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Honorable Members in Session: ﬁ
SUMMARY !

This report recommends that the City support SB 39 (Robbins) which
requires that dog and cat owners supply a telephone number when
obta1n1ng a license tag. = . R j

BAC'KGROUND

SB 39 (Robblns) would require applications for dog and cat licenses to
include the applicant's telephone number.

The City of Sacramento currently requests of its dog license purchas-
ers all of the information delineated in SB 39 and more: e.g. date -
and proof of last rabies vaccination. Though not mandated’ by the City
Code, our request for dog owners' name, address, and telephone number
is a long-standing practice,. Recording telephone numbers allows

" owners to be contacted more quickly after their animals are impounded,
resulting in more redemptions and fewer destroyeg,animals.

SB 39 would legislate a local practice. Stateﬁide,'the provisions of
this bill should result in more animals being redeemed, and fewer cats:
and dogs being ‘euthanized. : :

RECOMMENDATION .

2

It is recommended that the Committee express Cit& support for SB 39,

Respectfully s?bmitted,

(I

DIANE B. BALTER
Deputy City Attorney
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A.B, S.B. 39 Relating to Cat or dog license tags .
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Please review the attached measure to determine its effect upon

the City of sacramento and complete the following questions as
approprlate. During your analysis of this measure, if questions
arise, please feel free to contact me at 5346. This questionnaire
should be returned to me for presentation to the Council Conmittee
-on Law and Legislation. PLEASE.LEAVE THE BILL! ATTACHED TO THIS.
FORM. ' . o ‘ ,
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PLEASE TYPE YOQUR RESPONSE

1. Brlefly describe the prov151ons of the b111.r-fﬁttaeh edditidﬁellf. 3
sheets if necessary ) : . C , : .
|

SB 39 would requ1re,1n cities and count1es wh1ch requ1re cat or dog 11cense
" tags, that the owner' s te]ephone numbervbe supp11ed in connect1on w1th.the ‘ff-‘

" issuance of the tags. R L
, ‘ L Co ' . o
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2. Should thls measure be. (please 01rcle de51red p051t10n)

1\
Supported 0pposed- Support if Amended

APleced on Watch List g .,ther_(Explaln)

3.. Please explain your reasons for the above determination, . -
" including how this measure affects your Department and the
fiscal impact of this measure to the City.. (Your analysis
will be used in communicating with the Governor and the
Legislature, so please make your comments in a format that
can be used in a letter to those off1c1als“) (attach
.addltlonal sheets 1f necessary) C

.i\.
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4. Specify the Clty s legislatlve pollcy ?u1deline(s) ap licable

to this measure (if any). 9(c) Support legisiation which will
expand the authority, options. and f]ex1b111ty of the City to act to

meet the needs and problems of local governnent.

5. 1If this measure could be amended to elther improve its
favorable aspects or to minimize its adverse aspects, what
amendments would you propose?

" None.

6. List known support or oép051tlon to this measure by groups with

which you are familiar and include addresses and phone numbers,,
if known. League of Callfornla C1t1es position:

1

League of Ca1ifornia Cities:? Review and:Comment.
: |

7. Does this bill involve a State-mandated local program? . If so,
" _does the bill contain an S.B. 90.waiver, ‘or an apE;oprlatlon
- for allocation and disbursement to local agencies pursuant to

Revenue and Taxation Code Section 22317 ‘ ‘ o
*No 3
| .
i, P
8, Using a rating scale of l to 10 (with 10 as I':« most important)
: how important do you think this bill is o the City of
,Sacramento’ 5 1

—
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Regg1e Young

— s i

FORM COMPLETED By __ Roberta larson ___ DATE: 1/28/87



3. The Ciiy ofiSacramento currént]y requests‘of 1tsfdog l{cense

. purchasérs’511 of the 1nfo}mation (and more e.g. date and proof
of‘1ast rabies vac;inatibn).dé11neated in SB 39. Though not
mandated by City codes,'dUr request for dog owners name, addfess,
and telephone number is a long standing praciice. Recdr@ing'the
address of the pet Owners,permfts the Animal Control;DiViSidn
to contacf‘the owners vja mail to: (1) inform owners of where
their dogs are and (2) permit the owners to redeen: the animals
rather than our destroying them. Recording te1thone numbers
allows the owners to be contacted more ‘quickly, thus permitting
Animal Control to save even more dogs.;
SB 39 would legislate a 10cq1 practice. Statewide, the prbvisions
offthis bi11 should result in more anima1s~being-redeémed. and

thus fewer cats and dogs being euthanized.
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SENATE BILL | No. 39
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Introdueed by Senator Robbms

'Dece_mber 2,'198611 S

~ An act to amend Sections 80502, 30802, and 31751 5 of the
Food and Agncultural Code, relatmg to ammals
| S BeISLATIVE oounsn'smlcm R
.SB 39 -as mtroduced, Robbins. Cat or dog hcense tags '
Existing law authorizes cities and counties to require cat or
dog license tags. Existing law does not require that the owner -

of the cat or dog supply his or her telephone number when -

applymg for the license.

This bill would require, in cities or counhes which require
cat or dog license tags, that the owner’s telephone number be -
supplied in connection with the issuance of those tags. '

‘Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal comrmttee no.
State-mandated local program no.

: 'Hre peop]e of tbe State of Cabfomza do enact as foIIovm

SECTION 1. Section 30502 of the Food and
Agricultural Code is amended to read:

30502. Any dog license tag which is issued by any city
and county or city constitutes compliance with
division if it is issued pursuant to an ordinance which does
all of the following:

(a) Substantially complies W1th tlns division.

(b) Provides for the wearing of 'the hcense tag upon:
the collar of the dog.

(c) Provides for the keepmg of a record which shall
establish the identity and telephone number of the
person that owns or harbors the dog.

SEC. 2. Section 30802 of the Food and Agricultural
Code is amended to read: ,
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telepbone number of the owner. __
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30802.
state the age, sex, color, and breed of the dog for which
the license is desired and the address and telephone
number of the owner.

SEC. 3. Section 31751.5 of the Food and Ag-ncultural
Code is amended to read: ...~

31751. 5I (a) Whenever a c:ty or county requires cat
license tags, any such tag shall be issued for one-half or
less of the fee required for a cat, if a ‘certificate is

presented from a licensed veterinarian that the cat has
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been spayed or neutered. . /i % .
- (b) Whenever a city or county reqw.res ‘cat I:cense
tags, the application for the tag shall reqmre the
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