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LAW AND EDUCATION COMMITTEE MEETING
Wednesday, May 17, 2023

7:00 PM
Location: Members:
Livonia City Hall, Council Chambers, 2nd Floor Scott Morgan, Chair
33000 Civic Center Drive Brandon McCullough, Vice Chair
Livonia, Ml 48154 Laura Toy, Member

AGENDA ITEM(S)

1. CR 177-05 Subject matter to amend the Livonia Code of Ordinances to add a
“‘dog leash law” to ensure that dogs are under the control of their owners and to
prevent possible tragedies.

2. CR 294-14 The subject of the requlation of veterinary hospitals, for its report and
recommendations.

3. CR 317-15 The subject of Sign Permit Application, Petition 2015-08-SN-04,
submitted by Huron Sign Company, on behalf of the Livonia Family YMCA,
requesting approval for a replacement ground sign with variable electronic
message board at 14255 Stark Road.

4. CR 110-23 Subject matter of the demolition of blighted residential and commercial
properties.

THE FOLLOWING HAVE BEEN NOTIFIED AND ARE REQUESTED TO ATTEND:

Maureen Miller Brosnan, Mayor
Paul Bernier, City Attorney
Jerome Hanna, Director of Inspection

THIS IS AN OPEN MEETING AND ALL INTERESTED PARTIES ARE
WELCOME TO ATTEND.

Minutes of this meeting will be available for public inspection in the City Clerk’s Office
not more than eight business days following the date of the meeting.

The report from this meeting will be announced at the Regular Meeting of June 5, 2023

SUSAN M. NASH, CITY CLERK

In accordance with Title 1l of the American with Disabilities Act as it pertains to access to Public
Meetings, the City Clerk’s Office of the City of Livonia, upon adequate notice, will make reasonable
accommodations for persons with special needs. Please call (734) 466-2236 or email
clerk@livonia.gov if you need assistance. Council agendas are available on the City’s website —
www.livonia.gov - under Government, City Council, Agendas.
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LETTER TO THE LIVONIA CITY COUNCIL 1.

Council Office

Viors April 27, 2023
MEETING DATE PREPARED BY
LE051723/R060523 Sara Kasprowicz, Council Office Manager,

AGENDA ITEM

Subject matter to amend the Livonia Code of Ordinances to add a “dog leash law” to ensure that
dogs are under the control of their owners and to prevent possible tragedies. (CR 177-05)

BACKGROUND DETAILS

At the Regular Meeting of April 27, 2005:

CR 177-05 RESOLVED, that having considered a letter from Sarah T. Burns, 18288 Norwich,
Livonia, Michigan 48152, dated April 8, 2005, requesting to amend the Livonia Code of Ordinances
to add a “dog leash law” to insure that dogs are under the control of their owners and to prevent
possible tragedies, the Council does hereby refer this item to the Legislative Committee for its report
and recommendation. (Now called Law and Education Committee)

PREFERRED COUNCIL RECOMMENDATION/RESOLUTION (Please complete this field. Attachments are not to

be used in lieu of the recommendation)

To discuss the subject matter as presented.

ATTACHMENTS
1. S041805 Dog Leash Law (Sarah Burns, Liv Code of Ords 6.04 and 12.20.110) CR 177-05

APPROVED BY



Kovalcheck, Annette

From: Szymula, Karen

Sent:  Thursday, November 01, 2007 2:05 PM

To: Toni Kovalcheck (AKovalcheck@ci.livonia.mi.us)
Subject: FW: animal problems...

Please file in the dog leash packet.

Thanks

Karen A. Szymula
Director, Legislative Affairs
City Council Office

Livonia, MI 48154
734-466-2249
www.ci.livonia.mi.us

From: Cook, Karen On Behalf Of Mayor Jack Engebretson

Sent: Friday, October 26, 2007 10:52 AM
To: Engebretson, Jack

Cc: Mayor Staff; CityCouncil

Subject: FW: animal problems...

Forwarding - kc

From: Gene Scott [mailto:genocam@htdconnect.com]
Sent: Friday, October 26, 2007 10:36 AM

To: Mayor Jack Engebretson

Subject: animal problems...

Dear Mayor Jack,

Page 1 of 1

We hope you plan to make good on your promise in July to have an educational article in the City News about
animal control and pets, especially since the Council (for reasons yet unexplained) has again voted down a
proposed addition to that ordinance. It is incredible that this Council does not see the logic or humanity involved
in a better animal control law, despite the fact this was supported at least 8 to 1 by citizens at the hearing and the
fact that the majority of metro area cities have a leash requirement as part of their ordinances. as we said at the
hearing, we live in peril in our neighborhood every day because of this problem. it is uncivil and unjust.

Hope your neck has gotten better.
Eugene & Barbara Scott
Livonia residents, 16 years.,

11/1/2007



Regular Meeting Minutes of August 13, 2007 36345

DOGS and A communication from SEMCOG, dated May 2, 2005, containing

ORDS (Li.v Cm_ie of) )

In Connecgﬂn with  numerous ordinances from various cities and townships on the subject of updating
arequest from

Sarah Burns, . - ] . " . .

18288 Norwich Livonia's leash ordinance, was received and placed on file for the information of the

to amend the Liv.

s yords. 025 Council, (CR 177-05)

“dog leash law,”

Council referred the A communication from Gordon Vanzo, 12066 Boston Post Road, dated
subject of the

feasiblii
o?a:og;zksand/nr August 2, 2007, re: request to add a ‘dog leash law” to the Livonia Code of

dog runs to the

Administration ; . . . . .
for its report and Ordinances, was received and placed on file for the information of the Council. (CR

recommendation,

177-05)
A communication from Rosalie Giss, 33211 Fargo, dated July 26,
2007, re: request to add a “dog leash law” to the Livonia Code of Ordinances, was
received and placed on file for the information of the Council. (CR 177-05)
A communication from Carol Chronicle, 30295 Seven Mile Road, dated
July 18, 2007, re: request to add a “dog leash law” to the Livonia Code of
Ordinances, was received and placed on file for the information of the Council. (CR
177-05)
On a motion by Taylor, seconded by Knapp it was:
RESOLVED, that having considered the report and recommendation of
the Legislative Committee, dated July 17, 2007, submitted pursuant to
Council Resolution 177-05, regarding amending the Livonia Code of
Ordinances to add a “dog leash law” to insure that dogs are under the
control of their owners and to prevent possible tragedies, the Council
does hereby refer this matter to the Department of Law to prepare a
proposed amendment to Chapter 6.04 of the Livonia Code of
Ordinances for submission to Council which would add a provision that
would mirror Section 9.45 of Ann Arbor's Ordinance and adding leash
or electric collar as being under reasonable contral,

A roll call vote was taken on the foregoing resolution with the following result:

AUG 13 2007



Regular Meeting Minutes of August 13, 2007 36346

AYES: Laura, Taylor, and Knapp.

NAYS: Robinson, Meakin, Godfroid-Marecki, and McCann.
The President declared the resolution failed due to lack of majority vote.

On a motion by Robinson, seconded by Meakin, and unanimously
adopted, it was:

#373-07 RESOLVED, that having considered the report and
recommendation of the Legislative Committee, dated July 17, 2007,
submitted pursuant to Council Resolution 177-05, regarding amending
the Livonia Code of Ordinances to add a “dog leash law” to insure that
dogs are under the control of their owners and to prevent possible
tragedies, the Council does hereby refer the subject of the feasibility of
dog parks and/or dog runs to the Administration for its report and
recommendation.

| UNFINISHED BUSINESS AGENDA ITEMS (Regular Meating of August 13, 2007) |

Motion by: Robinson
Seconded by: Meakin

ROLL CALL:

Ayes: Laura, Robinson, Taylor, Knapp, Meakin, Godfroid-Marecki,
and McCann
Nays: None

Absent: None

AUG 13 2007
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LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE

TUESDAY, JULY 17, 2007

A Legislative Committee meeting was held on Tuesday, July 17, 2007, in the
Second Floor Council Chambers of the Livonia City Hall, 33000 Civic Center
Drive, Livonia, Mi 48154-3097.

Committee Members Present: Thomas Robinson, Chairman
Don Knapp
Gerald Taylor

Committee Members Absent: None

City Officials and Others Present: Mayor Engebretson
Councilmember Godfroid-Marecki
Councilmember Laura
Councilmember Meakin
Chief Ass't City Attorney White
City Planner Taormina
Community Resources Director McCann
Administrative Assistant Goudreau
D.P.W. Director Hogan
Director of Inspection Bishop
Chair CATV, Lowell Peterson

Sea attached sign-in sheets

The meeting convened at 7:00 P.M.

Please note that Ifem 2 on the Public Notice/Agenda was taken first. However, the
report is reflects the numbering on the Public Notice/Agenda.



City of Livonia
Please note that the subject of the establishment of dog parks was referred to the Administration for a report and recommendation per CR 760-01 at the Reg. Mtg. of Dec. 3, 2001.

		Bonnie


LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES
TUESDAY, JULY 17, 2007

1. CR177-05 Sarah T. Burns, 18288 Norwich, Livonia, Michigan 48152,
dated April 8, 2005, requesting to amend the Livonia Code of Ordinances to
add a “dog leash law” to insure that dogs are under the control of their
owners and to prevent possible tragedies.

Discussion was held relative to “under reasonable control”, definitions of
“reasonable” control; definition and who determines “vicious”; increasing fines,
adding a dog park, etc.

The Committee recommends:

Receive and file the report received from SEMCOG on the request of
Councilmember Taylor which contains numerous ordinances from various
cities and townships on the subject.

Adoption of a resolution referring to the Law Department to prepare and
ordinance amendment to mirror Ann Arbor's Ordinance — adding section
9.45 to the Livonia Code of Ordinances and adding leash or electric collar.

Adoption of a resolution requesting a report and recommendation from the
Administration relative to the feasibility of a dog park and/or a dog run.

Adoption of a resolution requesting a report and recommendation from the
Administration relative to increasing fines.

Adoption of a resolution that would increase the minimum fine to $250 for
the first violation and $500 for all after. (Ordinance amendment if
necessary).

(Note: Item remains in Committee. No new resolution required.)

This item to be placed on the Regular Meeting Agenda of Monday, August
13, 2007.
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LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES
TUESDAY, JULY 17, 2007

2. CR 156-07 Subject of dollar stores, banks and drug stores referred for report
and recommendation.

The Committee recommends:

« Adoption of a resolution referring to the Law Department for report and
recommendation as to how drug stores, dollar stores, paycheck cashing and
advance paycheck stores can be controlled.

And/or

« Adoption of a resolution that requests a report and recommendation from the
Administration on how to license paycheck advance stores similar to pawn
shops.

or
+ Adoption of a resolution of “No Further Action.”
Cesmo An Commider e dreltas Perdntd '

This item to be placed on the Regular Meeting Agenda of Monday, August 13,
2007.

3. CR 340-06 Refers the subject matter of cable television competition.
(Update of AT&T PEG Channels)

Update was provided by Evelyn Goudreau, Administrative Assistant. Met with AT&T in
late May. Need to plan a second meeting to discuss and plan options with technology —
possibly in September. A demonstration is needed.

(Note: ltem remains in Committee. No new resolution required.

This item to be placed on the Regular Meeting Agenda of Monday, August 13,
2007.

The meeting adjourned at 9:22 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,
:""-\ ey @-55%.“;-.\_ &/M

Thomas Robinson, Chairman  Don Knapp Gerald Taylor
CC: Mayor

City Clerk

City Attorney

Attachments - Sign-in Sheets



PLEASE RECORD YOUR ATTENDANCE AT THIS MEETING

BY PRINTING YOUR NAME BELOW

MEETING: LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE
DATE: TUESDAY, JULY 17, 2007
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Regular Meeling of April 27, 2005 39100

DOGS and ORDS A communication from Dorothy Robbins, 33008 Grennada, received in the
(Liv Code of)
{Sarah Burns)

Req toamend Office of the City Clerk on April 25, 2005, re: her support for the adoption of a “dog
Livqnia Code of

gg‘;‘i‘&gcgs ¥ leash law” in the City of Livonia, was received and placed on file for the information of
leash law”.

(Refer to the Council.
Legislative

ﬁ‘;,“;,“:';f.": o A communication from the Inspection Department, received in the Office
recommendation.)

of the City Clerk on April 20, 2005, re: an Inspection letter previously sent to Council,

1

dated February 21, 1996, relative to banning pets in City Parks, was received and

placed on file for the information of the Council.

CR177-05 RESOLVED, that having considered a letter from Sarah T.
Burns, 18288 Norwich, Livonia, Michigan 48152, dated April 8, 2005,
requesting to amend the Livonia Code of Ordinances to add a “dog leash
law” to insure that dogs are under the control of their owners and to
prevent possible tragedies, the Council does hereby refer this item to the
Legislative Committee for its report and recommendation.

During the audience communication portion of the agenda at the end of
the meeting, Theresa Mastela, 32361 Cambridge, inquired about the disposition of the
proposed leash law, and was told that it was handled under the Consent Agenda and
the matter is being sent to the Legislative Committee for a report and recommendation.

Beverly Whitbeck, 32028 Maine Street, Livonia, 48150, a dog trainer,
spoke about the dog leash ordinance.

| CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS (Regular Meeting of April 27, 2005)

Motion by: Kokenakes

Seconded by: Knapp

ROLL CALL:
Ayes: McCann, Robinson, Knapp, Meakin, Kokenakes and Taylor
Nays: None

Absent: Terry Godfroid-Marecki

APR 27 2005

APR 27 2009


City of Livonia_2
Council:
I have included our current dog ordinances in your e-file.

Also, included in your "Reference Material" is information from the Council files related to previous efforts to modify the dog leash ordinance in the City of Livonia.  As you wil note, the subject of dog parks was referred to the Administration for report and recommendation per CR 760-01 at the Dec. 7, 2001 Reg. Mtg. and a response has not as yet been forthcoming.
					Bonnie


CITY OF LIVONIA - CITY COUNCIL
MINUTES OF STUDY MEETING HELD APRIL 18, 2005

Meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. Present: Brian Meakin, Terry

Godfroid-Marecki, James McCann, Don Knapp, Thomas Robinson, Frank
Kokenakes and Gerald Taylor. Absent: None.

Elected and appointed officials present: Sean Kavanagh, City Attorney;

Mark Taormina, City Planner; Robert Schron, City Engineer; Karen Tesner,
Assistant City Clerk; Michael Slater, Director of Finance; Stan Dobis, Cable
Commission; lan Wilshaw, Traffic Commission: Robert Beckley, Director of
Public Works; Karen Kapchonick, Superintendent of Parks and Recreation:
Richard Cramb, Police Captain; Linda McCann, Director of Community
Resources; Robert Biga, Human Resources Director; and Yvonne Lillibridge,
Local 192 President.

5.

REQUEST TO AMEND THE LIVONIA CODE OF ORDINANCES TO
ADD A “DOG LEASH LAW”; Sarah T. Burns, re: to insure that dogs
are under the control of their owners and to prevent possible
tragedies. ‘

Sarah T. Burns, 18288 Norwich, was at the Council meeting to present a
request to amend the Livonia Code of Ordinances to add a “Dog Leash
Law” to insure that dogs are under the control of their owners. She is
concermned that some dogs run loose without supervision and some
threaten pedestrians or other pets.

Madge Holland, 31691 Bennett, was also present to express concern
about uncontrolled dogs.

Sean Kavanagh, City Attorney, stated that the Ordinance has been
reviewed several times over the years and, though residents are not
required to have their pets on a leash, they must have them under control.

Kokenakes offered the resolution referring the issue to the | egislative
Committee for its report and recommendation for the Consent Agenda.

DIRECTION: REFERRING TO THE CONSENT
LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE
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RECEIVED AT THE APR 18, 2005 STUDY MEETING RE:

ITEM #5 "
D

City Council, Dept. of Law, Inspection/Ord Enforcement, Animal Control 04/19/05 kat

ANIMALS § 5-5

Sec. 5-1. Definitions.

The following words, terms and phrases, when
used in this chapter, shall have the meanings
ascribed to them in this section, except where the
context clearly indicates a different meaning:

Cat means any feline.

Dangerous animal means any wild mammal,
reptile or fowl which is neot naturally tame or
gentle but is of a wild nature or disposition and
which, because of its size, vicious nature or other
characteristics could constitute a danger to hu-
man life or property. The term “dangerous ani-
mal" also means and includes any domestic mam-
mal, reptile or fowl which, because of its size or
vicious propensity or other characteristics, could
constitute a danger to human life or property.

Dog means any canine.

Lot means a parcel of land occupied or intended
to be occupied as a dwelling, together with acces-
sory buildings and yard.

Premises means an area of private property,
including grounds, buildings and appurtenances.
For purposes of interpretation and enforcement of
this chapter, any common areas of condominium
property shall not be considered the premises or
private property of a person residing in or having
an ownership interest in a condominium unit.
Common areas include all portions of a condomin-
ium project other than the condominium units
and those areas appurtenant te condominium
units.

Run at large means the presence of a dog at

any place except upon the premises of the owner
or upon the premises of a person who has given
permtission. Provided, however, a dog shall not be
considered to be running at large if it is on a leash
and under the control of a person physically able
to control it or in an enclosed vehicle.

(Ord. No. 84-108.02, § 2.01, 4-9-84)

without the permission of the owner of such
premises and bruise, break, tear up, crush, or
injure any lawn, flower bed, plant, shrub, tree, or
garden in any manner whatsoever or to defecate
thereon.

(b) No person owning or possessing a dog or
cat shall cause or permit such dog or cat to be on
property, public or private, not owned or pos-
sessed by such person unless such person has in
his immediate possession an appropriate device
for scooping excrement and an appropriate depos-
itory for the transmission of excrement to a recep-
tacle located on property owned or possessed by
such person. This subsection shall not apply to a
person who is visually or physically handicapped.
(Ord. No. 84-108.02, § 3.01, 4-9-84)

Cross reference—Offenses against property generally,
§ 22-66 et seq.

State law reference—Malicious mischief, MCL 750377
et seq.

Sec. 5-3. Dogs running at large.

No person owning or possessing a dog shall
cause or permit such dog to run at large within
the city.

(Ord. No. 84-108.02, § 4.01, 4-9-84)

Uross reference-—Definitions and rules of construction
generally, § 1-2.

Sec. 5-2. Injury to property by dogs or cats;
waste products.

{a) No person owning or possessing a dog or
cat shall permit such dog or cat to go upon any
sidewalk, parkway or private lands or premises

Supp. No. 5%

Sec. 5-4. Noisy dogs and cats.

No person shall knowingly own or possess any
dog which habitually barks, howls or yelps, or any
cat which habitually cries or howls, in such a
manner as to disturb the reasonable peace and
quiet of the neighborhood. Such dogs and cats are
hereby declared to be a public nuisance.

{Ord. No. 84-108.02, § 5.01, 4-9-84)

Sec. 5-5. Dangerous animals.

(a)} No person shall own or posses a dangerous
animal within the city.

(b) Subsection (a) of this section shall not
apply to:
(1} Animals under the control of a law en-
forcement or military agency;

{2)  Animals which are kept for the protection
of property, provided that such animals
are restrained by a leash or chain, cage,
fence or other adequate means, from con-


City of Livonia_3



§5-5
tact with the public, or with persons who
enter the premises with the actual or
implied permission of the owner or occu-
pant;
(3) Animals under display or exhibition to

the public, provided that:

a. Such animals are restrained by a
leash or chain, cage, fence or other
adequate means, from contact with
the public;

b.  The display or exhibition is for a

period of not exceeding ten (10) days;
and

c. The display or exhibition is con-
ducted in full compliance with the
City of Novi Zoning Ordinance.

(¢} Any dangerous animal which is found off
the premises of his owner may be seized by any
police officer and immediately turned over to the
county department of animal control,

(Ord. No. 84-108.02, § 6.01, 4-9-84; Ord. No.
95-108.03, Pt. I, 5-15-95)

Seec. 5-6. Cruelty to animals.

(a) No person shall willfully or maliciously
inflict unnecessary or needless cruelty, torture,
abuse, or cruelly beat, strike or abuse any animal,
or by an act, omission or neglect, cause or inflict
any unnecessary or unjustifiable pain, suffering,
injury or death to any animal whether such
animal belongs to such person or to another,
except that reasonable force may he employed to
drive away vicious or trespassing animals. Any
unwanted animal should be delivered to the Oak-
land County Humane Society for proper disposal.

{b) No person owning or possessing any ani-
mal shall fail, refuse or neglect to provide such
animal with food, potable water, shade, or shelter,
or cruelly or unnecessarily expose such animal in
hot, stormy, cold, or inclement weather, or carry
such animal in or upon any vehicle in a cruel or
inhumane manner.

(Ord. No. 84-108.02, § 7.01, 4-9-84)

State law reference—Cruelty, MCL 752.21 et seq.

Supp. No. 59

334

NOVI CODE

Sec. 5-7. Animal bites.

Anyone having knowledge or reason to believe
that any animal in the city has bitten a person
shall report within twenty-four (24) hours, so far
as is known, the name and address of the owner
and circumstances of the animal. Such report
concerning bites shall be made to the police de-
partment.

(Ord. No. 84-108.02, § 9.01, 4-9-84)

State law references—Dogs attacking or biting persons,
MCL 287.286a, 287.288, 287.351; rules for control of rabies
and the dispesition of nonhuman agents carrying disease,
including rabid animals, MCL 333.5111.

Sec. 5-8. Parental liability.

The parent or guardian of any minor claiming
ownership of any dog, cat or other animal subject
to this chapter, shall be deemed to be the owner of
such animal and shall be charged for all penalties
and fees imposed under this chapter.

(Ord. No. 84-108.02, § 10.01, 4-9-84)

Sec. 5-9. Reserved.

Editor's note—Ord. No. 03-108.4, Pt. 1, adopted March 3,
2003, repealed § 5-9, which pertained to limit on number of
dogs and derived from Ord. No, 84-108.02, § 8.01, adopted
April 9, 1984,

[The next page is 385}
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Sarah Burns
18288 Norwich
Livonia, MI  48152


5/5/05 CC: COUNCIL, CLERK, MAYOR, LAW, DPW.
REF: CR 177-05 LEGIS. COM. REFERRAL. . FROM Council President Taylor/ks

Sm - . . Local Governments Advancing Southeagst Michigan) :

PN
it

.....

Southeast Michigan Council of Governments + 535 Griswold Street, Suite 300 » Detroit, Mlclﬂgéﬁ’4%2263602 -l".‘.’;l3-961—4266 » Fax 313-961-4869

05 'ﬁm -5 i Q. v
e o NEW DATA
. Gerald Tayl -
ﬁiongzit}r’rggﬁlrlcil President ) AT[ACH .

36734 Sunnydale
Livonia, MI 48154

WWW.S€mMeog.org

Dear Mr. Taylor,

It has recently come to our attention that the city of Livonia was looking into updating their leash
ordinance. We hope you find useful the sample ordinances we have enclosed from other
communities in Southeast Michigan.

LOGIN ( the Local Government Information Network) is a nationwide database of thousands of
experiences of local governments, It contains practical, solution-oriented programs and
innovations on a variety of topics of interest to local government professionals. It's the best
mutual aid possible for a time when local governments need to pool their ideas and innovations
as never before. Enclosed please find the LOGIN listing of information entries on your topic.
Please note that each entry includes the name, address, and phone number of a person you may
contact directly for further details.

The SEMCOG Lazar Ordinance Database” was searched for relevant information on your topics.
The results of that search are enclosed.

FIRST SEARCH, a new database that the Library has recently received, was also searched for
information on your topic. It gives us access to abstracts from newspapers and journals.
Enclosed are printouts on your topic. If you desire the full newspaper or journal articles, your
local public library should be able to assist you. The Internet was searched as well, and we have
enclosed the results of that search.

Again, I hope this information package is useful to you in addressing the needs of the city of
Livonia. If we can be of further assistance in the future, please do not hesitate to call upon us.

Sincerely,

/J&%ME/)&// 7

Amanda G. Polanco, Librarian
Information Services

* The SEMCOG Ordinance Database was dedicated on September 20, 2002 in memory of Pamela L. Lazar,
Librarianand Ceerdinator of Information Services from 19722007

Joa,\ Flynn Gregory Pitoniank Mary Blackmon John F, Jones Chuck Moss William T. Roberts Maryann Mahaffey Paul E. Tait
Chairperson First Vice Chairperson ¥ice Chairperson Vice Chairperson ¥ice Chairperson Vice Chairperson Immediate Past Chair Fxecutive Director
Commissioner, Mayor, Member, Wayre Counry Supervisor, Cammissioner, Mayor, Council President,

Macomb County City of Taylor Regional Education Ira Township Qckiand County City of W, i 1 Recycled
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Chapter 107 ANIMALS*

*Editor's note: Ord. No. 4-76, adopted March 29, 1976, amended Ch. 107 in its entirety
to read as herein set out.

9:35, Cruelty to animals.

No person shall torture, torment, cruelly beat, cruelly kill or otherwise inflict cruelty upon
any animal or bird.

(Ord. No. 63-79, 12-17-79)

9:36. Poisoning animals,

No person shall throw or deposit any poisonous substance on any exposed public or
private place where it endangers, or is likely to endanger, any animal or bird, except rats
or mice. '

9:37. Birds and birds' nests.
No person shall molest, injure, kill or capture any wild bird, or molest or disturb any
occupied wild bird's nest or the contents thereof.

9:38. Domestic animals and fowl.

(1) No person shall keep or house any animals or domestic fowl within the city except
dogs, cats, rabbits, canaries or small animals commonly classified as pets which are
customarily kept or housed inside dwellings as household pets.

(2} Subsection (1) shall not apply to animals or fowl that are kept or housed at city
park facilities for exhibition.

(Ord. No. 29-85, 8-5-85; Ord. No. 16-88, § 1, 4-18-88)

9:39.Bees. S _ ;
No person shall keep or possess an apiary containing more than 2 stands or hives of bees
within the City of Ann Arbor.

9:40. Traps.
No person shall use a leghold trap within the city.

9:41. Injured animals.

No person who has injured or killed a dog or cat with a motor vehicle shall fail to, as
soon as possible, stop said vehicle and notify either the police or the owner of the animal.
9:42--9:44, Reserved.



9:45. Definitions.

For the purpose of this chapter, the following terms shall have the following meanings
respectively designated for each:

(1) Animal control officer. Any city police officer or such other persons as the
administrator may designate provided that such persons meet the qualifications specified
by Act 339, Public Acts of 1919, as amended.

(2)  Dangerous animal, An animal which has bitten a person so as to draw blood or
caused a person broken bones or which has repeatedly attacked, chased or menaced any
person or damaged the property (including animals) of persons other than the owner. An
animal shall not be considered dangerous solely because it has bitten or attacked a person
or any animal attacking its owner or its owner's family nor shall an animal be considered
dangerous if it bites or injures a person who has, without justification, provoked it by
attacking it or its young,

(3)  Noise nuisance. Barking, howling, meowing, squawking or making other sounds,
frequently or for a continued duration, which annoys, endangers, injures or disturbs a
person of normal sensitivities on premises other than that occupied by the owner of the
animal. '

(4)  Sanitation nuisance. Unsanitary conditions resulting from animal droppings, food
waste, debris, or any other thing to cause vermin infestation, odors, or disease hazards.
(5)  Own. To have possession or a right of property in an animal or-to permit a dog or
cat to remain on or about one's premises 5 days or more.

(6)  Under reasonable control. A dog which is: :

(a)  Secured by a leash held by the owner or the owner's agent;

(b)  Secured by a leash which is attached to a stationary object and attended by the
owner or the owner's agent; or

(c) On the premises of the owner or confined in a vehicle.

(7)  Vicious animal. An animal which:

(a) Has killed a person or caused a person serious bodily injury, mcluding, but not
limited to, injuries resulting in hospital confinement or reconstructive surgery.

(b) Is owned, possessed, harbored or trained for the purpose of animal fighting.

(c) Repeatedly bites or in any way injures people. ‘

(Ord. No. 59-88, § 1, 12-19-88; Ord. No. 25-93, § 1, 8-16-93)"

9:46. Dog licenses.

(1)  The city clerk shall issue dog licenses and tags to city residents who:

(a) Make application for such licenses on forms provided by the clerk;

(b) Pay the city a license fee of $12.50 for 2 years; and

(c) Present valid certification of rabies vaccination of the dog to be licensed.

(2)  All dog licenses shall expire on June 30 of the second year following issuance of
the license. ‘

(3)  The city clerk is authorized to establish procedures for issuing licenses through a
humane society, veterinarians and by mail and for issuing licenses tags containing the
name and address of the dog owner. '

(Ord. No. 59-88, § 1, 12-19-88; Ord. No. 25-93, § 1, 8-16-93; Ord. No. 16-03, § 5, 5-19-
03; Ord. No. 20-04, § 3, 6-21-04)



9:47. Violations, ,

The owner of any dog or other animal shall be guilty of a violation of the chapter if:

(1)  The dog is at any time not under reasonable control;

(2)  The animal causes a noise nuisance;

(3)  The animal causes a sanitation nuisance;

(4) The dog is over 6 months old and is not currently licensed or is not wearing a
license tag issued pursuant to this chapter;

(5) The dog (except leader dogs for the blind) discharges its feces on property other
than that of its owner and the owner does not tmmediately remove such feces;

(6) The animal is vicious;

(7) The dog is at a location other than as specified in a confinement order issued
pursuant to this chapter;

(8)  The animal has symptoms of rabies or has bitten or been bitten by another animal
showing symptoms of rabies and the owner fails to notify an animal control officer of
that fact; _

(9)  The owner fails to comply with all the terms of a confinement order; .
(10)  The dog has been impounded and disposed of or sold pursuant to section 9:49(4)
and the owner acquires another dog within 1 year of said impoundment;

(11}  The owner of a cat older than 6 months fails to have it at all times immunized
against rabies; ‘ '
(12) The owner fails to provide the animal with proper food, drink or shelter from the
weather;

(13)  The owner fails to provide the animal with medical attention necessary to prevent
the animal from suffering;

(14)  The owner confines or leaves the animal in a vehicle or other enclosure without
adequate ventilation to prevent the animal from suffering;

- (15) A dangerous dog, when kept out of doors, is not in a pen or kennel sufficient to
restrain the dog and surrounded by a perimeter fence not sharing common fencing with
the pen or kennel,;

(16)  The animal, other than a dog, is dangerous and is not kept indoors;

(17)  The person is convicted of owning a vicious dog and then acquires another dog
within 2 years of the date of the conviction. ;

(Ord. No. 63-79, 12-17-79; Ord. No. 59-88, § 2, 12-19-88; Ord. No. 25-93, § 2, 8-16-93)

9:48. Authority of animal control officer.

