked for an
explanations regarding all of the animals. Mr Mingting stated he has heen
gone for 3 weeks. Multiple students within their U of A group which Phillip
Wild mentors had agreed to help each other with their animals. They travel
frequently and instead of boarding their animals at a pet hotel they agreed to
keep them at Mr Mingting and Mr Le's apartment.

Mr Le left in May and left his cat Shadow (renamed Peacock) in their
apartment with Mr Mingting. Mr Mingting left in June. Before Mr Mingting left
he provided keys to three friends who agreed to take turns caring for all of the
pets and the apartment.

Two weeks prior to the impound Mr Ling cleaned the apartment and fed the
animals. He said it was fresh and clean at that time. The next person in charge
of caring for the animals failed to.

Mr Mingting stated he contacted Taochen on July 10, 2015 and he stated he
would take care of everything.

Mr Le returned on July 15, 2015 and found the apartment completely filthy
with waste and trash everywhere. He removed his cat and tried to clean but
found it to be too much. He said he provided food and water.

Mr Mingting returned this morning and went to the apartment to begin
cleaning. He stated he has secured two more apartments in the same complex
and has made arrangments for a two story house. He stated the animals will
all be taken by their owners and his cats will be taken to the clean apartments.

| told Mr Le that | found he had adopted the one cat, previously named
Shadow from PACC in September of 2014. | found no history of complaints or
concerns regarding Mr Le.
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I told Mr Hu that | found he had adopted one Siberian Husky named Moses in
April 2015, one cat named Twizzler on September .2014 and one cat named
Ruth in September 2014. Mr Hu stated Moses ran out of the front door while he
was cooking dinner with the door open. He could not catch Moses. He filled
lost reports with PACC and the Humane Society and checked all of the
veterinarian hospitals but never found him. The two cats were impounded
from the apartment and have new names since the adoption. One is Qui Qui
and the other is Nikita.

| explained that | have been instructed to issue citations for each animal that
was inside of the apartment due to the condition they were found in on july 17,
2015. | also explained that the ferret is very sick and should have received
medical care. | asked if the ferret has ever been taken to a veterinarian. They
did not know and stated they did not know the Ferret had been sick.

Mr Hu stated he would accept the citations. He understood that he made the
arrangments and he provided the keys to his friends. Mr Hu provided his
Arizona driver’s license. | issued one citations for each of the 16 animals
impounded to include neglect food, neglect water, neglect shelter and
abandonment. | also issued neglect of vet care for the Ferret. | explained the
court appearance and provided Mr Hu with his signed copy of each citation.

Mr Ye and Mr Ling stated they did provide food and water to the animals. |
explained that the apartment managers stated they found the animals with no
food and no water and they are the ones that provided what | saw. They
maintained this was unfrue.

| then served Mr Hu with the notice of impound and bond form as | was
instructed to do. Mr Hu stated all but the two cats belong to other people. |
asked how long they have been in his apartment. He said most have been
there several weeks. | explained his responsibility.

| explained each of the required fees for each of the animals. | also explained
that he could pay bond on just the ones he wanted returned to him. if he
chooses. | explained that the bond amount must be paid to PACC no later than
July 28, 2015. The total amount due for all 16 animals would be $11,800.00.

Mr Hu asked if he should get a lawyer and if he should bring his friends who
left the animals at his apartment. | explained that | cannot give him any legal
advice and I can only explain the forms ,fees and charges as they are.

Mr Hu signed the bond forms and | provided him with each copy.

July 21, 2015, at 1600 hours Enforcement Operations Manager Jose Chavez
and | met with Mingting Hu, Yushen Ling and Phillip Wild at PACC. Mr Chavez
explained that he has reviewed the case and the bond was being cancelled.

The citations to be issued would be only for the violations of unsanitary
shelter that | observed. He also explained that each animal owner would need
to contact pacc regarding redemption of each animal.



I then issued citations for each of the 16 animals for neglect- unsanitary

shelter. | also issued one neglect of vet care citations for the Ferret. | provided
Mr Hu with his signed copy of each citation and explained the court

appearance. 1926

Officer’s Signature: E/&L;_,._/ :dP Date: "] - A A/ 5/
SR R
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INVESTIGATION REPORT | SUSPECT ACO NAME / BADGE # COMPLAINT NUMBER

H Stephanie Lucero D. Hinte 2068 M5-175370
Pima C°”“7‘¥",\ia§h//?{epa”’"e“t SUSPECTS ATDRESS
Pima Amg ”%- g\\r i Mission Rd. BITE [] WELFARE D] DANGEROUS [ OTHER []
400g; { NS rb’1l‘R P Cy STATE RESIDENCE PHONE NUMBER
Tm;;n\: . 85713 Tucson AZ CADE IF OTHER :

y \ 24355900 SUSPFLT'S BUSINESS ADDRESS o} co[] omer[]
Fax: (5207_“3-5560”——"0 7Ir V] STATE BUSINESS PHINE NUMBER .| DRIVERS LICENSE
www. pimaanimalcare.org
R WEBHT | HEGHT | EYES HAIR OEOR ORIGIN DOB SSN
200 55" BRO | BR 527-83-7853

DOES THIS INCHOENT RECUIRE VICFIM REQUEST FOR | LOCATION PF INCEDENT DATE AND TIME REPORTED DATE AND TRME OCCURRED
waiver BF RIBHTS? YES [] no X Mission Rd. THSMS { 2015 716115 ! 0950

| FOOD "WATER SHELTER INJURED/LL VENTILATION ABANDONED TIEOUT BEATEN WASTE OTHER (EXPLAIN}

n B SEVERE MATTING
L] 1 CHOOSE “upon request" rights in this | YICTM/COMPLAINTANT NAME DO.B RESIDENCE PHONE NO. | BUSINESS PHONE NO.
3356 Dfficer D. Hinte 2068 520-724-5900
__] | WAIVE “upon request' rights in this | VILTIM'S ADDRESS ZP oY STATE
858, Pima Animal Care Center
| REBUEST/WANER exception per ARS. §13- | VICTIN BUSINESS ADBRESS ZIP CITY STATE
H5 (B0 and § B-786 (8) 4000 N Silverbell Rd L 85745 Tucson | AZ
IANE [OF LAWFLL RERRESENTATIVE DANGERBIS RESTITLTIN DANBERDIS FHER ARENEY CASE# 150715042 FOLLOW UP REQUEST
IF APPLICABEE) ASSESSMENT REQUESTED EASE NUMBER Oso @D [Jso 1o
REQUESTED O TFD 3 OTHER: [JomHer:
ves [ Ino P | ves COno X
_| ADRESS AND PHINE SUMBER SAME AS [_J vioanon BITE SEVERITY: TREATEDBY | PHONE NUMBER DATE DUARANTINED pacel |
LTI ver [}
NON-VIOLATIN PART IOF BODY BITTEN:
ELATIONSHIP TO VICTI O RELEASE DATE: Houe []
VET CLINIC PRIANE NUMBER TVNER KNDWS [F BITE Fral]
3
HONE NUMBER YES[ NO [ e[ ]
AWFLIL REPRESENTATIVE ADDRESS CLINIC'S ADDRESS QUARANTINE
007 1507 4507 1803 L1 FRA HEAD#
350 PARTY CITATIONS | CITING ACO PREVIOLS VIDLATIONS PREVITUS FASE NUMBER | ITHER ADDTIINAL REPORTS
ves[1 wno D. Hinte 2068 ves[ ] noX
CTIM OR LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE | CODE/GRD VILATED TEVEWD B ZO0Z
IGNATURE 4-3(2)(B) KONsT #22
LITAYIDNS/MIMBERS AORD /
74485 A-E YES[] NO
BREED/DE
VI OR OANER RN ANIMAL'S NAME COLOR S| Mg | | LCENSE# VKCERTAICATE # | COND | AMMALIDS
e victm ]

. i 0
errier mix OWNERDY] White F A OK | A52752
e vicTim ] .
errier mix . OWNERD] - Creamiwhite F A OK | As27522
. vicTiv ] .
errier mix OWNERLX] - Cream/white F A OK | AS27523
e vicTiv [_] .
err i OK | A527524

ier mix OWNER[X] Bandit White/black M A
. vicTiM ] .
errier mix OWNERD Scotty White/black M| A OK | A527r525
vicTME_] \ \
owNer[ |
* VICTM[_ ] \ ) \ \ \ \ \
OWNER]_]
HTNESS 1 DOB ADDRESS RESIDENGE PHONE # BUS!NESS PHONE #
PD Detactive Jimenez #51927 MBJ FLI 270 § Stone Ave 520-791-4444
ITNESS 2 MO FOI DOB ADDRESS RESIDENGE PHONE # BUSINESS PHONE #
RESIDENCE PHONE # BUSINESS PHONE #
fITNESS 3 MO FOI | D08 ADDRESS _
ON
5OB ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE # BUSINESS PH
THNESS 4 MO FOI
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A15-175370

ACO name & Badge: D. Hinte 2068

On July 15 at 8:15 PM, Pima Animal Care Center (PACC) dispatch received a
call from Tucson Police Department (TPD) Officer Rodriquez #53769 (15-
07150424} in reference to the welfare of the animals at Mission Rd. Per
Officer, TPD was originally there in reference to a man threatening the female
dog owner. TPD reported at the residence there are four dogs (three outside
and one inside). Two of the dogs are long haired and severely matted. At least
one dog has overgrown toenails that are curled inwards and eating into the
dog's foot pads. The officers on scene could find no water for the dogs. The
dogs were not reported as in distress so the call was reset for the next day.

On July 16, 2015 at 9:50 AM, |, Officer Hinte 2068, arrived at i Mission
Rd. | met with TPD Detectives Jimenez #51927 and Chlopowicz. They advised
me that TPD had responded to the address the previous night for an unrelated
incident. They found four dogs in the front yard with no water. They cited
owner Stephanie Lucero for the violations. Ms. Lucero reported to the
detectives that the dogs belonged to a family member who abandoned them
on the property. She advised that she wanted to relinquish ownership. After
she left the property, they found five more dogs in enclosures on the east side
of the property. The conditions appeared filthy and they could not verify
water.

Upon my arrival, | found the four dogs in the front yard had two containers full
of clean water. There was also a dog house in the yard. Two of the dogs in the
front yard were severely matted. | examined the enclosures on the east side of
the property. Pen #1 on the far east end was approximately 8ft x 6ft and had
three female white terrier mixes. All of the dogs had some matting of the fur.
There were three make-shift dog houses for shelter. There was excessive
animal waste in the pen- at least several months’ worth. There was one metal
bucket which held about 1 inch of what | assume was water, but it was thick
and green in color. There were several other containers which were all empty.
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| examined pen #2, approximately 8ft x 4ft in size. There were two male white
and black terrier mixes inside. | observed one large dog house for shelter.
There was a metal container about 3/4 full with water, which was thick with a
brown and green algae-like substance. | did not observe any other containers
for food or water. | began impounding the dogs for no potable water. Once I
had removed all five dogs from the 2 pens, the owners arrived home.

| met with a man who identified himself as Glen Lucero, though it was later
determined his real name was Glen Briley. | advised him of the violations and
he claimed that a relative named Larry Olson left the dogs when he moved out
in November. He stated that he had tried to call PACC to have them picked up
but was told due to the time frame that he was the owner and would need to
pay pick up fees. He stated that he became irate and ended the call. | could
not find a record of the call in our system.

I advised him that | would need to cite for neglect- no water on the five dogs in
the east pens. | asked for his ID and he stated that it was inside the home.
After several minutes, the detectives began asking Ms. Lucero, who was also
present, where her husband went. She stated that he was having trouble
finding his wallet. We waited several more minutes and the detectives began
pressing Ms. Lucero as to where Glen was. She finally admitted that he had a
warrant and slipped out the back door. | then asked Ms. Lucero for her ID, as
she also lives on the property. She complied and | issued her 5 citations in the
City for neglect - no water (non-potable). | explained her court date, time, and
location. She stated that she understood, signed, and received her copy. |
asked if she wished to relinquish ownership of all the dogs and she advised
that she did. I filled out the owner surrender form and explained it to her. She
stated that she understood and signed the form. | impounded the remaining
four dogs from the front yard with the help of Ms. Lucero.

Officer’s Signature%% ' Date: 7/f g / (§
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INVESTIGATION REPORT | StspecT ACO NAME | BADGE & COMPLAINT MUVBER
i i Healih Dapart Cenobic Amizon Fregose X Delgadillo #2047 | A15-175418
Pima Couniy Heal ‘1 partment SISPECTS ADORESS
for Century Dr BITE L] WELFARE [X) DANGEROUS 1 OTHER ]
rbell [T i STATE RESIDENCE EHONE MUMBER ,
. 85746 | Tucson | AZ CODE F O7HER : i
( 43 SIFSPELT'S HIISINESS ADDRESS o] co omER ]
i
Fax: (520) 24335950 ap ] STATE BIISINESS PHONE HUMBER DRIVERS LICENSE
wwwiv. pimaanimalGare.org i
S [ WHBHT | HEGHT | EVES HAIR COLOR DRIGIN DOB SSN
! 220 53 Hzi Gry ’ :
DS THIS MCIJENT REBUIRE VIETM RETIIEST FOR | LOCATION GF RICIDENT DATE AHD TIME REPGRTED ATE AND TIME DECURRED
WANER OF RIEHTS? YES [ ] NO 4000 N. Silverbell Rd 071415 1 15:34 07H4is 1 1534

FOOD WATER SHELTER INJUREDALL VENTILATION ABANDONED TIEQUT BEATEN WASTE OTHER (EXPLAIN}

1 1 O [ Neglect
(] 1CHOOSE “upon request' rights in | VEGTIM/COMPLAINTANT HAME D.OB RESIDENCE PHONE NO. | BUSNESS PHONE NO.
{fis case X. Delgadillo #2047 520-724-5900*3
[} 1 WAIVE *upon request” rights in this | VIETH'S ADDRESS P cmY STATE
Case.
] REGUEST/WAIVER sxception par ARS. B3 | VICTINS BUSINESS ADORESS ZP eng STATE
44115 (B0 and § §-786 (@) 4000 N. Silverbell Rd 85745 Tucson | AZ
NAME OF LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE IANGERDIE RESTITITION DANEEROLS (FTHER AGENCY CASE# FOLLOW UP REQUEST
(F APPLICABLE) ASSESSMENT REQUESTED BASE HUMBER [1s0 [1TPD [Jso []eo
READESTED 177D [ OTHER: ] OTHER:
ves [Ino X | ves CIno[J
[_] ADORESS AND PHENE MIMBER SAME AS LT viaLamow BITE SEVERITY: TREATEDBY | PHONE NOWAER TATE DUARANTINED pacc_]
VITIH ver[ ]
NON-WELATION PART [IF BCDY BAITEN: HOME
RELATIONSHIP T0 VECTTM U RELEASE DATE: O
VET CLINIC PHINE NEMEER OWHER, KNOWS 0F BITE Fra]
PHONE NUMBER YESCINO[] vra[J
LAWFLIL REPRESENTATIVE ADDRESS CLINIC'S ADDRESS QUARANTINE
1001 1501 451 1807 LIFRA HEAD?
FFOPARTY CITATIONS | GITING ACO PREVIDUS VIBEATIONS PREVIRHIS CASE NUMEER | OTHER ADDMIENAL REPORTS
ves[ ] wmo[J ves[] no[1
VICTIM OR LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE | CODF/0R0 VIILATED TEEND B 200 =
SIGNATURE W ENF "_.,_I-Zg >
| CTATIONS/NUMBERS Bl
74723 yES O nod
BREED/DESCRIPTION , TAG
VICTIV OR OWNER ANIMAL ANIMAL'S NAME COLOR SEC | ABE | oolog | LICENSE# | WCERTREATES | GOND | ANBALIDY
. vicTiv ] . 527326
Pit bull OWNER] Fanor White/Gray M: A
VICTIM
owner[]
vicTiv [
OwNER[ ]
VICTIM |
OWNER[ ]
VICTIM [
owNER] ]
VICTIM i I
OWNER[ ]
vicTia L]
OWNER[_]
vicTiv [
OWNER[ |
: PHOMNE #
MITNESS 1 M FO DOB ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE # BUSINESS
MTNESS 2 MO EO DOB ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE # BUSINESS PHONE #




INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A15-175418

ACO name & Badge:X. Delgadillo #2047

On July 14, 2015 at approximately 15:34, dog owner Cenobio Fregoso, came 10
the Pima Animal Care center to surrender ownership of his dog. Mr. Fregos¢
surrendered a white and gray male Pit-Bull named Fanor; the dog was
severely emaciated. Mr. Fregoso explained that he acquired the dog through
a friend approximately seven months ago and has not been walking for three
months. When asked why the dog had not been provided vet care, Mr.
Fregoso stated that he had but the cost would be $400.00, which he could not
afford.

The dog was examined in the intake area and the staff observed the dogs rib
bones protruding, bones near the temple of the eyes protruding and when the
dog owner attempted to stand the dog up; its leg began to shake immediately
and could hold its own weight.

On July 16, 2015 at approximately 18:21 |, Officer Delgadillo #2047, arrived to
residence of Cenobio Fregoso : Century Dr.

| explained to Mr. Fregoso | needed to conduct a health and welfare check of
his animals. Mr. Fregoso immediately began to state that the dog he
surrendered had been given medication. He provided a 5 and 1 vaccine from
Country Feed store. He again stated that he had no money to take the dog to
the veterinarian as he is on a fixed income. He continued to explain that the
dog had ran away for approximately two weeks and he returned home ill.

Mr. Fregoso was cited into Pima County Justice Court for Neglect- Ne Vet

Care for Fanor a male white and gray Pit-Bull. Mr. Fregoso signed his
citations; received a copy and was provided his court date and time.

— 1 DR
Officer’s Signature: '\7L_,M Date: | ! :% 9" i )
QVQ?) L

i Sy
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INVESTIGATION REPORT | SUSRECT ACO NAME / BADGE # COMPLAINT NUMBER
Bima C Health Bipartment William Jacinto Klein 1926 A15-174998

T O o o SiPECY' ADORESS ]
Pima Aniﬂ%ﬂ e Gel ' i Steele Dr BITE L] WELFARE K] DANGEROUS L] OTHER L]
400@@@%@‘;@ . S0 I oy STATE | RESIDENCE PHINE NUMAER .
Tucs\do}\,%\ffl 85743 Tucson Az T0DE IF DTHER :
—y ST IS DA o0 ol omeR]
Fax: (520) 243:5960 P Y SIE | BUSINESS PHONE NUMBER DRIVERS LIGENSE —
www.pimaanim}_care.org .

SFX | WEGHT | HEIGHT | EVES HAIR COLOR ORIGIN DOB SN
189 56 Br Br 1 : Not Given

DBES THIS INCIGENT REQUIRE VICTM RELUEST FOR | LOCATION OF INCIDENT DATE AND TIME REFRTED DATE ANE TIME OLCURAED
WANVER OFRIBHTS? YES [ ] NO Steele Dr 7945 1+ 1615 7-9-15 / 1649

| FOOD WATER SHELTER INJURED/LL VENTILATION ABANDONED TIEOUT BEATEN WASTE OTHER (EXPLAIN)

M § ]
[] 1 CHOOSE *upon request” rights in this | VICTIM/COMPLAINTANT NAME DOB RESIDENCE PHONE NO. | BUSINESS PHONE NO.
case E.Klein Badge 1926 : 520-724-5500
[L] 1 WAIVE “upon request rights inthis | VIETINS ADDRESS ZIP ary STATE
case.
[ ] REQUEST/WAIVER exception per ARS. 5 13- | VICTIMS BUSINESS ADDRESS ZIP CITY STATE
4405 (BU and § §-245 (B) 4000 N Silvertelt Rd . 85745 Tucson | Az
NAME OF LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE DANGERGLS RESTTEMDN TANGERULS OTHER AGENCY CASE # FOLLOW UP REQUEST
(IF APPLICABLE) ASSESSMENT RENUESTED CASE NUMBER Osc [OTD so [Jro
REBUESTED OJTFD [ OTHER: (] oTHER:
ves [ InoX] | ves CIno[d] ,
[] ADDRESS AND PHONE NUMRER SAME AS L] vioeAmon BITE SEVERTFY: TREATETBY | PHONE NUMBER DATE DUARANTIRED paccl ]
VICTM veT[]
: HON-VIBLATION PART OF BODY BITTEN: HOME
RELATIDNSHIP TO VICTIM L RELFASE DATE: oM I:!
VET CLINIC PHINE NUMBER DWHER KNEWS OF 81TE fra]
PHONE NUMBER eSO NG [ utal]
LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE ADDRESS CLINIC'S ADDRESS GUARANTINE
100150 4507 1800 CIFRA HFAD#A wi. BRI
3R0 PARTY CITATIONS | CITING ACO PREVIOLS VILATIONS PREVIUS CASE NUMBER | OTHER ADDITIONAL REPORTS
ves[] noly] | Kieintozs ves[1 No[d]  |A'S. V18635 | siS- 174.59
VICTIM OR LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE | CODE/ORD VIDLATED PAS T v IEH| DR Zeoz
SIGNATURE 6.04.110 B1, B2,B4, 11-1010(A),6.04.070 AE e PS5 /’T dnsr” 2/5®
CITATIONS /NUMBERS YO == HORD
74297.74298,74238, 74300 A - \j'rfg":_’(.'%;\ Yes{J NOOI
BREED/DESCRIPTION \ TAG A LN 0
VICTIM OR OWNER ANIMAL ANIMAL'S NAME COLOR ME | oo o | UCENSE# | VKCERTIACATE # COND § AMIMALIDH
vicTm [_] L
{ i k AS26910
Boxer OWNER% Heidi Rediwh 2y cited cited o
VICTIM
i i AS526907
Boxer OWNER% Nacho Whitan 2Y cited cited poor
. VICTIM
k | As526912
Pig OWI\ER% Spots Whiblk ol
" VICTIM
k | A526013
Pig OWNER Dots WhiBik o
. VICTIM
y i A526919
Chicken Coop OWNER 9-10 chickens ok 6%
vicTM[_]
owner[_]
victm ]
—_ OWNER[_]
WITNESS 1 DOB ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE # | BUSINESS PHONE #
M3 FOd
WITNESS 2 MO O DOB ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE # BUSINESS PHONE #
WITNESS 3 MO FOI | 098 ADBDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE # | BUSINESS PHONE #
WITNESS 4 NESS PHONE #
MO FOI DOB ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE # BUS!I




INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A15-174998

ACO name & Badge: Klein 1926

On July 9, 2015 at 1615 hours the Pima County Animal Care Center (PACC)
dispatch department received a call regarding several animals at

Steele Dr. The caller stated they have not seen anyone at the property to care
for the animals in four or five days. They said they looked over the fence and
could see that the pigs appear to be distressed, thin and dehydrated. They
could not see into the chicken coop and were concerned for their health. The
caller also stated they wanted an officer to check inside of the house. They

stated the house was not locked and that there were two dogs crated inside of
the house.

