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Hello, and thank you for allowing me to speak to you today in regards to proposed Bill 27.

Iwant to introduce myself to you so you can understand my love of dogs, lama dog owner of 22 years, I
finally convinced my parents at the tender age of 7 that I indeed should have a dog. After 5 year of
toting around the big sears Christmas catalog so Icould get my mother to show me the picture of the
puppy, to needing only stories about dogs to be read to me at bedtime. I come from the small

community of Dayspring, where my father actually grew up next door to my childhood home. After my
many years of failed attempts ,my parents finally let me have my very own dog. We ended up with two,
yes two, Australian Shepherds, mine was Prince, my brothers Jester. Prince and Ivolunteered for years ,
starting in grade 6 with the St John Ambulance therapy dog program, and was nominated many years to
attend the volunteer lunch in Lunenburg County. We visited four homes weekly, every week, rain or
shine... And much to my mothers demy as she had to drive me, even in snow. As you can see this shows
very clearly that even at a young age, dogs have always been my whole life. On top of this I babysat( I
even found a family that would let me bring Prince) later on to get money to pay for agility classes as
well. Dogs are my life, not only do they make my life whole, they are what makes me who I am.
Today I still live in the County of Lunenburg, and still enjoy many activities with my now 10 Australian
shepherds. From daily hikes, training, competing, to couch snuggles and sharing my bed with them and I
cant imagine life any other way.

Im here because of those dogs, because I know dogs do need protection and so do their owners. Im
here to address something that is great concern to me. Unfortunately one the reason we need laws like
this is because there are bad people, and because, being in a position of power, can often allow people
to hide being a bad person.

When a RCMP makes a decision that is considered inappropriate by the person witnesseing or involved
they are able to make a complaint. A complaint that does not simply go to their boss who hides it under
a stack of other papers and pretends it never happens.

This is directly from their website "

The Civilian Review and Complaints Commission for the RCMP is an independent agency that
reviews complaints made by the public about the on-duty conduct of RCMP members.

The Commission is not part of the RCMP.

From <https://www.crcc-ccetp.QC.ca/en/make-complaint>

Make a Complaint | Civilian Review and Complaints...

www.crcc-ccetp.gc.ca

The Civilian Review and Complaints Commission for the RCMP is an independent agency

that reviews complaints made by the public about the on-duty conduct of RCMP

members.. The Commission is not part of the RCMP.. Anyone with concerns about the

conduct of an RCMP member may call the Commission at 1-800-665-6878 and talk about

these concerns.. A member of the Commission staff will describe our...



There are a few important things about this, one it is independent, there is no way for an officer to hide
behind a hidden motive and we are all human and people have hidden motives. They may think it is
acceptable, but unfortunately that is not up for them to decide. Secondly it is for on-duty conduct. The
reason this is important: is so that people can understand that especially in the case of the SPCA, what
they may believe- as an example that breeders shouldn't exist- may not be an acceptable target within
their job, but on their own free time, with no baring on their jobs, they can promote their beliefs.

The CRCC gives the public protection from over zealous officers, from people using their power in ways
that are not appropriated.

Now, we have another way that officers of the law are held accountable within Nova Scotia for serious
incidents, and this one does not even require a complaint.
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The Serious Incident Response Team (SiRT) independently investigates all serious incidents which arise
from the actions of police in Nova Scotia. There does not have to be an allegation of wrongdoing.

From <https://sirt.novascotia.ca/> "

SiRT | Serious Incident Response
Team

sirt.novascotia.ca

The Serious Incident Response Team (SiRT)

independently investigates all serious incidents

which arise from the actions of police in Nova

Scotia.

This is within Nova Scotia, an independent, source that with or without a complaint will investigate to

ensure that things are being done to code.

"The Team's ultimate goal at all times is ensure the public will trust the team's work, have confidence in
its findings, be assured of its integrity, and gain comfort from its independence.

From <https://sirt.novascotia.ca/>



SiRT | Serious Incident Response
Team

sirt.novascotia.ca

The Serious Incident Response Team (SiRT)

independently investigates all serious incidents

which arise from the actions of police in Nova

Scotia.

Police officers are held up to their ethics, they are required to follow them as there are repercussions
that we as Nova Scotians have the ability to set forth in motion if need be to ensure our safety. The
RCMP, and police officers of Nova Scotia, can rest assured that falsely made accusations will not hold
merit, because it is independent. This means both sides are protected.

What I am asking for you from this, is to understand how important it is for there to be ways that are
followed through on for people to file a complaint. That they can not simply state something without
merit, and the onus be solely on the owner to prove it wrong, to spend thousands to hire a lawyer to

fight it. WE are NOT a policed state, this is CANADA. Directly from out national anthem
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God keep our land glorious and free!

From <https://www.canada.ca/en/canadian-heritaae/services/anthems-canada.html>

Free to live our lives without worrying about hidden agendas of groups whom feel the need to push

their beliefs on others.