An animal control officer shall have authority to:

(1) Impound any dog not under reasonable control;

(2)  Impound any dog which has bitten a person;

(3) Impound any dangerous animal;

(4) Humanely kill any domestic or wild animal when such action is needed to protect
persons or property or to prevent suffering by the animal;

(5) Impound any unlicensed dog;

(6) Impound any animal causing a noise nuisance;

(7) - Impound any animal causing a sanitation nuisance;



(8) Impound any animal showing symptoms of rabies or which has bitten or been
bitten by another animal showing symptoms of rabies.
(Ord. No. 25-93, § 3, 8-16-93)

9:49. Impounding and release procedures.

(1)  Animals impounded pursuant to this chapter shall be confined at a city pound or at
such animal shelter or veterinary hospitals which arrange with the city to perform
confinement and release procedures established by this chapter.

Council by resolution shall designate an agency which shall provide 1mpounded animals
with a safe and sanitary environment and also which shall provide adequate water and
wholesome food during the period of impoundment.

(2) Animals impounded for biting a person or because they are suspected of having
rabies shall be confined for 10 days to determine whether or not they have rabies.

(3)  Animals impounded pursuant to this chapter may be released to the owners, after
any required confinement period, upon the following conditions:

(a) Payment to the city of a fee of $65.00 or as established by Council resolution.

(b) Payment of a boarding fee of $4.00 on the first day or fractional day and $3.00 for
each subsequent day or fractional day or such other fees as council may establish by
resolution;

(c) Presentation of proof that the animal has been inoculated and licensed if such is
required by this chapter.

(4) If the owner of an animal does not obtain its release within 4 days of the time it was
impounded or of the end of a rabies confinement, it may be disposed of or sold. If such
animal has a license or other indication of the name and address of the owner, the
disposal or sale may occur only after 7 days from the time the owner is notified of the
impoundment.

(Ord. No. 70-80, 11-3-80; Ord. No. 17-02, § 1, 5-20-02)

Editor's note: It should be noted that the provisions of Ord. No. 17-02 become effective
July 1, 2002.

9:50. Alternative confinement.

(1)  Where this chapter provides that an animal be impounded and confined for rabies
examination, an anlrnal control officer may issue a confinement order on the following
terms:

(a) The owner shal] securely confine the animal for 10 days at the owner's premises or
at a veterinary hospital as specified in the order;

(b) If confined at the owner's premises, the animal shall be kept within the dwelling,
or, when outside, be securely chained of a length to keep the animal at least 5 feet away
from any street, sidewalk or property line;

(c) The owner shall pay the city a $30.00 inspection fee or an amount as established by
- Coungil resolution;

(d) Ifthe animal dies, its remains shall be examined by a veterinarian and the report of
said examination presented to the animal control officer.

(2)  Such an order for alternative confinement may be issued on the sole discretion of
the animal control officer upon finding that:

(a) The owner is willing to comply with the terms of the order;



(b) The owner has the means to comply with the order;

(¢)  The public will not be endangered by such alternative confinement;

(d) The animal is not vicious;

(¢) The animal has not previously been the subject of an order for alternative
confinement. ,

(Ord. No. 59-88, § 3, 12-19-88; Ord. No. 18-02, § 1, 5-20-02)

Editor's note: It should be noted that the provisions of Ord. No. 18-02 become effective
. July 1, 2602, '

9:51. Interference with animal control officer.
No person shall willfully interfere with an animal control officer who is attempting to -
perform the functions specified by this chapter.

9:52. Penalty.

Violation of this chapter shall be punished by a fine of not less than $25.00 nor more than
$500.00. For the second and subsequent violations of this chapter within a 2-year period,
the fine shail not be less than $50.00 nor more than $500.00. In addition, violation of
section 9:35 and subsection 9:47(6) may be punished by imprisonment for up to 90 days.
However, violation of 9:47(1), (2), (3), (4) and (5) shall be punishable by only a civil fine
of not fess than $25.00 nor more than $500.00 for a first offense and for a second offense
not less than $50.00 nor more than $500.00.

(Ord. No. 70-80, 11-3-80; Ord. No. 59-88, § 4, 12-19-88; Ord. No. 60-92, § 1, 9-8-92;
Ord. No. 25-93, § 4, 8-16-93)

9:53. Permit. .

Sections 9:36 and 9:37 shall not apply to actions taken pursuant to a permit issued by the
city administrator for the control or eradication of animals or birds that are causing
property damage or are creating a nuisance or health hazard. No such permit shall be
issued unless a permit for the actions has been issued by the Michigan Department of
Natural Resources under the authority of 1929 PA 286, being MCLA 311.1 et seq. |
(Ord. No. 5-81, 2-2-81)

9:54--9:60. Reserved.
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14.01. DEFINITIONS

The following terms when used in this Ordinance shall have the meanings set forth in
this Section:

( A) "Dog" shall mean any dog, whether male, female, or unsexed.
{ B ) The word "owner" shall include every person having a right or property in a dog,
and every person who keeps or harbors a dog or cares for it, and every person who

permits a dog to remain in or about their premises occupied or owned by such
person, for a period of five days or more,

4/29/2005
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( C ) For the purposes of this Ordinance, a dog shall be deemed to be under
"reasonable control" when said dog is held securely by a leash of suitable strength
and length, by the owner, possessor, harborer hereof or any other responsible person
of suitable age and strength, in an enclosed vehicle or container or on the owner's

occupied property.

{ D) The words "Animal Control Officer" when used herein shall inciude the person or
persons employed by the Township of Southfield for the purpose of enforcement and
administration of the provisions of this Ordinance, .

( E ) For purposes of this Ordinance "Township of Southfield" includes the
unincorporated areas of Southfield Township and the incorporated areas of Villages of
Beverly Hills, Franklin, and Bingham Farms.

{F) "Adequate Care" means the provision of sufficient food, water, shelter, sahitary
conditions, exercise and veterinary medical attention in order to maintain an animal
in a state of good health. :

( G ) "Sanitary Conditions" means space free from health hazards including excessive
animal waste, overcrowding of animals, or other conditions that endanger the
animal's health.

( H ) "Shelter" means adequate protection from the elements and weather conditions
suitable for the age and physical condition of the animal so as to maintain the animal
in a state of good health. Shelter for a dog shall include one or more of the following:

(I) The residence of the dog's owner or other individual;

(ii) A doghouse that is an enclosed structure with a roof and of appropriate
dimensions for the breed and size of the dog. The doghouse shall have dry bedding
when the outdoor temperature is or is predicted to drop below freezing;

(iii) A structure, inciuding, but not limited to, a garage, barn, or shed thatis
sufficiently insulated and ventilated to protect the dog from exposure to extreme
temperatures or, if not sufficiently insulated and ventilated, contains a doghouse as
provided under subparagraph (ii) that is accessible to the dog.

(1) "State of Good Health" means freedom from disease and iliness, and in a
condition of proper body weight and temperature for the age and species of the
animal, unless the animal is undergoing appropriate treatment.

{ 1) "Tethering" means the restraint and confinement of a dog by use of a chain,
rope or similar device,

14.02. DUTY TO KEEP DOG UNDER REASONABLE CONTROL
No person owning a dog shall permit or allow the same to leave said person's
premises, except when such dog i$ under reasonable control as defined in this

Ordinance. No dog shall be permitted or allowed to run at large.

14.03. BARKING DOG

No persons shall own any dog which by loud or frequent or habitual barking or
yelping or howling becomes a nuisance to occupiers of neighboring property.

14.04. VICIOUS DOG

http://www villagebeverlyhills.com/publicsafety/code/chap?2014.htm 4/29/2005
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No person shall own a fierce or vicious dog, or a dog that has been bitten by any
animal known to have been afflicted with rabies. A dog may be deemed fierce or
vicious if the Village of Beverly Hills and the Township of Southfield have received
more than one bite report involving the same dog. Any dog found to be vicious or
afflicted with rabies shall be destroyed uniess otherwise disposed as provided herein.

14.05. LOCATION AND HOUSING

All dog houses shall be in a strategically located place so as to provide adequate
shade in the summer months and shall be maintained in a clean and sanitary
condition, devoid of rodents, vermin, debris, excrement, and free from objectionable
odors. Yards and/or exercise of dog runs shall be kept free of dog droppings, uneaten
food and maintained in a sanitary manner so as not to be a nuisance because of odor,
or attraction for fiies and vermin. '

14.06. FECAL MATTER

It shall be uniawful for any person to permit a dog owned, harbored or possessed by
that person to deposit fecal matter in any place other than the premises where the
dog is harbored and kept, unless such fecal matter is immediately collected and
removed to the premises where the dog is harbored or kept.

14.07. TREATMENT OF ANIMALS

An owner, possessor or person having charge or custody of an animal shall not do
any of the following:

( A ) Fall to provide the animal with adequate care.

( B ) Cruelly drive, work, or beat an animal, or cause an animal to be cruelly driven,
worked or beaten.

( C) Carry or cause to be carried in or upon a vehicle or otherwise any live animal
having the feet or legs tied together, other than an animal being transported for
medical care, or a horse whose feet are hobbled to protect the horse during transport
or in any other cruel and inhumane manner.

( D) Carry or cause to be carried a live animal in or upon a vehicle or otherwise
without providing a secure space, rack, car, crate, or cage in which livestock may
stand and in which all other animals may stand, turn around and lie down during
transportation.

( € ) Abandon an animal or cause an animal to be abandoned, in any place, without
making provisions for the animal's adequate care, unless premises are temporariiy
vacated for the protection of human life during a disaster. An animal that is lost by an
owner or custodian while traveling, or walking, shall not be regarded as abandoned
under this section when the owner or custodian has made a reasonable effort to
locate the animal. '

( F ) Willfully or negligently allow any animal, including one who is aged, diseased,
maimed, hopelessly sick, disabled, or non-ambulatory to suffer unnecessary neglect,
torture or pain. .

( G ) Tether a dog unless the tether is at least three times the length of the dog as

measured from the tip of its nose to the base of its tail and is attached to a harness
or non-choke collar designed for tethering.

http://www villagebeverlyhills.com/publicsafety/code/chap%2014.htm 4/29/2005
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14.08. CRUELTY

( A') No person shall by use of any pit, pitfall, deadfall, snare, trap, net, baited hook
or any similar device, or of any drug, poison, chemical or explosive, injure or kill any

" bird or fur bearing animal; nor-shall any person or persons at any time or in any
manner whatever molest, harass, or annoy any bird or fur bearing animal within the
limits of the Village of Beverly Hills and Southfield Township.

( B) No person shall willfully, maliciously and without just cause or excuse kill,
torture, mutilate, maim, or disfigure an animal or who willfully and maliciously and
without just cause or excuse administer poison to an animal, or expose an animal to
any poisonous substance, other than a substance that is used for therapeutic
veterinary medical purposes, with the intent that the substance be taken or
swallowed by the animal.

( €} No person shall intentionally or negligently cause or permit an animal to suffer
unnecessary pain.

( D)} No person shall moiest, injure, kill or capture any wild bird, or disturb the nest
of any wild bird, unless otherwise permitted by law.

( E ) Every person lawfully keeping any animal shall maintain the premises in which it
is kept in a sanitary condition and free of insects, vermin or obnoxious odors and to
that end shall in any structure housing a horse:

(1) Construct a 10 inch clay floor.

{(2) Keep manure in a container or trailer not less than 175 feet from any dwelling,
except that of the owner, and dispose thereof at least once each week.

(3) Treat both the floor and manure accumulation daily with hydrated lime or such
other chemical as will prevent odor.

14.09. DEAD ANIMALS

The owner of any dead dog or other animal shall promptly dispose of the remains in
such manner as not to cause a nuisance. '

14.10. LICENSE REQUIRED

It shall be unlawfui for any person to own, possess or harbor any dog four months of
age or older in the Village of Beverly Hills and Township of Southfield, unless such
dog is licensed as hereinafter provided, or to own, possess, or harbor any dog four
months of age or over that does not at all times wear a collar or harness with current
Township of Southfield, Michigan, metal license tag attached, as hereinafter provided.
Such license tag shall be nontransferable to any other dog.

14.11, LICENSING PROCEDURE

Licenses to own dog shall be issued by the Township Clerk or authorized agent upon
application made therefore, together with payment of the license fee provided in this
Ordinance,

It shall be the duty of any person owning a dog, on the ist day of January of any
subsequent year thereafter, or on or after any dog becoming four months of age, or
forthwith upon becoming a resident of the Village of Beverly Hills and Township of
Southfield, or becoming an owner of such dog, to make application to the Township

http://www.villagebeverlyhills.com/publicsafety/code/chap%2014.htm 4/29/2005
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Clerk, giving the full name and residence of the applicant and presentation of a
current certificate of vaccination for rables, with a vaccine licensed by the United
States Department of Agriculture, signed by an accredited veterinarian. The
certificate shall state the month and year of expiration for the rabies vaccination, in
the veterinarian's opinion. A license shall not be issued if the dog's current rabies’
vaccination will expire more than 30 days before the date on which the requested
license would expire. Such application shall state the breed, sex, age, color and
markings of such dog, the owner's name and address, and the name and address of
the last previous owner. Upon payment of the license fee, and if all other
requirements have been satisfied, the Township Clerk or authorized agent shall issue
to each applicant a license to own or harbor a dog for the term commencing at the
date of such license and terminating the 31st day of December following. For each
license the Township Clerk shall at the time and before issuing the same and for each
renewal thereof, collect from each applicant a license fee set by the Village Council
and Township Board by resolution, from time to time, for each dog four months of
age or over. e

14.12. VIOLATION TICKET

When a violation ticket is issued for "failure to obtain a dog license", the owner,
possessor or harborer must purchase a current license from the Township Office and
show proof of same to the Court Office before violation payment will be accepted,

14.13. FEES

License fees shall be set by resoiution of the Village Council and Township Board of
Trustees, There shall be a fee for each dog, in case of a dog which has been duly
licensed in another county, township, city or village in the State of Michigan, if
application is made by the owner of such dog within 30 days after taking up residence
in the Village of Beverly Hills and Township of Southfield, and at least 60 days prior to
the expiration of his foreign license, the Township Clerk shall collect a fee for each
dog. The Township Clerk shall retain and file such foreign license, but shall return it
to the owner on demand if at any time the owner returns to his former jurisdiction or
for any other cause desires the return of his license and deposits with the Township
Clerk his Township of Southfield license in exchange therefor. Any person becoming
the owner of any dog after the 1st day of April of any year, shall forthwith apply for
and secure a license for such dog, which license shall be issued without penaity, in
the event such application be made within 30 days after applicant has acquired such
dog or after such dog has reached the age of four months. Any owner of a dog falling
to obtain a license as provided herein prior to March 31st shall pay a double fee for
such license. In situations where a dog is acquired or becomes four months of age, or
a dog owner begins residing in the Village and Township after July 1st, the owner
shall only be required to pay one-half of the annual fee. '

Duplicates of license shall be issued upon payment of the required fee. All monies
received by the Township Clerk shall be turned over to the Township Treasurer. No
person shall keep more than two dogs of the age of four months or over on any
property in the Village of Beverly Hills and Township of Southfield.

14.14. TERM OF LICENSE

All licenses issued under the provisions of this Ordinance shall be valid and opérative
for a term beginning the date of such license in the calendar year for which such
license is issued and terminating on the 1st day of December of said year.

14.15. APPLICATION FOR KENNEL LICENSE

- No person shall own or operate any dog kennel in the Township of Southfieid or

http://www.vil]agebeverlyhills.com/publicsafety/code/chap%2014.htm 4/29/2005
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Village of Beverly Hills in a residential zone. For the purpose of this Ordinance, a
kennel shall be construed as an establishment wherein or whereon any person keeps
three or more dogs, six months old or older, regardless of whether any remuneration
is received therefor. A kennel may be operated in a non-residential district within the
Village of Beverly Hills if an authorized use in that zone district.

14.16. RESPONSIBILITY FOR DAMAGES

Every owner, possessor or harborer of an animal shall be liable for damages, any and
all injuries to person or property caused by such animal, to be determined and
collected in appropriate civil proceedings, and nothing in this Ordinance shall be
construed to impose any liability upon the Village of Beverly Hills and the Township of
Southfield, its officers, agents or employees for any damages to persons or property
caused by such animal,

14.17. DOG POUND

The Village of Beverly Hills and the Township of Southfield will not establish a dog
pound, but will use the facilities of area veterinarians when and where approved and
available.

14,18. IMPOUNDING OF DOGS

It shall be the duty of the Animal Control Officer to take up, seize and place in the
dog pound all dogs that may be found running at large or being kept or harbored in
any place within the Village of Beverly Hills and Township of Southfield contrary to
the provisions of this Ordinance. '

14.19. RELEASE OF DOGS

No dog shall be released from the pound unless the owner, possessor or harborer or
authorized agent shall pay a fee as set forth in the following schedule:

( A) For release of a licensed dog, properly immunized against rabies, the sum of
$15.00.

( B') Payment of the cost of boarding such dog, at the rate of $3.00 for each day
including the first day,

( C ) The owner, possessor or harborer of any unlicensed dog must present proof of
immunizations within 72 hours of release of said dog, or be subject to the issuance of
an ordinance violation for owning, possessing or harboring an unlicensed dog, The
cost of immunization and licensing shall be paid by the owner, possessor or harborer,
in addition to the fees herein provided.

( D } The Animal Control Officer shall keep a careful record of all dogs received with a
description thereof and the disposition of the same, which record will be filed with the
Township Clerk monthly or oftener should the Township Clerk require such.

14.20. UNCLAIMED DOGS

All dogs not claimed and released to the owner within four days, not including the
first day of impoundment, shall be destroyed, or if the animal is deemed valuable by
the Animal Warden, the same may be sold for the total amount of fees for boarding,
provided that said dog be properly immunized and licensed at the cost of the
purchaser.

http://www.villagebeverlyhills.comfpublicsafety/code/chap%zo1 4.htm 4/29/2005
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14.21. CONFINING DOG FOR OBSERVATION

Any person who shall own a dog which has contracted rabies, or which has been
subjected to same, or which is suspected of having rables, or which has bitten any
person, shall upon demand of the Animal Control Officer produce and surrender up
such dog to the Animal Control Officer to be held at a licensed veterinarian or at the
owner's home for treatment and observation for whatever period is necessary to
ascertain the extent of the rabies; such confinement shall be the sole expense of the
owner of said dog, and without éxpense or risk on the part of the Village of Beverly
Hills and the Township of Southfield. In lieu of such delivering up of such dog as
aforesaid, such person shall have the option of delivering such dog to an approved
veterinarian for treatment and observation for rabies, and shall furnish to the Animal
Control Officer, written evidence that such dog has been so delivered, such
confinement shall be at the sole expense of the owner of said dog.

14.22. bOG BITTEN BY ANOTHER DOG

It shall be the duty of any person owning a dog which has been attacked or bitten by
another dog or another animal showing symptoms of rabies, to immediately notify
the Animal Control Officer that such person has possession of such a dog and such
persons shall comply with all lawful orders and requirements of the Animal Control
Officer regarding treatment of such dog for rabies.

14.23. QUARANTINE

The Animal Control Officer is hereby authorized to require that any dog be
quarantined or that a quarantine be established by the Village of Beverly Hills and the
Township of Southfield for a defined period, whenever in his opinion such measures
are necessary in order to protect the health, safety and welfare of the people of the
Village of Beverly Hills and the Township of Southfield.

14.24, HORSES

All horses shall be confined unless being led or ridden on public lands.

14.25. CATS

( A’} Cat Control. 1t shall be unlawful for any person, in the Village of Beverly Hills, to
have possession or custody of any cat, without having it under control and/or
confined to his premises at all times; provided that the provisions of this Section shall
not apply to possession or custody of any cat less than six months of age, when proof
of age can be, and on request, is submitted to either the Public Safety Officer or
Animal Control Officer.

( B ) Cat License. 1t shall be unlawful for any person, in the Village of Beverly Hiils, to
possess, harbor, shelter or keep any cat over six months of age, without having said
‘cat licensed pursuant to any and all regulations set forth by the Township of
Southfield. Further, it shall be uniawful for any person to have possession or custody
of any such cat without having it inoculated against rabies and/or any other diseases,
as designated by the Township of Southfield and/or the Animal Control Officer of
Southfteld Township.

( € ) Cat Possession. It shall be unlawful for any person, in the Village of Beverly
Hills, to possess, harbor, shelter, or keep adult cats in a greater number than can be
cared for in a sanitary and proper manner in compliance with the public health code.
For the purpose of this Ordinance, an adult cat shall be deemed to be any cat six
months of age or older, It shall also be unlawful to maintain any cat or cats so as to
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create a nuisance by way of noise, odor or otherwise.

( D) Cat Enforcement. Any Public Safety Officer, Animal Control Officer, Health
Inspector, or any other person designated by the Village, is authorized to impound
any cat found running at large within the Village of Beverly Hills. The impounding of
any cat and the enforcement of this Ordinance shall be on a complaint basis only.

( E ) Cat Impoundment. Diligent efforts shall be made to contact by certified mail and
telephone the owner of each licensed and/or otherwise identified cat which is
impounded. Any impounded cat without identification or license, not redeemed within
96 hours, and any impounded cat which is licensed and/or otherwise has
identification not redeemed within 168 hours shall be disposed of in such a manner as
previously agreed upon between the Village of Beverly Hills, the Township of
Southfield and the owner and/or manager of an Animal Hospital or shelter. The owner
and/or manager of the hospital or shelter is made an agent of the Village of Beverly
Hills for this purpose, and his actions in this regard are declared to be for a
governmental purpose. A minimum daily charge shall be assessed against the cat
owner for the feeding and sheilter of each cat so impounded as promulgated by
Council resolution.

{ F) Cat Impoundment Agreements, The Village Manager is instructed to enter' into
necessary agreements with Animal Hospital owners and/or managers to carry out the
terms of this Ordinance.

14.26. ENFORCEMENT

The Township of Southfield may employ Animal Control Officers to enforce and
administer the provisions of this Ordinance, The Anima! Control Officer shall be
invested with such powers of a special police officer by the Township Clerk as are
necessary for the limited purpose of enforcing the provisions of this Ordinance and its
amendments. The provisions of this Ordinance may be enforced by members of the
public safety officers of Village of Beverly Hills within their respective boundaries.

14,27. AUTHORITY TO INQUIRE

It shall be the duty of the Animal Control Officer to make diligent inquiry as to the
dogs owned, harbored or kept within the Village of Beverly Hilis and the Township of
Southfield and whether such dogs are licensed, and whether such owner, possessor
or harborer is in viclation of any other provisions of this Ordinance. Any dog found
unlicensed may be seized and impounded by the Animal Control Officer. If the owner,
possessor or harborer of such dog be known, the Animal Control Officer may issue a
notice of violation to appear at the Township Clerk’s office, or his agent, within 72
hours, not including Saturdays, Sundays, or holidays, to procure a license for such
dog. Failure of owner, possessor or harborer to appear and procure such license may
result in the issuance of an ordinance violation by the said Animal Control Officer for
violation of the licensing section of this Ordinance, Section 8.01.

14.28. VIOLATION NOTICES
All violation tickets to be handled by the 46th District Court at the City of Southfield,
14.29. ORDINANCE VIOLATIONS

The Animal Control Officer is hereby authorized, upon witnessing of violation of this
Ordinance, in addition to seizing and impounding such dog, to issue to the owner,
possessor or harborer of such dog, an ordinance violation which shail include the
date, time and location of the offense, and shall include the applicable section
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. number of the ordinance of which the owner, possessor or harborer of such dog is-in
violation, wherein the Animal Control Officer has determined that the owner,
possessor or harborer of such dog has been in violation of the same offense che or
more times within the previous one year period. All further proceedings shall be had
in accordance with the rules and practices of the District Court of Michigan.

14.30. PENALTIES

Any person or persons violating any of the provisions of this Ordinance shall, upon
conviction thereof, be subject to a fine not exceeding $500.00 or imprisonment not
exceeding 90 days in the Oakland County Jail, or both such fine and imprisonment in
the discretion of the Court together with the cost of the prosecution.

14.31. SEVERANCE CLAUSE

If any section, clause or provision of this Ordinance shall be declared to be
inconsistent with the constitution and laws of the State of Michigan and voided by any
court of competent jurisdiction, said section, clause or provision declared to be
unconstitutional and void shall thereby cease to be a part of this Ordinance, but the
remainder of this Ordinance shall stand and be in full force. {Ord. 293, 5-17-99}

Copyright © Village of Beverly Hills, 2004. All Rights Reserved
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'Bloomfield Township Provided to you
Ordinance No. 423 {ompliments of

SEMCOG

BLOOMFIELD TOWNSHIP DOG ORDINANCE
AN ORDINANCE REGULATING DOGS AND PROVIDING FOR THE LICENSING AND KEEPING OF DOGS AND

AUTHORIZING THEIR IMPOUNDMENT, REMOVAL AND DESTRUCTION iN CERTAIN CASES AND IMPOSING POWERS
AND DUTIES ON CERTAIN TOWNSHIP OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES.

THE TOWNSHIP OF BLOOMFIELD ORDAINS;

Ordinance No.423, the Bloomfield Township Dog Ordinance; is adopted to read as follows:

Section 1 Definitions
The following terms when used in this Ordinance shall have the meanings set forth in this section:
"Dog" shall mean any dog, whether male, female or unsexed.
"Owner" shall include every person having a right or property interest in a dog, and every person who keeps or harbors a
dog or has it in his care, and every person who permits a dog to remain in or about any premises occupied or owned by
such perseon.
For the purposes of this Ordinance, a dog shall be under "reasonable control” when said dog is held securely by a leash of
adequate strength and length, by the owner, possessor or harborer thereof, or any other responsible person of suitable age

and strength in relationship to the size and strength of the dog or when said dog is in an enclosed vehicle or container.

"Animal Control Officer" when used herein shall include all members of the Bioomfield Township Police Department or that
person or persons employed by the Township for the purpose of enforcement and administration of this Ordinance.

Section 2 Duty to Keep Dog Under Reasonable Control

No person owning, possessing or harboring a dog shall permit or aliow the dog to leave said person's property and premises
except when such dog is under reasonable control as defined in this Ordinance. No dog shall be permitted or allowed to run at
large (off of the owner's, possessor's or harborer's property and premises and not under reasonable control) within Bloomfield
Township. ’

Section 3 Sanitation

It shall be unlawful for any person to permit any dog owned, possessed or harbored by him to deposit fecal matter any place other
than the premises where the dog is harbored or kept, unless such fecal matter is immediately collected and removed to the
premises where the dog is harbored or kept. .

Section 4 Barking Dog

No person shall own, possess or harbor any dog which by loud, frequent or habitual barking, yelping or howling becomes a
nuisance to occupiers of other property.

SECTION § Dangerous Dog
A. No person shall own, possess or harbor a dangerous dog in Bloomfield Township.
B. Any dog found to be dangerous in Bloomfield Township shall be destroyed unless otherwise disposed of by the owner.

C. A"dangerous dog" is defined as any dog which is afflicted with rabies, or any dog which is capable of inflicting death or
serious injury on a person or domesticated animal and which:

1) Has, without provocation, attacked or bitten a person engaged in lawful activities;
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2) Has left the property of its owner and without provocation killed or seriously injured another animal;

3) Has without provocation, chased, confronted or approached a person on the street, sidewalk or other public
property in 2 menacing fashion such as would put a reasonable prudent person in fear of attack;

4) Has exhibited a propensity, tendency or disposition to attack, cause injury or threaten the safety of persons or
other domesticated animals without provecation; or

5) Has acted in a manner that causes or should cause its owner to know that it is potentially vicious and/or
dangerous.
D. If the Animal Control Officer believes that a person owns or harbors a dangerous dog, the Animal Controf Officer shall
forward and/or deliver to the dog owner's premises a written notice informing said owner that the Animal Control Officer has
determined the dog to be dangerous and further advising said owner that the dog must be removed from the Township or
destroyed within 72 hours from the delivery to the owner's premises of the written determination excluding Saturdays,
Sundays, and holidays. '

E. In the event that the owner of a dangerous dog fails to remove the dog from the Township or destroy said dog within 72
hours from the delivery to the owner's premises of the Animal Control Officer's written determination that the dog is
dangerous, the animal control Officer may issue an Ordinance Violation Citation fo the owner of the dangerous dog and
may also impound the dangerous dog and cause the dog to be destroyed or otherwise disposed of at the owner's expense.

Section 6 Location and Housing

All outdoor housing, including, but not limited to, dog houses, shelters, enclosures and fenced dog run areas, are pursuant to the
Zoning Ordinance considered accessory structures and are subject to the provisions of the Bloomfield Township Zoning
Ordinance, including review and approval by the Bloomfield Township Zoning Board of Appeals. All dog housing shall provide
adequate protection from the elements and from weather conditions and shall be maintained in a clean and sanitary condition,
devoid of rodents, vermin, debris, excrement and free from objectionabie odors. Any person owning, possessing or harboring a
dog or dogs shall not permit the dog or dogs to be confined or restrained in any manner or anywhere on a lot or parcel except
within the rear yard in an area set back at ieast 16 feet from the side lot line and 25 feet from the rear lot line. For the purpose of
this section, the terms "lot” and "parcel" shall be deemed to include contiguous lots or parcels owned or possessed by such

person.
Section 7 Treatment of Dogs

No person shall treat a dog in a cruel or inhumane manner or willfully or negligently cause or permit a dog to suffer unnecessary
torture or pain.

Section 8 Impounding Of Dogs

It shali be the duty of the Animal Control Officer to take up, seize and place in the Bloomfield Township Animal Shelter, dog pound
and/or any other facility deemed appropriate by said Animal Control Officer any and all dogs that may be running at large or being
kept or harbored in any place within Blcomfleld Township contrary to any provisions of this Ordinance. In the event that the Animal
Control Officer impounds any dog at the Bioomfield Township Animal Shelter, dog pound and/or any other place or facility
deemed appropriate by the Animal Control Officer, said impoundment shall be at the cost of the owner of said dog. The Animal
Control Officer shall have the discretion to allow the owner of an impounded dog to have the impounded dog kept at or moved to a
registered kennel at the owner's cost.