On July 8, 2015 at 1649 hours |, investigator Klein badge 1926 arrived at
Steele Dr. | was met at the driveway gate by an aduit red and white female
Boxer and a white and tan adult male Boxer. | observed the male Boxer to be
thin and limping. Both dogs were very friendly. | could not see any food or
water from the gate. | entered the gate and knocked on the front door. 1
received no response and heard no barking inside of the home. There was a

note taped to the front door that stated “ | have checked into Oro Valley
Hospital”.

| found no food available for the dogs. | observed three plastic containers with
some water in them. The containers were covered with algae and slime. | saw
a large amount of larvae moving in the water. | filled a plastic pool with fresh
water for the dogs to drink. As | was filling it the dogs drank readily. | offered
dry dog food which the dogs ate immediately.

| did not see a dog house on the property. | ohserved some of the skirting
missing from the trailer which would allow for the dogs to seek shade and
shelter under the home.

| walked to the north end of the property where | observed two small pigs in a
pen. The side of the pen that they were closed in did not have shelter, food or
water. The containers and the pen were completely dry. The pigs had very
little energy and did not respond to my presence. | found a bag with about
one cup of pig feed in a container next to the pen. | watered and fed the pigs.
They both immediately ate and drank what | offered. | found wood boards and
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other items to make shelter and shade for the pigs. After preparing their
shelter | noticed the pigs gain some energy. Before leaving the property |
noted the pigs to be much more active and vocal.

I then went to the chicken coop that is next to the pig pen. | observed 9 or 10
chickens huddied together in the center of the coop. They had no food or
water. The chickens were not active or vocal and did not appear to be doing
well.

I found chicken scratch and corn feed in a container next to the coop. |
provided food and water for the chickens. They immediately began to eat and
drink. Some were fighting over the water container that | provided. As |
provided a second water container the chickens stopped fighting and
gathered under the running water coming from the hose. | noted that two of
the chickens had a lot of feather loss. Before leaving the property | went back
to the chickens and found them to be more active and very vocal. | topped of
the water containers again and secured the entry gate.

| took several photographs of my observations and the shelter | provided for
the pigs. | contacted Supervisor Konst and explained my findings. He stated
he would contact livestock to respond for the pigs and the chickens.

| then impounded both of the dogs. As | was preparing to leave a notice of
impound on the front door Mr William Jacinto arrived and stated he is the
owner of the home and the animals. Mr Jacinto stated he was just released
from the hospital and provided bags with new prescriptions that he picked up
on his way home. | also observed an identification band from a hospital still
on his wrist. Mr Williams also provided his Arizona driver’s license.

{ explained the call to PACC and my findings. Mr Williams stated he was
admitted to the hospital on Monday. He stated he sent a text to his neighbor
asking them to care for the animals. I asked him for the names and ages of all
of the animals on the property. He provided the information for the pigs and
the two dogs and stated he does not know about the chickens as they
belonged to his ex-wife.

| asked Mr Williams how long he has owned the two dogs, Heidi and Nacho.
He said approximately two years. 1 told him that Nacho is thin and limping. |
asked if Nacho has been taken to a veterinarian. Mr Williams said no. He
explained that Nacho has always been thin and he has been limping for a
couple of months. He will still play and is still active so he has not taken him
to a vet.

Mr Williams asked me if | found the bags of food for all of the animals and
stated he cares for them. | told him | did not find any dog food. He then
showed me a 50 pound bag of pedigree in a sealed bucket. He also showed a
text message on his cell phone asking someone to check on his animals while
he was in the hospital.
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| contacted Supervisor Konst and explained what Mr Williams stated. He
stated this is not the first time PACC has been called out for the animals. He
instructed me to issue citations for each of the violations | observed, return
the dogs, complete a premise inspection ordering vet care within 48 hours
and inform Mr Williams that livestock mat be contacting him.

| issued citation 74287 for neglect water, neglect food, no rabies vaccination
and no license for Heidi, the red Boxer.

| issued citation 74296 for neglect water, neglect food, neglect vet care, no
rabies vaccination and no license for Nacho, the tan and white Boxer.

| issued citation 74299 for neglect food and neglect water for Spots and Dots,
the two pigs.

| issued citation 74300 for neglect food, neglect water for the chicken coop
which contains 9-10 chickens.

| provided Mr Williams with his signed copy of each citation and explained the
court appearance.

While issuing citations another gentleman arrived. He stated he is the
neighbor that Mr Williams had tried to text asking him to care for the animals
as he did in March when Mr Williams was hospitalized. | asked him why he did
not take care of the animals or check on the property. He said he did not know
Mr Williams was in the hospital this time and said he did not get the text.

| informed Mr Williams that an officer will return after July 11, 2015 to do a
follow up inspection. He will need to provide paperwork from a licensed

veterinarian at that time showing that Nacho has been examined, diagnosed
and treated. He stated he understood.

Officer’s Signature: f'! \ ~ Date: " - > - 35
e ,v_x{é»r\ F (@ Ale
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INVESTIGATION REPORT | SUSFELT ACO NAME / BADGE # COMPLAINT NUMBER
. Marco Antonio Valle X. Delgadillo #2047 A15-174929
Pima Courlty Health Department | =qSpecrs ADDRESS
Pima Animal Catecenter idaho St BITE [T WELFARE [] DANGERCUS L1 OTHER [
400Q,N7 2 > 7P BITY STATE | RESIDENCE PHONE NUMBER ———
Tucson\,‘-‘ﬁ ’ 85757 Tucson AZ -
e
Phone: (830} 243550 SUSPECTS BUSINESS ADDRESS ] col omer[]
Fax: (520) 243560 i o STATE | BUSINESS PHONE RUMBER DRIVERS LICENSE
www.pimaanimalcare.org -
SB[ WEGHT | HEBHT | EVES HAIR COLGR ORIGIN DOB SSN
215 601" | Bro Blk f
DOES THIS INCIDENT REGUIRE VICTIM REDUEST FOR | LOCATION OF INCIDENT DATE AND TIME REPIRTED OATE AND TIME JCCORRED
WAWVER OF RIEHTS? YES[] nO - I. Idaho St 070815 |  16:49 07i08M5 1 17:23
FODOD WATER SHELTER INJURED/ILL VENTHATION ABANDONED TIEOUT BEATEN WASTE OTHER {EXPLAIN)
| Ol L] L] O M I
11 CHOOSE “upon request rights | VICTIM/LTMPLAINTANT NAME DOB RESIDENCE PHONE NO. | BUSINESS PHONE NO.
this case X. Delgadillo 520-724-5900™3
L] 1 WAIVE "upon request rights in this | VICTIMS ADIRESS P oY STATE
case.
[T REDUEST/WAIVER exception per AR5 §13- | VICTIM'S BUSINESS ADDRESS ZIP CitY STATE
44015 {80 and § B-28E (8) 4000 N. Silverbell Rd 85745 Tucson AL
NAME TIF LAWFLE REPRESENTATIVE DANGERDUS RESTIFTIEN DANGERTUS (ITHER AGENLY CASE # FOLLOW UP REQUEST
(IF APPLICABLE) ASSESSMENT REQIESTED CASE NUMBER Ciso OTPD Clso [Jo
REDUESTED O TFD T OTHER: OTHER:
yes Ino X | yes[Ino X =
I_] ADDRESS AND PHINE NUMBER SAME AS (] vintamion BITE SEVERTTY: TREATED BY PHONE NUMAER DATEDARANTMED | Paccl_]
VICTIM ver[]
NON-VEILATION PART OF GUDY BITYEN:
RELKTIONSHIF T0 VIGTM 0 FELEASE DATE Howe L]
VET CLINIC PHONE NUMBER OWNER KNDWS {IF BITE Fra[]
PHONE NUMBER YES(AnG [ ura[]
LAWFLIL REPRESENTATIVE ADURESS CLINIC'S ADDRESS QUARANTINE
00 040 1800 [1FRA HEADH
FOPARTY CITATIONS | CITING ACO PREVITUS VIBLATIONS AREVIDUS CASE NUMBER | THER ADDMONAL REPRTS
ves[ ] no X. Delgadillo#2047 ves [ ] no[X
VICTIM OR LAWFUL REFRESENTATIVE | CG0E/DRG VIGLATED REVIEWED BY 02,
SIGNATURE 6.04.110 (B) (5), 6.04.110 (B) (2) Keas7 _7/10
CITATIGNS/NGMBERS "| BOND !
75704 YES[O NO [
BREED/DESCRIP
VICT OR O AL ANIMAL'S NAME COLOR S| ME | oo | LGENSE# | VKCERTFGATE# | COND | ANMALIDY
. vicTIv [_] .
h
SharpeilLah OWNER(Y] Maki Blue Smoke F | adult 526710
. vicTim ]
Chih i
uahua OWNER[Y] Jenny Tan/White F | aduit 526712
vicTm ]
OWNER[ ]
vicTm [}
owNer[}
victim[_|
owNer[ |
vicTiv [
OwWNER[ ]
vICTIM ]
ownerf |
victm|_]
owner[ ]
WITNESS 1 WE FOI | DO8 ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #
WITNESS 2 MO FOO DOB ADDRESS RESIDENGE PHONE # BUSINESS PHONE #




INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A15-174929

ACO name & Badge:X. Delgaditio #2047

On July 8, 2015 at 17:23 |, Officer Delgadillo #2047, arrived to I. idaho St.
in reference to an abandonment of two dogs.

I walked around to the back yard and | observed a female Sharpei Lab Mix on
a tie-out, in full sun with no water and no food; a tan white Chihuahua was free
roaming in the yard. There was water by the back door for the Chihuahua but
it was un-potable.

There were several cars on the property but received no answer at the door.
The dogs were impounded for their well-being.

On July 9, 2015 at approximately 14:16 the dog owner, Marco Valle met with
Officer Martinez #2067 at Pima Animal Care Center to redeem his dogs. Mr.
Valle was cited into Pima County Justice Court for Neglect- Tie out and
Neglect no water for Maki a female Sharpei/ Lab mix and Neglect no water for
Jenny a female Chihuahua. Officer Martinez explained to Mr. Valle his court
date and time and was provided a copy of his citation.

Officer’s Signature: Date: | / 1O i / %—
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iINVESTIGATION REPORT | SISPET ACO NAME / BADGE # COMPLAINT NUMBER
o Diane Mclaurin A. Kirby #2057 MS-174722
Pima C°““§¥\ﬂia'/%=\ partment  [geneTs ADIRESS
Pima An!ma.,l;@é hter Ajo Way BITE L] WELFARE [X] DANGEROUS [J OTHER [
4000 e P 1] STATE RESIDENCE PHIONE NEMEER
Tucson: 2 85713 Tucson AZ CODE IF OTHER :
’honegg‘.ﬁ.\__gn._u},,é SUSPECT'S BUSINESS ADDRESS o col] omer[]
“ax: (520) 724*360% < 1P oY STATE BUSINESS PHONE NUMBER DRIVERS LICENSE
sww.pimaanimalcare.org : B
SEC [ WEGHT | HEGHT | EYES HAIR COLOR ARIGIN DOB SSN
118 411" | Bro | Br :
JOES THIS INCIDENT REQHIRE VITIM REQUEST FOR | LCCATION OF INCIDERT DATE AND TME REPORTED TATE AND TIME OCCURRED
YAVER OF RIBHTS? YES ] No [X] ' AjoWay , Tucson, AZ 85713 07/06115 0845 hrs 07/06/145 | 0845 hrs

| FOOD WATER SHELTER iNJURED/ILL VENTILATION ABANDONED TIEOUT BEATEN WASTE OTHER{EXPLAIN)

0 0O J
—1 1 CHOOSE “upon request” rights in this | YICTIM/COMPLAINTANT NAME D.OB RESIDENCE PHONE NO. | BUSINESS PHONE NO.
ase PACC Ofc. A. Kirby #2057 520-724-5900
_] 1WAIVE "upon request' rights in this | VICTI¥'S ADDRESS Zp cIrY STATE
ase.
] REQUEST/WAIVER excegtion per ARS. § 13- | VICTIM'S BUSINESS ADDRESS P ik STATE
405 (B and § 8-286 (1) 4000 N. Silverbell Rd. 85745 Tucson | AZ
'ANE TF LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE TANGERGUS RESTITLTION DANGERGUS (THER AGENCY CASE # FOLLOW UP REQUEST
F APPLIEABLE) ASSESSMENT REQUESTED CASE NUMBER £1so [1TPD [Jso []TPD
REQUESTED I TFD [0 OTHER: [] OTHER:
ves[Ino B | ves CIno{X]
] ADDRESS AND PHINE NUMBER SAME AS (] viotmon BITE SEVERTTY: TREATEDBY | PHONE NUMBER DATE IARANTINED Paccl]
[CTIM veT [}
NON-VIDLATION PART GF BODY BITTEN: HOME
ELATIONSHIP TO VICTIM O RELEASE DATE L]
VET CLINIC FHONE NMBER WNER KNDWS IF BITE Fral’]
THONE NUMBER YESCOINO O vraf ]
RWFLIL REPRESENTATIVE ADDRESS CLINIC'S ADDRESS QUARANTINE
10071500450 1803 LIFRA HEAD
FOPARTY CITATIONS | CITINGACO PREVIES VIBLATIONS PREVIOUS CASE NUMAER 1 OVHER ADDITIORAL REPORTS
vesPDd No[] | A-Kirby#2o57 yes{ ] NO
CTIM OR LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE | CIDE/ORD VIDLATED TNEWHEY 2822
IGNATURE 432HEN2) Komsz~ 7/
EITATIENS/NUMBERS BOND
VERBAL 74267 YES[J NOX
BREED/DESCRIPTION . TAG
VICTIM OR OWNER ANIMAL ANIMAL'S NAME COLOR SEX | MBE | noioR | LICENSE# VX CERTIFICATE # COND | ANIMAL ID#
vicTim [ i
N A523707
jasset Hound OWNERD] Simba Wht/Brn M| A Current Current
vICTM |_]
owNer[
victM[_]
OWNER[_]
vicTm [_]
OWNER[_]
vicTm [_]
awner_]
victim [
OWNER[_]
vicTm[_]
OWNER[_]
YITNESS 1 D08 ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #
M FO
{ITNESS 2 Wl FO | OB ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #
VITNESS 3 Wi FL | DOB ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #
{ITNESS 4 D08 ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #
MO FO




INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A15-174722

ACO name & Badge: A. Kirby #2057

On 07/06/15 at approximately 0845 hours | arrived at . Ajo Way in
response to another call for service, while en-route to the listed unit# |
observed a Basset Hound/ Queensland Heeler mix on a tie-out attached to the
front porch. Although the inside door was partially open the security door was
locked, | received no response to my knocking or verbal announcements. |
then impounded the dog and after loading the dog onto the truck the door was
secured. | posted a notice advising of the impoundment. If owner redeems
citations are to be issues for Neglect - Tie-Out, Tucson City Code on 07/06/15
at 0845 hrs. The dog had water and food in bowls under the shaded carport
area; however | have warned the dog owner Diane McLaurin about tie outs on
a previous occasion.

On 07/06/15 Supervisor Konst #2002 met with Simba's owner Diane McLaurin
at the Pima County Animal Care Center when she came to redeem her dog. He
issued a neglect tie out citation to Ms. McLaurin as requested by Officer Kirby
#2057 in Tucson City Court.

Ms. McLaurin stated that when the officer came she had just run to the store
for some milk. She stated that her 14 year old, an 8 year old and the baby were
in the house. She had given them orders not to answer the door if someone
came. She claimed the dog had been inside all night and she had put it out by
the step on a leash while she was gone. She stated she was just cited for
leash law and license vaccination violations by the same officer and is
required to do community service because the fines were $600.00. Supervisor
Konst explained the citation and explained she couid plead "not guilty" and
tell her side it court.

Officer’s Signature: Dat:

/m 8:07/O€/f5.
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number- A15-174317

ACO Name B Badge: ~ S.Adkins 1961

07/25/15 15:39 I, Officer Adkins 1961 arrived at .Hawser St 'in reference to a dog on a tie out, very skinny, and 30-40
cats living in filth inside the home. The gate was locked but I was able to observe the dog on a tie out and took photos. The dog
was on a 15 ft tie out with access to water, food, shade, and shelter. The dog appears healthy, active, and of thin to ideal body
weight. As I was about to cut the lock and impound the dog the dog owner's father approached me. Ms VanGundy's father lLives
a few trailers over and walked over when he saw me and had Ms VanGundy on the phone. I spoke with Ms VanGundy brother
who was with her and he stated they were on their way home and would be there shortly if I could wait rather than impounding
the dog. When Ms VanGundy arrived I explained the tie out law and she stated she did not know it was ilegal and removed the
dog from the tie out. The animal waste in the yard looks to be a day or two old and I informed Ms VanGundy that animal waste
in county limits needs to be cleaned every 72 hrs. I could smell cat urine outside the trailer and Ms VanGundy stated the smell
was from the feral cats in the neighborhood and that she only had 3 cats inside her trailer but would not allow me inside to
check the conditions of the home, I was near an open window while taking photos and could not smell the cat urine coming

from inside the home. I issued citation 73246 for dog on tie out and Ms VanGundy signed and received a copy with the court
date, time, and location.

Officer's Signature: /?,_’11(;:@/ Data: 7 { =2 \6
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A15-165819

ACO Name & Badge:  T. Foster #2042

On 02/13/15 at 13:30 hours Pima Animal Care Center received a complaint of animal neglect from Dr. Michae! Kaufman DVM
of Desert Hills Pet Clinic. Dr. Kaufman stated that Lynnette Suzanne Bennett brought a young, black, female Belgian Shepherd
to his clinic and he diagnosed the dog with a broken left femur (left hind limb) and he recommended that the dog be seen by a
specialist veterinarian immediately. Dr. Kaufman stated that Lynette Bennett refused to have the dog treated and claimed that
she believed that one of her neighbor’s had poisoned her dogs and told him that a different dog on her property had recently
died and described the symptoms to him. Dr. Kaufiman believed that the symptoms Ms. Bennett described were consistent with
the Canine Parvevirus and not poisoning. He also stated that Ms. Bennett told him that she would wait and see if Diablisa
survived before seeking additional veterinary care.

02/15/15 15:20 hours Officers Adkins #1961 and Officer Hendrickson #2066 responded to Ms. Bennett’s address. Both Officers
noticed a strong odor of animal waste as the approached the home. They observed three Shepherd type dogs in the back yard
and heard several to many more dogs barking from within the residence. They knocked on the door but never received an
answer. They also observed that there were no window coverings present and that the accumulation of filth on the windows had
made it impossible to see into them.

04/29/15 Officer Adkins #1961 returned to Ms. Bennett's address and knocked on the front door but did not receive an answer.
She again noted that she could hear many dogs barking from within the heme.

05/29/15 08:51 hours I, Officer Foster #2042 responded to Ms. Bennett’s address and knocked on the front door but did not
receive an answer. I observed through a window located on the south facing side of the home and to the left of the front door
was uncovered yet was still very difficult to see through due to a layer of dust and or dirt. I was able to see that there was a
large stack of boxes inside the room and large curtain-like cobwebs hanging in the window covered in what appeared to be dust
and dead insects and/or insect casings. I walked next along the east side of the home and observed a window that was also
coated in a layer of dust/dirt/debris that had a somewhat clean area in the center where the dogs contained in the home had
rubbed the grime away with their noses. I could see three or four Belgian Shepherd type dogs jumping over each other to bark
at me through the windows. As I continued north along the east side of the home I observed a window that was slightly open. I
could hear loud music emanating through the window and I called through the open windew and stated that I was with Animal
Care and Control and that I must meet with her prior to leaving the property. I was met seconds Iater by Ms. Lynette Bennett.
I stated the reason for my visit and requested to see all the dogs on her property. She brought out the dogs two at a time and
stated that she only ever allows two at a time out to prevent the dogs from fighting. On Officers Adkins and Hendrickson’s first
visit they observed three dogs loose in the yard. She also stated that the fourth dog that she brought out for me was the female
Belgian Shepherd dog known as Deablisa, That dog was a young, black, female, Belgian Shepherd type dog that moved with a
normal gait and appeared to have normal conformation of both rear limbs. Later that same day I spoke with Dr. Kaufman of
Desert Hills Pet Clinic and was told that without serious medical intervention that there is very little {0 no possible way that the
dog he saw would heal with normal conformation and use of the limb. I strongly suspect that the dog [ was shown is not the dog
brought to Dr. Kaufman in February of 2015. The longer I spoke with Ms. Bennett the more concerned I became about the
living conditions inside the home. I had also observed a very strong odor of animal urine and/or feces. As we spoke I noticed an
excessive amount of feces accumulated in the yard of the property.

