


24 September2018

MIA Elizabeth Smith -McCrossIn
Province House

1726 Holfis Street

Halifax, H.S. B3J2Y3

Re: Proposed Amendments to the Nova Scotia Animal Protection Act - Bill

Dear Elizabeth:

5^on hlus we,, crafted and fair. it ,s essentia, that the CKC have the opportune to we.gh ,n on
amendments that direct,y affect thousands of CKC members and their purebred dogs. We ask that yo
the following:

. There has been No stakeholder input from local kennel clubs or the Canadian Kennel Club-
Canadian authority and advocate for the health and welfare of purebred dogs-despite thi
changes would directly affect thousands ofCKC members and their purebred do

• The use of the word " Custodian" versus " Owner:
The definition of "Custodian'' includes six options as descriptionsof custodian. The optic
concerning \sc)any personwho has possession of the animal.
This change will stripownersof the rights that comewith ownership.

• Proposed Section 20(2) [Current actSection 23{8bc)]: In the current act, this section falls under the ht
"Whenan animal isfound in distress". Inthe proposed bill, this heading has been removed enti
removalsall need for probable cause for an animal being in d nspectors will be able to g
property without probable cause, require dog owners to open their doors and present any anin~
the home for inspection at any time. Without the heading of "When animal is found in disti
fewer rights as a dog owner then non-dog owning citizens.

• Proposed Section 20(7) [current act Section 23(10)]: Relates to an inspector being a
vehicle. This content used to fall under the heading"When Animal is found in distress" and in pi
does not.Therefore, inspectors could pull residentsover on the highway randomly for no probable
askthat thiscontent be placedbackunder the heading "When Animal isfound in distress/' and
inspector must have probable cause believing ananimal is in distress prior to requiring a veh; op,

• Proposed Section 20(8): New. This section indicates (with no mention ofneeding probable cause c
being in distress) thatan inspector may enteronor pass over any land or water enclosed
liability and without the owner's right toobject. For private property owners, this sectic r
This section could be taken to mean that an inspector can be on aresident's private prr
requirement of needing probable cause.

Ipersonally support the above statements and hope the Canadian Kennel Out
representative ofover 20,000 individual members and more than 600 Breed
part ofaconsultation process, to ensure the bill is satisfactory to

Sincerefy>

Joan AM DnicfTiansky