Section 9 License Required

it shall be unlawful for any person to own, possess or harbor any dog six months of age or older in Bloomfield Township unless
such dog is licensed as hereinafter provided or to own, possess or harbor any dog six months of age or over that does not at all
times wear a collar or harness with current Bloomfield Township, Michigan, metal license tag attached as hersinafter provided.

Such license tags shall be non-transferable to any other dog.

Section 10 Licensing Procedure

Licenses to own a dog shall be issued by the Township Clerk or his or her authorized agent upon applicétion made therefore,
together with payment of the license fee as provided in this Ordinance. It shall be the duty of any person owning a dog, on or
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* before 1990 or the first day of January of any subsequent year thereafter or on or after any dog becoming six months of age,
forthwith upon becoming a resident of Bloomfield Township or becoming an owner of such dog to make application to the
Bloomfield Township Clerk giving the full name and residence of the applicant and presentation of a valid certificate of vaccination
for rabies, with a vaccine licensed by the United States Department of Agriculture, signed by an accredited veterinarian. The
certificate of vaccination shall be valid prior to the issuance of a license and shail remain valid and in full force and effect during
the entire duration of the license. Upon payment of the license fee, the Township clerk or authorized agent shall issue to each
applicant a license to own or harbor a dog for the term commencing at the date of such license and terminating the 31st day of
December following. Such application shall state the breed, sex, age, color and markings of such dog. For each license, the
Township Clerk shail at the time and before issuing the same and for each renewal thereof, collect from each applicant a license
fee set by the Township Board by resolution from time to time, for each dog six months of age or over.

Section 11 Fees

The license fee shall be as follows: $5.00 for each dog; in the case of a dog which has been duly licensed in another County,
Township, City or Viflage in the State of Michigan, if application is made by the owner of such dog within 30 days after taking up
residence in Bloomfield Township, and at least 60 days prior to the expiration of its foreign license, the Township Clerk shall
collect $5.00 for each dog. The Township Clerk shall retain and file such foreign ficense but shall return it to the owner on demand
if at any time the owner returns to his former jurisdiction or for any other cause desires the return of his license and deposits with
the Clerk his Bloomfield Township license in exchange therefore. Any person becoming the owner of any dog after the first day of
April of any year which dog has not already been licensed or any person owning a dog which becomes six months old after the
first day of April of any year, shall forthwith apply for and secure a license for such dog which license shall be issued without
penalty, in the event such application be made within 30 days after the applicant has acquired such dog or after such dog has
reached the age of six months or any owner of a dog failing to obtain a license as provided herein prior to April 1 shall pay an
additional charge of $2.50 or a total of $7.50 for each license. After June 1 of each year, for any dog acquired or who becomes six
months of age, or whose owner becomes a resident of the Township shall pay a, fee of one-half the respective fees for a reguiar

dog license,

Any person submitting proof that such dog to be licensed has been unsexed, the fee for such unsexed dog shall be haif the
respective fees for a reguiar dog license.

Duplicates of licenses shail be issued upon request. No person shall keep more than two dogs of the age of six months or over on

any property in Bloomfield Township. Any person who has obtained a state kennel license who keeps dogs for sale, boarding,
breeding or training purposes for re-numeration shall be exempt from the license requirements of this Ordinance.

Section 12 Term of license

All licenses issued under the provisions of this Ordinance shall be valid and operative for a term beginning the first day of January
in the calendar year for which such license is issued and terminating on the last day of December of said year.

Section13 Application for Kennel License

Any person who shall keep or operate a kennel, shall, in lieu of the individual license required under this Ordinance, make
application to the Township Clerk or his authorized agent for a kennel license, entitling the applicant to keep or operate a kennel.
Such application shall set forth the name and address of the name of the applicant and shall set forth the number of dogs sought
to be kept there- under. The application shall also state the purpose for which the kennel is to be maintained and such other
information as may be requested by the Township Clerk or his or her authorized agents,

No kennel shall be licensed or maintained on any lot or parcel of land except those zoned B-3 General Business District as is set
forth in Section 801 (5) of the Bloomfield Township Zoning Ordinance.

The owning, keeping, boarding, either permanently or temporarily of three or more dogs by a person shall be deemed the
operation of a kenne! for which a license hereunder is required.

Section 14 License Fees for Kennel License

License fees for kennel licenses shall be established by resolution of the Bloomfield Township Board.

Section 15 Issuance of a Kennel License

Upon receipt of such application and the license fees herein provided, the Township Clerk shall issue a kennel license setting
forth the maximum number of dogs which may be kept thereunder, and at the same time shall issue to the applicant a number of
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" suitable tags equal to the number of dogs authorized for such license, such tags to be the same as those herein otherwise
provided. Any dog in the kennel shall at all times wear a collar or a hamess to which such official Township of Bloomfield tags
shall be affixed, and such tags shali be used for no dogs other than those in said kennel.

Section 16 Regulation of Kennels

Dogs in kennels shall not be taken therefrom for any purpose unless the same shall have been properly immunized as provided in
this Ordinance, Where dogs in kennels have been properly immunized and have a kennel license attached to their collar or
harness, the same may be taken outside the limits of the kennel provided that they are under reasonable control as defined in this
Ordinance for purposes of breeding, trial, show or sale.

Section 17 Responsibility for Damages

Every owner, possessor or harborer of a dog shall be liable for damages for any and all injuries to persons or property caused by
such dog, to be determined and collected in appropriate civil proceedings and nothing in this Ordinance shall be construed to
impose any liability upon Bloomfield Township, its officers, agents or employees for any damages to persons or property caused
by any dog or its owners, possessor or harborer. '

Section 18 Animal Shelter/Dog Pound

Bloomfield Township may establish an animal shelter and/or dog pound, such shelter or pound to be located at such a place and
location as shall be selected by the Bioomfield Township Board.

Section 19 Release of Dogs

No dog shall be released from the animal shelter/dog pound unless the owner, possessor or harborer or authorized agent shall
pay a fee as set forth in the following schedule:

For release of a licensed dog, properly immunized against rabies, the sum of $25.00.
Payment of the costs of boarding and/or housing such dag, at the rate of $10.00 for each day from the first day.

The owner, possessor or harborer of any unlicensed dog must present proof of, immunization within 72 hours of release of
said dog or be subject to the issuance of an Ordinance Violation for owning, possessing or harboring an unlicensed dog.
The cost of immunizing and licensing shall be paid for by the owner, possessor or harborer in addition to the fees herein
provided. .

The Animal Control Officer shall keep a careful record of all dogs received by him with the description thereof and the
disposition of the same, which record shall be filted with the Township Clerk monthly or often as should the Township Clerk
require such. The Animal Control Officer shall also no later than the next working day after receipt, pay to the Township
Clerk all monies received by him whereupon the Township Clerk shall turn such monies over to the Township Treasurer,

Section 20 Unclaimed Dogs

All dogs not claimed and released within four days, not including the first day of impoundment, shall be destroyed or if the animal
is deemed valuable in the opinion of the Animal Control Officer, the same may be sold for the amount of boarding fees for four
days, provided the said dog be properly immunized and licensed at the cost of the purchaser.

Section 21 Confining Dog for Observation

Any person who shall own a dog which has contracted rabies or which has been subjected to the same or which is suspected of
having rabies or which has bitten any person, shall upon demand of the Animat Contra| Officer produce and surrender such dog to
the Animal Controf Officer to be held at a licensed veterinarian's office for treatment and observation for whatever period is
necessary to ascertain the extent of the rabies; such confinement shall be at the sole expense of the owner of said dog and
without expense or risk on the part of Bloomfield Township. In lieu of delivering such dog to the Animal Control Officer, the owner
shall have the option of delivering the dog to an approved veterinarian for treatment and observation for rables and shail furnish to
the Animaj Control Officer, written evidence that such dog has been so delivered and such confinement shall be at the sole
expense of the owner of said dog. :

Section 22 Dog Bitten By Another Dog
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"It shall be the duty of any person owning a dog which has been attacked or bitten by another dog or another animal showing
symptoms of rabies to immediately notify the Animal Control Officer that such person has such dog in his possession and such
person shall comply with all lawful orders and requirements of the Animal Control Officer regarding freatment of such dog for

rabies.
Section 23 Quarantine

The Animal Centrol Officer and/or Health Officer is hereby authorized to require that any dog be quarantined or that a quarantine
be established in Bloomfield Township for a defined period, whenever in his opinion such measures are necessary in order to
protect the health, safety and welfare of the people of Bloomfield Township.

Section 24 Enforcement

Bloomfield Township may employ Animal Control Officers and/or use the Bioomfield Township Police Department to enfarce and
administer the provisions of this Ordinance. The Animal Controi Officer shall be vested with such powers of a special police officer
by the Bloomfield Township Clerk as are necessary for the limited purpose of enforcing the provisions of this Ordinance and

amendments.
Section 25 Authority to Inquire

it shall be the duty of the Animal Control Officer to make diligent inquiry as to whether a dog is owned, harbored or kept within the
Township of Bloomfield and whether such dogs are licensed and whether such owner, possessor or harborer of a dog and/or
dogs is in violation of any provision of this Ordinance. Any dog found unlicensed may be seized and impounded by the Animal
Control Officer. If the owner, possessor or harborer of such dog be known, the Animal Control Officer may issue a Notice of
Violation to appear at the Township Clerk's office or his or her agent within 72 hours not including Saturdays, Sundays or holidays
to procure a license for such dog. Failure of the owner, possessor or harborer of a dog to procure such a license may result in the
issuance of an Ordinance Violation by the Animal Control Officer for violation of the licensing section of this Ordinance, Section 9.

Section 26 Violation Notice
The Animal Controt Officer is hereby authorized upon the witnessing of any violation of this Ordinance, in addition to seizing and
impounding of such dog and/or any other remedy provided to the Township pursuant to this Ordinance, to issue to the owner,

possessor or harborer of such dog an Ordinance Violation Citation which shall include the date, time and location of the offense
and shall include the applicable section number of this Ordinance of which the owner, possessor or harborer of such dog is in

violation.

Section 27 Penalties
Any person or persons violating any of the provisions of this Ordinance shall upon conviction thereof, be subject to a fine not

exceeding $500.00 plus costs, or imprisenment not exceeding 90 days in the Oakland County Jail, and/or both such fine, costs
and imprisonment in the discretion of the Court,

Section 28 Short Title

This Ordinance shall be known and may be cited as the "Bloomfield Township Dog Crdinance."

Section 29 Repealer

Ordinance No.283 and Ordinance 362 of the Bloomfield Township Ordinances are hereby repealed. All other Ordinances or parts
of Ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby repealed only to the extent necessary to give this Ordinance full force and effect.

Section 30 Severability

Should any section, subdivision, clause or phrase of this Ordinance be declared by the courts to be invalid, the same shall not
effect the validity of the Ordinance as a whole or any part thereof, other than the part so invalidated.

Section 31 Savings

All proceedings pending and all rights and liabilities existing, acquired or incurred at the time this Ordinance takes effect, are
saved and may be consummated according to the law in force when they are commenced.
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Section 32 Effective Date '

The provisions of this Ordinance are hereby ordered to take effect 30 days after publication in the Birmingham Eccentric, a
newspaper circulated within said Township.

WILMA S. COTTON
City Clerk
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" ARTICLE II. DOGS*

*State law references: Dog law, MCL 287.261 et seq., MSA 12.511 et seq.

Sec. 4-21. Prima facie evidence of ownership.

In all prosecutions for violation of this article, the records in the clerk's office showing

the name of the owner and the license number to whom any license was issued, and the
license tag affixed to the collar or harness of the dog showing a corresponding number

shall be prima facie evidence of the ownership of any dog.

(Ord. No. 81-64, § 11, 11-4-81)

Sec. 4-22. Leash, immunization required; liability of owner; evidence of negligence.

{a) No dog shall be permitted at any time to be on a public highway or street, in a
public park, public building or any other public place, or any place to which the public
generally is invited: '

(1)  Except when held securely by a leash of suitable strength and length by the owner
thereof or other responsible person or when confined in a shipping receptacle or
automobile.

(2)  Unless such dog shall have been immunized against rabies in the manner
prescribed by the health officer of the city.

(b) Every owner of a dog shall be liable for damages for any and all injuries to persons
or property that may be caused by such dog on any such public highway or other public
place which damages shall be determined and collected in appropriate legal proceedings
therefor. ' _

{(c) Any failure or refusal by such owner to comply with the provisions of this section
shall constitute prima facie evidence of negligence on the part of such owner.

(Ord. No. 81-64, § 2, 11-4-81)

Sec. 4-23. License required. .

It shall be unlawful for any person to own, possess, keep or harbor a dog six months old
and over within the limits of the city without first having obtained a license therefor from
the city clerk, and without first fully complying with all the provisions of this article and

~ any and all rules and regulations promulgated and established by the health officer of the
city relative to the keeping or harboring of dogs; provided, however, that all persons
moving into, with the intention of permancntly establishing their residence within, the
corporate limits of the city and owning, keeping, harboring or possessing any dog or dogs
six months old and over shall apply forthwith to the city clerk for a dog license if the



animal has not been licensed for the current year elsewhere in the state. If such animal
has been thus licensed, such owner shall register such animal with the city clerk.
(Ord. No. 81-64, § 1, 11-4-81)

Sec. 4-24. Term of license.

The term of the license required by this article, manner of application, type of license tag
issued and the fee therefor shall be governed by the provisions of the general licensing
ordinance for the city,

(Ord. No. 81-64, § 3, 11-4-81)

Sec. 4-25. Collar and license tag.

Each person owning, possessing or harboring any dog shall provide the same with a
substantial collar or harness of durable material to which shall be securely attached the
license tag required in section 4-23. Duplicate license tags in case of loss may be issued
by the city clerk at the expense of the applicant upon the filing of an affidavit of loss by
the applicant. No license tag shall be used on the collar of any dog other than the one to
which the tag was first issued. No person shall remove the collar or tag from any dog
without the consent of the owner or of the party to whom the license was issued.

(Ord. No. 81-64, § 4,11-4-81)

Sec. 4-26. Running at large.

It shall be unlawful for any person to suffer or permit any dog or dogs owned, possessed,
harbored or kept by him to run at large, which shall mean to wander unrestrained on any
streets, alleys, parks or public places within the city, or upon any private property other
than that of the owner of such dog.

(Ord. No. 81-64, § 6, 11-4-81)

Sec. 4-27. Vicious dogs generally.

(8) Definitions. The following terms, when used in this section shall have the meanings
ascribed to them in this subsection: ;

Owner means a person, firm, or corporation keeping, possessing, harboring or having the
care or custody of a dog.

. Vicious dog means:

(1)  Any dog with a known propensity, tendency or disposition to attack without
provocation, to cause injury, or to otherwise threaten the safety of human beings or
domestic animals; or

(2)  Any dog which, without provocation, has attacked or bitten a human being or
domestic animatl; or

(3) Any dog owned or harbored primarily or in part for the purpose of dog fighting, or
any dog trained for dog fighting; or

(4) Any dog which, without provocation, chases or approaches a person upon the
streets, sidewalks, or any public or private property in a menacing fashion or apparent
attitude of attack; this subsection docs not apply to any dog on the property of its owner
or to a dog that is responding in a manner that an ordinary and reasonable person would
conclude was designed to protect a person if that person is engaged in a lawful activity or
is the subject of an assault.



(b)  Determination of a vicious dog. The animal control officer or any public safety
officer shall investigate all complaints of a vicious dog. If the animal control officer or
any public safety officer has reasonable cause to believe that a dog is vicious, he or she
shall institute proceedings in the 19th District Court requesting the court to conduct a
hearing on whether or not the dog should be declared vicious under this section. The
issue of whether the dog is a vicious dog within the meaning of this section shall be
decided based upon the preponderance of the evidence. If the court rules the dog to be
vicious, it may order that the dog be confined to the owner's premises or euthanized. The
court may establish a time schedule to insure compliance with this section, but in no case
shall such time exceed 30 days after the date of the court's determination. Court costs for
such action shall be taxed against the owner of the dog. The court may decide all issues
for or against the owner of the dog regardless of the fact that the owner fails to appear at
the hearing, and the determination of the court shall be final and conclusive upon all
parties thereto. If the animal control officer or any public safety officer has probable
cause to believe that the dog in question is vicious and may pose a threat of serious harm
to human beings or other domestic animals, the animal control officer or public safety
officer may seize and impound the dog pending the hearing. The owner of the dog shall
be liable to the city for the costs and expenses of keeping such dog.

(¢)  Requirements for registration. Upon a finding by the court that a dog is vicious, its
owner shall comply with the following requirements for licensing:

(1)  License application. The owner shall apply to the city clerk for a vicious dog
license which shall be valid for one year from the date of its approval provided all
conditions of this section and applicable court orders have been met. The license shall be
renewable for successive one year periods provided that the dog is to be kept on the same
premises under the same conditions and its owner has not violated any conditions of this
section or any court order during the previous 12-month period. No such license shall be
transferable to a new owner of the dog or to a new location or address where the dog will
be kept.

(2)  Insurance. Prior to the receipt of a license, the owner shall present to the city clerk
proof that the owner has procured liability insurance in the amount of at least
$100,000.00 covering any damage or injury which may be caused by such vicious dog
during the 12-month period for which licensing is sought, which policy shall contain a
provision naming the city as an additional insured and shall provide that the city shall be
notified by the insurance company of any cancellation, termination or expiration of the
liability insurance policy. In addition, the owner shall sign a statement attesting that the
owner shall maintain and not voluntarily cancel the liability insurance during the 12-
month period for which licensing is sought, unless the owner shall cease to keep or
harbor the vicious dog prior to expiration of such licenses.

(3)  Signs. Prior to the receipt of a license, the owner shall display a sign in a prominent
place on his or her premises warning of a vicious dog on the premises. Said sign shall be
visible and capable of being read from any adjacent public right-of-way.

(4)  Confinement of vicious dog. Prior to the receipt of a license, the owner shall
provide for the confinement of the vicious dog. If the vicious dog is to be confined
outdoors, the dog shall be confined to a pen or structure with secure sides and top
attached to the sides. The stricture shall have a secure bottom or floor attached to the
sides of the pen or the structure shall be embedded in the ground no less than two feet.



The structure shall be constructed in accordance with standards set forth in chapter 5 and
shall be constructed of materjals and be designed so as to prevent any escape of the
animal or entry of young children. In addition, the size and location of the structure shall
comply with the provisions of the zoning ordinance of the city including lot coverage and
setback requirements, applicable to accessory structures. The owner shall keep the
structure locked with a padlock or keylock at all times that the vicious dog is kept inside
the structure, and shall keep the structure adequately lit and in a clean and sanitary
condition. If the vicious dog is to be confined indoors, the vicious dog shall not be kept
on a porch or patio or in any other part of a house or structure that would allow the dog to
exit of its own volition. In addition, no such animal may be kept in a house or structure
when the windows are open or when screen windows or screen doors are the only
obstacle preventing the dog from exiting.

(5)  Proximity to schools. If the court rules a dog to be vicious, and the owner of the
dog lives within 500 feet of a school, the court may impose additional regulations to
safeguard the public, up to and including ordering the dog permanently removed from the
area.

(d)  Control of vicious dogs. All vicious dogs shall be confined as previously described
in this section. It shall be unlawful for any owner to maintain a vicious dog upon any
premises which does not have a locked enclosure, unless such vicious dog is at all times
maintained in the owner's dwelling. It shall be unlawful for any owner to allow any
vicious dog to be outside of the dwelling of the owner or outside of the enclosure unless
it is necessary for the owner to obtain veterinary care for the vicious dog or to sell or give
away the vicious dog or to comply with commands or directions of the court, the animal
control office or any public safety officer with respect to the vicious dog, or to comply
with licensing provisions of this section. In such event, the vicious dog shall be securely
muzzled and restrained with a choker chain and leash having a minimum tensile strength
of 300 pounds and not exceeding three feet in length. The muzzle shall be made and
fitted in a manner that will not cause injury to the dog or interfere with its vision or
respiration, but shall prevent it from biting any buman or animal. The animal shall be
under the direct control and supervision of the owner of a vicious dog or his agent, either
of whom shall be, in any event, a person of 18 years of age and physically capable of
restraining the animal.

(e)  Reporting requirements. An owner shall notify the city police department
immediately upon discovery that a vicious dog is on the loose, is unconfined, has
attacked another animal or human being, or has been stolen. An owner shall notify the
city clerk in writing within one day if the vicious dog has been sold or given away or has
died, and, if the vicious dog has been sold or given away to a new owner residing within
the city, the owner shall also provide the city clerk with the name, address and telephone
number of the new owner of the vicious dog. :

(f)y Penalties for violation.

(1)  Failure to comply/show cause hearing. Upon an owner's failure to comply with any
condition in the court order finding a dog to be vicious, the animal control officer or any
public safety officer shall confiscate the dog and impound same pending a hearing
requiring the owner of the dog to show cause why the dog should not be immediately
destroyed. The owner of the dog shall be liable to the city for the costs and expenses of
keeping such dog. Failure to comply shall, among other things, include:



a.  The failure to obtain a vicious dog license in accordance with this section;

b.  The failure to secure liability insurance in accordance with this section;

¢.  The failure to confine the vicious dog to the premises with appropriate signage in
accordance with this section;

d. The dog's presence outside of the owner's dwelling or the enclosure except as

provided in this section;

. The failure to comply with the reporting requirements of this section.

(2)  Vicious conduct/show cause hearing. If any vicious dog shall, when unprovoked,

kill, wound or assist in killing any domestic animal belonging to or in the possession of

any person, or if any vicious dog shall, when unprovoked, attack, assault, wound, bite or
- otherwise injure a human being, the animal control officer or any public safety officer

-+ shall confiscate and impound the vicious dog pending a hearing within seven days

requiring the owner of the dog to show cause why the dog should not be destroyed. The

owner of the dog shall be liable to the city for the costs and expenses of keeping such

dog.

(Ord. No. 90-488, 5-15-90)

State law references: Rules for control of rabies and the disposition of nonhuman agents

carrying disease, including rabid animals, MCL 333.511, MSA 14.15(511 1); regulation

of dangerous animals, MCL 287.321 et seq., MSA 12.545(21) et seq.

Sec. 4-28. Biting dogs.

(a) No person shall own or harbor a dog that has been bitten by any animal known to
have been afflicted with rabies, or which shall have bitten any person or animal.

(b) Any person who shall have in his possession a dog or other animal which has
contracted rabies, which has been subjected to the same, which is suspected of having
rabies or which shall have bitten any person or other animal shall, upon demand of the
animal shelter supervisor or of the health officer produce and surrender such dog to the
animal shelter supervisor or health officer to be held for observation and treatment for a
period of ten days at the animal shelter; provided, however, that with the approval of the
health officer or animal shelter supervisor any such dog or other animal may be
surrendered to a registered veterinary or to any nonprofit corporation organized for the
purpose of sheltering dogs or other animals, for observation and treatment for a period of
at least ten days immediately following the biting of such person or animal,

(Ord. No. 81-64, § 6, 11-4-81)

Sec. 4-29. Prevention of nuisance.

A person who owns, possesses or controls a dog shall not permit the dog to commit a
nuisance on a sidewalk of any public place, in a public park or on private property not
under control or ownership of such person.

(Ord. No. 81-64, § 6a, 11-4-81)

Sec. 4-30. IMlegal possession. _

It shall be unfawful for any person to harbor or hold for reward or for any person, other
than the Iegal owner, to procure a license for any dog which has strayed upon the
premises of such person, has been picked up on a public highway or other public place
unaccompanied by its owner or other responsible person or which has been stolen from



the owner; provided, however, that the provisions of this section against harboring and
licensing a dog shall not apply to any nonprofit corporation organized for the purpose of
sheltering dogs or to a legal purchaser of a dog from such organization, or at an
authorized auction sale.

(Ord. No. 81-64, § 7, 11-4-81)

Secs. 4-31--4-33. Reserved.

Editor's note: Ord. No. 96-663, adopted Apr. 2, 1996, repealed §§ 4-31--4-33, which
pertained to the animal shelter, redemption or destruction of impounded dogs, and
disposition of bodies of dogs.
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ARTICLE II. DOGS*

*Cross references: Presence of seeing eye dogs in public places, § 38-1-8; dogs to be on
leashes in parks, § 40-1-18.
State law references: Dog law, MCL 287.261 et seq., MSA 12.511 et seq.

DIVISION 1. GENERALLY

Sec. 6-2-1. Dog control; owners of pit bull terriers must be eighteen (18) years of age or
older.

(a) It shall be the duty and the responsibility of the owner of any dog to keep the dog
on the owner's property. It shall be unlawful for any dog to be on any street, highway or
in any public place unless the owner or a responsible person has the dog on a leash. The
owner of a dog shall be in violation of this section if his dog is found on any street,
highway or public place unless the dog is on a leash and under the control of the owner or
a responsible person. For the purpose of this article an owner shall include but not be
limited to any person who keeps, maintains or harbors a dog.

(b)  The owner(s) of pit bull terriers, either American Staffordshire terrier, Staffordshire
bull terrier or an American pit bull terrier, registered or nonregistered; or any dog of
mixed or crossbreed with any of the aforementioned breeds in this subsection shail not
cause or permit a person less than eighteen (18) years of age to walk, run, exercise,
transport or dogfight (MCLA section 750.49, Controlling) the aforementioned dogs on
any street, highway or public place.

(Code 1964, § 7-2-5; Ord. No. 24-87, § 1, 9-23-87)

Cross references: Pit bull terriers, generally, § 6-2-4.

Sec. 6-2-2. Treatment of strays. ,
It shall be unlawful for any person to harbor or hold for reward or for any person other
than the legal owner to procure a license for any dog which has strayed upon the premises
of such person or has been picked up on a public highway or other public place
unaccompanied by its owner or other responsible person or which has been stolen from
the owner; provided, that the provisions of this section against harboring and licensing a
dog shall not apply to any nonprofit corporation organized for the purpose of sheltering
dogs or to a legal purchaser of a dog from such organization. It shall be the duty of all
persons to immediately notify or turn over to the city animal control center all such stray
dogs, where such dogs shall be impounded and registered and their respective owners, if
- any, promptly notified at their registered or other known addresses.
(Code 1964, § 7-2-5)



Sec. 6-2-3, Rabies vaccinations generally.

(a) Any dog in the city kept, sheltered, owned or harbored within the meaning of this
article, and over five (5) months of age, shall at all times be vaccinated against rabies,
unless a written statement, renewable each year by a veterinarian is produced by such
owner showing that such dog should not be vaccinated. It shall be the duty of any owner
or person harboring a dog to produce proof of such vaccination upon demand by the
department of health. Such proof of vaccination against rabies shall consist of a written
statement or certificated signed by a registered veterinarian, and state the owner's name
and address, and giving the dog's description, date of vaccination, and type of vaccine
used, and the date revaccination is due. One copy of such certificate or statement shall be
forwarded by the veterinarian signing such document to the department of health, animal
control division, in such manner as prescribed by the department of health.

(b) It shall be the duty of the public health director to provide adequate facilities for the
vaccination of dogs owned by indigent persons judged unable to pay therefor, to the limit
of one dog per household. Eligibility is defined as those citizens of the city who can show
proof of receiving public assistance or whose income is limited to social security benefits,
railroad retirement act benefits, or veteran's pensions.

(Code 1964, § 7-2-4) ‘

Cross references: Health and sanitation, Ch. 24,

Sec. 6-2-4. Pit bull terriers. ‘

It shall be unlawful to harbor or keep a pit bull terrier and/or mix breed of such, as
defined herein, in the city unless it is licensed, registered and tattooed with the animal
control division (Detroit Health Department), a veterinarian or State of Michigan within
ten (10) days of the enactment of this section.

"Pit bull terrier” as used herein is defined as any American Staffordshire terrier,
Staffordshire bull terrier, or American pit bull terrier breed of dog, or any mixed breed of
dog which contains as an element of its breeding an American Staffordshire terrier, a
Staffordshire bull terrier or an American pit bull terrier so as to be identifiable as partially
of the aforementioned breeds,

Any such dog shall be immediately impounded by an animal control officer and if found
not to be licensed, registered and tattooed according to this section, shall be destroyed by
the animal control department of the city within five (5) days of capture.

(Ord. No. 44-88, § 1, 11-30-88)

Cross references: Owners of pit bull terriers must be eighteen (18) years of age or older,
§ 6-2-1(b).

Secs. 6-2-5--6-2-15. Reserved.

DIVISION 2. LICENSE

Sec. 6-2-16. Required. i

It shall be unlawful for any person to own, possess or harbor a dog over five (5) months
of age in the city without purchasing a license therefor from the mayor in compliance
with the provisions of this division.



(Code 1964, § 7-2-3(a); Ord. No. 377-H, § 1, 2-20-80; Ord. No. 24-87, § 1, 9-23-87; Ord.
No. 44-88, § 1, 11-30-88)

Sec. 6-2-17. Exemption.

The license requirements of this division shall not apply to any dog belonging to a
nonresident of the city and kept within the city for not longer than thirty (30) consecutive
days; provided, any such dog shall at all times while in the city be kept within a building,
enclosure or vehicle, or be under restraint by the owner or a responsible person as
required by this article. Such owner or responsible person shall show proof of vaccination
against rabies for such dog upon demand of the department of health or the police
department of the city. .

(Code 1964, § 7-2-3(h); Ord. No. 377-H, § 1, 2-20-80)

Sec. 6-2-18. Application, issuance.

Upon application filed with the department of health or other designated agency for the

issuance of such licenses, giving the full name and residence of the apphcant the mayor

shall cause to be issued by such agency, to each applicant a license to own, possess or
“harbor a dog for the term commencing at the date of such license and terminating the first

day of February following, except as otherwise provided in this division. Such dog

license application shall contain on the back thereof a printed copy of certain appropriate

portions of this article. :

(Code 1964, § 7-2-3(b); Ord. No. 377-H, § 1, 2-20-80)

Sec. 6-2-19. Vaccination certificate.