Dfficer's Signature: Com H m@ ) _ w - Date:
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INVESTIGATION REPORT CONTINLATION

Activity Number: Al15-165819

ACO Name & Badge: T. Foster #2042

After Ms. Bennett produced the eight dogs I requested permission to enter the home and see the conditions that the dogs are kept in.
Ms. Bennett refused all access to the home but did aflow me to try peek inside the broken window in the door on the east side of the
house. [ was not able to poke my head in very far due to several loose Belgian Shepherds in that room that were jumping at my face. 1
was unable to see very much in the room besides it was a kitchen but the odor of animal urine and waste was much stronger when I
stuck my face close to the window. I was able to place my camera on the window sill and photograph a portien of the interior, I had
very serious concerns for the welfare of Ms. Bennett and her dogs after attempting to see through the window I stated as much to her.
I toid her that if necessary my agency would attempt to obtain a search warrant to gain entry to the home. Ms. Bennett then told me
that the house belongs to her boyfriend John W Seeds, and that he would not allow her to invite anyone into the house. 1 repeated
myself to ensure that she understood and she told me that it might be for the best if Pima Animal Care obtained a search warrant to
enter the property. I issued Ms. Bennett citations for not having valid licenses and rabies vaccinations on the eight dogs she presented
to me. ] then left the area and spoke with Jose Chavez #1914, the Enforcement Director to ask for guidance. He instructed me to
return to Ms. Bennett’s home and contact Pima County Sheriff’s Department and request that a Deputy meet me there and attempt to
gain enfry into Ms. Bennett’s home.

05/29/15 11:31 I was met at Ms, Bennett’s home by Deputy Bingham #1400. I explained the situation to him and he also approached
the home and met with Ms. Bennett. He requested that she grant permission for him to enter the home and see the conditions that the
animals are being housed in. She refused to grant permission to him also and stated that she was fearful that the dogs might behave in
an aggressive manner and the Deputy stated that she could put the dogs away. She then told him that the person who owns the house
would be very angry if they found out she had allowed me and the Deputy access. Ms. Bennett also told Deputy Bingham that Pima
Animal Care would have to obtain a search warrant since that is the only way she would grant access into the home. While Deputy
Bingham spoke to Ms. Bennett I observed that there were two Tee-shirt style grocery bags on the porch that contained animal feces
that was not present during my first visit that day. It did not appear as though any of the solid waste in the back yard was removed
and it is my belief that the bags of animal waste had been removed from the interior of the home in anticipation of a search warrant.

07/08/15 08:23 1, Officer Foster #2042 arrived to the Pima County Justice Court located at 240 N Stone to obtain a search warrant for
* El Cantinito. The warrant was granted to Pima Animal Care Center for the purposes of a welfare check of the animals kept at
that address to include the house, outbuildings, and curtilage.

07/09/15 09:02 I, Officer Foster 2042 and Officers Meek 2015 and Kirby 2057 arrived with Pima County Sheriff's Deputy
Summerfield #1136 (150709071) arrived at " Ei Caminito to serve a search warrant (SW15-000148-SW) to Lynette S Bennett of
the same address. Deputy Summerfield knocked many times and announced our presence and intentions loudly and often through the
open windows io the home but did aot receive a response. After several minutes Officers Kirby, Meek, and I opened the unlocked side
door and removed the first dog and photographed it and piaced it on the truck when the owner emerged from her bedreom. We
temporarily stopped the impound process and explained the situation to the dog owner, Lynnette Bennett. Due to the excitement and
the fact that the dogs appeared very nervous and hot inside the home the decision was made to place them all in individual, climate
controlled kennels on the PACC trucks before conduction the welfare inspection. We were able to safely remove 9 of 9 Belgian
Sheepdogs {Groenendaels) from the residence without issue. All dogs were photographed and scanned for micro chips but I was only
able to locate micro chips in three of the dogs. Once the dogs were removed we entered the property and noted the extreme heat in the
building even though it was only 09:00-10:00 am. All of the dogs had what appeared to be dried saliva coating their front legs as
though they had been hot or overheating recently and as they panted the saliva saturated the coat on their front legs and later dried.
The interior of the home was very dirty and had a very strong odor of arine and feces.

Officer's Signature: CDV\JH\VL(,LQAJ -~ Datee
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INVESTIGATION REPORT CONTINUATION

Activity Numbar: A15-165819

ACO Name & Badge: T. Foster #2042

There was a small amount of solid waste present inside the residence but the majority of the solid waste was outside in the yard. The
smell of urine and/or ammonia was quite strong throughout the home and there was boxes stacked in every room except the bedroom
but in that reom there were boxes piled inside the closet. All rooms had trash and/or dirt, dust, and cobwebs on every surface. Every
room had what appeared to be dried urine and/or urine stains on the floors. When we first gained entry to the the residence, Officer
Meek noted that there was a black wire dog crate located to the left of the side door (north east side of building) just inside the house
that contained a dog known as Diablisa (A521741). Officer Meck noticed that there was some type of material covering the crate and
that the tiny pink bowl (the sort used for parrots) located inside the crate was empty. Officer Kirby entered the home with a infrared
point and shoot type of hand held thermometer and documented the indoor temperatures. All areas inside the house were several
degrees higher (92-105 degrees) than the UofA ground temperature of 88.7 degrees. I documented and photographed the conditions
inside the home and then exited the residence and checked and photographed the outbuildings for additional animals. No additional
animals were found.

Once I completed photographing the interior and exterior of the home I went inside and asked Ms. Bennett if she was willing to sign
over any or all of the dogs to PACC. She stated that she had no problem letting go of the dogs and had planned to sell some but was
unwilling to sign any over to PACC. I had no choice but to issue a bond on all 9 dogs. Only one dog was reported as being altered and
none of the dogs had a valid license, the total bond amount was $8,875. I spent a great deal of time (nearly 30 minutes) explaining the
bond process and terms to Ms. Bennett and she signed the bond form and two supplemental sheets that detailed the additional
animals. She stated that she understood that the ten day period to pay the bond amount included today (07/09/15) and that she only
had until Spm or 07/18/15 to pay the bond amount. She stated that she understood that if she failed to pay the bond amount within the
ten day period that she will have forfeited her right to the Order To Show Cause Hearing. Ms. Bennett also stated that she understood
that the bond amount is NOT refundable. I then issued her citations for 9 counts of cruelty; 9 counts of neglect of ventilation; and 1
count of neglect of water for Diablisa. During the course of the interview I asked Ms. Bennett if she had any proof of vet care for the
dogs she owned and she was able to produce evidence that she obtained 1yr rabies vaccinations for the 9 dogs since my last visit on
05/29/15 when 1 issued her citations for failing to have current rabies vaccinations and Pima County licenses for the dogs she owns.

Ms. Bennett also stated, when asked, that two puppies named Angel and Annie died last February and did not receive vet care prior
to their deaths. I asked her what she did with their remains and she informed me that their bodies were taken to the landfill. Ms.
Bennett also stated that she is the Chairperson for the National Belgian Sheepdog Rescue Group. Ms. Bennett stated that she has so
many dogs because she needs the genetics to preserve her bloodlines. She was not able to offer proof that she shows or titles these dogs
in any capacity that is consistent with good breeding practices. Ms. Bennett also stated that several of these dogs are service animals
but was uxtable to substantiate that claim and PACC has no record of her licensing any service animals. When I presented Ms.
Bennett with her citations she acknowledged, signed, and accepted her copies of the citations. I provided her with her court date, time,
and location. We then left Ms. Bennett's address and transported the impounded animals to PACC for a veterinary evaluation and
treatment as needed.

| Ofce'sSgatwe: § Foot, . H 204D b j/g/<
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A15-174807

ACO name & Badge: A. Kirby #2057

On 07/07/15 at approximately 0935 hours | Officer Kirby #2057 arrived at

. Martin Ln. | knocked on the door and was met by Christina Joann Llamas. |
asked Ms. Llamas if she had a Shepherd mix in the back yard and she advised
she did; | asked if the dog was tied up and she stated that it was.

| then asked if | could see the dog and she allowed me access to the back yard
where Girlfriend, a female Shepherd mix was tied to an awning in the back
yard using a short piece of chain. Girifriend did not have access to the dog
house that was provided for shelter due to the short length of the tie out.
There was a white bucket of water provided however it was in direct sunlight. |
advised Ms. Llamas that tie outs are illegal and Girlfriend could not be tied up,
she immediately removed the dog from the tie out and placed her inside the
home. She advised they had her on a longer tie out however someone had
removed that tie out chain to pull a stuck vehicle out and all she had was the
shorter one. She stated the dog sleeps inside at night and they tied her up out
there during the day, The dog had shade from the awning but the shade was
minimal and most likely would not be available at the day progressed. | asked
about Licensing and Rabies vaccinations and she advised the dog was given
to them a little under a year ago and she has not gotten a license yet but the
rabies was current.

| issued Ms. Llamas a citation for Neglect - Tie Out, Neglect - No Shelter, and
No License. Ms. Llamas was explained her citation, court date, time, and
location, stated she understood and signed the citation. | also provided Ms.
Llamas with a laws brochure and advised her that the water bucket should be
places in a shaded area so the water does not get to hot for the dog to drink.

Officer’'s Signature: @ Date: 3 / 49 /l 9
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PIMA COUNTY
ANIMAL CARE PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
4000 N. SILVERBELL RD e TUCSON, AZ 85745
(520) 724-5000  FAX (520) 724-5960
www.pimaanimalcare.org
MEMORANDUM
TO: Marcy Flanagan, Deputy Director Health Department

FROM:  Neil Konst, Animal Care Field Supervisor p¥~
DATE: 08/02/15
RE: Dangerous Dog Cases for July 2015

Pima:

. Al5-174908 Davis; dogs named Rocky and Teddy were declared not dangerous by Investigator
Klein.

. Al5-173171 Mixer; a dog named Sarge was declared dangerous by Investigator Eckelbarger. a dog
named Sammy was declared not dangerous by Investigator Eckelbarger. The declaration of
dangerous on Sarge was contested. The declaration of dangerous on Sarge was upheld by the hearing
officer. Investigator Eckelbarger is monitoring compliance.

. A15-169477 Dougherty; a dog named Tramp was declared dangerous by Investigator Eckelbarger
Owner is compliant.

. Al5-174540 Tovar; dogs named Rascal and Max was declared dangerous by Investigator
Eckelbarger who is monitoring compliance

. A15-167398 Crawford; a dog named Kota was declared not dangerous by Investigator Klein.

Tucson:

. A15-171834 Loebig; dogs named Cabo and Truman was declared not dangerous by Investigator
Eckelbarger.

. A15-173229 Haverhals; a dog named Max was declared not dangerous by Investigator Klein

Marana:
. A15-159298 Spinks; a dog named Lily was declared not dangerous by Investigator Eckelbarger.



PIMA COUNTY ANIMAL CARE CENTER
MONTHLY INVESTIGATIONS REPORT
DANGEROUS DOG CASES FOR JULY 2015

Pima
NUMBER OF | NUMBER OF NUMBER OF | NUMBER OF | NUMBER OF
CASE NUMBER | OWNER'S LAST NAME | ANIMALS | ANIMALS DECLARED | ANIMALS DECLARED| ANIMALS ANIMALS MZJ__“MWM uOMm Imww,__zm UPHELD c___,__.n.u_w_._.o
ASSESSED | DANGEROUS | NOT DANGEROUS | IMPOUNDED |RELINQUISHED
A 15-174908 Davis 2 0 2 2 0
A15-173171 Mixer 2 1 1 2 0 Y Y
A15-168477 Doughtery 1 1 0 0 0
A15-174540 Tovar 2 2 0 2 0
A15-167398 Crawford 1 0 1 0 0
Tucson
NUMBER OF | NUMBER OF NUMBER OF | NUMBER OF | NUMBER OF
CASENUMBER | OWNER'SLASTNAME | ANIMALS ~|ANIMALS DECLARED | ANIMALS DECLARED|  ANIMALS | ~ANIMALS | NUMBER OF | HEARING oy | NOT |
ASSESSED | _DANGEROUS | NOT DANGEROUS | IMPOUNDED |RELINQUISHED
A15-171834 Losbig 2 0 2 0 0
A15-173229 Haverhais 1 0 1 0 0
Marana
NUMBER OF |  NUMBER OF NUMBEROF _ | NUMBEROF | NumBeroF [ 0o o T NOT
CASENUMBER | OWNER'S LASTNAME | ANIMALS [ ANIMALS DECLARED | ANIMALS DEGLARED | ANIMALS | ANIMALS | NUMBER OF |HEARING | ypyip) | NOT
ASSESSED | DANGEROUS | NOT DANGEROUS | IMPOUNDED |RELINQUISHED
JA15-159208 Spinks 1 c 1 0 0




INVESTIGATION REPORT

rbel R

na 85 /f(
D "“-‘—'i-{:ﬂ:g&\h
Fax: (520)‘7’2‘&-@9{;0’“‘@
www._pimaanimaléare .org

BOES THIS INCIDENT REQLIRE VICTIW RETLEST FOR
WANER OF RIGHTS? YES No ]

SUSAECT ACO NAME 7 BADGE # COMPLAINT NUMBER
Joshua Scott Davis C.Meek 2015 A15-174908
SUSPECTS ADDRESS

BITE [] WELFARE L] DANGEROUS B4 OTHER []
1P [ LY [ STATE T RESIDENGE PHONE NUMBER

COBE IF OTHER :
{ISPECT'S BUIS) - : -
SUSPECT'S BUSINESS ADDRESS o] co oTHeR []
P Cimy STATE BHSINESS PHONE NUMBER DRIVERS | IFFNSF
S| WRRHT T HEIRHT ( FYES HAIR EOLOR ORIGIN DoB SSN
LACATHON OF INEIDENT o GATE AND TIME REPORTED DATE AND TIME DCCURRED

o7H2Ms 1 0724 07M 21151 /

rUUD WATER SHELTER INJUREDALL VENTILATION ABANDONED TIEQUT BEATEN WASIE OTHER (EXPLAIN)

O O [0 [ leash
[T GHOOSE “upon request” fights in this | VICTIMZCOMPLANTANT NAME DoB RESIDENGE PHONE NO. | BUSINESS PHONE NO.
case
[ | WAIVE "upon request rights inthis | WETIM'S ATDRESS | ZIP cry [ STATE
case. _
[ REQUEST/WAIVER exception per ARS.8 13- | VICTIM'S BLSIESS ADORESS 2P | umnt SIAlE
44015 (B0 and § 8-786 {B)
NAME DF LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE TIANGERDIIS RESTITUTION DANGEROUS HTHER AGENCY CASE# Hernandez 7388 FOLLOW UP REQUEST
{IF APPLICARLE) ASSESSMENT RELLESTED CASE HIMBER 6380 []TPD [Iso [Jo
REIESTED I TFD [ OTHER: 150712072 [] oTHeR:
ves XIno [ | ves[[Ino X
7] ADDRESS AND PHONE KUMBER SAME AS T vinLamon BITE SEVERTFY: TREATEDBY | PHINE WUMBER DATE CHEARANTINED paccl |
YICTIM VvET[ ]
L] tow-veLmo PART OF BODY BITFEN Home ]
RELATIONSHIP TO VICTIM _ RELEASE DATE:
VET CLINIC PHENE NUMBER DWNER KNTIWS [IF BITE Fral[]
PHONE NUMBER YESCINO [ ura[]
LAWFIIL REPRESENTATIVE ADDRESS CLINIC'S ADDRESS QUARANTINE
1000 15[7 450 18007 [J FRA HEAD#
FEPARTY CITATIONS | CITING ACO PREVIDUS VIDLATIONS FREVIDUS CASE NUMBER | (THER ADCITIONAL REPORTS
ves[ w~no[] 194 2— vEs X no[]
VICTIM OR LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE | CODE/GRD VILATED - RIVIEWED BY 262
SIGNATURE £.04.030, B.04.120(B0(2),6.04.030 <7 /1%
CITATIGNS,/NUWBERS BOND
4519 yesO no(d
BREED/DESCRIPTION ; \D#
VICTHA OR OWNER ANIMAL ANIMAL’S NAME COLOR SEX | ABE LICENSE # VKCERTIFICATE # | COND | ANINAL
vicTim []
ok AS27105
Rott OWNER Rocky BikiTan M 5Y U15-087012
VICTIM
ok A527106
Rott oWNER 5] Teddy Blk/Tan M Iy
vicTm X} .
ok
Boxer OWNER [ ] Bandit Tan/Wht M 1¥
vicrm[_]
OWNER []
victm [
OWNER []
vicTm[]
OWNER []
vicTiv ]
owner [
WITNESS 1 DOB ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #
MO FL]
SIDENCE PHONE # BUSINESS PHONE #
WITNESS 2 wO FO | 0% ADDRESS RESIDENGE PHON
RESH ONE BUSINESS PHONE #
WITNESS 3 MO FLI DOB ADDRESS SIDENCE PH #
WITNESS 4 e ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #




INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A15-174908

ACO name & Badge: C. Meek 2015, M. Eckelbarger 1942

On 07/12/15 at 0724 hours Pima Animal Care Center received a call regarding a
leash law dog on dog attack complaint. The complainant advised the dispatcher
that the dogs that were in the yard were the same dogs that killed his dog the
previous year.

On 07/12/15 at 0819 hours | Officer Meek badge number 2015 responded
2 in reference to leash law dog on dog attack complaint and to meet with
the victim dog owners.
| arrived at the address and was able to meet with the victim dog owners
| was advised that at approximately 0650 hours they witnessed
their neighbor's dogs coming through their fence and attacking their dog. | was
advised tha dogs reside at . and the dogs were described two
Rotties. advised me the dog named Teddy (the larger of the two) was
the dog wmar attacked his dog. | was also advised that these were the same dogs
that they had a problem with the previous year when their dog was killed.
advised me that he was able to confine one of the dogs to a kennel
on his property and showed me to the dog. | was able to impound the dog, named
Rocky (smaller of the two) without incident. | asked t to show me
where the dogs came through the fencing today. walked me down the
fence and showed me a spot in the field fencing where two panels joined together.
| observed the fence to be pushed in on the side and a large gap where
the fence broke. advised during this time she would like citations
issued to the dog owner. | photographed the fence. | then asked to see the
injuries that the log sustained. | was presented with a Boxer named
Buddy. | observed buddy to have punctures on his lip which were photographed.
During that time Pima County Sheriffs Office arrived on scene to assist, | met with
Deputy Hernandez badge number 7388 who also provided the case number of
150712072. | advised Deputy Hernandez of the continuing problem and that |
would be issuing citations to the dog owner as well as impounding the dogs for a
dangerous dog evaluation.
I made my way to in an effort to meet with the attacking dog owner. |
knocked at the door and was able to meet with a ’ | advised

» of the complaint and that | impounded one dog and that | would need to
impound the other dog and issue citations. advised me that she
understood but the dogs belong to her brother, Josh and he was not home. |
advised ; that since she was home and in care nad custody of the dogs it
was her responsibility to keep them confined to her yard. stated she
understood and provided me with her Arizona driver's license. | issued
the appropriate citations and advised her that with the citations she would need to



appear in court and provided her with the date. stated she understood
her need to appear and signed her copy of the citations. then unlocked
her gate and | was able fo impound the remaining dog named Teddy. During this
time was on the telephone with her brother Josh advising him of the
situation. advised me Josh would be in to Pima Animal Care Center fo
redeem the dogs and speak with an investigator about the dangerous dog
evaluation process.

On 7/12/15 at 1430 hours Investigator Eckelbarger badge number 1942 stated he
met with dog owner, Joshua Davis at Pima Animal Care Center. advised
Investigator Eckelbarger that he wouid like to keep both of his dogs, Rocky and
Teddy. Investigator Eckelbarger then issued him citations for biting animal-dog
and leash law on Teddy and for leash law on Rocky under County jurisdiction.

signed and received his copies of the citations. Investigator Eckelbarger
advised him he could redeem Rocky but would have to keep the dog indoors until
he secures his confinement. | advised him Teddy would be held at Pima Animal
Care Center pending a dangerous dog evaluation.