Section 2, point E, page 4 on my printed copy.

Subjected to- Subjected, past tense "
cause or force to undergo (a particular experience of form of treatment

From <https://www.bing.com/search?a=subiected+to&FORM=AWRE>
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Cosmetics surgery as defined in Section 27.
However, my issue isn't with the cosmetic surgery its with this wording. A Past tense verb. With the
changing laws people will start going to the Unite States to purchase puppies. These puppies will have
legally had producers done to them. However the way this is stated, you are telling us that even though
it was not done here, because the dog was subjected to cosmetic surgery, these people are in violation
of this law. Because section 28 does not state that it is acceptable if performed in a jurisdiction by a

medical professional even if it is legal where it was done. Unless it was done for medical reasons for an
injury or for the benefit of the health of the animal. This means that the Province of Nova Scotia, could
take forth the mandate to punish owners for purchasing an animal outside of their jurisdiction if that



animal does not meet their beliefs. With no way to hold them accountable for their actions, this
becomes an even bigger problem.

If a person has an animal in ON GOING distress, that actually needs assistance, it will be obvious,
however, allowing someone to go backwards, because THEY BELIEVE the animal MAY have been in
distress at SOME POINT, based on their OPINION, is not an acceptable form of animal protection.
Especially without a way to report misconduct to an outside source for review.

If the SPCA jot my name down today, for speaking against them... And they show up at my house over
the next year... I have no way to report them and have it looked into to ENSURE that they are not
attempting to over step their power to intimidate me into shutting up. That doesn't sound like Canada
does it? Are we not supposed to be able to speak up about our beliefs? Our government is supposed to
protect us and help us grow, not shut us down to be scared to speak up for what is right.

Section 20- part 2.

The right to require any person at the private dwelling,

Lets start here, it is not acceptable, without reasonable cause, which is not stated, to expect someone
who does not own the dogs, to present them for examination, unless reasonable attempts have been
made to reach the owner. Dogs do not always behave the same with someone other then their owner,
the person may not be aware of medical issues currently being treated, they may give out incorrect
information that may violate this act in some way. How is this acceptable, we OWN the animal and only
the owner, unless unable to contact them can be held accountable for providing correct information.
Biosecurity is our next conversation, I as a responsible pet owner, do everything in my power to ensure I

do not go places, that may highly increase the likelihood of me contacting potentially fatal diseases such
as parvo. However it is the SPCA's job to visit situations of hoarding, poor care and management which
increase the likelihood of disease. In the case of a breeder, even something as simple as kennel cough
can be extremely dangerous for young puppies. How is it that we are protected from this? We are not
allowed to know where the officer has been in the past month, we have no one to ensure they have not
be in contact with a potentially fatal disease . Who is responisble for the costs of sick animals in the

event this happens? How is it possible, that breeders have to take this risk but can not find out who
even made a complaint to ensure that there are no hidden agendas.

The Freedom of information act is supposed to help protect us against this, however the SPCAdoes not
fall into its governess, which once again means, we need protection.
n

Since 1967, the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) has provided the public the right to request access to
records from any federal agency.

From <https://www.foia.gov/about.htmi>

Federal Agency.... In there lies the problem, we can not access this information, why not? If it can be
used as evidence against us, we have the right to this information. This is another prime example of
why a 3rd party reporting agency is so important. Because in most peoples lives they have annoyed
someone, and in todays world annoying someone means they wont think twice to retaliate, a simple
phone call with no merit could land them on your doorstep, you produce your dogs, and now have to go
to the vets due to contracting something you would have likely other wise avoided. With no way to
force the SPCA to prove they had just cause to even be there in the first place.



We as ethical breeders and responsible dog owners, believe that animal protection is important. Our
rights to be protected as responsible dog owners and breeders to make the choices that are best for our
dogs, is important. To know that we are protected against hidden agendas, and personal opinions is
within our rights. We believe amendments can be made with consultation of responsible pet owners
and breeders that will make it both safer for us and the animals that we OWN. This was written with the

help of 10 nosey aussies who wanted to be involved in the making of saying no to Bill 27.

Kaitlin Fraser

Prince SJA therapy dog, CGN Feb 26th 1997-March 25th 2010

Jester SJAtherapy dog CGN ( RIP Feb 26th 1997- June 2011)

Multi Group Placer CH Wenlisa's Command Performance HIC,CGN, RN RA RE CD ( Multi High in
Class) "Malo".( Raw Fed,)

Sheep'sKins Forever Rewritten RN RA - Aamira - The Wild dog(ckc Major pointed)
Group placing MBBPIG MBBPIG CH Risingstar's Take Two RN RA
Risingstar's Pants On Fire

Ch Risingstar's Totally Nova RN

Asca/ckc Mrj pointed soundtracks twist n shout

" No one can walk into a room and bring as much joy, Happiness and love as a single dog can"