Any dog licensing agency shall require that each applicant produce a valid vaccination
certificate showing that vaccination against rabies has been obtained for the dog being
licensed, as prescribed in this article. A license may be issued without such certificate
only as provided for in this article.

(Code 1964, § 7-2-3(c); Ord. No. 377-H, § 1, 2-20-80)

Sec. 6-2-20. Fees.

For each dog license, the license clerk shall, at the time of and before issuing the same,
and for each renewal thereof, collect of each applicant and pay into the city treasury, a
license fee as established and published by the department of health for each neutered or
spayed dog with a surcharge to be established for each dog not neutered or spayed. When
the license is issued from the Michigan Humane Society or the Anti-Cruelty Association,
Inc., they are hereby authorized to deduct the sum of fifty cents ($0.50) for each license
so issued, to pay the Michigan Humane Society and the Anti-Cruelty Association, Inc.,
for the administrative costs incurred, before depositing the balance with the animal
control center. License fee schedules shall be posted at all licensing stations. Dog licenses
required under this division shall be issued for the life of the animal without any charge
to the owners or users of leader dogs made use of by blind persons.

(Code 1964, § 7-2-3(d), (e); Ord. No. 377-H, § 1, 2-20-80)

Sec. 6-2-21. Tags.



(a) The dog license issued shall consist of a check or disc of metal or other durable
material which shall have stamped or engraved thereon the year issued; together with the
words "Licensed, Detroit." All such checks or discs delivered according to the provisions
of this division shall be, before delivery, approved by the public health director. The
shape and style of such checks or discs shall be changed on the first day of February of
each year. License checks or discs will be attached to a substantial collar harness of
durable material. No official checks or discs shall be used on the collar of any dog other
than those provided for in this division; except, this does not preclude the use of private
identification tags or discs. No person shall remove the collar or harriess, with check or
disc attached, from any dog without consent of the owner or the party to whom the
license is issued. Such collar or harness, with check or disc attached, will be worn at all
times by any dog, when such dog is on any highway, street or public place.

(b)  Upon satisfactory proof that the check or disc, as required in this section, has been
lost, the animal control center is hereby authorized to issue a duplicate check or disc upon
the payment of the fees of fifty cents ($0.50) to the animal control center.

(Code 1964, § 7-2-3(f), (g); Ord. No. 377-H, § 1, 2-20-80)
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DEXTER TOWNSHIP ORDINANCE NUMBER 16 Provided to you

Compliments of
HURON-CLINTON METROPOLITAN AUTHORITY PARKS SEMCO G

ADOPTED: JULY 1, 1986
EFFECTIVE: AUGUST 8, 1986

AN ORDINANCE TO REGULATE THE USE OF THE HURON-CLINTON
METROPOLITAN AUTHORITY PARKS WITHIN DEXTER TOWNSHIP BY
ESTABLISHING RULES TO CONTROL WATERCRAFT, SWIMMING AND
WADING, DANGEROUS OR OBNOXIOUS MATERIALS OR EQUIPMENT,
UNLAWFUL FIRES, THE CLOSING OF THE PARK, HORSES, DOGS, AND PETS,
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES, CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES, COMMERCIAL
ACTIVITIES, SIGNS AND HANDBILLS, THE PRESERVATION OF PROPERTY
AND NATURAL RESOURCES, MUSICAL INSTRUMENTS, RADIOS, RECORDS
OR TAPE PLAYERS AND SOUND AMPLIFYING DEVICES, SERVICE,
PRIVILEGE OR LICENSE FEES, DISORDERLY CONDUCT, LARGE GROUP
EVENTS, OFF THE ROAD VEHICLES; AND TO PROVIDE PENALTIES FOR THE
VIOLATION THEREOF.

THE TOWNSHIP OF DEXTER ORDAINS:
SECTION1
1. DEFINITIONS. As used in this Ordinance:

A. “Authority” means the Huron-Chinton Metropohtan Authority and its agents,
offices, employees, ranger and ranger aids.

B. “Beach Area” means an area set aside for the purpose of swimming, including the
marked water area, land adjacent to the water area, including any buildings or
parking area directly serving persons swimming.

C. “Facility” means any building, room, area, or equipment that has been built or
purchased by the Authority.

D. “Foot Path” shall mean a path provided for foot travel only.
E. “Launch” means the act of putting into or taking out of the water any water craft.

F. “Nature Trail” means footpaths provided and developed for use in nature
interpretive programs.

G. “Swim” means moving the body through the water by movement of the arms,
legs, or attached equipment.

H. “Wade” means to walk in or through the water.
I “Water Craft” means any boat, raft, canoe, or sailing vessel.
SECTION I1

1. CONTROL OF WATER CRAFT. The launching and operation of water craft from
Authority lands shall be restricted as follows:
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DEXTER TOWNSHIP ORDINANCE NUMBER 16

A. No motor boat shall be launched or operated unless such motor boat is registered
and marked in accordance with the laws of the State of Michigan,

B. No person shall launch a water craft without a permit issued by the Authority.

No person shall launch any water craft except as designated launching sites.

a

D. No person shall have or allow a water craft on Authority lands between the hours
of 11:00 P.M. and sunrise, except by written permission of the Authority.

SECTIONIII
I. CONTROL OF SWIMMING AND WADING.

A. Swimming or bathing is prohibited within the boundaries of the Authority lands,
except in specially constructed swimming pool facilities or in areas marked as
swimming areas. No person shall use any swimming pool facility or marked
swimming area except in accordance with posted rules, and regulations,
governing such use, and when the Authority life guards are on duty.

B. Wading is prohibited in any water under the control of the Authority, except by
fishermen actually engaged in fishing.

SECTION IV
1. DANGEROUS OR OBNOXIOUS MATERIAL OR EQUIPMENT.

A. No person shall deposit or abandon any garbage, sewage, bottles, cans, refuse,
trash, waste or other obnoxious material in or upon any lands or water areas under
the control of the Authority, except in receptacles or pits provided for such

purpose.
B. No person shall have in his possession or control any glass bottle or container in

or on any pool area, beach area, or baseball diamond in Authority lands, where

possession of glass bottles or containers is prohibited by posted notices.

C. No person shall have in his possession or conirol any rifle, shotgun, pistol or other
firearm, slingshot, bow, arrow, crossbow, pellet gun, air rifle, noxious gas ejecting
devices, fireworks, explosives or other dangerous devices or materials within the
boundaries of Authority lands; provided, that a law enforcement officer duly
appointed by the United States, the State of Michigan or by a political subdivision
thereof may carry a firearm as required for the performance of his or her official
duties, and may have such possession of other dangerous devices and materials
referred to herein as is necessary for confiscation or removal; and provided,
further, that bows and arrows may be used as specifically permitted by the
Authority.

SECTION V
1. UNLAWFUL FIRES.

A. No person shall start or maintain a fire on Authority lands except in picnic stoves,
fireplaces, or spaces approved for such purpose. ‘
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DEXTER TOWNSHIP ORDINANCE NUMBER 16

B.

No person shall dump any burning material or hot ashes into any trash containers
or elsewhere within the boundaries of Authority lands unless such container or
locality shall be marked as a receptacle for such material.

SECTION VI

1. CLOSING OF PARK,

A,

B.

No person shall use the facilities of the Authority between the posted closed
hours, except by written permission of the Authority.

No person shall use or occupy any area or facility in Authority lands when such
area or facility is closed to the use of the public by order of the Authority and
such order has been announced to occupants of such area or facility orally or by
posted notice, or by the closing of an entire area or park by the closing of
entrances. '

SECTION VII

1. CONTROL QF HORSES, DOGS AND PETS.

A,

No person shall bring into, or have in his possession or control within the
boundaries of Authority lands any dog or pet unless such dog or pet shall be kept
on a leash not over six (6) feet in length and under the immediate control of a
responsible person.

Dogs (except for seeing eye dogs) and pets are prohibited on Authority Lands, in
any building, on the sand portion of beach areas, in any wildlife sanctuary, nature
trail, or wildlife feeding area.

No person shall ride or lead any horse on any Nature Trail, Foot Path, Wélkway,
Picnic Area, Camp Grounds, or Beach Area on Authority land.

No person shall herd or drive, or permit or allow the running at large or grazing of
any livestock of any kind on Authority land.

SECTION VIIi

1. ALCOHQLIC BEVERAGES; CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES.

A,

It shall be unlawful for anyone under the age of 21 years to purchase, or
knowingly possess, transport or have under his control any beer, wine, or other
alcoholic beverages on Authority lands.

1t shall be unlawful to sell or furnish beer, wine, or alcoholic beverages to a
person under the age of 21 years on Authority lands.

No person shall have in his possession on Authority lands any alcoholic beverage
stronger than 16% alcohol proof by volume.

No person shall have in his possession within the boundaries of the Metropark
any alcoholic beverage during times when the same is prohibited by posted
notices.

No person shall consume any alcoholic beverage on Authority lands except in
picnic areas,
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DEXTER TOWNSHIP ORDINANCE NUMBER 16

F. No person shall have in his possession on Authority lands any marijuana or other
controlled substance as defined by applicable state law.

SECTION IX

1. COMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES. No person or organization, other than the Authority,
_Its hirees and licensees shall, advertise, offer for hire, vend or sell any service, food,
beverage, merchandise or other personal property or advertise, carry on or conduct
any other business or commercial activity, nor shall any person or organization beg or

solicit contributions of donations thereon.

SECTION X

1. SIGNS AND HANDBILLS.

A. Handbills, newspapers or other circulars not precluded by Section 9 may be
- offered or distributed on Authority lands only by passing thern hand-to-hand; such
distribution will be allowed only in automobile parking lots, unless other areas for
such distribution are designated by the Authority.

B. No person shall post, fasten, paint or affix any placard, bill, notice or sign upon
any structure, tree or automobile on Authority lands, except that temporary
directional signs for group picnics or events may be placed on sign posts
designated for such purposes by the Authority and must be removed at th
conclusion of the event. :

SECTION XI
1. PRESERVATION OF PROPERTY AND NATURAL RESQURCES.

A. No person shall injure, deface, disturb, befoul or in any manner destroy or cause
to be destroyed any facility, building, sign, structure, equipment, utility or other
property found on Authority lands.

B. No person shall dig for, remove, injure or destroy any tree, flower, shrub, plant or
growing thing or any wildlife, except as otherwise provided by law, or any rock,
mineral, artifact or other material on Authority lands without written permission
from the Authority.

SECTION X1

. MUSICAL INSTRUMENTS, RADIOS. RECORDS OR TAPE PLAYERS AND
SOUND AMPLIFYING DEVICES. No person shall without written permit issued by
the Authority operate or play any musical instrument, radio, mechanical record, or
tape player, loudspeaker, public address system or sound amplifying equipment of
any kindon Authority lands in such a manner as to cause the sound emanating
therefrom to exceed a loudness or 75 decibels when measured on the 70 dB scale at a
distance of 15 feet from the sound source.

SECTION XIII

1. RECEIPT OF SERVICE. PRIVILEGE QR LICENSE WITHOUT PAYMENT OF
FEE. Where a fee or charge is requested for any service, privilege or license offered
by the Authority or its licensees on Authority lands including vehicle entry, no person
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DEXTER TOWNSHIP ORDINANCE NUMBER 16

shall obtain, or attempt to obtain such service, privilege or license without payment of
such fee or charge and compliance with all requirements of any permit pertaining to
such service, privilege or license; provided that requirements of vehicle eniry permits
shall include permanent affixation to the vehicle in accordance with instructions.

SECTION XIV

. DISORDERLY CONDUCT.

A. No person or group of persons shall engage in any drunken loud, boisterous,
disorderly or indecent conduct, nor shall any PEerson or group or persons comimnit
Or engage in any assault or other activity which shail endanger or annoy other
persons or disturb the peace or good order on Authority lands.

B. No person shall on Authority lands:

1) Intentionally expose the male or female buttocks or genital areas or female
breasts; or

2) Observe or attempt to observe persons of the opposite sex while occupying a
bathhouse or restroom facility

C. No person shall on Authority lands:

1) Obstruct, resist, hinder, assault or oppose any ranger, ranger aide, ordinance
officer, township officer or sheriff’s deputy in the performance of his or her
official duties; or :

2) Provide or furnish false identification concerning himself or herself to any
ranger, ranger aide, ordinance officer, township officer or sheriff’s deputy
engaged in the performance of his or her official duties; or

3) Remain on Authority lands after being requested by a ranger, ranger aide,
ordinance officer, township officer or sheriff deputy in the performance of his
or her official duties to leave said lands for violation of a rule or regulation of
the Authority.

SECTION XV

. LARGE GROUP EVENTS. No person or group of persons shall hold or conduct any
organized picnic or activity, field day, carnival, concert, address, rally, dramatic
presentation or the like at which more than 50 persons are in attendance on Authority
lands unless a permit for such event has first been granted by the Authority and the
event is conducted in compliance with the conditions of such permit.

SECTION XVI

- OFF-THE-ROAD VEHICLES. No person shall operate, or have in his possession on
Authority lands any bicycle or off-the-road motor-driven vehicle, including, by way
of example but not by way of limitation, any minibike, moped, motorcycle, '
dunemobile, snowmobile, converted snowmobile, all-terrain vehicle, amphibious
vehicle or similar motorized device; provided, that bicycles, motorcycles and other
motor-driven vehicles lawful for operation under the Uniform Traffic Code may be
used to provide transportation if promptly parked in a designated parking lot upon’
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arrival or if operated on the surfaced area of a roadway excluding any roadway posted
for use of authorized vehicles only; and provided, further, that bicycles may be used

on designated bicycle paths.

SECTION XVII

PENALTY. Each and every person convicted of a violation of any provision of this
ordinance shall be punished by a fine of not more than ONE HUNDRED ($100)
DOLLARS, by imprisonment for not more than ninety (90) days, or by both, or any
portion of such fine and imprisonment, together with the costs of prosecution.

SECTION XVII

SEVERABILITY. If any portion of this ordinance is for any reason held fo be invalid,
such invalidity shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of the ordinance.

SECTION XIX
All Ordinances or parts of Ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby repealed.
SECTION XX

. EFFECTIVE DATE, This Ordinance shall take effect and be in full force thirty (30)

days after adoption.

Township Clerk
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Section 9.69 Dogs - Offensive Conduct as amended by
Ordinance No. 389

No dog owner shall permit his or her dog to be at large in the city and no person
who is either an owner or in possession of a dog shall violate any of the
following:

1). No person shall permit any vicious dog to be unconfined unless securely
muzzled and led by a leash. Any dog shall be deemed vicious, which has bitten
a person or domestic animal without provocation.

2). No person shalil permit or allow a female dog to go beyond the premises of
the owner when said dog is in heat.. |

3). No person shall permit a dog to be unconfined unless such dog is led by a
leash.

4). No person shall permit a dog to be unconfined at any time unless licensed as
required by law and unless wearing its license tag and evidence of rabies
immunization.

5). No person shall permit a dog, which by loud or frequent or habitual barking,
yelping or howiing, shail cause annoyance to the people in the neighborhood.
6). No person shall keep a dog which destroys property or trespasses on the
property of others, to the extent such dog becomes a nuisance in the vicinity
where kept.

7). No person shall permit a dog to defecate on land owned by another or on
public land unless such person immediately removes the feces and either places
it in a refuse disposal container or otherwise disposes of it at his or her own place
of abode. 8) No person
shall waik or otherwise accompany a dog on land owned by another or on public

land unless such dog is secured by a leash and such person is in possession of



a bag or other container or other visibie means for removing dog feces from such

land.

Ordinance No. 388 - Amend the Parks Ordinance relating to
Dogs and Domestic Animals

No person shall bring any dog or domestic animal owned by him or in his custody
into any public park unless such dog is secured by a leash and such person is in
possession of a bag or other container or other visible means for removing feces
which may be produced by such dog or domestic animal.
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STERLING HEIGHTS, MI

CHAPTER 8. ANIMALS

ARTICLE I. IN GENERAL

8-1. TITLE.

This ordinance shall be known and referred to as the "Animal Regulatory Ordinance."
(1978 Code, § 6-1; Ord. No. 2154, § 1, 12-19-89; Ord. No. 368, § 1, 3-18-03)

8-2. PURPOSE AND APPLICATION.

The purpose of this chapter is to prevent animals from running at large and to prohibit
and regulate the keeping of certain animals within residential areas to promote the health,
safety, and welfare of the people.

(Ord. No. 368, § 1, 3-18-03)

8-3. DEFINITIONS.

For the purpose of this chapter, the following definitions shall apply unless the context
clearly indicates or requires a different meaning.

ABANDONMENT. Leaving an animal unattended for more than 24 hours, releasing
the animal upon public highways or public or private lands, or failure to provide proper
or adequate food, water, exercise, shelter, or medical care. .

ADEQUATE CARE. The provision of sufficient food, water, shelter, sanitary
conditions, exercise, and veterinary medical attention in order to maintain an animal in a
state of good health.

ANIMAL. Any living organism typically capable of moving about, but not of making
its own food by photosynthesis, including any mammal, bird, fish, reptile, ferret, snake,
turtle, mollusk, crustacean, or any other vertebrate other than a human being.

ANIMAL CONTROL OFFICER. Any person designated by the State of Michigan or
other unit of government as a law enforcement officer who is qualified to perform animal
control duties under the laws of this state. The minimum employment standards relative
to the recruitment, selection, and appointment of animal control officers in this city shall
at least equal the minimum standards set forth in M.C.L. § 287.289c.



ANIMAL SHELTER. Any facility operated by a humane society, governmental
agency or its authorized agents for the purpose of impounding or caring for animals held
under the authority of this chapter or state law.

AT LARGE. Except when lawfully hunting, an animal which is not on the premises
of the owner and not under the control of a person by leash or lead of suitable strength, or
an antmal which is not confined within a motor vehicle.

CAT. Any member of the species "Felis Catus,”

DANGEROUS ANIMAL. |

A dog or other animal:

(1)  That bites or attacks a person, or a dog that bites or attacks and causes
serious injury or death to another dog while the other dog is on the property or under the
control of its owner; _

(2) Having a propensity, tendency, or disposition to attack, cause injury or
otherwise endanger the safety of persons or domestic animals;

(3)  Which behaves or behaved in such a manner that the owner knows or
should have known that the animal had tendencies to bite or attack persons or other
domestic animals;

(4)  Which has been bitten by any animal known to have been afflicted with
rabies; or

(5)  Which has bitten any person.
DANGEROUS ANIMAL and VICIOUS ANIMAL shall have the same meaning
for purposes of this chapter.
DANGEROUS ANIMAL does not include the following:
(1) An animal that bites or attacks a person who is knowingly trespassing on
the property of the animal's owner;

(2)  An animal that bites or attacks a person who provokes or torments an
animal; _ '

(3)  Ananimal that is responding in a manner that an ordinary and reasonable
person would conclude was designed to protect a person if that person is engaged in
lawful activity or is the subject of an assault or battery, or to protect itself or another
animal; or

{4) An exotic animal, as defined in § 8-23.

DOG. Any member of the species "Canis Familiaries."

DOMESTIC ANIMAL. An animal that has traditionally, through a long association
with humans, lived in a state of dependence upon humans or under the dominion and
control of humans and has been kept as a tame household pet, including but not limited
to: dogs, cats, hamsters, gerbils, ferrets, mice, rabbits, cockatiels, cockatoos, canaries,
finches, parakeets, parrots, and tropical fish.

FERRET. An animal of any age of the species "Mustela Furo."

HARBORING or KEEPING. The act of any person allowing an animal to remain
and be lodged within his or her house, store, building, enclosure, or premises. '

KENNEL. An establishment on which three or more dogs are kept, for sale, boarding,
breeding, or training purposes, for remuneration. _ '

LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER or POLICE OFFICER. Includes animal control
- officers duly authorized by the city or other governmental agency.



LEASH or LEAD. A thong, cord, rope, chain, or similar tether which holds an animal
in restraint and which is not more than six feet in length.

LIVESTOCK. Those species of animals used for human food and fiber or those
species used for service to humans. LIVESTOCK includes, but is not limited to cattle,
sheep, new world camelids, goats, bison, privately owned cervids, ratites, swine, equine,
poultry, aquaculture, and rabbits. LIVESTOCK does not include dogs and cats.

NEGLECT. To fail to sufficiently and properly care for an animal to the extent that
the animal's health is jeopardized.

OWNER. Every person having a right of property in an animal; an authorized agent
of the person having a right of property in an animal; every person who keeps or harbors
an animal or has it in his or her care, custody.or control; every person who permits an
animal to remain on or about the premises occupied by him or her; every person who has
the apparent authority to have a right of property in an animal; any person having control
or purporting to have control over an animal; the person named in the licensing records of
any animal as the owner; the occupant of the premises where the animal is usually kept if
such premises are other than the premises of the owner as shown on the licensing records;
any person who feeds, shelters, or otherwise entices any animal to the owner's premises,
where such animal is otherwise wild or a stray; or any person in possession of, harboring,
or allowing any animal to remain about their premises for a period of three consecutive
days or more. The parent or guardian of an owner under 18 years of age shall be deemed
the owner as defined in this section. If an animal has more than one owner, all such
persons are jointly and severally liable for the acts or omissions of an owner, even if the
animal was in the possession of or under the control of a keeper at the time of the
offense. OWNER shall include every person who resides at the same address or permits
an animal to remain on the premises in which that person resides, if such person is of
legal age and capacity and has knowledge that the animal is a dangerous animal.

PERSON. An individual, partnership, corporation, cooperative association, joint
venture, or other legal or business entity, including but not limited to, contractual
relationships.

PREMISES. An area of private property, including grounds, buildings, and
appurtenances. _

PROVOKE. To perform an act or omission that an ordinary and reasonable person
would conclude is likely to precipitate the bite or attack by an animal, including, but not
limited to, threatening, teasing, or striking an animal, or threatening or striking the
animal's owner, either on or off the animal owner's property.

SANITARY CONDITIONS. Space free from health hazards including excessive
animal waste, overcrowding of animals, or other conditions that endanger the animal's
health.

- SHELTER. Adequate protection from the elements and weather conditions suitable
for the ages, species, and physical conditions of the animal so as to maintain the animal in
a state of good health. SHELTER for a dog shall include one or more of the following;

(1)  The residence of a dog's owner or other individual.

(2) A doghouse that is an enclosed structure with a roof and of appropriate
dimensions for the breed and size of the dog, with an' elevation of no less than four
inches. The doghouse shall have dry bedding when the outdoor temperature is or is
predicted to drop below freezing. The doghouse shall have an entrance which is either



e

covered by a loose covering designed to insulate the interior from harmful weather
conditions, or which is designed in such a way so as to otherwise shield the interior from
harmful weather conditions.

(3) A structure, including, but not limited to, a garage, barn, or shed that is-
sufficiently insulated and ventilated to protect the dog from exposure to extreme
temperatures or, if not sufficiently insulated and ventilated, contains a doghouse as
provided under (2) above that is accessible to the dog.

TETHERING. The restraint and confinement of a dog by the use of a chain, rope, or
similar device.

TORMENT. An act or omission, including abandonment or neglect, that causes
unjustifiable pain, suffering, or distress to an animal, including mental or emotional
distress as evidenced by the animal's altered behavior, for a purpose such as sadistic
plcasure coercion, or punishment that an ordinary and reasonable person would conclude
is likely to precipitate a bite or attack.

WATER. Potable water that is suitable for the age and species of animal, made
regularly available unless otherwise directed by a veterinarian licensed to practice
veterinary medicine.

WILD ANIMAL. Any nondomesticated animal, any cross of a nondomesticated
animal, and any animal that has never been harbored, kept, or otherwisc possessed by a
person.

(1978 Code, § 6-2; Ord. No. 215 A, §1,12-19-89; Ord. No. 368, § 1, 3-18-03)
Statutory reference:

Animal  Industry Act; definitions, see MCL.§§ 287.705, 287.706

Animals  running at large;  definitions, see MCL. § 433.11
Charge or custody of animal; definitions, see M.CL.§ 750.50(1)
Dangerous animals, see MCL § 287.321
Kennels, see MCL. § 287.270

Municipal animal control officer; employment standards, see M.C.L. § 287.289¢

8-9. CONTROL OF ANIMALS; RUNNING AT LARGE; CLEANUP.

(A)  All animals shall be kept under restraint. It shall be unlawful for any person to
cause or permit any animal owned, kept, possessed, or harbored by such person, or under
his or her control, to run at large or unattended, upon the public streets, walks, alleys,
parks, public places within the city, or upon the premlses of another, without express
permission of the owner or occupant of the private premises. All female dogs in heat shall
be kept inside a building or within a fence or other enclosure which limits the dogtoa
particular confined area so that the dog cannot come into contact with a male dog except
for planned breeding. When allowed outdoors to relieve itself, a dog in heat shall be
under restraint and under the observation of its owner. '

(B) If an animal trained or used for fighting or an animal that is the first or second
generation offspring of a dog trained or used for fighting goes beyond the property limits



of its owner without being securely restrained, or is not securely enclosed or restrained on

the owner's property, the owner is guilty of a misdemeanor punishable by imprisonment
for not more than 90 days or a fine of not less than $50 nor more than $500, or both.

(C)  Subsection (B) does not apply to the following:

(1) A dog trained or used for fighting, or the first or second generation offspring
of a dog trained or used for fighting, that is used by a law enforcement agency of the state
or county, city, village, or township;

(2) A certified leader dog recognized and trained by a national guide dog
association for the blind or for persons with disabilities; or

(3) A corporation licensed under the Private Security Guard Act of 1968, being
M.C.L. §§ 338.1051 to 338.1085, when a dog trained or used for fighting, or the first or
second generation offspring of a dog trained or used for fighting, is used in accordance -
with the Private Security Guard Act of 1968.

(D)  An animal that is involved in a violation of subsection (B) shall be confiscated
as contraband by a law enforcement officer and shall not be returned to the owner,
trainer, or possessor of the animal. The animal shall be taken to a local humane society or
other animal welfare agency. If an animal owner, trainer, or possessor is convicted under
subsection (B), the court shall award the animal involved in the violation to the local
humane society or other animal welfare agency at the expense of the animal's owner,
trainer, or possessor.

(E)  This section does not apply to conduct that is permitted by and is in compliance
with any of the following:

(1)  Part 401 of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act being,
M.C.L.

§§ 324.40101 t0 324.40119; .

(2)  Part 435 of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, being
M.CL. - ‘

§§ 324.43501 to 324.44106;

(3)  Part 427 of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, being
M.C.L.

§§ 324.42701 to 324.42714;

: (4)  Part 417 of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act, being
M.C.L.
§§ 324.41701 to 324.4712.

(F)  This section does not prohibit a person from being charged with, convicted of,
or punished for any other violation of law that is committed by that person while
violating this section. .

(G) A person who sustains any loss of, or damage to, property by an animal running
at large may demand reasonable compensation from the owner of the animal as
reparation for the loss or damage as ordered by the court. The demand for compensation
shall be in writing and include:

(1) A statement of when, where, what, and how much damage was done.

(2)  The identity or description of the animal and, if known, the identity of the
owner of the animal.



(3)  The demand for compensation shall be verified by the claimant and
submitted to the law enforcement agency which has the animal in its custody or
possession.

(H)  If the owner of an animal that is previously adjudicated to be a dangerous
animal allows the animal to run at large, the owner is guilty of a misdemeanor,
punishable by imprisonment for not more than 90 days, a fine of not less than $250 nor
more than $500, or community service work for not less than 240 hours, or any
combination of these penalties. The court may order a person convicted under this
subsection to pay the costs of the prosecution.

() Any person who owns, keeps, possesses, or harbors an animal shall be
responsible to ensure that the animal does not defecate on property other than that
person's property, or, if the animal does so, to promptly clean up any fecal matter
deposited by the animal.

()  Animals found trespassing on school grounds, whether under restraint or
otherwise, shall constitute a nuisance per se, punishable as provided in this chapter.

(K)  This section may be construed to permit the use of technological restraints,
which include, but are not limited to, invisible fences which emit signals or sounds to
discourage an animal from exiting the property; provided, that such technological
restraints must be properly installed, set up, operational, and advertised by signage as
required by this chapter, and provided the technological restraint keeps the restrained
animals at least three feet away from any public ways or property lines. The permission
granted by this section to utilize technological restraints for a particular animal shall be
automatically revoked upon a second violation by that animal of the restraint
requirements of this chapter. In no event shall the use of technological restraints
immunize an owner from the criminal and civil responsibilities set forth in this chapter
for failure to keep an animal under restraint.

(1978 Code, §§ 6-4, 6-24; Ord. No. 215-A, §§ 1, 2, 12-19-89; Ord. No. 368, § 1, 3-18-

03) Penalty, see § 1-9

Statutory ' reference;

Animals  running  at  large, see M.CL.§§ 43312, 43313

Animals  used  for baiting or fighting, see M.CL. § 75049
Dangerous animals, see M.C.L, §§ 287.322, 287.323

8-10. IMPOUNDMENT.

(A) A police or animal contro! officer may seize and take into custody or possession
any animal running at large in violation of this chapter, or any animal which is suspected
of having rabies or which has bitten a human. A person may seize and take into custody
or possession any animal found running at large or trespassing upon the premises owned
or occupied by that person. A person who takes an animal into custody or possession
~ pursuant to this section, or who has been bitten by an animal, or who owns an animal and
knows that a person has been bitten by the .animal, shall immediately notify the Police
Department or other law enforcement agency. The Police Department or law enforcement
agency shall promptly take custody or possession of the animal.



(B) If the Police Department takes custody or possession of an animal under this
section, and if the owner of the animal is known, the Police Department shall return the
animal to its owner, unless the owner refuses to make reparation as provided in § 8-9(G).
If the owner is not known, the Police Department shall turn the animal over to the county
for disposition as appropriate. _

(C)  The owner of an animal in the custody or possession of the Police Department
pursuant to this chapter, at any time prior to the sale or other disposition thereof, may
claim and be entitled to the possession of the animal. Upon payment of reasonable
compensation to the entity or agency in possession of the animal for care and keeping of

‘the animal, upon satisfactory proof of ownership of the animal, and upon making
reparation as provided in § 8-9(G), the animal shall be returned to its owner.

(D)  In addition to, or in lieu of impounding an animal found at large, a police or
animal control officer or any person appointed by the Council for that purpose may issue
to the known owner of such animal a notice of code violation. Such notice shall impose
upon the owner a penalty in a dollar amount to be assessed as determined by resolution of
City Council, which may, at the discretion of the animal owner, be paid within 72 hours
in full satisfaction of the assessed penalty.