Officer’s Signature.% Date: 071 ln. lis
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& , PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
4000 N. SILVERBELL RD. TUCSON, AZ 85745

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

cAsE NO: A\S- V1A 30 ADDRESS:

OWNER: )\ ' A SEX: _£YT)}  BREED: _Y:[.}.L_—
ANIMAL NAME: “TE50M ASa1i10\e COLOR: . B1Y - Tkt DATE: }- V1. }S
EVALUATION CRITERIA

REPORTED BITES: CONFINEMENT MEASURES: (Check one factor only)
NON-VIOLATION BITE +3 (Primary Method of Confinement at the time of the incident)
VIOLATION-BITE + 6 SECURE FENCE/MWALL AND GATES -5
INADEQUATE FENGING OR GATES +5 D oy
SEVERITY OF INVURY TO HUMANS:
{Check One Factar Only Per Victim) OWNER ACCOUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:
NQ BREAK IN SKIN + 1 REPAIRED DEFICIENT CONFINEMENT -3 - 3
BREAK IN SKIN OR BRUISING +2 ANIMAL 1S NEUTERED / SPAYED -1 o
MEDICAL CARE (RELEASED) +3 OWNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESSION +1
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT + 4 OWNER FAILED TO REPAIR CONFINEMENT +5
BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM +4 CURRENTLY LICENSED LIC # -4
MEDICAL CARE (HOSPITALIZATION) +5 NO CURRENT LICENSE , +1 + l
NC CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION +1
Animal Compfiaints or Violations:
LEASH LAW CITATIONS +2 4 a NEIGHBOR COMMENTS (Scored by Majority Opinion}:
LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS +1 e (Two or More Neighbors Interviewed)
ATTEMPTED BITE CITATIONS +2 ANIMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT LARGE -3
ANIMAL ATTACK CITATIONS +3 ¥ 5 ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AGGRESSIVE -3 - ,3
OTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS +1 -+ ‘ ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <SX/YR +1
ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE >5X/YR +2
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO ANIMALS: ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE +2
ATTACK WITH NO INJURY +1
INJURIES TREATED BY OWNER +2 Q) DOGS BEHAVIOR: (if Cbserved by Officer)
VET CARE (1 To 2 Visits) + 3 ANIMAL BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY +2 —_—
EXTENSIVE VET CARE (>2 VISITS) +4 ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE -2 - a
INJURIES RESULTED IN DEATH +5 ANIMAL SHOWS UNSAFE BEHAVIOR +1

Confinement / Fencing:

FOrsr ThU . CLELD

Mﬁwb_ﬁﬁﬁw e Reeem  ATSED
A Pegdear 0N COMNTHO T \);_i.s_e:\___ﬂfg&&:&iﬂ?_*)&_—

General Comments:

TEDDN S Al DFEemEN EQQE&P S BT
AV ey

ENN H A

E\ ey OFFICER# FFD(
! q S ! *
TOTAL SCORE: A SCORE OF TEN POINTS OR HIGHER SHALL BE DEEMED A DANGEROUS ANIMAL
We have determined that your dog displays or has a tendency, disposition, or propensity to injure, bite attack, chase
DANGEROUS or charge, OR attempt to injure ,bite, attack, chase or charge a person or domestic animal in a threating manner OR
bare its teeth or approach a person or domestic animal in a threating manner City Code 4-13 / County Code 6.04.1 50.
NOT DANGEROUS The owner has ten (10) days in the Gity, five (5) days (County & other jurisdictions) as to appeal the declaration

of dangerous by fiting & 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
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INVESTIGATION REPORT | SUSpecr ACO NAME / BADGE # COMPLAINT NUMBER
P Couygesth Spanert | S Downinghezs | AeA73T
‘_,..-4“'5
Pima Aﬂg 8| G e e&e BITE (X WELFARE [J DANGEROUS [ OTHER (J
4000> Wérbe{ ‘“'v?@ 3 iy | STATE | RESIDENCE PHONE NOMBER
) . ODE ¥ OTHER :
Phone: (5? w{ SUSPECT'S BISINESS ADDRESS a0 colX omer []
Fax: (520773@9}0 ¥ 1] STAFE | BIUSINESS Fi{ONE NUNBER DRIVERS LICENSE
www.pimaanimalcare.org
SB[ WEGHT | HEGHT | EYES | AR COLOR ORIGIN re | 8N
JDES THIS INCIOENT REGUIRE VICTIM REQUEST FOR | LOCATION O INCIDENT uait AN THE REPORTED "1 warr D TIME DCCURRED
MANER OF RIGHTS? YES [X] NO [] i o .
FoUU WALER SHE&ER INJURED/LL VENTILATION ABANDONED TIEQUT BEAEIEN WASTE OTHER (EXPLAIN}
X | CHOOSE “upon request" rights in this | VICTIM/CIMPLANTART NAME [ DOB RFSINENAF BHONE NO, | BUSINESS PHONE NO.
ase T
— 1WAIVE “upon request” rights inthis ! VLTINS ADDRESS - I ZP cITY STATE
ase. _ Mino |
__| REMUEST/WAIVER exception per ARS. §13- | VICTIN'S BUSINESS ADTRESS P cITY STATE
1405 {B0 and § B-285 (B)
IAME OF LAWFLIL REPRESENTATIVE TANGERUS RESTIUTIAN HANGER(LS GTHER ABENCY CASE # FOLLOW UP REQUEST
IF ARPLICABLE} ASSESSMENT REQLIESTED CASE NUMBER 5o OTPD [(Jse Otpo
FELLESTED CITFD [J OTHER: OTHER:
ves [(Ino (] | ves X no[] = N
] ADDRESS AND PHEINE NUMBER SAME AS O ViLATION BITE SEVERITY: 1 TREATEDBY | PHONE NUMBER DATE QUARANTINED PAcc
1ETM VET
] wow-vigLanow PART OF BODY BITEN 6-8-2015 HOME [ ]
'ELATIONSHIP TD YIETIM RELEASE DATES-1B-15
VET CLINIC PHONE NIMBER WNER KNOWS OF BITE Fra[]
H
HONE NUMBER YESCINO O ura[]
AWFUL REPRESBTATIVE ADDRESS CUNIC'S ADDRESS QUARANTINE
10 150 460 1800 DI FRA HEAD#
3R PARTY CITATIONS | CITING ACO FREVIOUS VICLATIONS PREVIDHS CASENUMBER | DTHER ADDITIONAL RERDRTS
vesX] no[J | Downing#1923 ves [ no[]
'ICTIM OR LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE | CO0E/0RD VIGLATED VWD BY &-~-rF
HGNATURE 6.04.030, 11-1010 (A) ARS,5.04.20 (B) { 2) £.04.070 O7K fow
ETATIONS/NUMBERS BN o
74585 ABC.DE 74587 AB,L.D vESL] No
BREED/DESCRIFTION )
VICTIM OR OWNER ANIMAL ANIMAL’S NAME COLOR SEX | ABE LICENSE # VXCERTIRCATE# | COND | AMIMALID#
. . victim [ .
' oK A522956
it Bull Mix OWNER Sarge Brn. M A Cited Cited
abRetreiver M | VCTML] Sammy White - | A Cited Cited Ok | A277551
OWNER f
vicT ]
OWNER [ ]
vicTm ]
OWNER [ ]
victm
OWNER []
vicTiM ]
OWNER []
vicTM ]
OowNER [] -
JTNESS 1 WO F® | 0P ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE# | BUSINESS PHONE #
J ) A 4 631-3990
VITNESS 2 DOB ADDRESS REGINEAINE CIOME . . DriNR AR ois ™
MO FO ' _
TTNESS 3 pE—— ADDRESS CASE# AVS -7 38 % :
VITNESS 4 T A -1
S5 vo FO | O ADDRESS )

ARNRAAL ~ORTRNE
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

e arm W me W R S

cases A 157173293

o A-R

ANIMAI COMTROI

Activity Number: A15-173171

ACO name & Badge: Downing #1923

On June 9,2015 at 0707, |, Officer Downing #1923, Met with . .
at his residence at stated that at about

0515am this morning he was out walking his two dogs on leash.
When he got to the location of two dogs charged

out of the driveway there. One was desribed as a Pit Bull mix,brown
in color,the other as a Lab mix all white with a dark patch on the left
eye. The Pit Bull mix grabbed one of dogs named Gertie, by the
neck and began shaking it. He began kicking at the dog to have it let
go. The white dog did not have contact, but. had to keep it away
while trying to get the Pit Bull mix off. .  was finally able to have the
dog let go of Gertie long enough for him to get away. Eventually the
dogs ran away. A passerby named saw the aftermath of
the attack and saw . covered in blood and helped him. After getting
home . took Gertie to Pima Pet Clinic for medical treatment. Joe
was treated for his injuries at St. Joseph Hospital. | took photos of

injuries. He had injuries to his right hand where he was bitten.
Also injuries to his right knee and left hand as he had fallen during

this incident. is not sure if he was bitten by the Pit Bull mix or the
Lab mix or possibly his dog. | checked dog for a current rabies
vaccination and license and confirmed that it was current. Joe
believed the two dogs live at . as he has seen
these dogs loose hefore.

| went to the address of » where the two

attacking dogs possibly live and spoke with a Joshua Mixer. |
explained the complaint. He showed me his two dogs in his house. |
had the victim come over and Joe positively identified them as the two
dogs. | issued citations to Joshua Mixer on behalf of . and
impounded both dogs for quarantine at Pima Animal Care Center for
the 10-days. | also took photos of the two dogs for the file. Also
photos of the location of the attack and his ciothing with the blood on
them. | also noted that the white dog has what appeared to be a red

stain on its front chest area.
-
Officer’s Signature: M / Ji5 Date: & S5
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L PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT

) casex A 1S 329K PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER

4000 N. SILVERBELL RD. TUCSON, AZ 85745

PIMA COUNTY i \] (520) 724-5900 FAX (520) 724-5960
ANIMAL CARE wWww.pirma.gov/animalcare

caseno: AAL6-[7 329K ADDRESS:
OWNER: Josboua, Mixe SEX: _ (Y] __BREED: _61—354;4/&(_‘;4—

ANIMAL NAME: <Salfal . COLOR: Y= pATE: & ~& L[S

s

EVALUATION CRITERIA
REPORTED BITES: CONFINEMENT MEASURES: {Check one factor oniy}
NON-VIOLATION BITE +3 {Primary Method of Confinement at the time of the incident)
VIOLATION-BITE +8 ié SECURE FENCEMWALL AND GATES -5
INADEQUATE FENCING OR GATES +5 'E:
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO HUMANS:
(Check One Factor Only Per Victim) OWNER ACCOUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:
NO BREAK IN SKIN 1 REPAIRED DEFICIENT CONFINEMENT -3 =39
BREAK IN SKIN OR BRUISING +2 LD ANIMAL 1S NEUTERED / SPAYED -1 - ‘
MEDICAL CARE (RELEASED) +3 OWNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESSION +1
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT +4 OWNER FAILED TO REPAIR CONFINEMENT +5
BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM +4 GURRENTLY LICENSED LIC # -1
MEDICAL CARE (HOSPITALIZATION) +5 : NO CURRENT LICENSE 1 =
NO CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION +1 -LL_
Animal Complaints or Violations:
LEASH LAW CITATIONS +2 i a . NEIGHBOR COMMENTS (Scored by Majority Opinion):
LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS +1 {Two ar More Neighbors Interviewed)
ATTEMPTED BITE CITATIONS +2 ANIMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT LARGE -3
ANIMAL ATTACK GITATIONS +3 £ ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AGGRESSIVE i
CTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS +1 ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <5X/YR +1 ._+_!___
ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE >5X/YR #2
SEVERITY OF INJURY TQ ANIMALS: ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE +2
ATTACK WITH NO INJURY +1
INJURIES TREATED BY OWNER +2 DOGS BEHAVIOR: (If Observed by Officer)
VET CARE (1 To 2 Visits) +3 ANIMAL BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY +2
EXTENSIVE VET CARE (2 VISITS) +4 4 g . ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE -2
INJURIES RESULTED IN DEATH +5 ANIMAL SHOWS UNSAFE BEHAVIOR +1

Confinement / Fencing:

Lhoee

r< -Hwe,

OFFICER# /iy 2. F':C/(C/éar('?d‘

TOTAL SCORE: féé . A SCORE OF TEN POINTS OR HIGHER SHALL BE DEEMED A DANGEROUS ANIMAL
We have determined that your dog displays or has a tendency, disposition, or propensity to injure, bite attack, chase
rﬁ DANGEROUS or charge, OR attempt to injure ,bite, attack, chase or charge a person or domestic animal in a threating manner OR
bare its testh or approach a person or domestic anima! in a threating manner City Gode 4-13 / County Code 6.04.15.5.
NOT DANGEROQUS The owner has ten (10) days in the City, five (5) days (County & other jurisdictions) as to appe&| the declaration

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

PACC-DD1



& PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT

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

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

ANIMAL CARE www.pima.gov/animalcare

caseNo: _ Als- 17 329E. ADDRESS: ¢

OWNER: Jostua miixer sex: [ BREED: __ - @h m/[X

ANIMAL NAME: Samaid COLOR: _ {uity € __ DATE &2 /45"

EVALUATION CRITERIA

REPORTED BITES: CONFINEMENT MEASURES: (Check one factor only)

NON-VIOLATION BITE +3 ({Primary Method of Cenfinement at the time of the Incident)

VIOLATION-BITE + 8 E SECURE FENCE/WALL AND GATES -5 .
+5 "i : ; :

INADEQUATE FENCING OR GATES
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO HUMANS:

{Check One Factor Only Per Victim) OWNER ACCOUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:
NQ BREAK IN SKIN + 1 REPAIRED DEFICIENT CONFINEMENT -3 - ’: "2
BREAK [N SKIN OR BRUISING + 2 —z § ; ANIMAL IS NEUTERED / SPAYED -1 o ‘
MEDICAL CARE (RELEASED) +3 OWNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESSION +1
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT + 4 OWNER FAILED TO REPAIR CONFINEMENT +5
BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM + 4 CURRENTLY LICENSED LIC # «1 ————
MEDICAL CARE (HOSPITALIZATION) +5 NO GURRENT LICENSE + 1 ‘1 l

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

ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE >5X/YR vz
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO ANIMALS: ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE +2
ATTACK WITH NO INJURY 1
INJURIES TREATED BY OWNER +2 DOGS BEHAVIOR: (if Observed by Officer)
VET CARE (1 To 2 Visits} +3 ANIMAL BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY +2
EXTENSIVE VET CARE (=2 VISITS) + 4 ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE -2 — 2 -
INJURIES RESULTED IN DEATH +3 ANIMAL SHOWS UNSAFE BEHAVIOR + 1

Confinement / Fencing:

The. guser has dencing appx. S-S éeed Fal] wrth thete

ot B ]

/'1

General Comments:

“Tre dog “Saem ¥ sceedd a0 29 and e Hontone dectioad
nad- dh,ﬁ-prgm d-f-(hl_g Hoal..

ANV e N

cases A5 [T329X
o _ (A

OFFICER# _[4Y2. (rfeelln r(rjfjf\‘

TOTAL SCORE: iq_ A SCORE OF TEN POINTS OR HIGHER SHALL BE DEEMED A DANGERQUS ANIMAL
We have determined that your dog displays or has a tendency, disposition, or propensity to injure, bite attack, chase
DANGEROUS or charge, OR atternpt 1o injure ,bite, attack, chase or charge a person or domestic animal in a threating manner OR
—— bare its teeth or approach a person or domestic animal in a threating manner City Code 4-13 / County Code 6.04.1 5.0’
\l< NOT DANGEROQUS The owner has ten (10) days in the City, five (5) days (County & other jurisdictions) as to appeal the declaration

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

PACC-DD1
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INVESTIGATION REPORT | SHSPECT ACO NAME BADGE# COMPLAINT NUMBER
. - Diana P Doughe D. Hinte 2068 A15-169477
Pima COUH—Q(\H\ea/ﬁI:D\epartment QIIRPEMT'® ANNPERT _rty N. Konst 2002
BITE [X) WELFARE ] DANGEROUS [1 OTHER []
7P [ LY

www.pimaanimalcare.org

" USPECTS BUSINESS AIURESS

R 1 RERINFNEF GHONE NHMAER

CEOF IF OTHER :

ctl] colX] omHer[]

1P

0ES THIS INCIDENT REGUIRE VICTIM REGLEST FOR
NAIVER BF RIGHTS? YES [ ] NO[X]

LY STATE AUSINESS PHONE NUMHER DRIVERS LICENSE
| SEX WEIEHTJ HEIGHT T E¥€S | HAIR COLOR ORIGIN DoB | SSN
LOCATION BF INCIDENT - DATE AND TIME REPORTED ! unit A 11 ouuURRED
0408115 / 0800 0409115 ] 0700

FOOD WATER SHELTER INJUREDALL VENTILATION ABANDONED TIEOUT BEATEN WASTE OTHER (EXPLAINY

— 11 CHOOSE “upon request” rights in this | VILTIM/CAMPLAINTANT NAME DOB RESIDENCE PHONE NO. | BUSINESS PHONE NO.
Aase .
—] FWAIVE “upon request rights in this | VITTIW® ANRREce e STATE
ase. -
| REDUEST/WANER exception per ARS. 513 | VICTIN'S BUSINESS ADRESS ZP CITY STATE
A5 (B0 and § §-286 (8)
WM [IF LAWFUIL REPRESENTATIVE DANGERDUS RESTITUTION TANEERDUS ITHER ABENTY CASE # FOLLOW UP REQUEST
IF APPLICABLE) QEEUEE%MEEBNT REDUESTED ~ CASE NLNBER Oso Ot Cso OOro
TFD [] OTHER: :
ves DAno ] | ves I no[] LT Lome [JomieR
| ADDRESS AND PHONE NUMBER SAME AS VIDLATIN BITE SEVERTTY: 3 TREATDBY | PHONE NUMBER DATE OUARANTINED PACCE
CAM ‘ VET
. 41ens
T T VT [ wow-vitanon PART OF BOOY BITTEN: HIP EISE TGS Hove [
| VET CLINIC PHENE NOMBER THNER KNEWS DF BITE Fra]
HONE NUMBER YESEI NO (] vrall
\WFUL REPRESENTATIVE ADD CLINIC'S ADDRE 7
i ST on wp | O
3O PARTY CITATIONS | CITING ACO PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS PREVIIUS CASENUMBER | GTHER ABDIGNAL REPDRTS
yesX] No[] | N.Konst2002 ves[] no A12-112662;
A08-013793
ICTIM OR LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE | CODEZORD VIOLATED EWERY 2202
IGNATURE 6.04.030; 6.04.120(B)}(2) j 224
CITATIANS/NEIMRERS BOND t
‘ 74256 A-B Yes 3 NOX
V&?ﬁﬁ”&ﬁﬁgﬂﬁ:‘m ANIMAL'S NAME COLCR SEX | ABE LICENSE # VX BERTIFICATE # COND | ANIMAL 1D##
errier mix gﬂgg | Tramp Taniwhite | M | oy CURRENT CURRENT | OK | A063052
vicTm[ |
OWNER[_]
victm [_] 1
OwWNER[ ]
vicTmM[_]
owNer[ ]
victm ]
OWNER[_]
victmL_]
OWNER[_]
vicTiM ]
owNer[ ]
TINESS 1 MO F® | 2% ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE # BUSINESS PHONE #
ancy Austin 541-410-6051
ITNESS 2 MO F 008 AGDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE # BUSINESS PHONE #
dy Johnston = 520-419-2679
[TNESS 3 MO FO | OB ADDRESS RESIDENCE PHONE # BUSINESS PHONE #
ITNESS 4 DOB ADDRESS RESIDENGE PHONE # BUSINESS PHONE #
MO FOI
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A15-169477

ACO name & Badge: D. Hinte 2068

On April 8, 2015 at 8:00 AM, Pima Animal Care Center (PACC) dispatch
received a fax concerning a dog bite.

On April 13, 2015 at 11:17 AM, Officer Haynes 2032 arrived at and
met with bite victim . She said that on 04/09/15 at
approximately 7:00 AM, she and her friend _ were out on their walk when
they saw a woman coming towards them walking her dog; a medium, stocky,
biondish/brown with a big head, on a long lead. said that she paid no
attention to the dog and as they passed each other the dog lunged at her and
bit her on the right hip three separate times, shaking her violently each time it
latched on. She said that the dog owner tried to pull the dog off but just
couldn't handle the dog. She said that she was finally able to get away and
continued on her walk. It was when she got home and spoke to her husband
that he insisted that she get medical attention. She sustained multiple
punctures and lacerations where the dog clamped onto her hip. She took
photos the day of the bite. She said that she did not initially get the dog
owner's information but that the dog owner contacted her, as they both live in
the same homeowner association. provided her with the dog owner's
information, but did not have any additional information about the dog.
Officer Haynes explained that an officer would contact the dog owner and put
the dog under the mandatory quarantine. did not request citations at
the time.

On April 16, 2015 at 10:15 AM, Officer Ecklebarger 1942 met with dog owner,
Diane Dougherty, at her home. He verified that biting dog Tramp’s rabies
vaccination was current, and approved a home quarantine.



¥ 2

On June 5, 2015 at 1:15 PM, |, Officer Hinte 2068, met with bite victim

PACC. She explained that she has since learned of previous
incidents with the dog and fears for the safety of the neighborhood. She is
now requesting leash law and biting animal citations for the incident. She also
requests that a dangerous dog evaluation be conducted and restitution be
ordered. She provided photographs of her wounds and ripped clothing. She
also provided the name and phone numbers of two witnesses who were with
her at the time of the incident.

On June 26, 2015, Superviosr Konst 2002 met with Diana Dougherty and her
husband at Pima Animal Care Center. He explained that the victim was now
requesting third party citations be issued for the incident. Citation #74266 for
leash law and biting animal was issued to Mrs. Dougherty. She stated she
understood the citation and court date in Pima County Justice in Green Valley.

Officer's Signature% Date: [//Z “ / s
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PIMA COUNTY

ANIMAL CARE

caseno: _ A I5-)74c03.

OWNER: __Diang Dm,ﬂ&,:;:-(ifl_
ANIMAL NAME: “‘7.72{,4]0‘

EVALUATION CRITERIA
REPORTED BITES:

NON-VIOLATION BITE +3 g
VIOLATION-BITE +6

SEVERITY OF iNJURY TO HUMANS:

{Check One Factor Oniy Per Victim}

NO BREAK IN SKIN +1

BREAK IN SKIN OR BRUISING +2

MEDICAL CARE (RELEASED) +3 '4"3 i 3
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT + 4

BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM +4 + H
MEDICAL CARE (HOSPITALIZATION) +5

Animal Complaints or Violations:

LEASH LAW CITATIONS +2 —P_ ! '

K2

PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT

PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER

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

www.pima.gov/animaicare

ADDRESS: _ - . —
SEX:_ (Y). BREED: “feprfer miX
COLOR: __ —Fan LwhiHe.

