[your name]

[your street]

[your city], CA

[date]

California State Assembly

State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re:  California SB 250 (Florez) as amended May 28 and as proposed to be amended — OPPOSE 

Honorable Assemblymember:

I oppose SB 250 (Florez), mandatory spay/neuter for dogs and cats.   I respectfully ask that this bill be withdrawn or defeated.  It is hopelessly flawed and cannot be fixed with amendments.  SB 250 would lead to the deaths of countless numbers of dogs and cats, as well as drastically increased costs to the taxpayers.

SB 250 is well intentioned but misguided.  When very similar laws have been implemented at the local level in California and elsewhere, they have led to increased costs, increased killing, and decreased licensing income.   California should not create a state law out of a policy that has backfired every time it has been tried in order to “do something” about a problem.   SB 250 would make the problem much worse.

Costs to California’s state and local governments would INCREASE according to a California Department of Finance report, which opposes SB 250.  Their analysis determined that SB 250 would result in even larger costs for the existing mandated reimbursement resulting from the 1998 Hayden Act, which at more than $20 million per year is already one of the largest reimbursements that the state must pay to local governments.    The Department of Finance also anticipated increased costs to local governments beyond this reimbursement, and potential new mandated reimbursements.

Supporters of SB 250 point to Santa Cruz County as their “model for the state.”  Since Santa Cruz County passed a very similar measure, animal control costs doubled.  Santa Cruz County per capita animal control costs are 74% higher than for California as a whole.  If this “success” became state law through SB 250, the $249 million that California governments pay each year for animal control would soar to $433 million.  Local governments are likely to sue for a new mandated reimbursement with cost increases of this magnitude.

There is no need to reinvent a broken wheel.  Mandatory spay/neuter does not work.  That’s why the American Veterinary Medical Association opposes mandatory spay/neuter laws.

http://www.avma.org/onlnews/javma/may09/090515j.asp

No fact-based case has been made that the public interest has ever been served by the use of forced surgery (spay/neuter).  As the American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA) said: 

“[T]he ASPCA is not aware of any credible evidence demonstrating a statistically significant enhancement in the reduction of shelter intake or euthanasia as a result of the implementation of a mandatory spay/neuter law.” 
http://www.aspca.org/about-us/policy-positions/mandatory-spay-neuter-laws.html

I respectfully ask that you vote NO vote on SB 250.   Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely yours,


[your name]
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