(E)}  If such penalty is not paid within the time period prescribed, a criminal warrant
shall be initiated before a magistrate; and upon conviction of a violation of this article,
the owner shall be punished as provided in § 1-9.

(F)  The owner of any animal impounded under the provisions of this chapter shall
be liable to the city for the expense of impoundment. Failure to make payment in full to
the City Treasurer within ten days of receipt of an invoice shall constitute a civil
infraction. The city may commence a civil action against a person who is liable for the
payment of impoundment expenses to recover the ¢xpenses, statutory interest, court
costs, and reasonable attorney fees, where the person has failed to make payment in full
within ten days of receipt of an invoice from the City Treasurer.

(G) Inthe event that an owner desires to surrender an animal to the city, whether for
purposes of euthanizing the animal or otherwise, the owner shall be required to
compensate the city for costs incurred for transport and proper disposal of the animal.
(1978 Code, §§ 6-12, 6-48, 6-49, 6-51, 6-52; Ord. No. 215-A, 8§ 1, 4, 12-19-89; Ord.
No. 368, § 1, 3-18-03) Penalty, see § 1-9
Statutory : ‘ reference:

Animals running at large, see M.C.L. §§ 433.14 through 433.18
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CHAPTER 90 - ANIMALS

GENERAL REGULATIONS

1. Definitions. The following terms when used in this Chapter shall have the meanings
set forth in

this Section: ‘
(1) Owner - Any person, group of persons, or a corporation who owns, harbors, keeps,
or has

a right of property in any animal.

{2) Person - Any individual, employee, corporation, co-partnership or association.

(3) At Large - Any animal shall be deemed at Iarge when it is off the property of its owner
and

not under the reasonable control of a competent person.

(4) Reasonable Control - An animal is under restraint or reasonable control within the
meaning of this Ordinance if it is controlled by a lead, if it is on or within a vehicle being
driven or parked on the streets, or if is within the property limits of its owner or keeper,
provided only that all of the above controls shalt be exercised in a manner sufficient to
restrain and prevent any danger to any person or property.

(5) Exposed to Rabies ~ An animal has been exposed to rabies within the meaning of
this

Ordinance if it has been bitten by, or exposed to, any animal knmown to be infected with
rabies.

{6) Animal Control Officer (herein ACO) - The person or persons employed by the City of
Troy

as its enforcement officer(s).

(7) Animal Control Appeal! Board (herein ACAB) - The ACAB shall consist of five (5)
members

appointed by the City Council for three (3) year overlapping terms.

(8) Ahimal - Any living creature, domestic or wild, excluding for the purpose of Ilcensmg
small

caged household pets such as, but not limited to, parakeets and parrots, fish, household
cats, insects, common store sold rodents and reptiles, or similar animals of a passive,
undangerous nature.

(Rev. 11-19-73)

(9) Dangerous Animal - Any wild or exotic mammal, reptile or fowl which is not naturally

" tame

or gentle but is of a wild nature or disposition and which, because of its size, vicious
nature

or other characteristics would constitute a danger to persons or property.

(10) Domestic Animal - Any animal not ferae nature, mcludmg, but not limited to horses,
COWS,

steers, ponies, mules, donkeys, sheep, swine and goats. This category shall not include .
dogs which will be otherwise provided for in this Chapter.

(Rev. 11-19-73)

Chapter 90 - Animals
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2. Cruelty to Animals. A person commits the offense of cruelty to animals if without
justification he



knowingly or negligently subjects an animal to mistreatment or neglect by overworking,
beating,

tormenting, injuring, or killing any animal; carrying an animal in a cruel manner or failing
to provide

an animal in his custody with proper drink, food or shelter or abandoning a heipiess
animal or

abandoning an animal on any public street, railroad or in any other place where it may
suffer

injury, hunger or exposure or become a public charge or promotlng, bamng, sponsoring
or

conducting training for participation in any fight between any animals.

(Rev. 05-23-88)

3. Poisoning Animals. No person shall throw or deposit any poisonous substance on any
exposed ‘
public or private place where it endangers, or is likely to endanger, any animal except
rodents and

insects.

(Rev. 06-07-76)

4. Birds and Birds' Nests. No person, except a police officer or an Animal Control Officer
acting in

their official capacity, shall molest, injure, kill or capture any wild bird, or molest or
disturb any wild

bird's nest or the contents thereof.

(Rev. 07-10-95)

5. Noises. It shall be unlawful to keep or harbor any animal which disturbs the peace by
loud or

obnoxious noises at any time of the day or rught

6. Housing. Animals must be maintained in quarters so constructed as to prevent their
escape. The

owner or keeper assumes full responsibility for the recovery of any animal that escapes
from his

prernises; he shall take all reasonable precautions to protect the public from the animals
and the

animals from the public,

7. Diseased Animals. Any animal with a contagious or infectious disease shall be
isolated from all

healthy animals at all times, and shall be so segregated that the iflness or disease shall
not be

transmitted to another animal.

8. Quarantine. Any animal which bites a person shall be quarantined for a period of ten
{10) days.

During such period the animal shall be securely confined and kept from contact with any
other

animal.

(Rev. 08-13-84)

8A. Feeding Waterfowi Prohibited. No person shall feed waterfowl. As used in this
section, waterfow!

shall mean Giant Race of Canada Goose, Mallard Duck and sea guils; and feed shall
mean to

provide food other than that which is growing naturally on the site.

(Rev. 11-21-84)



9. Permit Fees. The fee for any permlt shall be in accordance with Chapter 60, Fees and
Bonds of

the City of Troy Code of Ordinances.

(Rev. 03-17-03)
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10. Permit Period. A permit, if not revoked, shall be vaiid for the life of the owner,
provided only that a

new permit shall be required at such time as the ownership of the animal is transferred
by sale,

gift or other type of conveyance within the City. Subtractions may be logged on the
present permit ‘

at no charge. The permittee must notify the City within one week of any change of
address for

himself or the animals.

(Rev. 08-13-84)

11. Revocation of Permit. The Animal Control Officer may revoke any permit if the
person holding the

permit refuses or fails to comply with this Ordinance, the regulations promuigated by the
Animal

Control Board, or any State or focal law governing cruelty to animals or the keeping of
animals.

Any person whose permit is revoked shall, within ten (10) days thereafter remove from
his

premises or other premises in Troy, all animals being owned, kept, or harbored by such
persan

and no part of the permit fee shall be refunded The effective date of the revocation shall
he

postponed pending the outcome of any appeal to the Animal Control Appeal Board,
which appeal

must be filed within seven (7) days of the date of revocation.

12. impounding. Unrestrained animals as described in this Chapter may be taken by the
Animal.

Controt Officer, Police Officer, or an Agency delegated by the Animal Control Officer and
impounded at the Oakland County Animal Care Center, in a humane manner. Animals
impounded shall be kept for not less than five (5) days unless reclaimed by their owners.
Animals

not claimed within five (5) days shall be humanely disposed of or made available for
adoption by

the Animal Control Officer or by an Agency delegated by him o exercise that Authority,
(Rev. 07-10-95)

13. Redemption from Pound: An owner reclaiming an impounded animal shall pay a fee
in

accordance with Chapter 60, Fees and Bonds of the City of Troy Code of Ordinances.
The owner

may also be proceeded agamst for violation of this chapter and his permit may be
revoked.

{Rev. 03-17-03)

14, Enforcement. The provisions of this Ordinance shall be enforced by the Animal
Control Officer of



the City of Troy who shall have the nght of inspection of an applicant's facilities both prior
to and

after the granting of a permit. All decisions of the Animal Controt Officer with regard to
the

issuance or denial of a permit may be appealed to the Animal Control Appeal Board of
the City of

Troy. .

15. Animal Control Appeal Board. There is hereby created an Animal Control Appeal
Board. Said .

Board shall consist of five (5) members appointed by the City Council for three (3) year
overlapping terms. The Animal Control Appeal Board shall annually elect from among its
members a Chairman, a Vice Chairman and a Secretary. The Chairman shall preside
over

meetings of the Board and shall have votlng pnvuleges The Vice Chairman shall have
voting

privileges and preside over meetings of the Board in the absence of the Chairman. The
Secretary

shall record and file with the City Clerk accurate and complete resolutions, rules and
interpretations rendered by the Board. The jurisdiction of said Board shail be limited to
interpretation and application of regulations contained in this Ordinance.

(Rev. 09-08-03)

Appeals from the decnsmns of the Animal Control Officer to the Animal Control Appeal
Board shall

be filed at the office of the City Clerk on blank forms provided by the Clerk. Rulings and
interpretations of the Animal Control Appeal Board shall be final. The Animal Control
Officer shall

Chapter 90 - Animals
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enforce all rulings of said Board.

DOGS

16. Dog Licenses Reqmred It shall be unlawful for any person to own, keep, or harbor
any dog six

(6) months of age or over in the City of Troy, unless said dog is licensed as hereinafter
provided;

or to own, harbor, or keep any dog six (6) months of age or over that does not at all
times wear a

collar or harness with a metal tag attached as hereinafter provided.

17. License Required. It shall be the duty of any person owning or harboring a dog in the
City of Troy

to license said dog with the City of Troy in accordance with the chapter. Individual dog
licenses

shali be issued by the City Clerk upon application and payment of the license fees
provided in

Chapter 60. The application for a dog license shall be accompanied by a certificate of
vaccination

for rabies, with a vaccine licensed by the United States Department of Agriculture,
signed by an

accredited veterinarian stating that said dog has been property immunized against
rabies.

a) It shail be unlawful for any person to own, possess, keep, or harbor any dog six {6)
months



of age or over without first having obtained a dog license.

b) Any person becoming the awner of any dog six (6) months or oider, shall apply for
and

secure a license for such dog within thirty (30) days of ownership.

¢) The owner of a dog, which has been duly licensed in another jurisdiction, shall make
application for a City of Troy dog license within thirty (30) days after such dog has been
brought into the City of Troy.

d) Any person becoming the owner of a dog, which has previously been duly licensed in
the

City of Troy, shall make application for a transfer of the dog license within thirty (30)
days :

of ownership. .

e) No person shall keep more than three (3) dogs. This three (3) dog limit shall not apply
to

puppies, under the age of six (6) months.

f) Any person who runs a dog kennel that is properly licensed need not apply for
individual

dog licenses under this Chapter.

17.A Application; Certificate of Vaccination Prerequisite To Issuance of Dog License

A dog license is not valid in the City if the current rabies vaccination for the dog expires
more than

one month before the dog license expires. In order to insure a valid rabies vaccination
for each

licensed dog during the license period, the license expiration date for each dog will be
converted ‘ ‘

to the last day of the month in which the rabies vaccination expires. This change shall be
in effect

commencing with the 2004 license year or for any new dogs licensed in the City of Troy.
The City .

Clerk can issue monthly licenses to accommodate the conversion to rabies expiration
date. The

City Clerk may also issue up to a three-year license for each dog, depending upon the
expiration -

date for the rabies vaccination.

(Rev. 09-08-03)

18. License Fees.

The license fees shall be in accordance with Chapter 60, Fees and Bonds of the City of
Troy .

Chapter 90 - Animals
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Code of Ordinances.

19. License Tags and Collars: Upon payment of the license fee the City Clerk shall issue
to the .

owner a license tag of metal or other suitable material, not less than one (1) inch in
length or

diameter, containing the number of the license, the year of issuance, and words
"Licensed, Troy,

Michigan” and also bearing the word "Immunized”. Every owner shail be required to
provide each



dog with a collar to which the license tag must be affixed, and shall see that the collar
and tag are _
constantly worn. Absence of the collar and license tag from any dog shall be prima facie
evidence ‘

that said dog is not licensed, and any person finding such dog on his premises or
running at large

may seize and deliver such dog te the dog pound.

No person shall remove any license tag from any dog without the consent of the person
owning or ,
harboring said dog, and no tag shall be used on the collar or harness of any dog other
than the

dog for which the tag was issued. In case a dog tag is lost or destroyed, a duplicate will
be issued ' '

by the City Clerk upon presentation of a receipt showing the payment of the license fee
for the '

current license, and the payment of a duplicate tag fee. No refund shall be made on any
dog ' ' -

license fee.

(Rev. 09-08-03)
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20. Running at Large Prohibited. No owner or keeper of any dog shall permit such dog to
run at large

within the City of Troy at any time.

(Rev. 08-06-73)

21. Impounding. It shall be the duty of every Police Officer or Animal Control Officer of
the City of

Troy to apprehend any dog found running at large contrary to the provisions of this
Chapter, and

also to apprehend and impound any dog which has bitten or attacked any person
thereby causing

injury.

22, Pound Fees. Any dog seized or impounded shall be released to the owner upon
satisfaction of '

the following conditions:

(1) Payment of a fee shall be in accordance with Chapter 60, Fees and Bonds of the City
of Troy

Code of Ordinances. for the release of a dog which has been immunized against rabies
and -
has a current dog license, plus payment for the cost of boarding such dog, as
established by

the County.

(Rev. 03-17-03)

23. Harboring a Barking Dog. No person shall keep or harbor a dog which by loud or
frequent or

habitual barking, yelping, or howling shall cause a serious annoyance to the
neighborhood or to

people passing upon the streets of the City.

24 Vicious Dogs.

(1) No person shall own, keep or possess a vicious dog. A vicious dog is defined as one
of



the following:

(@) One that has committed an unprovoked attack on a persen or animal, or

(b) One that approaches a person in an apparent attitude of attack when unprovoked,
or

{c) One that has bitten a person or animal, or

(d) One that has contracted or is suspected of having contracted rabies.

(2) Any violation of this section shall be subject to the following conditions:

(a) The owner or keeper shall immediately surrender the dog to a police officer or
animal control officer for impoundment.

(b) If the dog is suspected of having rabies, the impoundment period shall not exceed
ten (10) days for purposes of quarantine and observation for rabies.

(c) At the discretion of the animal control officer, and if the owner has proof of rabies
vaccination, the dog may be quarantined on the premises of the owner. If the

animal control officer requires other confinement, the owner shall surrender the
animal for the quarantine period of ten (10) days to an animal shelter or shall, at

his own expense, place it in a licensed veterinary hospital. Whenever a dog has
been apprehended for having bitten a person, the animal control officer or police
Chapter 90 - Animals
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officers, or other duly authorized person, may, if deemed necessary and advisable,
and after holding such dog a sufficient length of time to meet the reqwrements for
investigation, cause such dog to be destroyed as a vicious dog.

(d) If the impoundment was caused because the dog was vicious, the impoundment
period shalil not extend beyond the date of arraignment or until civil action has been
heard in a court of competent jurisdiction, at which time the dog may be released

or further impounded at the discretion of the court.

(Rev. 05-23-88)

25. Destruction of Unclaimed Dogs. It shall be the duty of the dog warden or other
person in charge

of the dog pound to de§troy in @ humane manner all impounded dogs which are not
claimed and

released within one hundred twenty (120) hours after being impounded; provided,
however, if in

his judgment said dog is valuable or otherwise desirable, the dog warden may dispose of
said dog

to any reasonable person who will undertake to. remove said dog from the City or keep
and harbor

said dog within the City in accordance with the provisions of this Chapter. The bodies of
all dogs

destroyed at the pound or elsewhere |n the City shall be disposed of by the dog warden
ina

manner approved by the Oakland County Health Department.

(Rev. 05-23-88)

DOMESTIC ANIMALS

26. Running at Large Prohibited. No owner or keeper of any domestic animal shall
permit such

animal to run at large within the City of Troy any such animal running at large in any
pUb|IC place ,

in the City shall be impounded in the manner provided in Section 12 of this Chapter.
27. Use of Domestic Animals on Public or Private LLand Without Consent. No person
shall drive, rlde



lead or back any domestic animal or team on or along any public park wherein such is
not

permitted, the municipal golf course, cemetery, public sidewalks, all real property located
in the

City of Troy owned by any school district, land used as an airport, or on a public or
private parking

lot not specifically designed for the use of such animals or on private property without
the

expressed consent of the owner or his duly authorized agent.

(Rev. 01-16-78)

28. Permit Required. Except as hereinafter provided, and effective with the adoption of
this

Ordinance, no persan shall own, keep, maintain or have in his possession or under his
control,

within the City of Troy, any domestic animal W|thout first applying to and receiving a
permit from

the City Clerk of the City of Troy to do so. Both the owner and the boarder/keeper must
cbtain

permits if they do not share the same premises.

(Rev. 08-06-73)

28.5. It is hereby declared to be a public nuisance and no permit shall be issued to any
person, farm or

corporation to keep or maintain any domestic animals within the corporate limits of the
City of

Troy, on any lot or acreage parcel smaller than three-quarters (3/4) of one (1) acre. No
person,

farm, or corporation shall keep or maintain any of the aforesaid animals on any lot or
acreage

parcel in such numbers as shall be detrimental to the public health safety or welfare or
the

humane treatment of such animals.

(Rev. 11-19-73)

Chapter 90 - Animals
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29. lssuance of Permit. Upon a showing by any applicant for a permit that he is prepared
to comply

with the reguiations promulgated by the ACAB of the City of Troy, a permit shall be
issued

following payment of the applicable fee.

The following rules and regulations will be applied by the ACO when cons;dermg
applications for permits

for domestic animais: ‘

(1) The applicant, when applying for a permit, shall furnish the Animal Control Officer
with a

list of the kinds of anlmals to be kept, handied, or exhibited, with the estimated maximum
number at any one time. The Animal Control Officer must be notified within one week if
other animals are acquired or the maximum number increased.

(Rev. 11-19-73)

(2) No owner shall fail to provide his animals with sufficient food and water, proper
shelter and

protection from the weather, veterinary care when needed to prevent suffering, and with



humane care and treatment. No person shall beat, cruelly treat, torment, overload,
overwork, or otherwise abuse any animal, or cause or permit any dog fight, cock fight,
bull ‘

fight or other combat between animals or between animals and humans. No owner of an
animal shall abandon such animal.

(3) Animals must be maintained in quarters so constructed as to prevent their escape.
Permittee assumes full responsibility for the recovery of any animal that escapes from
the '

premises. Permittee shall take all reasonable precautions to protect the public from the
animals and the animals from the public.

(4) Permittee shall conform to all present or future laws, and ordinances of the City and
rules

and regulations of the Animal Controf Officer.

(5) Permittee shall be liable for any personal injury or property damage caused by the
animal

for which the permit is issued as a result of the negligence of the permittee or any other
person placed in control of the animal by the permittee.

DANGEROUS ANIMALS

30. Running at Large Prohibited. No owner or keeper of any dangerous animal shall
permit such

animal to run at large within the City of Troy. , _
31. Permit Required. No person shali own, keep, maintain, or have in his possession or
under his

control, within the City of Troy, any dangerous animal unless he has first applied to and
received a

permit from the City Clerk of the City of Troy to do so. Both the owner and the
boarder/keeper

must obtain permits if they do not share the same premises.

(Rev. 11-19-73)

32. Issuance of Permit. Upon a showing by any applicant for a dangerous animal permit
that he is

prepared to comply with the regulations promulgated by the ACAB of the City of Troy, a
permit

shall be issued following payment of the applicable fee. The following rules and
regulations will be

applied by the ACO when considering applications for permits for dangerous animals:
(Rev. 08-06-73)
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(1) The applicant shall furnish the Animal Control Officer with a list of the kinds of
animals to ' :

be kept, handled or exhibited, with the estimated maximum at any one time. The Animal
Control Officer must be notified within one week if other animals are acquired or if the
maximum number is increased.

{Rev. 11-19-73) _ :

(2} Permittee assumes fulil responsibility for safekeeping and fee recapturing any animal
that

escapes from his premises.

(3) Permittee shall make adequate provisions and safeguards for the protection of the
animals

from abuse, teasing, etc., by the public.



(4) Permittee shall make adequate provisions for the protection of the public.

(5) Permittee shall conform to all present or future laws of the State of Michigan and all
present or future Ordinances of the City of Troy regulating the keeping of or cruelty to
animals, and all rules and regulations of the ACO.

(6) Permittee shall be liable for any personal injury or property damage caused by the
animal :

for which the permit is issued as a result of the negligence of the permittee or any other
person placed in control of the animal by the permittee.

33. Possession of Excrement Removal Device

No person owning or possessing a dog or cat shail cause or permit such dog or cat to be
on

pubiic or private property, not owned or possessed by such person unless such person
has in his.

immediate possession an appropriate device for the scooping of excrement and an
appropriate _

depository for the transmission of excrement to a receptacie located on property owned
or _

possessed by such person.

{Rev. 07-13-92)

34. Removal of Animal Excrement

(1) Any person who, while walking or escorting a dog or cat allows said animal to deposit
excrement on public or private property, other than the property of the animal's owner or
the property of the person walking or escorting the animal shall immediately remove
such

excrement. :

{2) Any person owning a dog or cat which deposits excrement on public or private
property,

other than the property of the animal's owner, shall, upon being made aware of such
fact,

immediately remove such excrement.

(Rev. 07-13-92) :

Downlcaded 4/29/05



Provided to you
Zompliments of

SEMCOG

WARREN, MI
ARTICLE HI. DOGS*

*State law references: Dog law, MCL 287.261 et seq.; rules for control of rabies and the
disposition of nonhuman agents carrying disease, including rabid animals, MCL
333.5111. '

DIVISION 1. GENERALLY

Sec. 7-26. Running at large prohibited.

It shall be unlawful for the owner, or any other person having the possession, care,
custody or control thereof, to permit any dog to run at large:

(1)  Upon the public streets, walks, parks or other public places within the city, unless
the dog shall be attached to a leash of sufficient strength to restrain the dog in such
manner as to be kept under the control of the person accompanying it;

(2) Upon private, property, with or without a leash, unless permission has been granted
by the owner or occupant of the private property.

(Code 1967, § 4-916)

Cross references: Streets, sidewalks and other public places, Ch. 34.

Sec. 7-27. Female dogs in heat restricted.

It shall be unlawful for the owner or custodian of any female dog to permit the dog off
the premises of the owner or custodian when in heat, unless the dog is under control and
attached to a leash.

(Code 1967, § 4-913)

Sec. 7-28. Annoying dogs prohibited.

1t shall be unlawful for any person to own, harbor or keep any dog which shall cause
annoyance or disturbance to persons by frequent and habitual barking, howling or
yelping.

(Code 1967, § 4-917)

Sec. 7-29. Vicious dogs prohibited.

It shall be unlawful for any person to suffer or permit a vicious, fierce or dangerous dog
to go unconfined and unrestrained on such person's premises, or to run at large. "vicious"
is defined in Article V, section 7-123, herein.

(Code 1967, § 4-918; Ord. No. 80-585, § 2, 4-23-03)

Sec. 7-30. Report of dog bites; quarantine.



(a) Ifany person is bitten by a dog, it shall be the duty of that person, or the owner or
custodians of the dog having knowledge of same, to report same to the police department
within twelve (12) hours thereafter. If the owner or custodian of any dog has any reason
to believe or suspect that such dog has become infected with rabies, it shall be the duty of
that person to report the same to the police department within twelve (12) hours
thereafter,

(b) If'there is any report to it as set forth in subsection (a), the police department shall
take such dog into its possession and deliver it to the health officer. The health officer
shall hold such dog in quarantine until a laboratory analysis by a licensed veterinarian is
made to determine whether the dog is infected. The health officer shall promulgate and
adopt such rules as he deems necessary for the procedure in all such cases and for the
disposition of any dog delivered into his or her custody. The owner of such dog shall pay
the costs involved in such quarantine.

(Code 1967, §§ 4-914, 4-915)

State law references: Rules for control of rabies and the disposition of nonhuman agents
carrying disease, including rabid animals, MCL 333.5111.

Sec. 7-31. Interference with enforcement.

It shall be unlawful for any person to interfere with any dog warden or his or her agent in
the enforcement of this article.

(Code 1967, § 4-911)

Cross references: Offenses against public administration, § 22-21 et seq.

Sec. 7-32. Number of dogs harbored restricted; nuisance.

It shall be unlawful for any owner or tenant to possess, harbor, shelter or keep more than
three (3) adult dogs, at any residential dwelling unit or commercial or industrial premises,
excepting kennels, veterinary hospitals and pet shops. For the purpose of this section, an
adult dog shall be deemed to be any dog six (6) months or older. It shall be unlawful to
maintain any dog so as to create a nuisance by way of noise, odor or otherwise.

(Code 1967, § 4-922(2); Ord. No. 80-340, § 10, 6-9-87; Ord. No. 80-585, § 2, 4-23-02)

Sec. 7-33. Rabies vaccination required. '

It shall be unlawful to own, maintain, keep, or harbor any dog four (4) months old or
- older that has not been vaccinated against rabies.

(Ord. No. 80-567, § 1, 3-27-01)

Secs. 7-34--7-45. Reserved.

DIVISION 2. LICENSES*

- *State law references: Dog license, MCL 287.266 et seq.; authority for city to license
dogs, MCL. 287.290.



Sec. 7-46. Required.

It shall be unlawful for any person to own, maintain, keep or harbor any dog four (4)
months old or older within the corporate limits of the city without first obtaining a license
as provided in this division.

(Code 1967, § 4-909; Ord. No. 80-567, § 2, 3-27-01)

Sec. 7-47. Application.
Application for a license under this division shall be made to the city clerk and shall state

the breed, sex, age, color and markings of the dog, and the name and address of the
applicant and the last known previous owner. The application shall be accompanied by a
certificate of a licensed veterinarian showing that the dog has been vaccinated against

rabies.
(Code 1967, § 4-909; Ord. No. 80-585, § 3, 4-23-02)

Sec. 7-48. Fee. ‘

The fee for a dog license as required under this division, shall be prescribed in chapter 18,
section 18-18, regulating licensing fees.

(Code 1967, § 4-910; Ord. No. 7-48, § 1, 10-14-97)

Sec. 7-49. Tag; collar. ‘
Upon the issuance of a license under this division, the city clerk shall issue a tag made of
metal or some other suitable durable material with the number of the license, the
expiration date, and the words "Dog License, Warren, Michigan" stamped upon it. The
owner of cach dog licensed shall provide it with a substantial collar to which the tag shall
be affixed and which at all times shall be kept on the dog. No person except the owner or
custodian shall remove any collar or tag from any dog wearing same. It shall be unlawful
for any person to whom a license tag has been issued to fail or refuse to produce the
license tag for such dog upon demand of any police officer or agent of the police
department.

(Code 1967, § 4-910)

Sec, 7-50. Expiration,

Each one-year license shall expire on the thirtieth day of April. Each three-year license
shall expire on the thirtieth day of April, three (3) years from date of issuance. The
application for a three-year license shall be accompanied by a certificate of a licensed
veterinarian showing that the dog has been vaccinated against rabies for a period of three
(3) years. :

(Code 1967, § 4-910)

Secs. 7-51--7-65. Reserved.

DIVISION 3. KENNELS*

*State law references: Kennel license, MCL 287.270 et seq.; authority for city to license
kennels, MCL 287.270b.



Sec. 7-66. Compliance with division.

No person shall own or operate a kennel in the city except in conformity with the
provisions of this division.

{Code 1967, § 4-919(1))

Sec. 7-67. Defined.
For purposes of this division, a kennel shall be construed as an establishment wherein or

whereon three (3) or more dogs are confined and kept for sale, or for boarding or
breeding purposes for remuneration. :

(Code 1967, § 4-919(2))

Cross references: Definitions and rules of construction generally, § 1-2,

State law references: Similar definition, MCL 287.270.

Sec. 7-68, Construction.

A kennel facility shall be so constructed as to prevent stray dogs or the public from
obtaining entrance thereto and gaining contact with dogs lodged in the kennel.
(Code 1967, § 4-919(3))

State law references: Similar provisions, MCL 287.270.

Sec. 7-69. License--Required; application.

Any person who keeps or operates a kennel may, in lieu of individual licenses required
under section 7-46, apply to the city dog warden for a kennel license entitling the person
to keep or operate the kennel. The application shall be made in writing on forms supplied
for that purpose by the police commissioner. Proof of vaccination of dogs against rabies
shall not be required with the application. The license shall be issued by the dog warden
on the form prepared for such purpose and supplied by the commissioner of agriculture of
the State of Michigan, and such license shall entitle the licensee to keep any number of
dogs six (6) months old or over not at any time exceeding a certain number which shall
be specified in the license. '

(Code 1967, § 4-919(4))

State law references: Similar provisions, MCL 287.270.

Sec. 7-70. Same--Fees.

Fees shali be paid for each kennel license in the amount of ten dollars ($10.00) for ten
(10) dogs or less, and in the amount of twenty-five dollars (825.00) for more than ten (10)
dogs. A fee of double the original license fee shall be charged for each previously
licensed kennel, whose kennel license is applied for after June first.

(Code 1967, § 4-919(5))

State law references: Similar provisions, MCL 287.270.

Sec. 7-71. Same--Metal tags.



With each kennel license the dog warden shall issue a number of metal tags equal to the
number of dogs authorized to be kept in the kennel. All such tags shall bear the words
"City of Warren, Macomb County, Michigan" and the number of the kennel license. Such
metal tags shall be fabricated in such a way as to be readily distinguishable from
individual dog license tags for the same year. *

(Code 1967, § 4-919(6))

State law references: Similar provisions, MCL 287.270.

Sec. 7-72. Same--Inspection certificate,

(a) The dog warden shall not issue a kennet license under the provisions of this
division unless the applicant therefor shall furnish the warden with an inspection
certificate signed by the state commissioner of agriculture, or the authorized
representative of the commission, which inspection certificate shall state that the kennel
to be covered by the license complies with the reasonable sanitary requirements
established by the state commission of agriculture, and that the dogs therein are properly
fed and protected from exposure commensurate with the breed of the dog.

(b)  The foregoing inspection by the state commission of agriculture or its authorized
representative shall have been made not more than thirty (30) days prior to the filing of
the application for license with the dog warden.

(Code 1967, § 4-919(7), (8)) -

State law references: Similar provisions, MCL 287.270.

Secs. 7-73--7-85. Reserved.

DIVISION 4. IMPOUNDMENT

Sec. 7-86. Duty of police department.

It shall be the duty of the police department to seize and impound any dog found
anywhere n the city contrary to the provisions of this article. Additional duties are set
forth in Article V, herein.