DATE: 245~

CONFINEMENT MEASURES: {Chack one factor only)

{Primary Method of Confinement at the time of the incident)

SECURE FENCE/WALL AND GATES -5

: N
INADEQUATE FENCING OR GATES%J€,‘@§‘5. +
OWNER ACCOUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:
REPAIRED DEFICIENT CONFINEMENT -3 - 3,
ANIMAL IS NEUTERED / SPAYED -1 -_‘__
OWNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESSION +1 —E ’
OWNEHR FAILED TO REPAIR CONFINEMENT +8
CURRENTLY LICENSED LIC# / &-C 5=y -+ =)
NQ CURRENT LICENSE +1
NO CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION + 1

NEIGHBOR COMMENTS {Scored by Majority Opinion):

LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS +1 {Two or More Neighbors Interviewed}
ATTEMPTED BITE CITATIONS +2 ANIMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT LARGE -3 - 3
ANIMAL ATTACK CITATIONS +3 ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AGGRESSIVE -3 - 3
OTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS +1 ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <5X/YR +1

ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE >5X/YR +2
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO ANIMALS: ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE + 2
ATTACK WITH NO INJURY +1
INJURIES TREATED BY OWNER +2 DOGS BEHAVIOR: (if Observed by Officer)
VET CARE {1 To 2 Visits) +3 ANIMAL. BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY +2 z a
EXTENSIVE VET CARE (=2 VISITS) + 4 ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE -2
INJURIES RESULTED IN DEATH ) +5 ANIMAL SHOWS UNSAFE BEHAVIOR +1
Confinement / Fencing:

TOTAL SCORE: 3(
7S DANGEROUS

OFFICER # /Ay 2 galaelb q(ﬁg/‘

A SCORE OF TEN POINTS OR HIGHER SHALL BE DEEMED A DANGEROUS ANIMAL I

We have determined that your dog displays or has a tendency, disposition, or propensity to injure, bitt? attack, chase
or charge, OR attempt to injure ,bite, attack, chase or charge a person or domestic animal in a threating manner OR
bare its testh or approach a person or domestic animal in a threating manner City Code 4-13 / County Code 6.04.150.

NOT DANGEROUS The owner has ten (10) days in the City, five (5) days (County & other jurisdictions) as to appeal the decllaration
of dangerous by filing a request for a dangerous dog hearing, providing the dog has not been declared vicious
by a court. The owner may obtain this form at PACC IN PERSON.

PACC-DD1
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INVEST!GATION REFIRT SUSPECT . AT NAME / BADGE # ACTIVY/ATE NUMBER
Josephine Rodrignez Tovar 5.174540
SIIRPFIT'S ANARESR T. Foster #2042 AlS-
BITE ] WELFARE (1 GaNGeRaUS [
i3 STATE | 2P T REGHAENTF DHTRE WINAER
l l oTHeR [
SHSGEFT< GGNESS ADORESS
: 0B oomer O
Ty STATE 1 78 T BISINFSR DRONF §IMGER DRIVERS L{CENSE
Fax: (G211) 243-G360 S WEIGHT [ HEIGHT s | WA WiEw | o0 SUCTAL SECURITY NOMGER
www.pimaanimalcare.org ; 01/22/717
OOES TS INCIDENT REURE VTN REQUEST 1 avi= c v ATE ANG TWiE OF INGIOENT  OATE AND TME REFORTED
FOR WAIVER OF RIGHTS? _ 07/02/15 20:30 07/03/15 09:03
ves ([ wo (X1 Fﬂl:ulu WATER SHIE:H]ER VENTILATIEN~ ABANDONED  TIEOUT  BEATEN WASTE  W4/I0L OTHER  (BIPLAIN)
(] I CHODSE "upon request” ightsin this | VIPTIM 7P DI ANTANT NANE DATE RE BitiTu T RESHFNTF BHINF T BUSINESS PHONE
i
GESE ! . ]
D | WAIVE "upan request” rights in thiscase, | VITTAMT ATMDERS | £y STAIE I !
— | —
(] REQUEST/WAIVER exception per ARS.§ ' ™9 NESS ATRESS I Sl i
13-4405 (KD and § 8-788 (8) .
NANE OF LAWEUL REPRESENTATIVE DANGERDUS RESTITUTION TANGERDUS (THER ABENCY CASEE 150702329 FOLLAW Ly REDLEST
(IF APPLICABLE) ;g{slﬁgg;fiﬂf REQUESTED CASE NUMBER (5] SHERIFF DEPT (] TUCSOM POLICE Cso [(Jeo
3
FIRE (] OTHER: (THER:
ves(XIno ] | vesdno[] CfeE L U N/A
(] ADGRESS 4ND PHONENUBERSAMEAS | D] VIBLATION BITE SEVERTTY: TREATED BY PHINE NUMBER TATEQUARANTINED [ pacc [ ]
VICTIN N/A N/A " D
(LT pp—— REEASEOATE | wowe []
N/A N/A N/A
RELATIONSIUF T0 VICTIN N/A -
VET GLIIE PHONE NUMBER TIRNER KNWS 0F BITE ml]
PHONE NUMBER N/A
5 N/A ves (1 W [ m ]
LAWFLIL REFRESENT ATIVE ADORESS CUNIC'S ADORESS GUARANTINE (DAYS)
N/A 10011500 4507 18001 | EJFRA HEAD# N/A.
3 PARTY CITATIONS CTIING ALT PREVIOUS VEOLATIONS | PREVICUS CASE NUWGER | OTHER ADDITIONAL REPORTS
ves X1 wo [ ves[ ] no See Attached  [See Attached
VIETIN O TAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE SIENATURE | CODE/ORD VIDLATED REVIENED BY 2007
6.04.030; 6.04.120 (B)(2) /{ st 25
CATATHONSHUMBERS T BN !
73245, 73244 YES T MO B
BREED/DESCAIPTION ANINAL'S NAHE COLOR iz} AGE LICENSE # CONDITION AMIMAL ID#
Labrador Retri
abrador Retriever e ] Rascal Tan/Sable/white| M | Adult None Aggressive AS526039
mix e X1 &8
. . viern Brown Brindle/
P 26936
it Bull Mix LN Max White M 4y None Normal A32693
Poodle Mix ;\',‘“J"_:: Tommy White M| 6y |L14152421| njured A336530
Dachshund :m‘; Sissy Tricolor F 8y N/A Dead A526828
vern ]
WHER
weTH
WHER
wetn ]
OWNER
WITNESS | 008 i RESIDENCE PHONE # g e unic #
Deputy Goss #7971 s N/A ¥ N/A 520
WITNESS 2 nJreg | 08 T Annnces RESIENCE PRONE £ BT
T. Haynes #2032 N/A N/A 11
YHTHESS 3 i | snnpcee NECINCAIRE CLINKE # AUSINESS PHANE #
- MBFD | Tza
- it} 1 tnanean || BReIngune e NESS PHONE #
l wird N/A BusH
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number- A15-174540

ACD Name & Badge:  T. Foster #2042

07/02/15 20:18 hours Pima Animal Care Center (PACC) midnight Officer received a call from the owner of a rental property
located at . . He stated that the dogs residing at that address (belonging to his tenant) had escaped their yard and
attacked and possibly killed a small dog being walked in the 3100 block of r. Officer T. Haynes #2032 created a
call under activity number A15-174522 and responded to that location at 21:31 hours and photographed the area of the attack
but was not able to proceed with the investigation because the victim dog owner was enknown at that time. She chose to return
the dogs to the owner's yard and to barricade the gate closed to keep them confined. She posted a notice informing the dog
owner of the attack and her actions and closed the call.

07/03/15 06:30 hours a Pima Animal Care dispatch operator received a call from the resident at stating that
the aggressive dogs located at had escaped their yard again and that she was able to lure the nicer of the two
into a bathroom in her home with a piece of bacon. She stated that the really aggressive dog was still at large. She also informed
the operator that these two dogs escaped their yard last night and attacked and possibly killed a dog. The dispatch operator
created a call under activity number A15-174531,

07/03/15 0°7:26 hours I, Officer Foster #2042 arrived at ™ and was met in the street by the caller. She stated that
the two dogs are always escaping their yard and acting aggressive to people and animals, She told me that there are usually
three dogs at that location but that she thought the owner was out of town and had the third dog with her. She also told nte that
she has called several times to complain about these dogs being in violation of the Pima County leash law and behaving
aggressive to people and animals while at large. She told me that she was able to lure one dog into her bathroom with meat and
that she was later able to lure the aggressive dog into her backyard with bacon also. I folowed her into the backyard and
observed a tan, sable, and white Labrador type mix. The dog was aggressive toward me and I had no choice but to capture the
dog using a snare pole for safety. I was able to impound him with out issues and placed him in a kennel on the truck. I then
followed her into her home and removed a scared but friendly brindle and white Pit Bull type mix from a bathroom in her
home. I was able to use a leash and walked him out to the PACC truck and placed him in a kennel. I then thanked the woman
and left the area. I was not able to locate any new calls regarding a dog on dog attack that took place in that area so I closed calf
number A15-174531.

07/03/15 08:57 hours a PACC dispatch operator received a call from | stating that at approximately 21:00
hours en 07/02/15 he was walking his dogs when a stray dog he believed to be brown and a stray dog he believed to be black ran
out of the cal-de-sac and attacked his 8yr old female Dachshund known as Sissy. 1 tstated that five
bystanders helped him ta senarate the dogs. He also stated that as he was leaving for the vets, his injured Dachshund Sissy bit
him on his hand. . advised the operator that Sissy had to be euthanized due to her injuries. The PACC dispatch
Operator created a call under activity number A15-174540

Connuecd
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INVESTIGATION REPORT CONTINUATIDN

Activity Number: A15-174540

ALD Name & Badge: T. Foster #2042

07/03/15 09:16 I, Officer Foster #2042 arrived and was met in the street by the caller . I stated my name and the
reason for my visit and asked him to tell me what happened. h stated that at approx 20:30 hours he and his wife were
walking their two dogs on leash, west bound (on south side waik) on - He told me that as they got in front of

' two large dogs charged them and the large brown dog attacked their Dachshund "Sissy" {a 8yr female tricolor). Sissy was
very badly injured and was bleeding all over the sidewalk, | stated that they managed to separate the dog from Sissy but
he then attacked their Poodle pame "Tommy" (white, miniature, male) h attempted to hit and kick the dog to make it
stop but was not successful so ske attempted to lift the dog to safety by his harness. Tommy was able to slip out of the harness when he
was lifted and then ran away and was later found on the front porch of his owner's home. Mr and Mrs. i took Sissy to
Veterinary Specialty Center of Tucson (VSCT) but due to the extent of her injuries she was humanely euthantzed to end her suffering.
Mr. and Mrs. believed that Tommy was unhurt but today (7/3/15) he screams when his top-line is touched and has a few
punctures. Mr. Morrish stated that he and his wife were getting ready to take him to VSCT for an examination that morning. Mr. and
Mrs, are requesting third party citations and I, Officer Foster #2042 am requesting a Dangerous Dog assessment be
performed, Mr. was able to Id the brindle dog on my truck (impounded under A15-174531) as one of the dogs involved but
was unsure about the tan and sable dog. Mr. 1 told me that several people witnessed the attack and that there is a large pool of
blood on the sidewalk where the attack took place. I thanked the couple and refocated to the area where they stated that the attack
took place.

I located the substance(s) that appeared to be dried blood and animal feces in front of *, I could see signs that a
struggle took place and photographed everything that appeared related to the dog attack, I then went to -knocked
on the front door but did not receive an answer. I walked to the side yard and was able to see that there were sigus that dogs have
escaped the yard and that someone has made some efforts to secure the fencing. The neighbor at that the gate is not

secure and that she has tried to talk to the dog owners but they flip her off every time she tries to talk to them. I was able to confirm
that the gate was not secure and could not be made to be secure without repairing the way the latch is situated. I photographed the
gate and yard. I then posted a notice of impound on the dog attacking dog owner's front door and observed that Officer T. Haynes
#2032 had posted a notice advising the owner that their dogs attacked and possibly killed another dog and that she returned the dogs
to the yard and attempted to confine them by putting a trash can in front of the gate. As I wg~ leaving the ares the resident of

exited his home and I stopped to talk to himn. The man stated that his name is Dr) and told
me that he saw the dogs involved in the attack but that the fight was over by the time he got outside. He also told me that he has seen
these dogs loose before. I asked him if he could Id the dogs and he stated that he could. I showed the two dogs to him and he told me
that the brindle dog was there but it was his belief that the tan and sable dog was the aggressor, His next door neighbor,

’r) came ouiside and told me that he witnessed the entire incident and that he could Id the dogs also. I
showed him both dogs and he stated that the tan and sable dog was the one who attacked Sissy and that the brindled colored dog was
there but did not attack the other dogs. also stated that he has seen the dogs out. He stated that he knew where they
lived because the person who owns the property where the dogs live happened to be on scene when the attack took place and stated as
much. I thanked the two men for their time and left the area.

On 07/14/15 Supervisor Konst met with Josephine Tovar at Pima County Animal Care Center. She arrived at PACC to redeem the
dogs Max and Rascal, Supervisor Konst explained to her that the victim dog owner had requested third party citations for their dog
being attacked and later euthanized because of injuries. He also explained that there would be a dangerous dog evaluation done on the
dogs and the dogs may be automatically declared dangerous because the other dog was later put down. He told her that her dogs
would be held at PACC until a investigator determined confinement was secure. Ms. Tovar stated she anderstood. Supervisor Konst
issued her the citations requested hy and his wife.

ContinGed
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PIMA COUNTY

ANIMAL CARE

caseno.  AlS115425

OWNER: _Jasephine 7o ual

ADDRESS:

_ U BREED: Er Eg,ﬂdkw X

#

PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER

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

WWW.pima.gov/animalcare

ANIMAL NAME: _"__ Mg COLOR: , DATE: 1] ~g74S
EVALUATION CRITERIA

REPORTED BITES: CONFINEMENT MEASURES: (Check one factor only)

NON-VIOLATION BITE +3 {Primary Methad of Confinement at the time of the incident)

VIOLATION-BITE + 6 SECURE FENCEMWALL AND GATES -5

INADEQUATE FENCING OR GATES +5 i 5 ’

OWNER ACCOUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:

SEVERITY OF INJURY TO HUMANS:
(Check One Factor Only Per Victim)

NO BREAK IN SKIN +1 REPAIRED DEFICIENT CONFINEMENT -3
BREAK IN SKIN OR BRUISING +2 ANIMAL 1S NEUTERED / SPAYED -1 '--t

MEDICAL CARE (RELEASED) +3 OWNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESSION w1
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT +4 OWNER FAILED TO REPAIR CONFINEMENT 5 1D
BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM +4 CURRENTLY LICENSED LIC # -1

MEDICAL CARE (HOSPITALIZATION) +5 NO CURRENT LICENSE PR A -/

NO CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION +1 -fﬂt

NEIGHBOR COMMENTS (Scored by Majority Opinion):
(Twa or More Neighbors Interviewed)

Animal Complaints or Violations:

LEASH LAW CITATIONS +2 ,
LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS +1 =

ATTEMPTED BITE CITATIONS +2 ANIMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT L ARGE -3
ANIMAL ATTACK CITATIONS +3 o+ S 4= ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AGGRESSIVE -3
OTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS +1 ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <5X/YR .1

ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE »5X/YR v2 4
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO ANIMALS: ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE 2 a2
ATTACK WITH NO INJURY 1
iNJURIES TREATED BY OWNER +2 ROGS BEHAVIOR: (if Observed by Officer)
VET CARE {1 To 2 Visits} i3 42 ANIMAL BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY v2 T
EXTENSIVE VET CARE (2 VISITS) +4 ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE .2

+5 -E E; ! ANIMAL SHOWS UNSAFE BEHAVIOR +1

) Lot ligh_wl o gate That bos a (aasf

BT by - [.‘?.‘-\ﬂ/ /tf!f
L — g S =

INJURIES RESULTED IN DEATH

Confinement / Fencing:

General Comments:

(X} - ~

aL {A:‘?: *f_f'n-u(’ .

OFFICER # /347 frice /. Cf?{f

e |
TOTAL SCORE:ij_g A SCORE OF TEN POINTS OR HIGHER SHALL BE DEEMED A DANGEROUS ANIMAL

Wae have determined that your dog displays or has a tendency, disposition, ar propensity to injure, bite attack, chase
DANGEROUS ot charge, OR atternpi to injure ,bite, attack, chase or charge a person or domestic animal in a threating manner COR
- bare its testh or approach a person or domestic animal in a threating manner City Cade 4-13 / County Code 6.04, 15-0
NOT DANGEROUS The owner has ten (10) days in the City, five (5) days (County & other jurisdictions) as to appeal the dec[aratnon
of dangerous by filing a request for a dangerous dog hearing, providing the dog has not been declared vicious
by a court. The owner may obtain this form at PACC IN PERSON.

PACC-DD1



,& PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT

PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
m 4000 N. SILVERBELL RD. TUCSON, AZ 85745
PIMA COUNTY (520) 724-5900 FAX (520) 724-5960
ANIMAL CARE www.pima.gov/animaicare
cAsENO: _ Als- 1713425 ADDRESS: _ _

OWNER: __ Jnweohine. TFua - SEX: __/M._. BREED: _CM____
[ k
ANIMAL NAME: __ (& son 2. COLOR: Tean b2 - DATE: /-2 —/5"

EVALUATION CRITERIA

REPORTED BITES: CONFINEMENT MEASURES: (Check one factor only)
NON-VIOLATION BITE +3 (Primary Method of Confinement at the time of the incident}
VIOLATION-BITE +8 SECURE FENGE/WALL AND GATES -5
INADEQUATE FENCING OR GATES +5 %5‘_
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO HUMANS:
{Check One Factor Only Per Victim) OWNER ACCOUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:
NO BREAK IN SKIiN +1 REFAIRED DEFICIENT CONFINEMENT -3
BREAK IN SKIN OR BRUISING +2 . ANIMAL IS NEUTERED / SPAYED -1
MEDICAL CARE (RELEASED) +3 OWHNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESSION +1
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT +4 GWRNER FAILED TO REPAIR CONFINEMENT +5 —f'_E-___
BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM +4 CURRENTLY LICENSED LIC # -1
MEDICAL CARE (HOSPITALIZATION) +5 NO CURRENT LICENSE 1 FF
NO CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION I A
Animal Complaints or Viclations:
LEASH LAW CITATIONS PRS-y NEIGHBOR COMMENTS (Scored by Majority Opinion):
LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS +1 ‘ :H + I {Two or More Neighbors Interviewecd}
ATTEMPTED BITE GITATIONS +2 ANIMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT LARGE -3
ANIMAL ATTACK CITATIONS s3 +34 . ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AGRRESSIVE -3
OTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS +1 ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <5X/YR +1
ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE >5X/YR +2 ‘EE
SEVERITY OF INJURY TQ ANIMALS: ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE +2 £
ATTACK WITH NO INJURY +1
INJURIES TREATED BY OWNER +2 DOGS BEHAVIOR: (If Observed by Officer)
VET CARE (1 To 2 Visits) +3 +3 ANIMAL BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY +2 AR
EXTENSIVE VET CARE (»2 VISITS) +4 ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE -z
INJURIES RESULTED IN DEATH +5 45 ANIMAL SHOWS UNSAFE BEHAVIOR +1

Confinement / Fencing:

__hiyaltnft B €. 00 TP ' 5 [ EC ] T I Cl./ o FE T a¥ 4 .

e = 5 SN 1Y T ol LT S ,: /):rw-f_ Af A P2

General cdmments:

“The doe "ral " srvad a—+377, g Kﬁggﬁ&iﬁaﬁﬁdﬁﬂﬁm
_aﬂéﬁ.',é)

N,

OFFICER# /N7 E[/W//wﬁwf*

TOTAL SCORE: iz_? . A SCORE OF TEN POINTS OR HIGHER SHALL BE DEEMED A DANGEROQUS ANIMAL
Wa have determined that your dog displays or has a tendency, disposition, or propensity 1o injure, bite attack, chase
% DANGEROQUS or charge, OR atternpt to injure ,bite, attack, chase or charge a person or domestic animal in a threating manner OR

bare its teeth or approach a person or domestic animal in a threating manner City Code 4-13 / County Code 6.04.15'0.

NOT DANGEROUS The owner has ten (10) days in the City, five (5) days (County & other jurisdictions) as to appeal the decifa.ratlon
of dangerous by filing a request for a dangerous dog hearing, providing the dog has not been declared vicious
by a court. The owner may obtain this form at PACC IN PERSON.

PACC-DD1
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INVESTIGATION REPORT SUSPECT ACTHANE 7 BADGE # ALTWTY/ATTE NUMBER
) Ryan Crawford .
B j CIONCMTT ANATLER Hendrickson#2066 Al3-167398
L BITE B WELFARE LT OWWGEROUS T
frmv I sTaTe Tzip | RESIDENCE PHONF NIMBER
OTHER ]
SUSPECTS BUSINESS ADDRESS o] b oo 1
oy STATE | 2P BAISINESS PRONE NUMBER DRIVERS LICENSE
Fax:  (520) 243-5360 0 WEGHT | WEGHT | BYES AR TREN | 908 T SOCIAL SECURTY NOMEER
www.pimaanimalcare.org r
DOES THAS INGIDENT REDUIRE VICTIMREQUEST 1 1m st i vy TIAFE AND TIRE OF INCIDENT TATE AND TIME REFORTED
FOR WAIVER DF RIGHTS? 03/08/15 16:55 03/08/15 16:40
VES e [ FOOD WATER  SHELIER  VENTLATION  AGANDONED  TIEOUT  BEATEN  WaSTE  WJ /1L TTHER (ENRLAINY
O : []
L] | GHODSE “upoe request” rights in this UIPTIA /PRI ATALT RAMF DATE DF BIRTH OEGRENRE Al BUISINESS PHNE
Case
D | WAIVE “upen request” rights in this case. [ VICTIN'S annaFes _ rimy STATE [
D RENUEST/WAVER exception per ARS. § VICTIM'S BUSINESS ADDRESS Ty STATE ap
13-4405 (BT and § B-786 (8)
NAME OF LAWFLL REPRESENTATIVE BANGERDUS RESTITUTION DANGERTLS UTHER ABENCY CASE # 150308180 FOLLW UP REOLEST
{IF APPLICABLE} ASSESSMENT REDUESTED CASE HUMBER [] SHERIFFDEPT  [J TULSAN POLICE El il D TRD
REQUESTED [T ARE (T THER: (] e
ves_Ino X | yEsJno
[ ADDRESS AN PHONE KUMBER SAME AS [>¢] vioLanow BITE SEVERTFY: TREATED BY PHONE NIMBER DATE QUARANTWED | pagc[ ]
VICTH 3 0308715 | vy []
(I ELTRT T T P— RELEASE IJATIEIS Hove ]
03/17
RELATIONSHIP TOVICTIV Chest
VET CLIC PHINE NEIMBER IWHER ENOWS OF BITE
G|
PHINE HiMBER
YES [ W0 [ ]
LAWFUE RERRESENTATIVE ADDRESS CLBIC'S ADDRESS TUARANTINE (DAYS)
1060 1501 45071 1601 | CJFRA HEAD#
T PARTY CITATIONG TG ALD PREVIOUS VIDLATIONS AREVIOL'S CASE NUMBER | UTHER ADDITINAL REPERTS
¥Es 12' i [ Hendrickson #2066 ves{ ] NO .
VICTIM DR LAWFU REPRESENTATIVE SIGRATURE | CODE/GAD VIDLATED REVIEWED BY 3 //.%
6.04.070, 6.04.120(B)(2), 6.04.070 KowsT 2002
CITATIZNS/NUMBERS BOND
74157 YESC1 NI &
BREED/DESERIFTION AIMAL'S NAME COLGR SEX ABE LICENSE # CONDITION ANIMAL D#
. VTN ]
German Shep/Pit X s 1 Kota Sable F | S5YR Normal A280213
vicTn ]
owier [ ]
v ]
awner [
vienw ]
AWNER
vicri ]
wNer [
werm ]
awner [ ]
e [
owner [ ]
31 pmmnenn T nromrunc nunc 4 NESS PHONE #
- norg | O i BUSH
. WErg | o AONAFSE RESIDENCE FHONE # T
Deputy J. Taylor Badge #4417 N S
WATHESS 3 i} AUUNESS RESIENCE FHONE # AISINESS PHNE #
MO3rd
WITAESS & iy F PHONE # BUSINESS PHOKE #
. B HODRESS RESIOENC




INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A15-167398

ACD Name B Badge: M. Hendrickson #2066

Om March 8th 2015 at 17:36 1 Officer Hendrickson #2066 arrived at ‘e in response to a call to assist Pima
County Sheriff Deputy in regards to a dog bite . When I arrived I was met by Pima Countv Sheriff Deputy J. Taylor Badge
#4417 case# 150308180 who showed me pictures of the bite wounds on the child vietim 3. There were multiple puncture
wounds mainly in the chest area on the victim. I was informed the victim was heina transported to the hospital with the
whiteness, her mother before my arrival. I spoke with the victim's father -who stated that his wife witnessed the doz
attack his daughter. | stated that his wife and daughter were at Mesa Verde Elementary School located ar
St at the playground. He said that the dog owner was playing ball with his dog off leash and then attacked his daughter while
she was playing. He stated the attack was unproveked and would like citations issued to the dog owner for leash law and biting
animal.

I met with the dog owner Ryan Crawford who didn't want to give me a statement without his lawyer present. His dog Kota a
female sable German Shepherd/pit bull mix was current on her rabies vaccination but didn't have a current Pima County dog
license. I issued a home quarantine for the dog Kota and issued citations on behalf of the victim's Father Don Ross for biting
animal and Leash law (#74157 A-C). Mr. Crawford signed accepted and received a copy of his citation along with home
quarantine agreement. He was informed of his court date time and location.

On March 10th, 2015 at 12:45 Pima County Animal Care Officer Hinte Badge #2068, met with the victim's mother,
to collect her bite statement. stated that on 3/08/15 at approximately 4:30 PM she took her five year old daughter

to the Mesa Verde Elementary School playground. While walking from the car to the playground, she saw a man with his
dog off leash playing fetch on the soccer field approximately 100-200 yards away from the playground. She instructed her
daughter to stay away from the dog. Her daughter was walking about ten feet in front of her towards the playground when the
owner threw the ball for his dog te fetch. The dog ran in the opposite direction of ; and her daughter. The dog grabbed
the ball and began running back towards the owner, but for an unknown reason, noticed walking, dropped the ball, and
charged at her. tried to get to her daughter but the dog was too quick. She stated that dog owner velled "don't pet the
dog." 1 covered her face with her arms and the dog bit her once in the stomach. The dog then circled growling, and bit
her once mor~ ~n the arm and breast. The dog owner approached and grabbed the dog by the collar while saying ''she’s fine,
she's fine." informed the dog owner that her daughter was not fine and she would need to call 911. The dog owner
stated that he could not stay. ss asked him for his information. He stated that his name was Thomas James and provided
her a contact phone number. itated that she did not feel comfortable so she called her husband, who was down the
street at her parent's house. i$ arrived and stopped the dog owner from leaving until the police arrived. then
transported to North West Hospital for medical treatment.

Officer's Signature; % ’CI(CSDF\#ZO@CP Date: (2 / fic / %



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

PIMA COUNTY (520) 724-5900 FAX (520) 724-5960
ANIMAL CARE www.pima.gov/animaicare
CASENO: AT - 1 197) ADDRESS:

OWNER: VY& C&}Mﬁ%g sEx;_¥- . BREED:

GEYE A JS e

{ P

ANIMAL NAME: E%Q AQAFTOQLRA COLOR: Pﬂp 3 TP pATE Lo |5
EVALUATION CRITERIA

REPORTED BITES: CONFINEMENT MEASURES: {Check one factor only}
NON-VIOLATION BITE . +3 {Primary Method of Confinement at the time of the incident)
VIOLATION-BITE +6 Xlp SECURE FENCE/WALL AND GATES -5
. INADEQUATE FENCING OR GATES +5 X5

SEVERITY OF INJURY TO HUMANS: OFF LEASHY )
(Check One Factor Only Per Victim) QOWNER ACCOUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:
NO BREAK IN SKIN +1 REPAIRED DEFICIENT CONFINEMENT -3 =3
BREAK IN SKIN OR BRUISING +2 ANIMAL 1S NEUTERED / SPAYED -1 =
MEDICAL CARE (RELEASED) +3 1 2R OWNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESSION +1
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT +4 OWNER FAILED TO REPAIR CONFINEMENT +5
BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM + 4 CURRENTLY LICENSED LIC # ) 5’ N | ‘
MEDICAL GARE (HOSPITALIZATION} +5 NO CURRENT LICENSE +1

NC CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION +1
Animal Complaints or Violations: :
LEASH LAW CITATIONS +2 F Q NEIGHBOR COMMENTS (Scored by Majority Opinlon):
LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS +1 {Two or More Neighbors Interviewed)
ATTEMPTED BITE CITATIONS +2 ANIMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT LARGE -3 - 3
ANIMAL ATTACK CITATIONS +3 ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AGGRESSIVE -3 - 3
OTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS +1 g ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <5X/YR +1

ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE 5X/YR +2
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO ANIMALS: ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE +2
ATTACK WITH NO INJURY +1 j
INJURIES TREATED BY OWNER +2 DOGS BEHAVIOR: {If Obsarved by Officer)
VET CARE (1 To 2 Visits) +3 ANIMAL BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY +2
EXTENSIVE VET CARE (>2 VISITS) +4 ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE -2 )
INJURIES RESULTED IN DEATH +5 ANIMAL SHOWS UNSAFE BEHAVIOR 1

Confinement / Fencing:
—_

A_f?:\m—-\ LT

General Comments:

ACTER  CORIETITYS  OEEMPry  A\DTE2 eSS
T \EONET, e YOTE) DONSE SNt Wwendo
D W@l OF Bfioven BT LWL e TS
@\'@)éﬂ)\fc—g\\\'\rﬁ . ’

VoSt S Oy DECeTr bﬁ%ih?\u S

| i W = o W Torse - .
FM_\ o officeR# YA D
’ L= ‘h-t"’
TOTAL SCORE: Y _‘:\ A SCORE OF TEN POINTS OR HIGHER SHALL BE DEEMED A DANGEROUS ANIMAL
We have determined that your dog displays or has a tendency, disposition, or propensity to injure, bite attack, chase
DANGEROUS or charge, OR attempt to injure bite, attack, chase or charge a person or domestic animal in a threating manner OR
P bare its teeth or approach a person ar domestic animal in a threating manner City Code 4-13 / County Code 6.04. 15_0
$ NOT DANGEROUS The owner has ten {10) days in the City, five (5) days (County & other jurisdictions) as to appeal the declaration

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

PACC-DD1
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INVESTIGATION REPDRT SUSPECT . AL NAME / BADGE # AETVITY /BITE HUMBER
Paul Joseph Loebig 15-17183
Pirea County Health Department SISPRITS AT R. Tovar #2021 ALS- 4
Pima Anims! ara Center e WEFAREL]  oAMaerols &l ]
o I ray STATE T 710 | RESIDENEE PHONE NUMBER .
4000 N; Silverbell Rd. - THRE ~ leash law/attempt to bite
. SUSPECTS BUSINESS ADDRESS
Tucsan, Arizma BS745 E BB oo [ o [
Phona: (5200) 243-5800 H] STATE | ZIF BUSINESS PHCNE NUNAER DAIVERS LIGENSE
Fax:  (5201) 243-G860 X[ WEGm | WG| EVES HAR TRGN | 008 [ SOCTAL SECURTY ROMEER
www.pimaanimalcare.org '
OGES THIS INCTOENT REQUE VIGTH REQUEST | 1 o v i e AT ARD TINE OF INCIDENT DATE AND TIME REPARIED
FOR WAIVER OF RIBHTS? 05/16/15 19:30 06/16/15 19:47
ves ¢ v [ Ful:ulu WEElk SHI%ER VENTHATION  AGAWDONED  TIEOUT  BEATER  WASTE /1L DTHER (EKPLAN)
(] 1 CHDOSE "upon request” rights in this M A MPLARNTANT 8 iE DATE OF BRTH [ RFSIBFRCF BHINF BUSINESS PHINE
C3se —
D | WAIVE “upan request” rights in this casa, " enes | rmy STATE [ e
L1 REDUEST/WANER meception per ARS.§ | VICTIM'S BLSINESS ADDRESS ey TIATE P
18-4405 (80 and § B-786 (B)
HAME OF LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE DANGEROLS RESTITUTION DANGERTES TTHER AGENCY CASE# FALLOW [P REQHEST
{IF APPLICABLE) ASSESSMENT RENUESTED CASE NUMEER 1 SHERMFDEPT [ LCSAM POLICE (= o
REQUESTED.. O] ARE [ OTHER: [ amHe:
-Yes[XIno ] | yES IO
(] ABDRESS AND PHONE NUMBERSAMEAS | 1) VILATION BITE SEVERTTY: TREATED &Y PHINE NUMEER OATE CUARANTINED | pagt ]
VICTIM N/A ver [
CIoon-manek pyar g ooy e FESEONE | youe []
RELATIINSHIP TO VICTIM _NA
VET CUINIG PHONE NUWBER TIWNER KNDWS OF BITE ]
PHENE NUMEER
YES [J N0 J a3
LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE ADDRESS CUNIC'S ADRESS TUARARTINE (DAYS)
10071507 4507 18007 | [T FRA HeAD#
2T EARTY CTATIONS TTNGALD PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS | PREVIOUS CASE NUMBER | OTHER ADDMONAL REPORTS
ves Bd w [ M. Hendrickson#2066 | vesfc] no[]  |A15-163269
VIETIN OR LAWFUL REPRESENTATIVE SIERATORE | CODE/EERD VIDLATED REVIEWED BY 7 £ >
4-97, 47(2XB) RonsT _ s/20
EITATIONS/NLNBERS BOND
#74354 A,B,C,D YES ] MO el
BREED/DESCRIFTION ANEHAL'S RAME COiOR S| AE LIGENSE # CONDITION ANIMAL 104
Lab mix m’;% Cabo Brown/White | N | 2YR |L15-240869| normal A506388
Lab Mix ;’m Truman Tricolor | N | 2YR |{L15-240870| normal A506390
Bichon Frise EIWNERD Bandidoe White M 13YR | U15-085155| normal
e [
awner [
e[
awner [
wigw ]
mwNer [}
vieTm [
owner [
T S PHONE #
WITNESS 1 - Vi | ;Annnm T RESIDENCE PHONE # T BISINES
' O . . L #
WIINESS 2 Mulin [oB ADNRESS RESIULNUE PHUNE ¥ HUSINESS PHIHE
FHONE #
WITNESS 3 vOr | ADORESS RESIDENCE PHGNE # BLSINESS
WITRESS 4 008 RESIBERCE PIONE # TUSINESS PHONE #
£5 yOFO RDBRESS




~ INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Numbar- A15-171834

ACO Name & Badge: M. Hendrickson #2066

On May 17th. 2015 Animal Care Officer Tovar Badge #2021, arrived at e met with
nd r regarding the call thev reported to the Pima Animal Care Center on May 16th, 2015. |

said that on 05/16/15 at 1930 hours he and : were walking their dog Bandido, a 13 year old Bichon Frise on a leash,
when they arrived at the corner of and they saw two Mastiffs on leashes, however, there was no
one holding the leashes. He stated that they were approximately 30 yards away from the two dogs at this time. He added that
the dogs then charged them and their dog. i stated that he picked up their dog and held him over his head. Both he
and ‘tated that the two Mastiffs continued coming towards them. xr said that she was very scared and
emotionally upset. . said that the two Mastiffs were jumping up on him attempting to get to their dog which he
continued holding above his head. He stated that the dogs did not bite him or injure him in anyway but was very angry about
the situation.

Both . md]} said that the dog owners were calling out to their dogs but that neither dog listened to them
and did not retreat. Mr. vidal said that the dog owners did manage to get ahold of their dogs but that there was no real
conversation between them and the dog owners, Officer Tovar #2021 saw their dog Bandido and was told that he was not
injured in the attack. He took photographs of Bandido. | wid that sometimes when they walk past the dog owner's
residence at the Mastiffs are outside and iump on the wrought iron gate. They both said that they fear that
the dogs could easity knock down the gate. ! - told Officer Tovar #2021 that they want citations
issued to the dog owner for Leash Law and Biting Animal (Attempt to bite) on both dogs. | stated that he fears for the
safety of other people in the neighborhood who walk their dogs. I was also told by and r that they want a
Dangerous Dog Evaluation done on both dogs.

On May 17th, 2015 around 18:40 hours, Officer Tovar #2021, returned to meet with

On his previous visit e did not show them the pictures of the two dogs in the Activity screen. He showed them
A506326, Cabo and A506327 Truman. Both and positively identified them as the two dogs that
attacked them and their dog last evening.

On May 19th, 2015 I Officer Hendrickson #2066 met the dog owner Paul Loebig at Pima Animal Care Center and issued him

citations for leash law and biting animal (attempt to bite) on both his dogs Cabo and Truman on behalf of the complainant
Kristi stringer. M. Loebig signed and accepted his copy of the citations with his court date time and location.

Dfficar's Signature: %_—/r,;:;ﬁ~n_’#j?ﬁ% Date: r’;) / ZQ//{ 5
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PIMA CCUNTY

ANIMAL CARE
CASE NO: Als- /17718 2R
OWNER: Canl (sehic
ANIMAL NAME: Cabes . )
EVALUATION CRITERIA
REPORTED BITES:
NON-VIOLATION BITE +3
VIOLATION-BITE + 6

SEVERITY OF INJURY TO HUMANS:
{Chack One Factor Only Per Victim)

NQ BREAK IN SKIN +1
BREAK IN SKIN OR BRUISING +2
MEDICAL CARE (RELEASED) +3 t ?2
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT + 4
BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM +4
MEDICAL CARE (HOSPITALIZATION) +58

Animal Complaints or Violations:

LEASH LAW CITATIONS +2 'f' Qt a .

LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS 1

ATTEMPTED BITE CITATIONS +2 4 2 £ 2 :
ANIMAL ATTACK CITATIONS +3 -# 3
OTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS +1

SEVERITY OF INJURY TO ANIMALS:

ATTACK WITH NO INJURY +1
INJURIES TREATED BY OWNER +2
VET CARE (1 Ta 2 Visits) +3 32
EXTENSIVE VET GARE (>2 VISITS) +4
INJURIES RESULTED IN DEATH +5

Confinement / Fencing:

y

A

4%(0

PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT

PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER

4000 N. SILVERBELL RD. TUCSON, AZ 85745

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

www.pima.gov/animaicare

ADDRESS:

sEx:__/M BREED_mgg,_ééx__

COLOR: __ o fer: LifC

DATE: A1 =145

CONFINEMENT MEASURES: (Check one factor only)

{Prirnary Method of Confinement at the time of the incident)
SECURE FENCE/WALL AND GATES
INADEQUATE FENCING OR GATES

OWNER ACCOUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:

-5
+5 ‘t_s_r_

REPAIRED DEFICIENT CONFINEMENT -3
ANIMAL IS NEUTERED / SPAYED -1
OWNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESSION 1
OWNER FAILED TO REPAIR CONFINEMENT +5
CURRENTLY LICENSED LIC # /S - 22 RE ‘? -1
NO CURRENT LICENSE

NO CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION + 1

il

NEIGHBOR COMMENTS (Scored by Majority Opinion):

{Two or More Nelghbors Interviewed)

ANIMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT LARGE -3
ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AGGRESSIVE -3
ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <SX/YR +1
ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE >5X/YR +2
ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE +2

DOGS BEHAVIOR: (If Observed by Oificer)

g

J,__:S_‘

ANIMAL BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY +2
ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE -2
ANIMAL SHOWS UNSAFE BEHAVIOR +1

ﬁ

o st Adrrls W‘?/t/"

General Comments:

T e dacy KMMMM

Al’({ --JL—W

TOTAL SCORE: :é 2 .

OFFICER# /42 F?/fJAanU_«Q".

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

We have determined that your dog displays or has a tendency, disposition, or propensity ta injure, bite attack, chase

DANGEROUS
~22<_NOT DANGEROUS

by a court. The owner may obtain this form at PACC IN PERSON.

PACC-DD1

or charge, OR aftempt to injure ,bits, attack, chase or charge a person or domestic animal in a threating manner OR
bare its teeth or approach a person or domestic animal in a threating manner City Gode 4-13 / County Gode 6.04.150.
The owner has ten (10) days in the City, five (5) days (County & other jurisdictions) as to appeal the declaration
of dangerous by filing a request for a dangerous dog hearing, providing the dog has not been declared vicious



g,
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PIMA COUNTY

ANIMAL CARE

CASE NO: AIS*/V&QZE

OWNER: _@4_%_._
ANIMAL NAME: L ropg

EVALUATION CRITERIA

REPORTED BITES:

NON-VIOLATION SITE +3
VIOLATION-BITE +8

SEVERITY OF INJURY TO HUMANS:
{Chack One Factor Only Per Viatim)

NO BREAK IN SKIN +1
BREAK IN SKIN OR BRUISING +2
MEDICAL CARE {RELEASED} +3 —/- g
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT + 4
BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM + 4
MEDICAL CARE (HOSPITALIZATION) +5

Animal Gomplaints or Violations:

ADDRESS: _ L
SEX: __ (Y] BREED: Masifl< -
COLOR: == oo fof™ pate: "] ~/9-15>

—

PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT

PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER

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

www.pima.gov/animatcare

)

CONFINEMENT MEASURES: (Check one factor oniy}

{Primary Method of Confinement at the time of the incident)
SECURE FENCE/WALL AND GATES -5
INADEQUATE FENCING OR GATES +5

OWNER ACCOUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:

i

REPAIRED DEFICIENT CONFINEMENT -3
ANIMAL IS NEUTERED / SPAYED 1
OWNER AWARE DF ANY AGGRESSION +1
OWNER FAILED TO REPAIR CONFINEMENT +5
CURRENTLY LICENSED LIC # __/5-24a&2y -1
NO GURRENT LICENSE #1
NO CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION +1

LEASH LAW CITATIONS +2 2 42 NEIGHBOR COMMENTS (Scored by Majority Qpinion):

LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS + 1 {Twa or More Neighbors irterviewed) ~

ATTEMPTED BITE GITATIONS +2 M ANIMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT LARGE -3 '_'__;_,_

ANIMAL ATTACK CITATIONS +3 1 3 _ ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AGGRESSIVE -3 —_ 5

OTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS +1 ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <5X/YR 1
ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE >5X/YR +2

SEVERITY OF INJURY TC ANIMALS: ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE +2

ATTACK WITH NO INJURY +1

INJURIES TREATED BY OWNER +2 DOGS BEHAVIOR: (i Observed by Officer)

VET CARE (1 To 2 Visits) +3 z g ANIMAL BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY +2

EXTENSIVE VET CARE (>2 VISITS) +4 ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE -2 iy

INJURIES RESULTED IN DEATH +5 ANIMAL SHOWS UNSAFE BEHAVIOR ’ +1

Confinement / Fancing:

5 foots bldt Oudf'{f!

General Comments:

A dpg

TOTAL SCORE:~f 2

OFFICER # /G¢z. F?/ff/éq?z-f

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

We have determined that your dog displays or has a tendency, disposition, or propensity o injure, bite attack, chase

or charge, OR aftempt to injure ,bite, attack, chase or charge a person or domestic animal in a threating manner OR

— DANGEROUS bare its teeth or approach a person or domestic animal in a threating manner City Code 4-13 / County Code 6.04.15_0.
’__@_NOT DANGEROQUS The owner has ten (10} days in the City, five (5) days (County & other jurisdictions) as to appeal the declaration
of dangerous by filing a request for a dangerous dog hearing, providing the dog has not been declared vicious

by a court. The owner may obtain this form at PACC IN PERSON.