(Code 1967, § 4-911; Ord. No. 80-585, § 3, 4-23-03)

Sec. 7-87. Release to owner.

No dog impounded under this division shall be released to its owner or other authorized
person without payment and such sums determined by the police department for its care
and maintenance and without procuring a license as provided in section 7-46. Additional
requirements set forth in Article V may also be implicated for violations under that
article. -

(Code 1967, § 4-911; Ord. No. 80-585, § 4, 4-23-03)

Sec. 7-88. Disposition.

(a) The police department shall hold for four (4) days after impounding any unlicensed
dog before destroying such animal, or if it is deemed valuable, selling it to the highest
bidder at public auction to be held at noon of the fifth day.

(b) Ifthe dog has a collar, license or other evidence of ownership, the police
department shall notify the owner in writing and disposition of the animal shall not be
made within seven (7) days from the date of mailing the notice.



(¢) The police department shall maintain a record on each identifiable dog acquired,
indicating a basic description of the animal, the date it was acquired and under what
circumstances. The record shall also indicate the date of notice sent to the owner of an
animal and subsequent disposition.

(d) This section does not apply to animals which are sick or injured to the extent that
the holding period would cause undue suffering, or to animals whose owners request
immediate disposal. '

(e) If after such notice, the dog has not been claimed, the dog warden shall dispose of
such dog by sale or by destruction in some humane manner.

(f) No dog so caught and detained shall be sold for the purpose of vivisection. J
(g) All moneys derived from the sale of such dog, after deducting the expense of its
detention, shall be paid to the city.

{Code 1967, § 4-911)

Sec. 7-89. Records required.

The police department shall maintain a complete record of all dogs impounded under the
provisions of this division and the disposition of same.

(Code 1967, § 4-912)

Secs. 7-90--7-100. Reserved.
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6.04.010 Title for citation.

This chapter shall be known and cited as the
"dog ordinance." (Prior code § 3-403)

6.04.020 Purpose of provisions.

The purpose of this chapter is to promote the
public health, safety, morals, convenience, com-
fort and general welfare of the community through
the proper control and care of dogs by their
owners and others. (Prior code § 3-404)

6.04.030 Enabling authority.

This chapter is adopted pursuant to the provi-
sions of Section 1 of Chapter II and Sections 11
and 12 of Chapter IV of the City Charter. (Prior
code § 3-405)

6.04.040 Definitions.

The words and phrases defined in this section,
when used in this chapter shall, for the purpose of
this chapter, have the meanings respectively as-
cribed to them, except in those cases where the
context clearly indicates a different meaning.

A. "Department" means and includes the po-
lice department, the chief of police, and his duly
authorized representatives.

B. "Individual dog license" means the licenses
of one (1) or several dogs, as required by this
chapter, but does not include the licensing of dogs
under a kennel license as provided in this chapter.

C. "Kennel" means a building, pen or enclo-
sure wherein or whereon three (3) or more dogs
are confined and kept, sheltered, maintained,
boarded, or kept for sale, breeding or training
purposes, for remuneration. The term "kennel"
shall not include the keeping or maintaining of
puppies less than three (3) months old when
borne by dogs which are legal accessory house
pets.

D. "Owner." When applied to the proprietor-
ship of a dog, the word "owner" and "owning"
means, includes and pertains to every person
having a right of property in such dog, and every
person who keeps or harbors such dog or hag it in
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his care, and every person who permits such dog
to remain on or about any premises occupied by
him.

E. "Police officer" means any person employed
or elected by the state, the city or the county,
whose duty it is to preserve peace or to make
arrests or to enforce the law, and includes a dog
warden of the city.

©F. "Reasonable control." A dog shall be deemed

to be under "reasonable control" when the dog is
with the owner or some member of the owner's
family, or some other person with permission of
the owner. A dog shall be deemed not to be under
"reasonable control" when it commits damage to
the person or property of anyone other than the
owner, except in the defense of the owner, his
family or his property; or, in the case of a female
dog while in heat, off the premises of the owner,
unless confined in the process of being trans-
ported to ar from such premises.

@G. "Running at large"” means and shall consti-
tute the status of any dog off the premises of the
owner thereof; provided, however, that a dog
under reasonable control shall not be considered
to be running at large.

H. "Vicious dog" means:

1. Any dog with a known propensity, tendency
or disposition to attack unprovoked, to cause
injury to, or otherwise threaten the safety of
human beings or domestic animals; or

2. Any dog which because of its size, physical
nature, or vicious propensity is capable of inflict-
ing serious physical harm or death to humans and
which would constitute a danger to human life or
property if it were not kept in the manner re-
quired by this chapter; or

3. Any dog which, without provocation, at-
tacks or bites, or has attacked or bitten, a human
being or domestic animal; or

4. Any dog owned or harbored primarily or in
part for the purpose of dog fighting, or any dog
trained for dog fighting. (Ord. 1944 § 1, 1988; Ord.
1081 § 2, 1973; prior code § 3-406)
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6.04.050 Dog warden—Appointmenti—Pow-
ers and duties.

The chief of the department shall appoint a dog
warden, subject to civil service procedure, who
shall have such powers and duties as are provided
in this chapter and who shall perform such other
duties as may be assigned to him, from time to
time, by such chief. It shall be the duty of the dog
warden or other person designated by the chief of
the department to make diligent inquiry as to the
dogs owned, harbored or kept, or kennels oper-
ated, in the city and whether such dogs and
kennels are licensed. Any dog found unlicensed
after December 1st of each year may be seized
and impounded by the dog warden or other au-
thorized person. If the owner or person harboring
such dog is known, the dog warden or other officer
shall file a complaint against such owner or
person in the municipal court. (Prior code § 3-421)

6.04.060 Administration and enforcement.

The provisions of this chapter, and the rules
and regulations adopted pursuant to this chapter,
shall be administered and enforced by the depart-
ment, including the dog warden. (Prior code § 3-
437)

6.04.070 Contracts with other municipal cor-
porations authorized when.

The chief of the department is authorized to
negotiate contracts with other municipal corpora-
tions, including cities, villages and townships, for
the care, maintenance, destruction and disposal
of all dogs seized and impounded by such munic-
ipal corporations; provided however, that no such
contract shall become valid and binding on the
city until it has been approved by the city council.
(Prior code § 3-422)

6.04.080 Rules and regulations.

The department is authorized to make rules
and regulations governing the administration and
enforcement of this chapter, which rules and
regulations shall not be effective until approved
by the city council, and copies of which rules and
regulations shall be made available for distribu-
tion to all interested persons. (Prior code § 3-438)

Supp. No. 6
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6.04.090 Compliance with chapter provisions
required.

No dog shall be kept or harbored within the
city, nor shall any kennel be maintained or oper-
ated within the city, except in compliance with the
provisions of this chapter. No person shall keep or
harbor any dog within the city, or maintain or
operate a kennel within the city, except in com-
pliance with this chapter. (Prior code § 3-440)

6.04.100 Revenue and expenses.

All expenses incurred in the construetion, re-
pair, maintenance and operation of the dog pound,
and in the administration and enforcement of this
chapter, shall be paid from the general fund of the
city. All fees, charges, penalties, fines, receipts
and revenues, created or provided by this chapter,
shall be paid into such general fund. (Prior code
§ 3-439)

6.04.110 License—Required—Number of dogs
permitted.

It is unlawful for any person to own, possess or
harbor a dog four (4) months of age or over for a
period of thirty (30) days or more in the city
without first having obtained a license therefor,
provided further, that no more than three (3) dogs
are permitted to be harbored, owned or possessed
at any residence within the city. (Ord. 2461 § 1
(part), 1999: Ord. 1493 § 1, 1979: prior code
§ 3-407)

6.04.120 License—Application—Rabies vac-
cination certificate—Expiration
date.

All applications for dog licenses shall be filed
with the department on such forms as may be
provided by such department. It shall be the duty
of any person owning or harboring a dog, on or
before the first day of March of each year, or
within thirty (30) days after the dog becomes four
(4) months of age, or within thirty (30) days after
such person becomes a resident of the city, or
within thirty (30) days after he becomes the
owner of a dog four (4) months of age or more, to
apply for a license or to apply for a kennel license
as set forth below; provided, however, that the
effective period of an outstanding license issued
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on the basis of a December 1st—November 30th
effective period shall be extended to the last day
of February in the year following the November
30th expiration date of said license. The applica-
tion shall state the breed, sex, age, color and
markings of the dog, the name and address of the
dog's current owner, and the name and address of
the last previous owner. If the applicant has
become a resident of the city, or the owner of a dog
within thirty (30) days, the applicant shall give
the date of becoming a resident or acquiring the
dog, as the case may be. The applicant shall
furnish a valid certificate of a current vaccination
for rabies, with a vaccine licensed by the United
States Department of Agriculture, signed by an
accredited veterinarian. The certificate of vaeci-
nation for rabies shall state the month and year of
expiration for the rabies vaceination, in the
veterinarian's opinion. A license shall not be is-
sued if the dog's current rabies vaccination will
expire more than one (1} month before the date on
which that license would expire. The owner of a
dog that is required to be licensed under this
chapter shall keep the dog currently vaccinated
against rabies by an accredited veterinarian with
a vaccine licensed by the United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture. All dog licenses hereafter
issued shall expire on the last day of February in
the year following their issuance. (Ord. 2461 § 1
(part), 1999: prior code § 3-408)

6.04.130 License—Fees.

A. Fees for dog licenses shall be determined as
follows:

1. Regular Fee. The regular annual license fee
charged for each dog shall be set by resclution of
the city council.

2. Reduced Fees.

a. In the case of any individual dog license
issued after September 1st, provided the owner
proves to the satisfaction of the city clerk that the
dog was not acquired by the owner prior to August
1st or did not become four (4) months of age prior
to August Ist, or that the owner was not a
resident of the city and owner of the dog prior to
August 1st, the fee shall be discounted by fifty
percent (50%).

Supp. No. 6
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b. If the owner provides evidence that the dog
has been surgically rendered to be unable to
produce offspring, the fee shall be discounted by
three dollars ($3.00).

3. Late Applications. When an application is
made for an individual dog license after June 1st,
or after a dog is four (4) months of age, or more
than thirty (30) days after the dog has been
acquired or its owner has moved into the c¢ity, an
additional charge shall be made by way of penalty
amounting to eleven dollars ($11.00) per dog;
provided, however, in the case of anyone moving
into the city after June 1st, or owning or acquiring
a dog becoming four (4) months of age after June
1st, or acquiring a dog after June 1st, and fur-
nishing satisfactory proof to the city clerk of such
fact, the license fee shall be the same as for
licenses issued prior to June 1st.

4. Service Dogs. This section shall not apply to
those dogs utilized by individuals as seeing-eye
(leader) dogs, service dogs and other special needs
assistance dogs, and the fee relative to licensing is
hereby expressly waived.

B. All license fees shall be paid to the city
clerk; provided, however, that the city clerk may
designate and authorize certain officers or em-
ployees of the department, including the animal
control officer(s), to accept such fees in the name
of the city clerk and to issue proper receipts
therefor. (Ord. 2621, § 1, 2003: Ord. 2461 § 1
(part), 1999: Ord. 2266 § 1, 1994: Ord. 2109 § 1,
1992; Ord. 1493 § 2, 1979; prior code § 3-409)

6.04.140 License—Issuance—Contents.

A. Dog licenses shall be issued by the depart-
ment on filing and approval of proper applica-
tions, on payment of the required fees and on full
compliance with the provisions of this chapter;
provided, however, that the city clerk may desig-
nate and authorize certain officers or employees
of the department to issue and sign such licenses.

B. Each license issued shall display all of the
following:

1. Its expiration date;

2. A serial number corresponding to the num-
ber on the metal tag furnished to the owner;
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3. A full description of the dog licensed. (Ord.
2461 § 1 (part), 1999: prior code § 3-410)

6.04.150 Foreign or out-of-city licenses.

In the case of a dog which has been duly
licensed in another county, city or village in the
state, or by lawful authority of any state in the
United States, if application is made by the owner
or person harboring such a dog within thirty (30)
days after taking up his residence in the city, and
at least sixty (60) days prior to the expiration of
his foreign license, and such person furnishes
proper evidence that the dog has been immunized
against rabies subsequent to the previous Decem-
ber 1st, the fee shall be one dollar ($1.00) for each
dog. The department shall retain and file such
foreign license and return it to the owner thereof
on demand if the owner at any time desires the
return of such license and deposits with the
department his city license in exchange thereof.
{Prior code § 3-411)

6.04.160 License—Transfer conditions.

Whenever the ownership or possession of any -

dog is permanently transferred from one (1) per-
son to another within the city, the license of such
dog may be likewise transferred upon notice given
to the department; provided, however, that such
transfer shall be entered in the department's
records. (Prior code § 3-412)

6.04.170 License—Denial or revocation—Con-
ditions—Notice required.

A. Any license issued under this chapter may
be revoked by the chief of the department, and
any application for a license under this chapter
may be denied by said chief, for any one (1) or
more of the following reasons:

1. Fraud or misrepresentation in the applica-
tion for such license;

2. Fraud or misrepresentation in the use or
exercise of such license, or in the operation of a
kennel;

3. Any violation of this chapter, or of the rules
and regulations authorized by this chapter or of
any ordinance of the city;

6.04.190

4. Any violation of any of the laws of the
United States or this state:

5. The use or exercise of such license, or the
operation of a kennel, in an unlawful manner or
in such manner as to constitute a breach of the
peace or a menace to the health, safety or welfare
of the public; or

6. Any failure or inability on the part of the
applicant or licensee to meet and satisfy the
requirements and provisions of this chapter and
said rules and regulations.

B. Written notice of such revocation or denial,
stating the reason or reasons therefor, shall be
delivered to the applicant or licensee personally
at the time of such revocation or denial, or shall
be mailed to his address stated in his application
within five (5) days following such revocation or
denial. (Prior code § 3-436(1))

6.04.180 License—Denial or revocation—Re-
quest for hearing.

Whenever any license issued under this chap-
ter has been revoked, or whenever any applica-
tion for a license under this chapter has been
denied, any person directly aggrieved by such
revocation or denial may have a hearing before
the city council, provided he shall file with the
city clerk, within fifteen (15) days following such
revocation or denial, a written request for such
hearing. Following a hearing, the city council
shall either affirm such revocation or denial, or
shall order such license to be issued or reinstated
on such terms and conditions as shall seem rea-
sonable and just. (Prior code § 3-1436(2))

6.04.190 License tags—Issuance—Contents.

Upon issuance of a dog license there shall be
delivered to the licensee by the department a
license tag of metal or other suitable material,
and not less than one (1) inch in length or diam-
eter, containing the number of the license duly
stamped or engraved thereon, the year of issu-
ance, the words, "Licensed, Livonia, Michigan,"
and also bearing the word "immunized" in the
case of individual dog licenses. (Prior code § 3-
416(a))
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6.04.200 License tags—Attachment to dog's
collar.

Every person owning or harboring a dog shall
provide the same with a substantial collar of
durable material and shall be responsible for
attaching the license tag securely thereto, to be
worn by said dog. Absence of the collar and license
tag from any dog shall be prima facie evidence
that the dog is not licensed. (Prior code § 3-416(h))

6.04.210 License tags—Removal or transfer
prohibited.

No person shall remove any license tag from
any dog without the consent of the person owning
or harboring said dog, nor shall any person attach
a tag on the collar or harness of any dog other
than the dog for which the tag was issued. (Prior
code § 3-416(c))

6.04.220 License tags—Duplicates.

In case of the loss of a tag, the owner may
secure a duplicate from the department upon
payment of one dollar ($1.00). (Ord. 2325 § 1,
1996: prior code § 3-416(d))

6.04.230 Kennel license—Required.

No person shall maintain or operate a kennel
without first obtaining a license in the manner
prescribed by state law, particularly Act 339,
Public Acts of 1919, as amended. (Prior code
§ 3-413)

6.04.240 Kennel location—Zoning provisions
applicable.

No person shall maintain or operate a kennel
in violation of any applicable provision of the
zoning ordinance of the city. The words "accessory
uses," as used in the zoning ordinance, shall
include kennels, together with all shelters, build-
ings, yards, pens and runways incidental thereto,
all of which shall be subject to the same provi-
sions of the zoning ordinance as are applicable to
accessory uses in districts in which kennels are
permitted. Provided, however, that this section
shall not be deemed to prevent the continuation of
a kennel which was in existence prior to the
enactment of the zoning ordinance even though it
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now constitutes a nonconforming use, where the
owner of such kennel complies, or has complied,
with the other applicable provisions of the zoning
ordinance. (Prior code § 3-414)

6.04.250 Kennel license—Posting on pre-
mises.

Each kennel license shall be posted in a con-
spicuous place on the premises where the kennel
is maintained. (Prior code § 3-415)

6.04.260 Kennel operation conditions.

All dogs in a kennel shall be provided with
sufficient housing to protect them from the ele-
ments, commensurate with the breed of dog. No
dog shall be so penned, caged, boxed, housed or
kept that reasonable, adequate outside runs, pens
or yards are not individually available to such dog
for his exercise, health and well-being, commen-
surate with the breed of dog. There shall be a
dwelling situated on the premises on which any
kennel is located, in which dwelling there shall
reside such person or persons as is or are respon-
sible for the care, upkeep and control of dogs
contained in such kennel. (Prior code § 3-428)

6.04.261 Kennel inspections.

In order to assure that a kennel is in compli-
ance with the provisions of this chapter, all ken-
nels shall be subject to an annual inspection
which shall be conducted by the animal control
officer, or his designated representative, which
inspection shall be made not more than thirty (30)
days before filing the application for license. (Ord.
1800 § 1, 1985)

6.04.270 Running at large prohibited.

@No dog shall be permitted upon the public
streets, public thoroughfares, public parks or pub-
lic places, or off the premises of the owner thereof,
unless such dog is under reasonable control. No
dog shall be permitted to run at large if such dog
is unlicensed and is required to be licensed under
this chapter, and any such dog is hereby declared
to be a public nuisance; provided, however, that
the chief of the department may, from time to
time, order that no dogs, licensed or unlicensed,
shall run at large for a specified period not in
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excess of six (6) months, if conditions and circtim-
stances warrant, for the purpose of protecting the
health, safety and welfare of the people or prop-
erty within the city; provided further, that notice
of such order shall be published in the official
newspaper at least five (5) days prior to the
commencement of any period specified in such
order. (Prior code § 3-427)

6.04.280 City dog pound maintained—Sei-
zure and impoundment of dogs re-
quired when.

The city shall provide and maintain a pound,
and it shall be the duty of the dog warden, or any
other person employed by the department for that
purpose, and of any police officer of the city, to
promptly seize, take up and place in said pound
all dogs that may be found running at large
contrary to the provisions of this chapter, all dogs
within the city which are not under reasonable
control, and all dogs which are being kept or
harbored any place within the city contrary to the
provisions of this chapter. (Prior code § 3-417)

6.04.290 Impoundment—Release condi-

tions—Fees.

Any dog seized or impounded by the animai
control officer shall be released upon the following
conditions:

A. The payment of a fee of sixteen dollars
($16.00) for a dog the first time such dog is seized
or impounded, and a fee of forty-five dollars
($45.00) for the second time the dog is seized or
impounded; and forty-five dollars ($45.00) for a
dog for each subsequent time it is seized or
impounded;

B. Payment of the cost of boarding said dog, at
the rate of sixteen dollars ($16.00) per day, or part
thereof, if the same is impounded for more than
twenty-four (24) hours;

C. The showing of a city license, or, if the dog
has no license, the making of an application for
same. (Ord. 2520 § 1, 2001: Ord. 2225 § 1, 1994:
Ord. 1081 § 1, 1973: prior code § 3-418)

6.04.320

6.04.300 Impoundment—Records required.

The dog warden, upon receiving any dog, shall
make a complete registry, entering the breed,
color and sex of such dog and whether licensed. If
licensed, he shall enter the name and address of
the owner and the number of the license tag.
(Prior code § 3-419)

6.04.310 Impoundment—Notice required—
Disposition of unclaimed dogs.

The dog warden shall perform the following
duties:

A. He shall impound unlicensed dogs for a
period of three (3) days following seizure thereof,
and, unless such dogs are claimed and released
within said period or are disposed of as hereinaf-
ter provided in this section, he shall destroy the
same in a humane manner;

B. He shall impound licensed dogs for a period
of seven (7) days following seizure thereof, he
shall give notice of such impounding by mail to
the address appearing on the license application
within a period of forty-eight (48) hours from the
time of seizure and, unless such dogs are not
claimed and released within said seven-day pe-
riod or are disposed of as hereinafter provided in
this section, he shall destroy the same in a hu-
mane manner.

C. If in his judgment any impounded dog is
valuable or otherwise desirable of keeping, the
dog warden may dispose of such dog to any person
who will undertake to remove the dog from the
city or keep and harbor the dog within the city in
accordance with the provisions of this chapter,
and who shall satisfy the dog warden that he is
capable of fulfilling such undertaking. Where two
(2} or more persons desire a particular dog, such
dog shall be sold to the highest bidder of such
persons; provided, however, that no bid shall be
less than the cost to the city for keeping said dog.
{Prior code § 3-420)

6.04.320 Sanitary requirements.

No dog shall be kept or harbored, nor shalt any
kennel be maintained or operated, in any un-
clean, unsanitary or unsightly manner, or in such
manner as to cause unpleasant or obnoxious
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odors, or in such manner as to constitute a men-
ace to the public health, safety and welfare. (Prior
code § 3-429)

6.04,330 Rabies precautions.

If a dog is believed to have rabies or has been
bitten by a dog suspected of having rabies, such
dog shall be confined by a leash or chain on the
owner's premises, and shall be placed under the
observation of a veterinarian at the expense of the
owner for a period of two (2) weeks. The owner
shall notify the dog warden of the fact that his dog
has been exposed to rabies and at his discretion
the dog warden is empowered to have such dog
removed from the owner's premises to a veteri-
nary hospital and there placed under observation
for a period of two (2) weeks at the expense of the
owner. It is unlawful for any person knowing or
suspecting a dog has rabies to allow such dog to be
taken off his premises or beyond the limits of the
city without the written permission of the dog
warden. Every owner or other person, upon ascer-
taining a dog is rabid, shall immediately notify
the dog warden or a policeman who shall either
remove the dog to the pound or summarily de-
stroy it. (Prior code § 3-434)

6.04,.340 Noise restrictions.

No person shall keep or harbor any dog, in a
kennel or otherwise, which by loud frequent or
habitual barking, howling, growling, yelping, bay-
ing, whining, or other noise, causes a serious
annoyance to the neighborhood or to people pass-
ing to and fro upon the streets, or disturbs the
public peace, or constitutes a menace to the public
health, safety and welfare. (Prior code § 3-430)

6.04.350 Cruelty prohibited.

No person shall treat any dog in a cruel or
inhuman manner. No person owning, keeping or
harboring any dog, in a kennel or otherwise, shall
willfully or negligently cause or permit such dog
to suffer unnecessary torture or pain. (Prior code
§ 3-433)

6.04.360 Trespass or destruction of property
prohibited.

No person shall own, keep or harbor any dog,
whether such dog is licensed or unlicensed, which
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has destroyed or damaged property of any other
person, or which habitually trespasses on such
property. (Prior code § 3-431)

6.04.370 Vicious dogs—Requirements.

A vicious dog is "unconfined" if the dog is not
securely confined indoors or confined in a securely
enclosed and locked pen or structure upon the
premises of the owner of the dog. The pen or
structure must have secure sides and a secure top
attached to the sides. If the pen or structure has
no bottom secured to the sides, the sides must be
embedded into the ground no less than one (1)
foot. All such pens or structures must be ade-
quately lighted and kept in a clean and sanitary
condition.

A. Confinement. The owner of a vicious dog
shall not suffer or permit the dog to go uncon-
fined.

B. Leash and Muzzle. The owner of a vicious
dog shall not suffer or permit the dog to go beyond
the premises of the owner unless the dog is
securely muzzled and restrained by a chain or
leash, and under the physical restraint of a per-
son. The muzzle shall be made in a manner that
will not cause injury to the dog or interfere with
its vision or respiration, but shall prevent it from
biting any human or animal.

C. Signs. The owner of a vicious dog shall
display in a prominent place on his or her pre-
mises or clearly visible warning sign indicating
that there is a vicious dog on the premises. A
similar sign is required to be posted on the pen or
kennel of the animal.

D. Dog Fighting. No person, firm, corporation,
organization or department shail possess or har-
bor or maintain care or custody of any dog for the
purpose of dog fighting, or train, torment, badger,
bait or use any dog for the purpose of causing or
encouraging the dog to attack human beings or
domestic animals, (Ord. 1944 § 2, 1988:; prior code
§ 3-432)

6.04.380 Damages and injuries—Owner lia-
bility.

All persons shall be liable for damages for any
and all injuries to persons or property that may be
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caused by any dog owned by them, which dam-
ages may be determined and collected in appro-
priate civil proceedings therefor, in which proceed-
ings the proof of the failure or refusal by such
owner to comply with the provisions of this chap-
ter shall constitute prima facie evidence of negli-
gence on the part of such owners. (Prior code
§ 3-435)

6.04.390 Violation—Deemed nuisance when.

Any keeping or harboring of any dog contrary
to the provisions of this chapter, or any mainte-
hance or operation of a kennel contrary to such
provisions, is declared to be a nuisance per se,
(Prior code § 3-441).

6.04.400 Interfering with officers and other
violations deemed misdemeanors.

Any person who violates or fails to comply with
any of the provisions of this chapter, or any of the
rules and regulations adopted in pursuance hereof,
or who hampers, impedes or interferes with the
performance of the duties of the dog warden or
any other officer of the department under the
provisions of this chapter, shall be guilty of a
misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall
be punished as in this code provided. (Prior code
§ 3-442(a))

6.04.410 Violation—Penalty—Other remedies.

In addition to all other remedies, including the
penalties provided in this code, whenever there
has heen more than one (1) violation of Sections
6.04.360 and 6.04.370, involving any dog, the
court may order that such dog be destroyed by the
dog warden in a humane manner. In addition to
all remedies heretofore mentioned, the city may
commence and prosecute appropriate actions or
proceedings in the circuit court for the county, or
any other court having jurisdiction, to restrain or
prevent any noncompliance with or violation of
any of the provisions of this chapter or to correct,
remedy or abate such noncompliance or violation,
(Prior code 3-442(h))

CD6:11
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Beautification of adjacent public land by adjacent owners—Conditions.

Pets running at large prohibited; pets prohibited at certain times.

12.20.010 LIVONIA CODE
CHAPTER 12.20. PUBLIC LANDS

Sections:

12,20.010 Title for citation.

12.20.020 Purpose of provisions.

12.20.030 Construction of chapter provisions.

12.20.040 Enabling authority.

12,20.050 Definitions.

12.20,060

12.20.070 Disturbance of natural resources prohibited—Exception.

12.20.080 Erection of structures prohibited.

12.20.090 Storage of materials on public lands prohibited.

12.20.100 Protection of wild animals.

12.20.110

12.20.120 Dumping refuse and trash prohibited.

12,20.130 Pollution of waters prohibited.

12.20.140 Fires prohibited—Exceptions.

12.20.150 Enforcement authority.

12,20.010 Title for citation.

The ordinance codified in this chapter shall be
known and cited as the "public land ordinance."
(Ord. 1604 § 1 (part), 1981; prior code § 5-170)

12.20.020 Purpose of provisions.

This chapter is designated to protect, preserve
and beautify the parks and public lands through-
out the city, thereby promoting the public health,
safety and welfare. Furthermore, as these public
lands are intended for the equal use and enjoy-
ment of all Livonia residents, this chapter is
intended to eliminate and prevent any infringe-
ment and/or personal use of public land by any
individual, organization, business or adjacent prop-
erty owner which could result in a hazard, nui-
sance or diminution of general public enjoyment
or use of such public land. (Ord. 1604 § 1 {part),
1981: prior code § 5-1702)

12,20.030 Construction of chapter provisions.

This chapter shall be liberally construed so as
to best effectuate its purposes. Adoption of this
chapter shall in no way constitute, provide or
grant to any person any right or privilege regard-
ing the use of such public land which could in any
manner be construed as being superior to the
rights of all citizens in general. (Ord. 1604 § 1
(part}, 1981: prior code § 5-1703)

Supp. No. 3

12.20.040 Enabling authority.

This chapter is adopted pursuant to Section 3
of Act 279, Public Acts 1909, as amended; Section
1 of Chapter 11, Sections 11 and 16 of Chapter IV,
and Sections 12 and 15 of Chapter V of the City
Charter. (Ord. 1604 § 1 (part), 1981: prior code
§ 5-1704)

12.20.050 Definitions.

The following words, terms and phrases, when
used in this chapter, have the meaning ascribed to
them in this section, except where the context
clearly indicates a different meaning:

A. "Park" means a park, reservation, play-
ground, beach, recreation center or any other
public area in the city, owned or used by the city,
and devoted to active or passive recreation.

B. "Parkway" means that part of the street
lying between the property lines and that portion
of the street right-of-way ordinarily used for ve-
hicular traffic,

C. "Person" means any person, adjacent prop-
erty owner, organization, firm, partnership, asso-
ciation, corporation, company or organization of
any kind.

CD12:40



STREETS, SIDEWALKS AND PUBLIC PLACES

D. "Public land" means any municipally owned
property within the city, and shall include all
parks, parkways, land and all parts of any public
right-of-way devoted to planting, forest or park-
like use.

E. "Weeds" means those plants growing in
public lands which are recognized as such by the
parks and recreation department as being un-
sightly, noxious and/or undesirable. (Ord. 1604 § 1
{(part), 1981: prior code § 5-1705)

12.20.060 Beautification of adjacent publie
land by adjacent owners—Condi-
tions.

Homeowners, after first receiving written ap-
proval of the parks and recreation department,
may cut and clear weeds, remove debris, and
beautify a public land area adjacent to their
properties. Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to prohibit or prevent adjacent homeown-
ers from trimming and maintaining adjoining
public right-of-way areas. (Ord. 1604 § 1 (part),
1981: prior code § 5-1706)

12,20.070 Disturbance of natural resources
prohibited—Exception.

Unless written approval is received from the
department of public works, no person shall:

A. Damage, cut, carve, transplant or remove
any tree, plant or shrub in any public land, except
as otherwise provided in Section 12.20.060; nor
shall any person dig in or otherwise disturb grass
areas, or in any other way injure or impair the
natural beauty or usefulness of any area;

B. Dig or remove from public land any soil,
rock, stones, downtimber, or other wood or mate-
rials, or to make any excavation on public land by
tool, equipment, blasting or other means or agency.
(Ord. 1604 § 1 (part), 1981: prior code § 5-1707)

12.20.080 Erection of structures prohibited.

No person shall construct or erect any building,
structure, fence, dog run or corral, of whatever
kind, whether permanent or temporary in char-
acter, any tent or fly or windbreak; nor run or
string any rope, cord, or wire into, upon or across

Supp. No. 3

12.20.120

any public land, except by permission of the city
council. (Ord. 1604 § 1 (part), 1981: prior code
§ 5-1708)

12.20.090 Storage of materials on public lands
prohibited.

Storage of bricks, firewood, building materials,
or other property on public lands is prohibited.
(Ord. 1604 § 1 (part), 1981: prior code § 5-1709)

12.20.100 Protection of wild animals.

No person shall on any public land feed, frighten,
capture, attempt to capture, hunt, injure, trap or
administer or set out any trap or harmful sub-
stance for any wild or domestic animal, reptile,
bird or fish; nor remove or have in his/her posses-
sion the young, eggs or nest of same. (Ord. 2161
§ 1, 1993: Ord. 1604 § 1 (part), 1981: prior code
§ 5-1710)

12.20.110 Pets running at large prohibited;
pets prohibited at certain times.

No dog, cat or other pets shall be permitted in
any public park or land unless such pet is re-
stricted or kept on a leash; provided, however,
that the chief of police or his/her designee may,
with reasonable cause, prohibit dogs, cats and all
pets {(with the exception of service animals) in
public parks and on public lands during special
events for the purpose of protecting the health,
safety and welfare of the people and property
within the city; provided further, that notice of
such prohibition shall be published in the official
newspaper of the city at least five (5) days prior to
the commencement of such special event. No
person shall intentionally allow any animal to
deposit its waste on any public land unless the
person in control of the animal immediately re-
moves and disposes of such waste in the proper
sanitary manner. (Ord. 2593, 2003; Ord. 1604 § 1
(part), 1981: prior code § 5-1711)

12.20.120 Dumping refuse and trash prohib-
ited.

It is strictly forbidden for any person to dump,
deposit or leave any bottles, broken glass, ashes,
paper, boxes, cans, dirt, grass clippings, rubbish,
waste, refuse or garbage on any public lands.
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Honorable Members of the City Council
City of Livonia

Subject: CR 667-95  Jim Kogut, 15415 Susanna Circle, Livonia, MI

Dear Members of Council:

Pursuant to a request of the Council, the Inspection Department is submitting a report and
recommendation regarding the banning of pets in City parks.

Mr. Kogut has experienced a problem with irresponsible pet owners in Greenwood Park,
which abuts his home. His concern relates to the attendant health hazards when these pet

owners aliow their pets “to defecate and urinate™ on park property.

Livonia has a pooper scooper ordinance which requires the pet owner to pick up and
remove the “excrement” or “waste” deposited by the animal. Generally, the definition of
excrement and waste means solid or fecal material and does not includé urine. The danger
of transmission of zoonosis' through contact with fecal material, primarily by children, is
well known to health professionals and little known to the general public. With the
possible exception of leptospirosis®, exposure to animal urine is no more hazardous than
contact with human urine, which is also very prevalent in active park sites.

! A disease of animals that can be transmitted to humans.
? An infectious disease of domestic animals, especially cattle, swine, and dogs, caused by spirochetes of the
genus Leptospira and characterized by jaundice and fever. Also called swamp fever.
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Honorable Members of the City Council
Subject: CR 667-95
Pg. 2

From an enforcement standpoint, there is no difference between our current “pooper
scooper” ordinance or an outright ban on pets in City Parks. A scofflaw would disobey
either ordinance with equal impunity. The resources of the City do not permit a Police
Officer or an Animal Control Officer to be posted at a park site to patrol for poop or to
police a ban on pets. An aggrieved citizen can always file a complaint against a dog owner
if they have witnessed the act and can positively identify the dog or dog owner.

Pet owners in Livonia have a notorious disregard for the laws governing their pets.
Nationwide, 28% of all households have at least one dog® and 21% of all households have
at least one cat® as pets. By extrapolation, there should be 10,056 dogs and 7,542 cats in
the City of Livonia®. In 1995, the City Clerk’s Office issued licenses for 3,348 dogs and
385 cats. This is an abysmal rate of compliance.

In the belief that existing ordinance requirements do not have wide public exposure, we are
proposing an experiment. With the approval of Ron Reinke, Parks and Recreation
Superintendent, and the efforts of the Department of Public Service, some new signs have
been designed and erected at the three public access points of Greenwood Park. The severe
wording of these signs will increase public awareness and may result in greater compliance
with existing ordinances by pet owners,

Warning!

1 NO d0gS perminten in e

park Eniess on aleash and under
the centrel of the ewnoer\keeper.

2 Doy & Cat owners

are requirod te Inmediately pick
up theilr pet's wasto and dispess
of itin a sanitary manner.

Wielaters are sukjecttea
$500.00 maximum fine

\ Ord. Ne. 1688

$8¢.12.20.110

i Census Bureau’s 1993 Current Population Survey.
Ibid,
% Based upon 35,916 households according to 1990 Census data.



Honorable Members of the City Council
Subject: CR 667-95
Pg. 3

An outright ban on pets in parks is a policy matter that should be referred to the Parks &
Recreation Commission and the Parks & Recreation Superintendent for study and a
recommendation.

We trust this will provide the Council with the information requested.

Respectfully submitted by: APPROVED BY:

Wllliam J. M Donald Supervisor /zﬁ) J. Fegan

Ordinance Enforcement Division Director of Inspection

WIM:rfb . APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION:

cc: City Council
Mayor Kirksey 7 5. %
City Attorney ig

City Clerk Jack E. Kirksey, Mayor
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Worms: Toxocara canis & cati: General Information

This discase entity was not reported in humans unti] 1950, It is caused by ascarid worms of animals getting into an
abnormal host and, because the larva does not know the anatomy of Homo sapiens, essentially gets lost and dies. Man
is a dead end for the larva.

The disease is known as also known as larval granulomatosis, a term that aptly describes the pathology induced by the
migrating larva.

The dog ascarid - Toxocara canis and the cat ascarid - Toxocara cati will be discussed. Another ascarid- Baylisascaris
procyonis from the raccoon has been recently described as causing the death of two children due to
meningoencephalitis. The prevalence of this organism is unknown but it may represent a more virulent organism than
that of the dog or cat.

Worms: Toxocara canis & cati: Life Cycle

In their normal host the life cycle is like that of Ascaris lembricoides. When a person ingests the embryonated eggs,
the larvae hatch and penetrate the mucosa. They wander aimlessly, sensitizing the individual. When trapped by the
inflammatory reaction, granulomas develop. During the process the larva die. It is known, however, that larvae may

Worms: Toxocara canis & cati: Clinical Picture

This is a disease seen mainly in children. It should be suspected if fever and eosinophilia are present, organomegaly is
found and there is a history of eating dirt.

Lesions may be found in many organs. Those in the eye resemble retinoblastoma. The liver may have numerous
granulomas and be enlarged. A Loeffler type of pneumonitis may be present.

Symptoms include intermittent fever, rausea, pallor, anorexia and cough. A skin rash may be present. Hematologic
studies can show a mild ancmia, eosinophilia and hypergammaglobulinemia of both IgM and IgG classes.
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Internal Parasites
Roundworm Alert
Whipworm

Roundworm Alert
©Lowell Ackerman DVM. No part of this material may be reproduced without written consent from author.
Roundworms (Toxocara canis) are found in the intestine of dogs and are a major
hygienic concern because they are transmissible to peopie. Because people get
infected by ingestion of dirt contaminated with the feces of infected dogs, roundworm elimination should be the concern
on every responsible pet owner.

The article abstracted presented some inferesting if not alarming information
about roundworms. An average-sized dog passes 136 g of feces daily and it is
known that a dog with a "light” roundworm infection may pass 10,000 eggs in
every gram of stool. If 12% of the 80 million dogs in America have "light”
infections, 1,300 metric tons of dog feces containing 13 trillion roundworm

oggs are discharged in the streets and lands of America every day!! In

different surveys, 0.3-15% of soil samples and 7-31% of house yards or
children’s sandboxes contained roundworm eggs.

Our plan of attack to eradicate roundworm infection should be: to eliminate
roundworm infection from dogs; to prevent dog defecation in areas frequented
by people, and; to educate the public about the risks and appropriate control
measures.

Concerned pet owners should collect their pets’ feces every day and bum them
or place them in the garbage. Flushing the feces down the toilet is

inappropriate because many cggs survive sewage treatment.

Because pups may start passing eggs as carly as day 21 of life, the first
treatment must be administered before this age. Since reinfection is common
from the environment as well as in the mother's milk, treatment must ofien be
repeated every two weeks until the pups are 49 days old. In practical terms,

this means treated pups at 2, 4, 6, and 8 weeks of age. Bitches should be

treated at the same time as the pups since they are most often the source of

the pups infection. All bitches should be presumed to be catriers of
roundworms even they have had negative fecals prior to whelping since the
worms often persist in her system in a resting stage.

It is hoped that at some point in the future a vaccine will become available

for roundworm centrol since current control measures seem to be only
marginally effective. For the present however, routine treatment of pups and
bitch, as well as environmental control are necessary and essential.

[Some material abstracted from: Barriga, OO: Rational contro! of canine
toxocariasis by the veterinary practitioner. Journal of the American

Veterinary Medical Association, 1991; 198(2): 216-221]

Whipworms

©Lowell Ackerman DVM. No part of this material may be reproduced without written consent from author.
Surveys consistently identify whipworms (Trichuris vulpis) as onc of the most
common parasitic worms of dogs in North America, while only infrequently
being reported in cats or humans. They live in the lower aspects of the
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intestines (the cecum and colon) where they latch on to feed. Sometimes they
cause no problems at all but they may cause abdominal upset (colic) or
diarrhea, often tainted by blood and mucus.

When eggs are laid in the intestines, they pass into the feces and become
infective within 9-10 days. When consumed by dogs the infective eggs hatch in
the intestines and the larvae parasitize the intestines and matures further.

Many people do not realize that dogs do not begin to shed whipworm eggs in
their stool until about 3 months after being infected. At that time each female
whipworm may pass from 1000 to 4000 eggs per day into the stool. Complicating
matters further arc that female whipworms are long-lived, surviving for months
or years in the intestines. The life cycle therefore includes a larval stage

in the small intestine, an adult stage in the large intestine, and infective

eggs that pass into the feces.

Diagnosis is not always easy since it depends on finding whipworm eggs in the
feces. Remember that animals are infected for 3 months before they begin to
shed eggs and you can appreciate the problem. Once females begin shedding
eggs, they are usually recoverable by direct smears and centnfugal flotation.
They are not as easily found with standard fecal evaluations. In some
instances, the adult worms are actually seen attached to the lower bowel
during endoscopic procedures.

Treatment is also not straightforward because of the peculiar life cycle of

this parasite. Although many medicines are effective in removing adult worms,
the larvae are less reliably cleared. Therefore treatment must often be

repeated in 3 weeks and often, in 3 months as well, when the larvae have
evolved into egg-producing adults. The biggest hindrance to effective

treatment is that animals are often re-cxposed to environments in which
whipworm eggs are plentiful, and are thereby re-infected.

It can be difficult to control exposure to whipworm eggs on lawns or soil but
concrete can be effectively disinfected. Proper disposal of egg-containing dog
feces is critical.

Ackerman, L: Owner's Guide to Dog Health. T.F.H. Publications, Neptune City, New Jersey, 1995. ISBN 0-7938-0183-
4 Click here to order
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How To Prevent Transmission of Intestinal Roundworms from Pets to
People

Recommendations for Veterinarians

These guidelines address transmission of intestinal ascarids and
hookworms from degs and cats to people and recommend counseling
of dog and cat owners and well-timed preventive anthelmintic
treatments for pets.

Ascarlids and Hookworms

Ascarids (Toxocara spp.) and hookworms (Ancylostoma spp. and
Uncinaria stenocephala), the common intestinal roundworms of dogs
and cats, can cause larva migrans syndromes in persons who
accidentally ingest eggs or larvae or have direct skin contact
with hookworm larvae in soil contaminated with the feces of
infected animals.

Pups and kittens are often infected by transfer of larvae from
their dams in utero (T. canis) or via milk (A. caninum, T. cati,
and to a lesser extent, T. canis), 1,2 and the tissue-migrating
and early intestinal stages of these worms may cause severe,
sometimes life-threatening, disease in the first few weeks of the
animal's life. Furthermore, pups and kittens may have patent
intestinal infections as garly as the first 2 (hocokworms) to 3
(ascarids) weeks of life, and may contaminate their environment
with huge numbers of infective eggs and larvae,

The prevalence of these infections varies with climatic
conditions; however, they are present in all parts of the
contiguous United States and must be viewed as a potential public
health hazard.3-é

Zoonotic Transmission and Human Disease

When zoonotic ascarids and hookworms infect humans, the parasites
rarely mature in the intestine: rather, the larval worms migrate
in the host's tissues (larva migrans). The characteristics of the
particular tissues and organs in which the larvae migrate
determine the signs and symptoms humans have.

The common ascarid of dogs, T. canis, has long been recognized as
& cause of larva migrans syndromes in children. The ascarid of
cats, T. cati, can also cause disease in humans, although for
reasons partly related to the “toilet behavior" of cats, it
does so less frequently than T. canis. When the eggs are
accidentally ingested, they hatch, and infective-stage larvae
migrate through human liver, lungs, and other organs and tissues
where they produce damage and induce allergic responses.
Infection may leave children with permanent visual or neuroclogic
damage. '

In the United States, the popularity of pets together with high
ascarid and hookworm infection rates in dogs and cats, especially
pups and kittens, result in widespread contamination of soil with
infective-stage larvae. Epidemiologic studies have implicated the
presence of dogs, particularly pups, in the household and pica
{dirt eating} as the principal risk factors for human toxocaral
disease. Children's play habits and attraction to pets put

them at high risk for ascarid and hookworm infection.
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Hookworms of dogs and cats, A. caninum, A. braziliense,
A.tubaeforme, and U. stenocephala, can also infect people when
larvae in soil are ingested or directly penetrate the skin on
contact,4 Cutaneocus larva migrans syndromes, characterized by
progressive, intensely pruritic, linear eruptive lesions
caused by prolonged migration of the larvae in the skin, are the
most common manifestation of zoonotic hookworm infection. A.
caninum larvae may penetrate into deeper tissues, however, and
induce symptoms of visceral larva migrans or migrate to and
partially mature in the intestine, inducing eosinophilic
enteritis.?7,8

The Public Health Problem

Larva migrans syndromes are not reportable in the United States,
50 the number of clinical cases of zoonotic ascarid and hookworm
infection in humans is unknown; however, many human cases
continue to be diagnosed. Every year, at least 3,000-4,000 serum
specimens from patients with presumptive diagnoses of
toxocariasis are sent to the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC}, state public health laboratories, or private
laboratories for serodiagnostic confirmation.9 Zoonotic hookworm
infection is more geographically restricted than zoonotic
toxocariasis; however, cutanecus larva migrans and other
syndromes caused by hookworms are diagnosed commonly in
southeastern and Gulf states. Electricians, plumbers, and other
workers who crawl beneath raised buildings, sunbathers who
recline on wet sand contaminated with hookworm larvae, and
children typically become infected.

Veterinarians Can Help Prevent Human Disease

Most cases of human toxocariasis and zoonotic ancylostomiasis can
be prevented by simple measures, such as practicing good perscnal
hygiene, eliminating intestinal parasites from pets, and making
potentially contaminated environments off limits to
children.3,6,9

Most pet owners do not know that intestinal worms of pets may
infect people; therefore, they may have neither the knowledge nor
the incentive to take Precautionary measures. By recommending
well-timed anthelmintic treatments and by counseling clients on
the potential public health hazards, the practicing veterinarian
can provide an important public service. Veterinarians are in an
optimal position to provide pet owners with this service because
of their unique training, frequent contact with the high
proportion of pet owners who use veterinary services, and their
rapport with

clients,10-11

Prevent the transmission of intestinal ascarids and hookworms
from pets to people. Avoid environmental contamination by
emphasizing good hygiene and sanitation and providing well-timed
preventive treatments, especially for pups and kittens.
Preventive Anthelmintic Treatments

Deworming is most effective in preventing environmental
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contamination and human illness when it is aimed at pups and
kittens and their dams because they harbor the most worms and
thus produce the most infective-stage larvae.11,12

For optimal prevention of environmental contamination and illness
in pups and kittens, initiate anthelmintic treatment of pups and
kittens soon after birth. Where both ascarids and hookworms are
commonly transmitted, anthelmintic drugs should be given to pups
at ages 2, 4, 6, and 8 weeks of age. If only ascarids are
present, preventive anthelmintic treatments may begin at 3 weeks
of age. In kittens, because prenatal infection does not occur,
egg excretion begins later than in pups, and in most areas, rates
of acquisition of ascarids and hookworms by cats are
comparatively lower; therefore, preventive treatment for kittens
can be started effectively at 6 weeks of age and be repeated at 8
and 10 weeks. Treat nursing dams concurrently because they often
develop patent infections about the same time as their offspring.

For the earliest treatments provide clients with medication to
administer to their pets at home. Thereafter, in areas where
heartworm (Dirofilaria immitis) infection is enzootic, ascarid
and hookworm prevention can be maintained in dogs by using one of
the heartworm prevention medications that are also effective
against intestinal nematodes. Control in older dogs and cats can
be achieved by periodic treatments with drugs whose efficacy is
limited to intestinal nematodes, or by treatments based on the
results of periodic diagnostic stool examinations.

Choose from a great variety of anthelmintic drugs that are safe
and effective against ascarids, hookworms, and other intestinal
helminths of dogs and cats (Table 1).13 The drugs are available
in tablet, granule, liquid, and other formulations whose
manufacturers recommend single or multiple daily doses and
periodic or continuous administration. Select on the basis of the
compound's effectiveness against the range of helminth species
prevalent in the area. For preventive treatment of very young
pups, give an anthelmintic approved for nursing pups (2-3 weeks
of age). The drug should be effective against both ascarids and
hocokworms (unless one or the cther of these species is not
present in a particular area).

Severe illness and even death may occur before prenatal or
lactogenically acquired ascarids and hookworms become gravid and
can be diagnosed by stool examinations.

Table 1. Drugs* for the treatment of ascarid and hookworm
infections in dogs
and cats

Approved for Use In:

Route of Range of
Minimum
Name Administration Efficacy+ Species
Age/Weight

butamiscle
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hydrochleoridel parenteral H, W dogs

>=8 weeks

dichlorophene/ ,
toluene oral A,H,T,D dogs, cats
»>=2.,5 lbs

dichlorvoes2, 3 oral AH, W dogs, cats
none

diethylcarbam-

azine citrate3 oral A dogs, cats
noecne

disophencld Parenteral H dogs, cats
>=2 weeks

febantel4, 5,6 oral A, H,W dogs, cats
>=1.5 1bs

febantel/

praziquantel4, 5,6 oral A,H,W,T,D dogs, cats
>=2 1lbs

febantel/

praziguantel/

pyrantel

pamoate#4,5,6 oral A H,W,T,D dogs

»>=3 weeks

or 2 1lbs
fenbendazole oral A,H,W, T dogs
none

ivermectin/

pyrantel pamoate oral A H dogs
>=6 weeks

mebendazoled cral A,H,W, T dogs
none

milbemycin

oxime7 oral A H, W dogs
>=8 weeks

n-butyl chloride oral A, H dogs, cats
>=4 weeks

oxibendazole/

diethylcarba-

mazine3, 6 oral A H,W dogs
>=8 weeks

and >=1 lb

piperazine salts8 oral A degs, cats
>=6 weeks

pyrantel pamoate oral AH dogs

>=2 weeks

*Marketed in the United States

+Efficacy for intestinal helminths: A=ascarids (Toxocara and
Toxascaris spp.}; :

H=hocokworms (Ancylostoma and Uncinaria spp); W=whipworms
(Trichuris vulpis);

T=Taeniid tapeworms; D=Flea tapeworms (Dipylidium caninum);
E=Echinoc
#FDA-approval pending as of October 1, 1993

Special considerations or contraindications: 1Do not use in
pregnant animals prior to 3rd week of pregnancy. 2Do not use in
conjunction with other cholinesterase-inhibiting drugs. 3Do not
use in heartworm-infected animals. 4Do not use in dogs with

PRODIGY ® Web Browser- hookworm.txt (ftp://ftp.ode. govipub/inf...ochureshookworm.txt) Page 4



reduced renal function. 5Do not use in pregnant animals. 6&Do
not use in dogs with hepatic dysfunction. 7Not effective
against Uncinaria. 8Some salts not for use in unweaned pups.

The prophylactic approach to treatment is justified by the
frequency with which pups and kittens acquire ascarids and
hookworms from their dams and the difficulties in diagnosing
these infections in their early stages. Severe illness and even
death may occcur before prenatal or lactogenically acquired
ascarids and hookworms become gravid and can be diagnosed by
stool examinations. Because many pups and kittens are not brought
to a veterinarian before 6-8 weeks of age, delaying treatment
until that time allows infections to become patent and
contaminate the environment with eggs or larvae. Because

young animals acquire new infections continuousiy from dam's milk
and from the environment and many worms are not yet fully mature,
fecal examinations are often falsely negative in pups and
kittens.

Educating and Counseling Pet Owners

Pet owners should be informed about intestinal parasites and
their effects on the health of pets and people. Pet owner
education should provide the following information:

Types of intestinal helminths that infect degs and cats, and the
illnesses they cause in these pets.How intestinal helminths are
transmitted to dogs and cats, with special emphasis on helminths
acquired through prenatal (T. canis) and transmammary (A.
caninum, T. cati and, to a limited degree, T. canis) routes.

How ascarids and hookworms can cause problems in humans,
especially children, whose play habits and attraction to pets put
them at increased risk. How infection in both pets and people can
be prevented by well-timed prophylactic anthelmintic treatment of
pups and kittens and routine diagnostic examinations or periodic
preventive treatment of older pets.How to collect and dispose of
pets' feces, especially in areas where children play.How to keep
children away from areas that may be contaminated by dogs or cats
infected with helminths.
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NEW DAIA
Livonia City Council | AT[ACHED 2 Aug 2007

33000 Civic Center Drive Pl 08/ 170
Livonia, MI 48154 A “'/Jj”?' ""“”"
Attn: Mr. James McCann, President R

4

"7
[ .

Mt e d

Sir, -t NEW DATA

of
i

I am writing this letter for your consideration of the upcoming “Leash Law’ ordinance.

| live on a corner lot and across both streets live families with young children. Both
families have dogs which are constantly with their kids. In the summer, ‘moms have a lot
to do and cannot watch young kids constantly. But their family pets do. | have seen
unfamiliar cars pass by and the dogs looking most concerned at them until iong out of
range. To put these dogs on a leash would take their protective custody away from

mom. Putting any dog on a leash turns even the most docile pet into a mean dog. What
to do? '

The reason this is even up for consideration are the one or two bad apples spoiling the
entire barrel. Maybe not. | propose to make any attack by adogon a human or another
dog a simple assauit felony. Charge the dog with assault. A review panel would be
formed (from the jury pool) to review the case. Maybe the person deserved it. Maybe
the dog is truly a nasty animal. The panel would have subpoena powers and would act
not unlike a grand jury. Lets face it: This panel would be conveniened, maybe, once or
twice a year. Prabably less. Its findings would be forwarded to the local Court for
disposition. The key is that the judge would have latitude in sentencing in accordance
with this new ordinance up to and including putting the dog to sleep. The freedom of
valuable watch dogs would not be put in jeopardy yet truly antisocial dogs could be
dealt with. Walking a dog around the block for exercise always requires a leash, no one
will argus. Restraining a real watch dog could put a youngster in jeopardy.

Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully,

L L A

o -
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— £
Gordon F. Vanzo G
12066 Boston Post Rd o T
Sixty five year resident (with time out for the Army, etc) . ‘:_;;;
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City Council, Dept. of Law, Public Service-Animal Control 07/30/07 kat

COMMITTEE)
£od ;: i ‘o

DATE: JULY 26, 2007 >
Y 5
TO: LIVONIA CITY COUNCIL o
RE: CR 177-05 DOG LEASH LAW ’

FROM: ROSALIE GISS NEW DATA L o —

33211 FARGO

— R T LG o
LIVONIA, MI 48152 ATTACHED o ) e el

1

AJE T s Lo

[ WISH TO EXPRESS MY REQUEST FOR A “DOG LEASH”LAW IN LIVONIA
EFFECTIVE AS SOON AS POSSIBLE.

[ WISH TO ADDRESS THE ISSUE OF “DOGS” WITHOUT LEASHES NOT-F6-BEw...___'
ALLOWED TO WANDER THE FRONT YARD OF THE HOME OWNER JUST
BECAUSE THE HOMEQOWNER IS WORKING IN THE FRONT YARD.

I DOUBT FRONT YARDS HAVE “INVISIBLE FENCES™ AND IDONOFEEEL .. .
SAFE THAT THE INVISIBLE FENCE REALLY IS WORKING. :

I DO NOT TRUST A LOOSE DOG JUST BECAUSE THE PROPERTY HAS A SIGN
STATING THAT IT HAS THE INVISIBLE FENCE.

I ALSO DO NOT THINK LIVONIA NEEDS OR EVEN WANTS A “DOG PARK.”
WOULD YOU VOLUNTEER TO HAVE THE DOG PARK BEHIND OR BESIDE OR
ACROSS FROM YOUR HOUSE? THEY ARE DIRTY AND NOISY!

THE DOGS FIGHT AND BARK AND MESS AND THE OWNERS CONTRARY TO

WHAT THEY SAY - DO NOT PICK UP AFTER THEIR DOGS. THEY CARRY A
PLASTIC BAG BUT DO NOT PICK UP.

oo b
THE BIRMINGHAM DOG PARK IS BEING CLOSED BECAUSE THE o
NEIGHBORING RESIDENTS PROTESTED AND COMPLAINED. =
Ly L
PLEASE DO NOT CONNECT THE DOG LEASH LAW WITH THE DOG PARK < ol
ISSUE. = oW
Fol L
THERE IS A WAYNE COUNTY DOG PARK ON EDWARD HINES DRIVE. 5

THAT SHOULD BE SUFFICIENT.

THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONSIDERATION.
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City Council, Dept. of Law, Public Service-Animal Control 07/23/07 kat
RE:

NEW DATA FOR AUG 13, 2007 REGULAR MEETING (JULY 17, 2007 LEGISLATIVE COMM.)

July 18™ 2007

The Honorable Members of City Council

/o City Clerk SR
o NEWDATA = [
.. . e T~ o
v wiss e ATTACHED Mfd S
. S AL w’"‘;‘}‘:{m&

Re: Public Meeting Regarding “Dog Leash Law” July 17*® . T

()

e ]
I was at the meeting last night and would like to thank you for listening to me and THE ™
residents of Livonia regarding the leash law. I was the one who spoke about my son
being bitten by a German shepherd while jogging and also about not being able to take ©
my walks without carrying pepper spray and a heavy Iarge stick. It was touching and sado
to hear the stories from other residents sharing their pain with this ongoing problem of -

unleashed dogs. It was obvious that there were more people for the law and few against -~
it.

It was interesting to hear from the one gentleman that showed us the electronic collar that
his dog wears. [ am sure that the average dog owner would not be willing to spend the
$199.00 if this was made law. Also would they be responsible enough to follow their dog
around holding onto this gadget at all times. A leash is much cheaper and simpler.

I am proud to say that I have lived in Livonia for 29 years and have no complaints about
its laws except for this one, It is hard to believe that we are one of the very FEW cities

that do not have a leash law for a city of this size. Why would anyone think that this isa
bad idea?

This was my first time hearing Mayor Engebretson speak and I found him to be a very
compassionate man. 1 hope his desires to enact this law find a place in all of your hearts
to make this happen. The public has spoken (and not for the first time) and we hope you
choose to keep the citizens, old and young, safe from unruly dogs.

Thank you for your time

Carol Chronicle
30295 Seven Mile Rd.
Livonia, MI 48152
248-478-2237

CC: Mayor Engebretson
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Legislative Committee Meeting
Citen Commants NEW DATA
1. Judy Morrone ATTACH ED

29622 Lemar

Livonia, MI 48152

July 6, 2007
Expressed interested in having the law changed so that any dog at large would have to be
on a leash. She said she walks her small Maltese and when she does, she carries a stick
in case she needs to protect her dog. A large dog in her neighborhood, who is allowed to
run loose, has deterred her from walking her dog. She went to the Rec Center to walk her
dog on the track, but the sign said “no pets”.



7/18/07 CC: Received at Legislative 'Conmittee_'!-l_eeting 7/17/07 -
Item $#1 CR 177-05. Council, Mayor, Clerk, Law,
D.P.W. Director, Director Bldg. -Inspection.--K. Szymula

Statement to Livonia City Council
Legislative Committee Hearing
July 17, 2007

Good evening Council members. Thank you for informing us of this
hearing. | am here on behalf of Duncan and thousands of other loving pets in
Livonia who are at the mercy of loose and often vicious dogs. More importantly,
| am here on behalf of the many unsuspecting and unprotected children and
elderly folks who live in fear within this city. |

Our dog Duncan and our previous basset Barney have been attacked or
bitten by loose dogs, unleashed and uncontrolled by their owners, seven times
since we moved here 15 years ago. Since March, 2006, Duncan has been
attacked four times and severely bitten twice. We also know of incidents near
our home in which loose dogs have attacked and bitten children. For over a
year now, we have walked our dog only on the perimeter streets of the States
neighborhood and along Hines Drive.

Even so, there have been several incidents, the most severe of which
have been reported to the Animal Control office. We have also reported loose,
unleashed animals in the neighborhood, park, and parkway many times. We
have alsc heeded the advice of Officer Polowitz to carry a stick and an approved
deterring spray. We shouldn’t have to live in fear in a city that proclaims
“Families Still First.” 1t is unsafe to walk the streets of Livonia.