PAGC-DIN
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INVESTIGATION REPORT SUSPECT ACD NAME / BADEE # ACTVTY/BITE NEMBER
Denise A Haverhals ALS-173229
SUSPECTS AOORESS N. Konst #2002
| BITE B WETARE L] CANGERDUS L]
[ remy [_TaTE T 7IF ' "CSHIFNTE PHANF NIMRFR
oTHER O]
SUSPECT'S BUSINESS ADRESS =
. 150 d o34 o [ omer [
Phone: (520) 243-5900 oy STATE | 2P BUSTRESS PHONE NUMBER ORIVERS LICENSE
Fax:  (520) 243-5850 ) WEGHT | WETGHT e AR TRGW | 008 T STCIAL SECURTY NEMBER
www.pimaanimalcare.org i
OIIES TH4S INCTOENT REQUIRE VICTIM REQUEST | TAFATION T RTmENT ATE R0 TINE OF INCIDENT . DAE AND TINE REPURIED
FIIR WANER IF RIGHTS? I 106/09/15 17:40 pm 06/09/15 18:12
ves X w0 [ P00 WATER  SHELFER  VENTLATION  AGANDONED  TEOUT  BEATEN  WASIE /1L MTHER  (EXPLAIN)
il O ] L1
[ 1 CHODSE "upan request” rights in this VICTIM/CIMPE AINTANT AN BATE OF BIRTA I RESIDENCE PHONE BUUSINESS PHONE
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number: A15-173229

ACD Name & Badge: M. Hendrickson #2066

On June 16th, 2015 Supervisor Konst Badge #2002 met with bite victim t Pima Animal
Care Center. stated that on 06/09/15 at 5:40PM he was in front or apartment 24A working on his small short
truck. He observed a woman bring her two dogs out of 24A on leashes. When he looked up next he observed a Boxer mix
coming at him. He stood up and in a fluid motion turned and caused the dog to miss biting his torso. The dog did get his shirt
and ripped it. The dog then turned and bit the back of his leg on the back of the kanee. He then was able to get the dog to release
his les. The dog then bit his arm as it was going for the kill at his face. He pushed the dog off and it bit the back of his leg again.

. 0 was able to dislodge the dog only to have it bite his arm again. He stated he observed a car approximately 15 feet
away. In two steps he made it to the hood of the car. The awner then took hold of the dog. He then took some pictures and video
of his wounds. The dog owner Denise Haverhals took - . Conceatra where he was treated. He went to his primary
doctor a couple of days later. He also added she was turning it into her homeowners insurance. He has Public Access so all but
$3.00 in co-pay was covered.

« stated the only way he survived was because he was athletic, has training in martial arts and ring fighting. He
stated this dog had the look of death in its eyes. He has seen many dogs and this one is different. t a picture
from his smart phone to Supervisor Konst email, the supervisor also took photographs of the wounds. o
requesting third party citations for biting animal and leash law on the dog "Max" for the attack.

On June 27th, 2015 at 16:33 1 Officer Hendrickson #2066 arrived at | : issue third party citations to
the dog owner Ms. Denise Haverhals for Biting Animal and Leash Law. Ms, Haverhals invited me into her home where I
explained my visit and the reauest of the third party citations along with a dangerous dog evaluation. She stated she had been
trying to make contact with - to see how he was doing and provide him with her "Allstate" insurance so he could
file the incident claim. She stated she was unable to get a hold of him and had " Allstate™ mail him a letter on behalf on the
incident.

I cited Ms. Haverhals for Leash Law and Biting Animal for her dog Max. I performed a health check on the dog Max who was

current on his license and vaccination and appeared healthy, active and not showing any signs of rabies. T provided Ms.
Haverhals with a Dangerous dog brochure and photographed the dog Max.

Dfficer's Signature: %ﬂdﬂhhﬂ:ﬂ T e Date: (O / 2olD
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PIMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT

g PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
4000 N. SILVERBELL RD. TUCSON, AZ 85745
PIMA COUNTY (520) 724-5900 FAX (520) 724-5960
ANIMAL CARE www.pirna.qov/animalcare
casE NO: ANS - VTR ON ADDRESS: b

OWNER: TEWCE. WONEL- OGS SEX:_ry BREED: BD\IER.
- coLor: _BOyNOLE. pATE: - le= V5™

ANIMAL NAME:
EVALUATION CRITERIA
REPORTED BITES: : CONFINEMENT MEASURES: (Check one factor only)
NON-VIOLATION BITE +3 (Primary Method of Canfinement at the time of the incidert)
VIOLATION-BITE s A lp SECURE FENCE/WALL AND GATES -5

INADEQUATE FENCING OR GATES +5 B
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO HUMANS: QO LOMTTRAL OF LEPSYW
(Check One Fagtor Only Per Vigtim) OWNER ACCOUNTASBILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:
NO BREAK IN SKIN +1 REPAIRED DEFIGIENT CONFINEMENT 3 -3
BREAK IN SKIN OR BRUISING +2 ANIMAL IS NEUTERED / SPAYED I
MEDICAL CARE (RELEASED) +3 'OWNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESSION +1
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT ) OWNER FAILED TO REPAIR CONFINEMENT +5
BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM +4 CURRENTLY LicENSED LG # s SOF Pha -1 =1
MEDICAL GARE (HOSPITALIZATION) +5 NO CURFIENT LIGENSE +1

NO CURRENT RABIES VACGINATION o

Animal Complaints or Violations:

LEASH LAW CITATIONS +2 3 & NEIGHBOR COMMENTS (Scored by Majority Opinion}):
LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS +1 {Two or More Neighbors Interviewed} - 3
ATTEMPTED BITE CITATIONS +2 ANIMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT LARGE -3
ANIMAL ATTACK CITATIONS +53 ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AGGRESSIVE -3
OTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS +1 ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <5X/YR +1
ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE >6X/YR +2

SEVERITY OF INJURY TO ANIMALS: ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE +2 4 e}
ATFACK WITH NO INJURY +1
INJURIES TREATED BY OWNER +2 DOGS BEHAVIOR: (If Observed by Officer)
VET CARE {1 To 2 Vigits) +3 ANIMAL BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY +2
EXTENSIVE VET CARE (>2 VISITS) + 4 ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE -2 - a
INJURIES RESULTED IN DEATH +5 ANIMAL SHOWS UNSAFE BEHAVIOR e
Confinement / Fencing:

WA £ _y' : MmPLEA
T 3 Bas _ =3

200 Fensainés ﬁﬂ,&ﬁ&m&,&w@%_
Genbral Comments:
(B L ' or )%

T T e, cnay 1 S el DEEMED

Mﬁ-ﬁé&é.

&-\\ P s TN .
=/ Vs im OFFICER# _| C},;z\((:
TOTAL SCORE: 4 9' A SCORE OF TEN Pom'rg OR HIGHER SHALL BE DEEMED A DANGEROUS ANIMAL

We have determined that your dog dispiays or has & tendency, disposition, or propensity to injure, bitg attack, chase
of charge, OR attempt to injure ,bite, attack, chase or charge a person or domestic animal in a threating manner OR

—DANGEROUS bare lts teeth or approach a person ar domestic animal in a threating manner Gity Code 4-13 / County Code 6.04.150.
K NOT DANGEROUS The awner has ten (10) days in the Gity, five (5) days (County & cther jurisdictions) as to appeal the declaration
of dangerous by filing a request for a dangerous dog hearing, providing the dog has not been declared vicious

by a court. The owner may obtain this form at PACC IN PERSON.

PACC-DD1
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INVESTIGATION REPORT

Activity Number- Al14-159298

ACOName & Badge: M Hendrickson #2066

On November 3rd, 2014 at 19:02 The Complainant . tated that the new neighbor's dogs were out of their yard
and attacked her dog, itated she was currently at the vet's getting care for her dog. She stated this is not the first
time the dogs have been out of their vard and aggressive, however, this is the first actual attack. She stated the dog owner came
to her but she did not get her name. said the address of the dog owner is 2 was suggested
that time and date stamped photos of her dog's injures be taken and to secure a copy of the vet's diagnosis and care potes for
the Animal Control Officer.

On November 14th, 2014 Supervisor Konst badge #2002 met with . at the Pima Animal Care Center.

stated to Supervisor Konst that on 11/03/14 at approximately 1830 hours she exited her house with the intention of tlkmg her
two dogs Sparkie and Sergio for a walk, A neighbor at believed to be Deborah J Spinks was in the
process of moving some furnitere into 2 vehicle, The neighbor had her two dogs off leash and was being assisted by a male.
‘When the two dogs from seen | : and her dogs they ran across the street at her, The darker colored dog then
attacked } ' dogs. Sparkie was bitten and received a deep punture. : asked the dop owner if she was paying
for the veterinarian bill. The neighber came across and retrieved her dogs without saying anything. then took her
dog back to her house because it was bleeding heavily. The dog owner from followed her to her door stating she would pay
for any veterinarian bills incurred.

M. Prince took her dog to Northwest Pet Clinic where she has paid $384.68 for medical expenses on Sparkie. Ms Prince sent a
copy of the expenses to the neighbor on 11/08/14 but has not heard anything, Ms. Prince is asking that third party citatious be
issued for the attack to her dogs. She stated the lighter colored dog was running around but did net attack.

She would like the dog owner cited for leash law on both dogs and biing animal on the darker dog for the attack on Sparkie.
Ms Prince gave copies of medical expense to Supervisor Konst to be added to citations.

On March 7th, 2015 at 09:11 I Officer Hendrickson badge #2066 arrived at ’ 1 response to a leash law
animal attack complaint to issue the dog owner Deborah Spinks citations on behalf of the victim . « I met with v

. -and her two dogs Sandy a black and brown German Shepherd mix and her dog Lily a black Labrador retriever mix.
Ms. Spinks stated she was aware of the incident on 11/3/14 around 18:30 where her dogs were out of the yard while her and a
friend were moving a television from her garage. Ms.Spinks stated that her dogs went to the neighbor’s home to "say hi" but
she stated she was unaware that her dog had attacked the neighbor's dog. Both of Ms. Spinks' dogs were current on their Pima
County dog license and rabies vaccination. The stated biter dog Sandy is registered under Ms. Spinks' son

Ms.Spinks was in care and custody of the dog Sandy at the time of the incident so I issued citations for leash law for both dogs
and biting animal for the dog Sandy on behalf of the victim . ace. Ms. Spinks signed accepted and received a copy of the
citation with her court date time and location.

Officer's Signature: m,wmf 20 Date: 72 / |Z. ] S
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'& PiMA COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER
4000 N. SILVERBELL RD. TUCSON, AZ 85745

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

ANIMAL CARE www.pima.gov/animalcare

CASE NO: AiS—lf!ﬁggz ADDRESS:
OWNER: £2€Anmk Spinks: sex: _F BREED: _(Ab_mx____—_
AnimAL Name: (Y COLOR: __ Elack. pATE ] ~Z 35,

EVALUATION CRITERIA ~
REPORTED BITES: CONFINEMENT MEASURES: (Check one factor only}
NON-VIOLATION BITE +3 (Primary Method of Confinement at the time of the incident)
VIOLATION-BITE + 6 SECURE FENGE/MWALL AND GATES -5
INADEQUATE FENCING OR GATES +5 K
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO HUMANS:
(Check One Factor Only Per Victim) OWNER ACCOUNTABILITY / RESPONSIBILITY:
NO BREAK IN SKIN + 1 REPAIRED DEFICIENT CONFINEMENT -3 "'72
BREAK IN SKIN OR BRUISING +2 ANIMAL IS NEUTERED / SPAYED -1 - !
MEDICAL CARE {(RELEASED) +3 OWNER AWARE OF ANY AGGRESSION +1
MULTIPLE BITES-SINGLE INCIDENT + 4 OWNER FAILED TO REPAIR CONFINEMENT +5
BIT DOWN AND SHOOK VICTIM +4 CURRENTLY LICENSED LIC # - o1 —¢ R
MEDICAL CARE (HOSPITALIZATION} +5 NQ CURRENT LICENSE +1 —_—
NO CURRENT RABIES VACCINATION + 1
Animal Complaints or Violations:
LEASH LAW CITATIONS +2 -f'a . NEIGHBOR COMMENTS (Scored by Majority Opinion):
LEASH LAW COMPLAINTS +1 (Two or More Neighbors Interviewed)
ATTEMPTED BITE CITATIONS + 2 ANIMAL NEVER OBSERVED AT LARGE -3 - 3
ANIMAL ATTACK CITATIONS +3 E § ANIMAL NOT OBSERVED AGGRESSIVE -3 "-3
OTHER CITATIONS / OR COMPLAINTS +1 ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE <5X/YR +1
ANIMAL OBSERVED AT LARGE >5X/YR +2
SEVERITY OF INJURY TO ANIMALS: ANIMAL OBSERVED BEING AGGRESSIVE +2
ATTACK WITH NG INJURY +1
INJURIES TREATED BY OWNER +2 DOGS BEHAVIOR: (If Observed by Officer)
VET CARE (1 To 2 Visits) +3 }3 ANIMAL BEHAVES AGGRESSIVELY +2
EXTENSIVE VET CARE (>2 VISITS) +4 ANIMAL NOT AGGRESSIVE -2 "'g ,
INJURIES RESULTED IN DEATH +5 ANIMAL SHOWS UNSAFE BEHAVIOR +1

Confinement / Fencing.

-TA'{JCD.MH'{" Aas a A/aofccua// qux S.5- & et 4l Ut cne.
o n

L e Lied A Ao,

§ B
A
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General Comments:

“The dog " 1 ll:} b ?orecfj O anm-/k: and i terslarf. et Jez/mrﬁn/
chrng ix sy Ghttre tiring.

OFFICER# /9Y2 E'c/ce/AarJgr.

TOTAL SCORE:_ (O3 A SCORE OF TEN POINTS OR HIGHER SHALL BE DEEMED A DANGEROUS ANIMAL
We have detarmined that your dog disptays or has a tendency, disposition, or propensity to injure, bite attack, chase
DANGEROUS or charge, OR attempt to injure ,bite, attack, chase or charge a person or domestic animal in a threating manner OR
bare its teeth or approach a person or domestic anima! in & threating manner City Code 4-13 / County Code 6.04. 15.0
Y NOT DANGEROUS The owner has ten (10) days in the City, five (5) days (County & other jurisdictions) as tc appeal the declaration

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

PACC-DD1



Pima Animal Care Center Animals listed are currently listed as
Animals on Hold Report being on hold without an outcome date.
They are grouped by the type of hold

kennel no
HOLD TYPE ENFORCEMEN Number on Hold 24
A12-102940
K14-175847 A247678 DOG SATIVA ROTTWEILER/
11/6/14 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN  AGGRESSIVE  Activity:A12-102940 D122
Kennel Comment; chip 494D4C3F3D El
DO NOT RELEASE!

Bond hold.1926 SAFE LOCK
KCS 4/13/15

8/13/15 9:42 Page 1 of 8




kennel no
06/12/2015 JCHAVEZ 6/12/15 13:00
6-12-15
Current update form PCAOQ:

Nothing definitive, I'm afraid. We just got notice yesterday from the Superior Court that they have received

Mr. Westfall's and our briefs and that Mr. Westfall as the appellant now has 30 days to pay the applicable

fee, after which the Court will consider the appeal (or if he doesn't pay, the appeal will be dismissed). 1914
02/17/2015 ENFORCEN JCHAVEZ 2/17/15 16:09

2-17-15

Per the county attorney:

We finally obtained a copy of the justice court order that although it was signed by the judge on January
12th, it wasn't scanned into the system until January 23rd and was never sent to Mr. Westfall. Because
Mr. Westfall never received a copy of the order, there was no way for him to know about or calculate the
appeal deadline, so in an abundance of caution, our office is mailing a copy of the scanned order to Mr.
Westfall today and are calendaring an additional 14 days for him to appeal the order. So, please don't take
any further action regarding Sativa until we get back to you.

1914

12/17/2014 ENFORCEN JCHAVEZ 12/17/14 17:42
12-16-14 OSC hearing scheduled for 1-2-15. 1914

11/17/2014 DTENKATE 11/17/14 13:35

11/16/14 The dog owner signed and received a copy of the Bond form and has until 11/26/14 7pm to post
the bond amount of $675.00. (for an Order to Show Cause Hearing)

If the bond amount is not paid by 7pm on 11/26/14 the Rottweiler A247678 named Sativa will be forfeited to

PACC. 1911

11/06/2014 ENFORCEN EKLEIN 11/6/14 20:29
11-6-14, Do not release Sativa. Owner must meet with enforcement.1926

11/10/2014 ENFORCEN JCHAVEZ 11/10/14 10:14

If Mr Westfall comes to redeem Sativa

(1)serve the premise inspection ordering a wellness exam be done on Patches by a licensed veterinarian
to ensure she was not injured on November 3rd,2014. PACC will not be taking possession of her unless it
is ordered by a judge because pacc has not received reports of patches displaying any aggression.
(2)Serve the Bond on Sativa.And explain to Mr Westfall that he MUST post all of the bond amount to PACC
within 10 days. Not 10 business days but 10 straight days as pacc is open 7 days a week.

(3) issue the following citations regarding Sativa:70757.A,B,C,D,E DD at large,Preventing inspection of a
DD, Failure To comply ,No Insurance ,No license and 70758 A,B,C no rabies vaccination,DD attack (
attempt on the animals) ,DD attack ( Attempt on a human)

(4) issue the following citations regarding Patches : 70759 A,B,C Leash Law, no License and No Rabies
vaccination.

All of the documents are in a folder in my investigator box.
Once Mr Westfall has been served and the citations have been issued a copy of everything needs to be
sent to Paula Perrera and Barbara Burstein. They are aware that Sativa is currently at PACC. 1926

11-10-14 The dog owner Mr. Westfall called the center to inquire about his dog being released . | advised
him of the above pending actions and advised him he needed to come into PACC and meet with an
investigator or supervisor either today before 7pm or on wednesday 11-12-14 before 7pm. 1914
01/08/2015 ENFORCEN JCHAVEZ 1/8/15 13:00
1-8-15

The OSC hearing was held the Judge took it under advisement and a decision is pending. 1914
03/05/2015 ENFORCENM JCHAVEZ 3/5/15 11:25
3-5-15

Accordin to PCAO the owner has put in an appeal to superior court the dog will be on hold until further
notice. 1914
02/06/2015 ENFORCEN JCHAVEZ 2/6/15 10:03
2-6-15
The Court has ordered the animal forfeited to PACC on January 12. Now the owner has the right file an
appeal to the Superior Courts. The owner has until 2-9-15 to file, until then the animal will be on hold. 1914

8/13/15 9:42 Page 2 of 8



kennel no
07/08/2015 ENFORCEN JCHAVEZ 7/8/15 10:20
7-8-15

No information received from PCAO, regarding the appeal. 1914

12/11/2014 ENFORCEN JCHAVEZ 12/11/14 10:35
12-4-14 The bond was paid on 11-26-14. The dog will be held further until the Order to Show Cause
hearing is set up and conducted. 1914

A14-150112
K15-196283 A231779 DOG MAGGIE MAE CHIHUAHUA SH/MIX
7/30/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN  NORMAL Activity:A14-150112 MISSIN

Kennel Comment: no chip

j

K15-196284 A077852 DOG SKYLAR AMER ESKIMO/
7/30/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN NORMAL Activity:A14-150112 D120

Kennel Comment: chip#46282D1D3A

K15-196287 A109175 DOG ROXIE AMER ESKIMO/
7/30/15  CONFISCATE FIELD OWN  NORMAL Activity:A14-150112 D120

Kennel Comment; chip#48257a7d20

K15-196288 A424923 DOG GRACIE TERRIER/MIX
7/30/15  CONFISCATE FIELD OWN  NORMAL Activity:A14-150112 D120

Kennel Comment; chip#0a1210524e

K15-196289 A390662 DOG PIPER WEIMARANER/TERRIER
7/30/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN  NORMAL Activity:A14-150112 D106

Kennel Comment: chip#956000008608032

Jr0 0

A15-165819
K15-194528 A521738 DOG SUENOS BELG TERVUREN/
7/9/15 CONFISCATE CRUELTY NORMAL Activity:A15-165819 JWFL il
Kennel Comment: Didn't bite, 0a11770c60 iR
BOND HOLD
07/09/2015 ENFORCEN tfoster 7/9/15 12:36

CORRECTION TO PREVIOUS:

THIS DOG IS 1 OF 9 BONDED DOGS. 2042

K15-194531 A521740 DOG CAZA BELG SHEEPDOG/
7/9/15 CONFISCATE CRUELTY NORMAL Activity:A15-165819 D110
Kennel Comment: Didn't bite, NO CHIP
BOND HOLD E
07/09/2015 ENFORCEN tfoster 7/9/15 12:38

DOG IS 3 OF 9 BONDED DOGS. 2042

K15-194536 A521742 DOG TESORRO BELG SHEEPDOG/
7/9/15 CONFISCATE CRUELTY NORMAL Activity:A15-165819 D110
Kennel Comment: Didn't bite, NO CHIP
BOND HOLD E
07/09/2015 ENFORCEN tfoster 7/9/15 12:44

5 OF 9 BONDED DOGS 2042

K15-194538 A521744 DOG DIOSA BELG SHEEPDOG/
7/9/15 CONFISCATE CRUELTY NORMAL Activity:A15-165819 D124
Kennel Comment: Didn't bite, 985112005382797 El
BOND HOLD

8/13/15 9:42 Page 3 of 8



07/09/2015 ENFORCEN
7 OF 9 BONDED DOGS 2042

K15-194539

Kennel Comment:

tfoster 7/9/15 12:47

A521745 DOG BRESA BELG SHEEPDOG/
7/9/15  CONFISCATE CRUELTY NORMAL Activity:A15-165819

Didn't bite, NO CHIP
BOND HOLD

07/09/2015 ENFORCENM
8 OF 9 BONDED DOGS 2042

K15-194541

Kennel Comment:

D124

tfoster 7/9/15 12:49

A526740 DOG VIENTO BELG SHEEPDOG/
7/9/15  CONFISCATE CRUELTY NORMAL Activity:A15-165819

Didn't bite
BOND HOLD
Severe chronic VF; compensated renal failure. Severe anemia

07/09/2015 ENFORCEN
9 OF 9 BONDED DOGS 2042

A15-176687

K15-196951
8/7/15 STRAY

Kennel Comment:

08/07/2015

confinement needed to be fixed, one dog kept on tieout, attacking/killing cats in area/84

K15-196952
8/7/15 STRAY

Kennel Comment:

08/07/2015

A529986 DOG CHINESE SHARPEI/MIX

FIELD INJ MINOR Activity:A15-176687

3c 3c 3c, left notice

kennel no

R_]

MISSIN
R ]

tfoster 7/9/15 12:51

D208

DWINDAUE 8/7/15 18:27

A529987 DOG CHOW CHOW/MIX

FIELD NORMAL Activity:A15-176687
3c 3c 3c, left notice

A15-176727
K15-197040 A530079 DOG SHIH TZU/
8/8/15 STRAY FIELD NORMAL Activity:A15-176727
Kennel Comment: no chip

owner contact

A15-176730
K15-197041 A530078 DOG PIT BULL/MIX
8/8/15  STRAY FIELD INJ MINOR Activity:A15-176730

Kennel Comment:

08/08/2015

3c 3c 3c 3c.....chip 0a11607923
Severe ventral dermatitis

to issue citations for dog on dog attack/84

A15-176833
K15-197227 A471111 DOG BAXTER MASTIFF/MIX
8/11/15 QUARANTINE BITE AGGRESSIVE Activity:A15-176833

Kennel Comment:

8/13/15

has chip see records. dog has 2 ids A518251 A471111

9:42

D196

DWINDAUE 8/7/15 18:32
dog impounded from tieout, need secure confinement, also attacking/killing cats in area/84

D105

D119

DWINDAUE 8/8/15 20:36

Page 4 of 8
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kennel no

08/11/2015 ENFORCEN KWALTON 8/11/15 9:38

I met with victim Kaitlyn Reith and her Supervisor Santiago Lozano for the City of Tucson. She ws on the
phone with the DR and he stated she was out in the street at the 4700 blk S. 15th Ave measuring streets.
She saw the dog at large and the dog didnt do anything, but when she started to walk the dog came up
behind her and bit her in the left calf. | observed 2 puncture wounds one on each side of the leg. There was
a scratch right under one puncture appears to came from the tooth took photos.

He described the dog as a med size gold mix breed maybe Pit bull type and it was still out. The dog lived at
4701 S. 15th Ave. | spoke with victim and she does not wish to pursue prosecution at this time. They are
worried due to all the children and school in the area.

| arrived at the owners address and they had a block wall with wrought iron. The gate driveway side was
open and | observed the dog in the yard which ran out to my truck as | was getting out. The dog then ran to
the se corner of the front yard and jumped over in the corner area back into the yard. | spoke with Lupe

the caretaker co owner of the dog named Baxter. | advised her briefly what the dog did and what needed to
be done. We both tried to catch the dog, but it also jumed from the back yard into the drivway area. We
finally got the dog inside where it was caught and impounded. | was told the dog belonged to her brother |
believe, but she was cited previously for the dog. | checked the records and the dog is also under her
name and dog id under her is A518251. The dog is registered to a Joel Moreno and the id for Baxter under
his name is A471111.

The niece showed up and tried calling Joel and basically was hung up on, and she gave him mis
information. She stated he would hang up on me if i tried to talk to him. Lupe signed the dog over since she
is the one who cares for the dog. | advised them that we would hold the dog for 10 day quarantine and if
registered owner wants the dog back or does not agree with the issue he would need to contact us. |

would request seriously to have confement fixed before dog is released some thing that would really
confine the dog all the way around the perimeter or covered kennel run.1925

08/11/2015 ENFORCENM KWALTON 8/11/15 9:40

| forgot to notate the dog | impounded was positively identified as the biter. 1925

A15-176844
K15-197255 A473014 DOG SAVAGE CHINESE SHARPEI/MIX
8/11/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN  NORMAL Activity:A15-176844

Kennel Comment: Hold Till Confinement Check by 2057

K15-197256 A486685 DOG PAYTON PIT BULL/MIX

8/11/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN NORMAL Activity:A15-176844
Kennel Comment; Hold till confinement check by 2057

A15-176890

K15-197341 A530448 DOG QUEENSLAND HEEL/MIX

8/12/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN AGGRESSIVE Activity:A15-176890
Kennel Comment; unable to scan

K15-197342 A530443 DOG QUEENSLAND HEEL/PIT BULL

8/12/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN AGGRESSIVE Activity:A15-176890
Kennel Comment; unable to scan

K15-197343 A530449 DOG QUEENSLAND HEEL/MIX

8/12/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN  AGGRESSIVE  Activity:A15-176890
Kennel Comment: unable to scan

K15-197344 A530450 DOG QUEENSLAND HEEL/MIX

8/12/15 CONFISCATE FIELD OWN AGGRESSIVE Activity:A15-176890
Kennel Comment: unable to scan

8/13/15

9:42 Page 5 of 8
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kennel no

A15-176906
K15-197305 A530406 DOG APOLLO BOXER/
8/11/15 STRAY NIGHT INJ SEVERE Activity:A15-176906 Uo10
Kennel Comment: 8/11/2015--SEE ACTIVITY MEMO. D
3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C 3C
08/12/2015 ENFORCEN DATTEBER 8/12/15 0:51

8/11/2015--2235--
If owner redeems dog, do welfare premise inspection requiring vet care w/in 6 hours. 1929

08/12/2015 ENFORCEN DATTEBER 8/12/15 1:00
8/11/2015--2235--

If owner redeems dog, do welfare premise inspection requiring vet care w/in 6 hours. 1929

8/13/15 9:42 Page 6 of 8



kennel no

HOLD TYPE VET Number on Hold 1
A15-176673
K15-196933 A529949 DOG ST BERNARD RGH/
8/7/15 CONFISCATE EVICTION UNDRAGE/WT Activity:A15-176673 D104
Kennel Comment: hold for owner El
no chip-2063
HW antigen confirmatory pending
08/07/2015 ENFORCEN sadkins 8/7/15 16:05

08/07/15 If owner redeems please cite city codes for dog on tie out, abandonment, and no food. Dog was
left in apartment after eviction tied to bathroom door with a leash and no food. S.Adkins 1961
08/08/2015 ENFORCEN EKLEIN 8/8/15 14:37
8-8-15..1 have spoken with supervsior Konst, officer Adkins and kennel supervsior Davis.... due to Dr
Carlsons findings and Officer Adkins observations if the owner comes to redeem he is to be cited for
neglect food, neglect tie out and neglect vet care.1926

8/13/15 9:42 Page 7 of 8



PIMA ANIMAL CARE CENTER

ADVISORY COMMITTEE
JULY 2015 OPERATIONAL REPORT

THIS MONTH THIS YEAR TO DATE LAST YEAR TO DATE YEAR TO YEAR
TUCSON | COUNTY | TOTAL | TUCSON | COUNTY| TOTAL |[TUCSON [COUNTY| TOTAL DELTA %-+/-
SHELTER OPERATIONS
ALL ANIMALS HANDLED
DOGS 715 531 1,246 715 531 1,246 726 698 1,424
CATS 453 232 685 453 232 685 413 311 724
OTHERS 22 35 57 22 35 57 36 59 95
TOTAL ANIMALS HANDLED 1,190 798 1,988 1,190 798 1,988 1,175 1,068 2,243 -255 -11%
Live Animals Handled 1,053 678 1,731 1,051 679 1,730 1,090 1,004 2,094 -364 -17%
IMPOUNDED ANIMALS
ADOPTED
DOGS 228 202 430 228 202 430 303 313 616
CATS 263 114 377 263 114 377 149 128 277
OTHER 1 1 2 1 1 2 0 4 4
TOTAL ADOPTED 492 317 809 492 317 809 452 445 897 -88 -10%
RETURNED TO OWNER
DOGS 111 920 201 111 90 201 96 79 175
CATS 20 2 22 20 2 22 3 8 11
OTHER 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0
TOTAL RETURNED 132 92 224 132 92 224 99 87 186 38 20%
RESCUED
DOGS 102 72 174 102 72 174 87 109 196
CATS 71 63 134 71 63 134 68 32 100
OTHER 6 0 6 6 0 6 2 1 3
TOTAL RESCUED 179 135 314 179 135 314 157 142 299 15 5%
*TOTAL LIVE RELEASES 803 544 1,347 803 544 1,347 708 674 1,382 -35 -3%
**TOTAL LIVE RELEASE RATE 90% 90% 90% 90% 90% 90% 82%
EUTHANIZED
DOGS 104 87 191 104 87 191 147 113 260
CATS 16 5 21 16 5 21 60 45 105
OTHER 5 4 9 5 4 9 10 18 28
TOTAL EUTHANIZED 125 96 221 125 96 221 217 176 393 -172 -44%
(-)Owner Requsted Euthanasia 37 37 74 37 37 74 93
Adjusted Total Euthanasia 88 59 147 88 59 147 300
**EUTHANASIA RATE 10% 10% 10% 10% 10% 10% 18%
OTHER 160 126 286 162 125 287 113 95 208 79 38%
ENFORCEMENT CALLS FOR SERVICE
Requested 1,685 1,005 2,690 1,685 1,005 2,690 1,855 1,083 2,938 -248 -8%
Total Responses 1,621 942 2,563 1,621 942 2,563 1,564 975 2,539 24 1%
Welfare Responses 230 81 311 230 81 311 257 102 359 -48 -13%
LICENSING OPERATIONS
ALTERED 3,575 4,334 7,909 3,575 4,334 7,909 3,999 4,158 8,157
UNALTERED 197 228 425 197 228 425 239 254 493
OTHER 71 98 169 71 98 169 61 88 149
TOTAL SOLD 3,843 4,660 8,503 3,843 4,660 8,503 4,299 4,500 8,799 -296 -3%

*Total Live Releases(TLR)=Total Adopted+Total Returned+Total Rescued
**[ive Release Rate=TLR/(TLR+Adjusted Total Euthanasia)
***Euthanasia Rate=(Adjusted Total Euthanasia)/(TLR+Adjusted Total Euthanasia)



August 20,2015

Southern Arizona Veterinary Medical Association
PO Box 65832
Tucson, Arizona 85728-5832

Dear Members of the Veterinary Community:

On behalf of the Pima Animal Care Center Advisory Committee, | am writing this letter as a request for
assistance from you to increase awareness among your clients and the pet owners in Pima County and its
incorporated areas regarding dog licensing as well as recommended pet recovery measures.

As you are all aware, the State of Arizona mandates that dogs over three months of age must be vaccinated by
a licensed veterinarian against rabies. Along with this requirement, local ordinances require that dogs must
be licensed annually. In Pima County and its incorporated areas, failure to do so is a Class 2 misdemeanor
which has significant fines for pet owners whose animals are discovered to be without a current license. It
has come to the attention of some advisory committee members that many dog owners who vaccinate against
rabies are unaware of the necessity of a dog license. This situation may have arisen in recent years due to the
fact that the Pima Animal Care Center does not supply the veterinary community the former three-part rabies
vaccination certificate form unless they are requested by a veterinary practice. As the majority of dog owners
receive critical animal care information from you, we are requesting your help in creating awareness of the
licensing requirement. A sign posted at your check-out area, or a statement printed on the vaccination
receipt may help. Ifyou are interested, we do have partner veterinarians who serve their clients as a licensing
agent for the Pima Animal Care Center. (Participating clinics do receive $2 per license application received.) You
may contact the Center at 520-792-5914 for more information about this program.

The Committee is also requesting assistance with educating pet owners about the benefits of microchipping
their pets. Heartache for a lost pet might be shortened if pet owners are encouraged to microchip their pets
and each animal is scanned for a microchip when brought into your clinic, whether it is the first time or a
subsequent visit. This number should be checked the first time the animal is seen. This will insure that lost
pets can be quickly reunited with their owners and that a chip is still working. Note: equipment may need to
be recalibrated by the manufacturer to read older chips every few years. For your information, since 2004, all
animals adopted/recovered from the Pima Animal Care Center are microchipped upon release to
owner/adopter as a result of an animal which was lost.

Thank you for your consideration and assistance with creating awareness of licensing requirements and of
the need for microchip identification in our community to pet owners and for your service in keeping the
animals in our community healthy and safe.

Sincerely,
Nancy Emptage

Chair
Pima County Animal Care Center Advisory Committee



ORDINANCE 2015-

AN ORDINANCE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF PIMA
COUNTY, ARIZONA, RELATING TO ANIMALS; AMENDING PIMA

COUNTY CODE CHAPTER 6.04 TO INCREASE DOG LICENSING
FEES

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF PIMA COUNTY, ARIZONA, FINDS THAT:

1. The Board of Supervisors has authority under A.R.S. § 11-1008 to set dog
licensing fees.

2. ltisin the best interests of the County to eliminate the reduced unaltered dog
license fees in order to encourage all dog owners to spay or neuter their pets.

THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF PIMA
COUNTY, ARIZONA:

SECTION 1: Section 1 of Ordinance No. 2011-69 and subsections 6.04.070(B) and (H)
of the Pima County Code are amended to read as follows:

CHAPTER 6.04

ANIMAL CONTROL REGULATIONS

6.04.070 - Dog vaccinating, licensing and permitting procedure and fees
within county limits.

B. The licensing fees for dogs three months of age or over which are kept within the
boundaries of the county for at least thirty consecutive days are as follows:

1. Regular, unaltered dog—sixty one dollars.

lof2
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2. Regular, altered dog—sixteen dollars.
3. Dogs declared dangerous or vicious—one hundred one dollars.

4 5. Senior/disabled citizen owner, altered dog (limit four discounted dog licenses
per household)—eleven dollars.

5 7. A dog owner with a household income below the federal poverty level is eligible
for an eleven eight dollar dog licensing fee per altered dog (limit four discounted
dog licenses per household).

6 8. A An altered guide dog belonging to a blind person who is a resident within
Pima County, or a-an altered dog certified, in writing, as being trained to the
standards of a service animal by a nationally recognized service dog training
agency belonging to a resident within Pima County shall be licensed pursuant to
this article without payment of a fee.

7. An active or an altered retired law enforcement working dog belonging to a law
enforcement agency or a resident within Pima County shall be licensed pursuant
to this article without payment of a fee.

8 9. Processing/Postage fee per license, one dollar.

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

20f2
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Objective:

https://vimeo.com/groups/TieOutPSA

Create a 30 second PSA that brings the following health/welfare issue
to the attention of the general public:

Tie-outs are Prohibited by Law in Pima County

essage & Possible Approach:

Tie-outs can be confusing -
although illegal when
implimented without
supervision - popular pet
stores and big box retailers
all sell them.

Why are they illegal? Here are
some risks associated with use of
tie-outs to contain dogs:
Strangulation, Entanglement,
Neck and Shoulder
Strain/Injuries, Vulnerability from
predators and inclement weather,
a perception of being “aggressive”
due to stress.

Selected Entries Will Be Shown:
Local television broadcast TBD,
promoted online through Pima
Animal Care, Pima County Health
Department, Pima County social
media accounts.

Questions?

Need more information?
Email contest organizer:
Derek Marshall

immatureanimals@gmail.com

This contest aims to educate - in
a friendly manner - the public on
a law that protects dogs. Keep
the message upbeat and positive.
Avoid any type of “shock factor”.
Do not show animals in distress.
Aim to appeal to as wide of an
audience as possible.

PIMA ANIMAL
CARE CENTER

EXACTLY 30 seconds

DY

Submit and View Entries at
@

vimeo

https://vimeo.com/groups/
tieoutpsa

A public service announcement (PSA)

is a type of advertisement featured on television

1stGPLACE

+ a Gift Basket
to pamper your
pooch [valued at

Prizes:

oPro

[msrp $400]

$75. Donated

by Acacia
Animal Hospital]
2nd PLACE
Varizoom Stealthy
for DSLR
ol s $200]

included]

3rd PLACE
Beats Tour2
In-Ear Headphone
[msrp $150]

or the internet. Whereas the objective of a standard advertisement
is to market a product, a PSA is intended to change the public interest,
by raising awareness of an issue, affecting public attitudes, and potentially

stimulating action.

PSAs usually include cited information to establish a position on the issue.
When presenting the information, mention the source, either by narration:
“According to ...," or including on-screen text at the bottom of the screen.




Pre-Production Post Production

Contest participants are
encouraged to visit Pima Animal
Care Center at

4000 North Silverbell Road during
regular business hours.

Contact PACC Outreach
Coordinator Jenny Kading at
jenny.kading@pima.gov or call
(520) 724-5976 to schedule a time
to visit, interview volunteers, meet
adoptable dogs and cats, and gain
a more informed perspective.
Production equipment will be
permitted with a scheduled
appointment, so it can be ar-
ranged that a PACC volunteer

be there to assist. Please do not
show up unannounced.

www.pima.gov/animalcare

Storyboard important shots in
order to process different
perspectives/camcorder angles
and movement.

Storyboard templates are
available online:
www.printablepaper.net/category/

storyboard

The function of storyboarding is to
demonstrate that you are

thinking about interesting
camcorder angles and different
technical methods to
convey your
message clearly.

Consider a combination of
the following methods of
communication:

Video footage, typography/text,
voiceover narration, dialogue,
animation, graphics, natural
sound, and copyright-free
background music.

Seek out areas with natural
lighting or suitable artificial light.

Demonstrate solid production
habits:
http://www.elementsofcinema.
com/cinematography
/elements of cinematography.
html

Give viewers the illusion that
several cameras are filming the
action from several different
perspectives at the same time.
Film each shot at least twice,
especially when there is sponta-
neous movement (animal actors!)
important action, or dialog taking
place. Film take 1, change the
perspective, film take 2, etc...

Oftentimes animals do not take
direction well, so film as much as
possible to increase options
during the

editing (post-production) stage.

The contest is open to all residents
of Pima County.

All entries must be submitted by TBD date at 11:59pm.
No late entries will be accepted. All audio must be copyright-free.
All content must be “broadcast appropriate.”

From a computer workstation
with video editing software
installed: screen and edit all the
footage down to a cohesive 30
second sequence that clearly
communicates an effective
message to the general viewing
public.

6 to 14 clips are suggested for the
completed sequence.

All footage should be cohesively
color-corrected.

Maintain uniform audio levels

by screening your work using
headphones, external computer
speakers, television speakers and
by visually monitoring volume
levels.

Create a free Vimeo account to
upload your video to. This step
must be taken before you can
submit your video to the group,
which is a curated album for all
submissions.

All audio must be copyright free.
Music and other intellectual
property will not be judged, as it

cannot be used for promotion.
Questions?

Need more information?
Email contest organizer:
Derek Marshall

immatureanimals@gmail.com

Do not identify, insinuate or slander retail locations that sell tie-outs.
Contest entries may be eliminated at the discretion of the contest moderator,

PACC and/or judges at any time.

Judging of entries will be performed by PACC staff, volunteers and Pima County employees.
Entry content becomes the intellectual property of Pima County Health Department and PACC at the
time it is submitted online. By uploading content to the to the contest-entry webpage, users are
providing sole usage rights to PACC for future use.




Donation Activity

Period: 7/1/2015 To: 7/31/2015

Donation Code Amount

DONATION $0.00
DONATION ADOP $252.00
DONATION GEN $14,592.31
DONATION OUTR $87.00
DONATION S/N $11,228.50
DONATION SAMS $2,206.00

Grand Total $28,365.81

Monday, August 10, 2015 Page 1 of 1



Michael Schlueter

#

From: Jose Chavez

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2015 9:26 AM
To: Michael Schlueter

Subject: RE: Constituent Complaint

We responded to this address on 7-6-15 owner was not home and no dogs seen on the property. We responded again
on 7-26-15 and met with the resident who advised the officer the dogs are currently being kept at his mother’s house
and have been there for a week or more since the last complaint was made, there were no dogs seen at the property at
that time. We were not provided with his mother’s address the complaint was closed.

Jose

From: Michael Schiueter

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2015 8:17 AM
To: Jose Chavez

Subject: FW: Constituent Complaint

Complaint attached

From: Kim Janes

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2015 3:55 PM
To: Michael Schlueter

Subject: RE: Constituent Complaint

Hi Mike, did you get this to PACC?

Sent from my Windows Phone

From: Jennifer Eckstrom

Sent: 7/27/2015 2:30 PM

To: Kim janes; Michael Schlueter
Cc: Jan Lesher; Ramon Valadez
Subject: FW: Constituent Complaint

Can | get a response for this constituent?

From: Jennifer Eckstrom

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2015 2:52 PM
To: Kim Janes; Michael Schiueter
Cc: Jan Lesher; Ramon Valadez
Subject: Constituent Complaint
Importance: High

Michael,

Our office received a phone call regarding 2 unlicensed pit bulls that are attacking and killing cats in a neighborhood. The

address where the pit bulls are : . | believe that there has been a complaint at the address
before but nothing was done about it.

Since July 3" these 2 dogs have killed at least 5 cats in the neighborhood. The constituent was very upset.
1



Do we have a record of someone calling about this?

Jennifer Eckstrom

Executive Assistant to Hon. Ramon Valadez
Board of Supervisors, District 2

130 West Congress, 11th Floor

Tucson, Arizona 85701

520-724-8126



Y0U WOULDN'T
MAKE ME LIVE
LIFE OUTSIDE >
ON A TIE-OUT,

WOULD YOU
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