One of our favorite walks used to be to Grant School. Our dog has been
bitten severly on that route, the same route used by the school children. Three
of our elderly neighbors gave up walking in the neighborhood years ago and are
forced to drive to one of the shopping malls instead.

According to the Michigan Municipal League, Livonia is one of the few
cities in Michigan that does not have a leash law, although a lease is required in
city parks... yet we have seen many violations. Of course, a leash law without
severe penalties and a good educational campaign will be ineffective. Many
communities are very aggressive about this. The previous Mayor promised me
that an educational effort would be made through the local newspapers. That
didn’t happen. Officer Polowitz says Livonia will never have a leash law. Yet,
you must know that dozens of trial lawyers are waiting to pounce on this
vunerable situation.

Livonia is dancing with disaster, especially for pets and people. Itis
naively delaying the kind of ordinance and animal control education that could
save the city miliions in litigations. Good God, don't wait til the pipes burst
before you try to fix the problem. Thank you.

Eugene L. Scott
8861 Utah
Livonia, Ml 48150
734-523-7844
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Szymula, Karen

From: Szymula, Karen

Sent: Monday, July 09, 2007 3:21 PM
To: ‘joe’

Subject: RE: Leash Law

Attachments: Legis4 071707 MS.DOC; issue of Dog Leash Ordinance.pdf

Joe:

Please note that the Legislative Committee will meet to discuss the matter of a "dog leash law" at it's meeting of
Tuesday, July 17, 2007, 7:00 pm (See Attached Agenda). This issue was brought to the City Council by a
resident of Livonia in April of 2005 and it was referred to Committee per CR 177-06 for report and
recommendation. | have attached for your reference CR 177-06, the Study Mtg. Mins. of April 18, 2005, and a
copy of the initial request.

This matter has been reviewed by the City Council on a number of occasions over the past several years.

As noted above, this matter is being reviewed per the request of a resident and you are welcome to attend the
Legislative Committee meeting to express your concerns. You may also submit your concerns in writing or via e-
mail. The City Councilmembers, other City personnel and concerned residents will be in attendance at this
meeting.

Please do not hesitate to contact the City Council Office at (734) 466-2250 should you have further questions.

Bonnie Johnson
Technical Specialist
Office of the City Council
(734) 466-2250

From: joe [mailto:jlizbins@peoplepc.com]
Sent: Friday, July 06, 2007 7:32 PM

To: CityCouncil

Subject: Leash Law

Does the new leash law under study require us to have a leash on our dogs on our own property? Can | receive
a copy of the proposed changes? .

7/9/07
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Szymula, Karen

To: Council 2006 - 2007; Mayor (mayor@ci.livonia.mi.us); Law Department Staff (law@ci.livonia.mi.us);
Hogan, Patrick; Ass't City Clerk (ktesner@ci.livonia.mi.us); Alex Bishop (ABishop@gci.livonia.mi.us)

Subject: FW: Re: Dog Leash Law

FY1 - Please place with your file for the Legislative Committee Meeting of 7/17/07 #1 CR 177-05.

Thank you. NEW D A‘I' A
Karen A. Soymuls ATTACHED

Director, Legislative Affairs
City Council Office

Livonia, MI 48154
734-466-2249
www.cl.livonia.mi,us

From: Kovalcheck, Annette

Sent: Thursday, July 05, 2007 11:19 AM
To: Szymula, Karen

Subject: Re: Dog Leash Law

Karen,

| spoke to a person today who wanted a “$100.00 fine for cats” added onto the dog leash discussion that will take
place at the Legislative Committee meeting on July 17, 2007. | suggested he call Ordinance Enforcement to
discuss whether we had any current ordinance on the books regarding cats. He did talk to them and called the
council back, stating again that he wanted a fine for roaming cats. He also menticned a neighbor who let their
dogs “bark all day in the garage” and who let their “cats out at 5:00pm as soon as Ordinance Enforcement went
home for the day”.

His name:

Wayne Otio
19720 Flamingo
Livonia, MI 48152
{h) 248-476-6595
(c) 412-849-0024

Toni K.

7/5/07



Karen,

I received a call this afternoon from a Ms. Gonzales regarding the Legislative
Committee Meeting which is going to be held on July 17, 2007. She was particularly
interested in Item #1 on the agenda regarding “dog leash law”.

She is unable to attend the meeting because she takes the Livonia Transit bus and
it does not make runs in the evening. However, she is concerned with dogs running wild
in the city parks and mentioned that in the past week or so, while in a city park, a dog ran
over to her and she felt very afraid that she would be bit.

She is planning on sending her concerns, in writing, to the Legislative Committee
and would very much like her opinion to be heard.

Toni

NEW DATA
ATTACHEL

Gina Gonzales
19486 Mayfield
#101

Livonia, MI 48152

June 27, 2007
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Szymula, Karen

To: Rusty Mcintyre
Cc: Coungcil 2006 - 2007
Subject: RE: Animal nuisance

Rusty -

Thank you for your reply. Regular and Study Meetings are posted on the web (www.ci.livonia.mi.us). Click on
(left side of screen) City Council under Government and you will see Meeting Schedule - click on that and you will
see the schedule for the year.

If you are interested in receiving various agendas and news items - look under Short Cuts on the right hand side
of the screen and click on e-News Sign-Ups. You can subscribe to any or al of those. The Council Agenda and
Council Commitee Agenda are the agendas you have indicated an interest in.

Also beginning today, again under Short Cuts - Video Communications Center - you can view video streaming
items. Today they are to begin placing Council Meetings on thai site. The first one would be from last night's
meeting but is not there as yet. Also, a link is going to be placed somewhere on the City Council's web page for

the meefings.

As far as community service, you may want to check with our Community Resources Department (734-466-2540)
or go to their web page as well. The Mayor appoints members to all boards and commissions other than the
Zoning Board of Appeals which the City Council appoints. If you are interested in serving on a board or
commission please contact the Mayor's Office (734-466-2201).

I hope this information is helpful to you and | will add your name to the mailing list for the Legislative Committee
meeting when the issue of "dogs" is placed on an agenda.

Karen A. Szymula

Director, Legislative Affairs
City Council Office

Livonia, MI 48154
734-466-2249
www.cl.livonia.mi.us

From: Rusty McIntyre [mailto:ba8267@wayne.edu]
Sent: Thursday, May 10, 2007 10:45 AM

To: Szymula, Karen

Subject: Re; Animal nuisance

Thanks Karen,

Unfortunately, 1 was not able to make the meeting last night. You do have my correct address. Also, is there a set
date or a posted (on the web) calendar of the regular city meetings. Also, is there a way to get relatively advanced
notice of non-scheduled, yet public, meetings?

l also have a related question that | hope you can answer or direct me to someone who can. How does a Livonia
resident get involved in helping the city?

Sincerely,

Rusty Mcintyre

5/10/07
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—--- Original Message --—-

From: Szymula, Karen

To: Rusty Mcintyre

Cc: [aw@ci.livonia.mi.us ; Brian Meakin (Meakin, Brian) ; dknapp@FTBlaw.com ; Gerald Tavlor {Taylor,
Gerald) ; James C. McCann (McCann, James) ; Joseph M Laura {Joseph M Laura) ; tgodfroid-
marecki@ci.livonia.mi.us ; Thomas.robinson@ncogroup.com

Sent: Wednesday, May 09, 2007 3:50 PM

Subject: RE: Animal nuisance

Mr. Mcintyre:

I have discussed your e-mait with the City Council President and he has asked me to forward the following
information on to you. The City Counclil has in its Legislative Committee the issue of amending the Livonia
Code of Ordinances to add a "dog leash law" to insure that dogs are under the control of their owners and to
prevent possible tragedies. When a Committee meeting is called with this subject on the agenda the staff will
send you a notification of that meeting. The Committee meeting is an open meeting and is held on the 2nd
Floor of City Hall in the City Council Chambers. | have located shat | believe is your address 32491 Wisconsin,
Livonia, 48150. |would appreciate you verifying the address so that a notification can be sent to you.

For your information, the Council did review the Dog Ordinance approximately a year ago and no changes were
recommended at that time.

The Council does have a Regular Meeting this evening beginning at 8:00 P.M. in the Auditorium of City Hall.
There is an Audience Communication section near the beginning and anyone may speak on any item that is not
on the agenda for three minutes.

On behalf of the City Council, thank you for your concern and please verify your address for a future Legislative
Committee Meeting.

Karen A. Szymula

Director, Legislative Affairs
City Council Office

Livonia, MI 48154
734-466-2249
www.cllivonia.mi.us

From: Rusty McIntyre [mailto:ba8267@wayne.edu]
Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2007 12:24 PM

To: CityCouncil

Subject: Animal nuisance

Dear Livonia city council,

| recently moved into Livonia after relocating to Michigan for a tenure-track position with Wayne State
University. Based upon school and safety information from my realtor, | purchased a home in the Rosedale
Gardens subdivision. To date | have been pleased with the safety and conditions of the city of Livenia.
Recently, however, | discovered my neighborhood was less safe than | would have liked. Last week my
daughter and 1 were returning from Miles park and walked down the 9000 block of California street when we

charged by a rather large dog (it may have been a Wetmaraner ). My daughter, who is only three, became
scared and ran toward the street. The dog stopped its charge due to some sort of electric underground fence in
the front yard of the home. 1 quickly grabbed my daughter and walked down the block, yelling to keep the dog at
bay (to which the owner of the dog did not hear or chose not to do anything about). | checked with the city
ordinance division and they had indicated that the use of the fencing in the front yard is acceptable in the city of
Livonia.

My concern then, is threefold. First, | am concerned the having an aggressive sporting dog in one’s front yard
could lead to similar instances of children on foot or on bikes being terrorized by such an occurrence and

5/10/07



Page 3 of 3

running into the sireet into unsuspecting traffic. Personally, I see this as a recipe for harm to the neighborhood
children. 1 am also concerned that the dog is somewhat of a nuisance to others who might not be frightened but
wish not to have a barking and growling dog who appears unrestrained to charge them when they are walking
down the sidewalk. Finally, | am concerned that the city allows for front-yard fencing of any type to be used in
neighborhoods. In fact, according to the city ordinance | could erect a full electric fence in my front yard if | so
desired. To be sure, doing so would be an eyesore and would encourage those who can to move away from
the neighberhood and or city.

After hearing from the city ordinance commission | checked the city charter of ordinances and believe this is an
issue. Though the fence does not violate any ordinances according the person | spoke with (on the phone), the
dog (and how it is being restrained) does seem to be in violation. According to ordinance 6.04.340 Noise
restrictions- the dog/owner is in violation. The dog should not be allowed (and by being in the front yard
encouraged) to "bark, growl, or cause a serious annoyance to the neighborhood or to people passing to and fro
upon the streets . . . ". it is my belief that having a dog three feet from the sidewalk in a visibly unrestrained
fashion would be perceived as a nuisance and is a noise problem. Also, and depending on the demeanor of the
dog, the dog/owner are potentially in viclation of the ordinance 6.04.370 vicious dogs. According to that
ordinance, a vicious dog is "unconfined" if the dog is not "securely” confined indoors or confined in a securely
enclosed and locked pen or structure . . ." | take issue with the premise that an underground fence is adequately
secure. [n what way can we be sure that the buried electric fence is secure? Is it that the charge from the fence
is sufficiently painful enough to deter the animal? If so, then that premise too is in violation of other codes due to
animal cruelty ordinances. Even if not cruel, what security does an underground electric fence provide against
the reliability of the apparatus, against power loss, or to keep unaware children secure from roaming into the
dog's pen? Thus, it seems that the use of an underground electric fence permits many inconsistencies within
city ordinances and thus should not be allowed as the issue raises many contradictions in established
ordinances.

I would like this issue brought to the city's attention and would also like to know if anything can be done to
consider the safety of children and taxpayer's over the freedom of a dog. Additionally, could you please advise
me as to the next open city council meeting so | may bring this issue fo light?

Sincerely,

Rusty Mclntyre

5/10/07



OFFICE OF THE COUNCIL

33000 CIVIC CENTER DRIVE
LIVONIA, MICHIGAN 48154-3097
(734) 466-2254
FAX: (734) 421-4388

JAMES C. McCANN
City Council President

RESIDENCE

18435 Mayfield
Livonia, Ml 48152
(248) 471-4747
Bus: {734) 421-7333

e-mail: jmecann @cl.livonia.mi.us

January 29, 2007

Eugene and Barbara Scott

8861 Utah

Livonia, Ml 48150

Dear Eugene and Barbara Scott;

| received your letter dated January 22, 2007 relative to animal control and noise
abatement.

The Councit revisited the noise ordinance just over a year ago and found upon
recommendations of the Administration the ordinance was not in need of further
amendments.

However, the Council did refer to the Council Legislative Committee the request to
amend the ordinance to add a “dog leash law” to insure that dogs are under the control

of their owners and to prevent possible tragedies.

By copy of this letter, 1 am forwarding your request to the Chairman of the Legislative
Committee, Councilman Thomas Robinson, for the subject in Committee to be placed on

an up-coming Legislative Committee agenda.

When the meeting is scheduled, you will be notified of the time and place of the meeting. ’

Thank you for your letter of concern.

Sincerely,
ir. O e o

James C. McCann
President '
CC: Councilmember Thomas Robinson(w/att.)

(Council/Dog Issue — Scoit)

Recycled Paper



Eugene & Barbara Scott

8861 Utah . Livonia, Michigan 48150
734-523-7844
email: genocam@htdconnect.com

S

January 22, 2007

James McCann, President
City Council

City of Livonia

33000 Civic Center Drive
Livonia, MI 48154

Dear Councilman McCann;

Over three months ago, we wrote to you for consideration of Council action on what currently
are weak and unenforceable ordinances regarding animal control and noise abatement -- quality of life
issues that seriously impact the residents of our city. We have heard nothing from your office.

'As we stated in our October letter, we continue to live in fear in our neighborhood, principally
because of residents who allow their animals (dogs) to run loose beyond their property. After several
attacks and worrisome threats over the past several years, we have had to walk our always leashed
beyond the back yard pet on the perimeter strects of the neighborhood only. This restriction, caused
by thoughtless residents, a weak ordinance, and lack of resident animal control education, is unfair.
We hope that this clear and present danger does not require legal action at some point in the future.

The same is true for lack of noise abatement ordinance enforcement. We have given up
calling the police department about loud noisy cars with roaring radios late at night some time ago.
Nothing comes of it. Like thousands of other citizens in Livonia, we have had to just suck it up.

Other communities in the metro area have stronger ordinances and enforcement activities, but
Livonia lags behind. Perhaps community education wouldn’t provide a solution to these problems,
but it would at least be a start. We really hope to hear from you of some action on the part of City
Council before spring arrives and the thoughtless, uncaring lower grade residents of this community
take control again.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

ugene and Barbara Scott
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Bonnie Johnson

From: Bonnie Johnson [bjchnson@ci.livonia.mi.us]
Sent: Wednesday, October 19, 2005 12:51 PM
To: Don Knapp (City)

Subject: Call from Arthur Solis—-Dog Leash Law

Don:

I just received a call for you from Arthur Solis who said that he had left a message on both your home phone and your City phone
within the fast two weeks and has not as yet received a call back. His comment to you is "How do you expect your constituents to
vote for you in the upcoming election if you do not return their telephone calls.”

He is very concerned with the City's dog leash law and would like to talk with you in this regard. He walks in Devon-Aire Park and
his dog was attached by an unleashed German shepherd. He had to bring his dog to the vet and have him cared for, which was
very expensive. Another woman had her begal attached by two unleashed dogs. Many people let there dogs out of the house
and just let them roam. He feels that a leash is the only way a dog owner can insure control of his dog. Mr. Solis is a senior
citizen and is very concerned about the lack of a leash law in Livonia.

| have added Mr. Solis to our Legisiative Committee notification list for this matter.
In the interim, he asks that you please call him at (734) 458-4961.

Far you information, his address is 9820 Denne, Livonia 48150.

Bonnie Johnson
Technical Speciafist
Office of the City Councit
City of Livonia

(734) 466-2250

10/19/2005
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Sarah Burns
18288 Norwich
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Szymula, Karen

To: Denise Lukacs
Cc: Council 2004-5
Subject: RE: Leash law

Denise: The City Council did on April 27, 2005 refer the request of Sarah Burns to amend the
Livonia Code of Ordinances to add a "dog leash law" to insure that dogs are under the control
of their owners and to prevent possible tragedies to the Legislative Committee for report and
recommendation. (Council Resolution 177-05)

At this time, the item remains in Committee. When a Legislative Committee meeting is
scheduled and this item is placed on the agenda, you will be notified of the meeting date and
time. The meeting will, of course, be open to the public.

Karen A. Szymula

Director, Legislative Affairs
Livonia City Council

33000 Civic Center Drive
Livonia, MI 48154
734-466-2249

http://www.ci.livonia.mi.us

————— Original Message-----

From: Denise Lukacs [mailto:thepetteacher@netzero.com]
Sent: Monday, July 25, 2005 8:43 AM

To: Szymula, Karen

Subject: Re: Leash law

Hello Karen:

Whatever happened with this leash law discussion for Livonia?

Thanks much,
Denise Lukacs

----- Original Message -----

From: Szymula, Karen

To: Denise Lukacs

Cc: Mayor Jack Engebretson ; Law ; Tesner, Karen ; Beckley, Robert ; Brian Meakin {E-mail) ; Don
Knapp (E-mail) ; Frank J. Kokenakes (E-mail) ; Gerald Taylor (E-mail} : James C. McCann (E-mail) ;
Terry A. Godfroid-Marecki (E-mail) ; Thomas Robinson (E-mail) -
Sent: Tuesday, April 26, 2005 12:35PM

Subject: RE: Leash law

Mr. Lukacs: Thank you for taking the time to send the City Councilimembers your
thoughts and concemns regarding the possible amendment to the ordinance that covers

725105
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dogs to include a "leash law.”

This e-mail is being forwarded to those departments concerned with the issue and a
copy of your e-mail will be placed in the packets of information for the Councilmembers
for their meeting on April 27, 2005 at 8:00 P.M. in the City Hall Auditorium. Itis
anticipated that Council will adopt a resolution referring this item to their Legislative
Committee for further review.

Karen A. Szymula

Director, Legislative Affairs
Livonia City Council

33000 Civic Center Drive
Livonia, MI 48154
734-466-2249

http://www.ci.livonia.mi.us

----- QOriginal Message-----

From: Denise Lukacs [mailto:thepetteacher@netzero.com]
Sent: Monday, April 25, 2005 8:00 PM

To: CityCouncil

Subject: Leash law

Hello:

T was just reading the article in today's Detroit News that Livonia may adopt stricter leash
laws. I want to recommend that you have a very strict leash law that all dogs must be on a
6' leash in public areas. T am a dog trainer and I work with many clients in the Livonia
area. Often we take the dogs for walks in public areas, and the number of dogs that are
off-leash in Livonia is amazing. These people don't have control of their dogs -- the dogs
may walk close by, but if another dog comes along they do not have a reliable response to
the owners' recall commands.

Unless you plan on administering testing to the dog owners who claim their dogs are
reliable when they call them ... unless you can see that in the midst of other distractions
like kids and dogs these off-leash dogs really respond ... then make it simple and enforce a
leash law.

And if the city would like to offer dog training group classes, I will be happy to teach
them

Thank you,
Denise Lukacs

7/25/05
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IF THE READER OF THIS MESSAGE IS NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this
message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, forwarding, or copying of this communication
is strictly prohibited. If received in error, please notify the sender immediately by reply e-mail and delete the original message, including

attachments.

7/25/05
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Bonnie Johnson

From: Pelletier, Kim [KPelletier@ci.livonia.mi.us]
Sent:  Monday, July 25, 2005 12:20 PM

To: Engebretson, Jack: CouncilMembers; Kavanagh, Sean
Cc: Mayor Staff; Johnson, Bonnie; Szymula, Karen; Law
Subject: Visit from Valerie Khoury - 18645 Golfview

Ms. Khoury stopped in to express her concerns regarding the lack of a leash law in our City. She wrote a letter to Council back in
April supporting a revision to our current ordinance. There is a Pit Bull that runs "off leash” in her neighborhood and she feels
that it is a big threat to the children living there. She has 5 month old twins and a 21 month old. Ms. Khoury stopped by our office

Mayor, she was wondering what your position on this issue is?

Valerie Khoury
18645 Golfview

(btwn Levan and Wayne Rd. btwn Six & Seven Mile)
(248) 477-3507

7/25/2005
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Szymula, Karen

To: Council 2004-5; Law Department Staff (E-mail); Robert Beckley (E-mail); Ass't City Clerk (E-mail)
Subject: FW: PC from Resident regarding support for Leash Law

Please add to your file on the possible amendment to the Dog Ord.
(CR 177-05)

Thank you.

From: Pelletier, Kim

Sent: Tuesday, May 10, 2005 4:32 PM

To: Szymula, Karen

Cc: Engebretson, Jack; Mayor Staff

Subject: PC from Resident regarding support for Leash Law

Karen,

I received a phone call from a resident that wanted to give her support for Livonia adopting a Leash Law. She
was in Rotary Park and dogs were running around off leash, even though there was a sign indicating dogs should
be on a leash. She felt very threatened by a dog that charged at her. She would like to be added to your list so
that she will get notice when this issue will be addressed by Council. She would like to attend the meeting and
give her opinion.

Please see her name and address below:

Gina Gonzales

19486 Mayfield, Apt. 101
Livonia, Ml 48152
(248) 471-2458 (Home)
(248) 982-4407 (Cell)

Thanks, Kim

5/11/05
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Szymula, Karen

To: SLSuzieQ32@aol.com

Cc: Councii 2004-5; Mayor (E-mail); Law Dept. Staff (E-mail); Ass't City Clerk (E-mail); Robert
Beckley (E-mail)

Subject: RE: Leash Law

Susan:

Thank you for taking the time to send the City Counciimembers your
thoughts and concerns regarding the possible amendment to the ordinance
that covers dogs to include a "leash law."

This e-mail is being forwarded to those departments concerned with the
issue and a copy of your e-mail will be placed in the packets of
information for the Councilmembers. The item was referred to the City
Council Legislative Committee for further review. That meeting has not
yet been scheduled.

We will send you a notice of the meeting when it is scheduled.

----- Original Message—---

From: SLSuzieQ32@aol.com [maitto:SLSuzieQ32@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 05, 2005 5:26 PM

To: CityCouncil

Subject: Leash Law

To Whom it May Concern,

| am a 29 year resident of Livonia and | fully support having a leash
?&%Erl cant count the endless times | have seen residents with large
\crjv%?l?ing them with no leash and that makes me frightened for my safety as
g’s?ltlhe safety of small children who may be outside playing and a dog
{ggs?éngomes up behind them and who knows what the reaction of the dog
Ydlétb l:?'écause an owner thinks their dog is well behaved with others
%%e:nntthat they shouldn't have them on a leash when they are walking them
:1netigﬁborhood.

| believe this leash law is a safety issue for residents and would

ﬁlgéetlg see all residents walking their dogs on leashes.

Sincerely,

Susan Shearer
29631 Grandon
Livonia, M1 48150



Szymula, Karen

To: Dennis Ward
Subject: Amendment to Dog Ordinance

Dennis:

Thank you for taking the time to send the City Councilmembers your thoughts and concerns
regarding the possible amendment to the ordinance that covers dogs to include a "leash law."

This e-mail is being forwarded to those departments concerned with the issue and a copy' of
your e-mail will be placed in the packets of information for the Councilmembers for
their Legislative Committee meeting when it is scheduled.

We will add your name to this list of individuals who would like to be notified of that legislative
Committee meeting.

Karen A. Szymula
Director, Legislative Affairs
Livonia City Council

33000 Civic Center Drive
Livonia, Ml 48154
734-466-2249

http:/fwww cl.livonia.mi.us

From: Dennis Ward [mailto:dward2@twmi.rr.com]
Sent: Monday, May 02, 2005 11:58 AM

To: CityCouncil

Subject:

l'am a dog owner as are most of the people in my neighborhood. I
have always liked the Livonia ordinance that allows me to remove my
dogs leash when I feel it is appropriate and safe. Many dog owners get
together at city parks to let their dogs play. I have never seen a dog go
after a person or even another dog. The people that bring their dogs are
mostly over fifty years old and as a group, they see to it that the
droppings are cleaned up. This activity may go on for an hour, and then
most of us go home. I have never read about safety problems in the
wooded part of Rotary Park and I believe the reason is a constant stream
of dog owners, walking their dogs. 1 would be very disappointed if you
change the ordinance and I would feel it necessary to support only the
people who will not make that change.

Dennis Ward

16406 Edgewood

Livonia MI 48154
(734)464-0582

29 year resident of Livonia
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FROM THE DESK OF BONNIE JOHNSON

Council:

Ted Kalinowski, 28727 Dover, Livonia, Ml 48150 called to let
you know that he is in favor of a leash law in the City.

Mr. Kalinowski had an operation a few years ago and shortly
thereafter a big dog that was running loose nearly knocked
him down.

He said his son has three dogs and they are always leashed.

His wife was almost attacked by a dog while out in her
garden. Small children were walking the dog and they had no
control over the dog even though it was on a leash due the
dog’s size. He also suggested that something be adopted
with respect to the age of children walking dogs.

Bonnie
4-27-05
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Karen A. Szymula
Director, Legisiative Affairs

NEW DATA - ITEM #5 REGULAR MEETING OF APRIL 27, 2005

Councilmembers:

| received a call today from Ida Bossio, 38925 Stacy Drive, who lives in the
Quakertown Subdivision. She has indicated that SHE IS IN FAVOR OF A
LEASH LAW.

The park located in the subdivision is full of dogs. The individuals who use the
park never clean up after their dogs — it is a mess. If you take you children there
to play the dogs chase after the children and you have to take the children home.
It is not a safe or clean park for the children to play in.

Karen !
April 25, 5

CC: City Clerk
Law
D.P.W.
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Szymula, Karen

To: Scott T Hart

Cc: Council 2004-5; Mayor {(E-mail); Law Department Staff (E-mail); Ass't City Clerk (E-mait); Robert
Beckley (E-mail)

Subject: RE: livonia leash law
Julie:

Thank you for taking the time to send the City Councilmembers your thoughts and concerns
regarding the possible amendment to the ordinance that covers dogs to include a "leash”
requirement.

This e-mail is being forwarded to those departments concerned with the issue and a copy of
your e-mail will be placed in the packets of information for the Councilmembers for their
meeting on April 27, 2005 at 8:00 P.M. in the City Hall Auditorium. it is anticipated that Council
will adopt a resolution referring this item to their Legislative Committee for further review.

Karen A. Szymula

Director, Legislative Affairs
Livenia City Council

33000 Civic Center Drive
Livonia, MI 48154
734-466-2249
http://www.ci.livonia.mi.us

From: Scott T Hart [mailto:flyingharts@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Tuesday, April 26, 2005 1:51 PM

To: Szymula, Karen

Subject: livonia leash faw

TO: The Livonia City Council

I have lived in Livonia for 3 1/2 years and was very surprised to learn that the city of Livonia does
not have a leash law. On my street and on our block alone, there are currently 8 children 3 years
of age or younger. There is also a pit bull who is never on a leash. We have been informed that
Livonia does not require a dog owner to leash their dog as long as the dog is reasonably
supervised. The owners of this dog "walk" their dog by allowing the animal to run free as they
follow along on their bicycle. The dog is typically 4 to 5 houses in front of the owner. The dog
has been seen in the neighborhood on several occasions with the owner nowhere in sight. As the
mother of a 2 year old I find this disturbing. The message that the city is sending to me, is that the
rights of animals is more important than the safety of our children.

As a mother, I realize that it is my responiblity to keep my child safe and that she is much to
young for me to ever concider leaving her in our yard without supervision. I know that young
children do not always understand the correct way to approach ( or stay away from) an animal.

4/26/05
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My concern is with the dog on our street who puts her at risk by not being leashed. On our street it
is a pit bull, maybe on another street it is a dog of another breed. Whatever the case may be, it is

time for the city to let it's residents know that we value the safety of our children over the rights of
animals.

Thank you for your time,
Julie Hart

4/26/05
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To: Valerie Agolli Khoury

Cc: Council 2004-5; Mayor (E-mail); Law Department Staff (E-mail}; Ass't City Clerk (E-mail),
Robert Beckley (E-mail)

Subject: RE: Support of Proposed Dog Leash Requirement

Valerie: Thank you for taking the time to send the City Councilmembers
your thoughts and concerns regarding the possible amendment to the
ordinance that covers dogs to include a "leash" requirement.

This e-mail is being forwarded to those departments concerned with the
issue and a copy of your e-mail will be placed in the packets of
information for the Councilmembers for their meeting on April 27, 2005
at 8:00 P.M. in the City Hall Auditorium. It is anticipated that

Council will adopt a resolution referring this item to their Legislative
Committee for further review.

Karen A. Szymula
Director, Legislative Affairs
Livonia City Council

33000 Civic Center Drive
Livonia, Ml 48154
734-466-2249

http://www ci.livonia.mi.us

-----Qriginal Message----

From: Valerie Agolii Khoury [mailto:vakhoury@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 26, 2005 11:53 AM

To: Szymula, Karen

Subject: Support of Proposed Dog Leash Requirement

Dear City Council Members,

We are writing this letter in support of the City
Council establishing a dog leash requirement in
Livonia. The reason we support this idea is that we
believe it will make our neighborhood safer for
children.

A pit bull lives on the other side of our block. The
owners often let the pit bull sit in their front yard
without a leash and we have also seen the dog being
walked without a leash (the dog does not stay by the
owner's side).

Because we have seen the dog on the sidewalk without a
leash, we have stopped taking our children for walks
around our block in their strollers. We also try to

be very careful when we sit in our front yard in case
the dog is being walked. | know pit bulls can be
dangerous from what | read in the media and from
personal experience. In high school | was bit in the
face by a pit bull. Fortunately, because of the angle

at which the dog lunged at me, it was not able to
clamp down on my face and | only required stitches on
my mouth and cheek. It definitely could have been
worse.

We have many dog owners in our neighborhood and almost
all of them already keep their dogs on leashes out of
consideration for others and to keep their dogs safe.
Therefore, we believe amending the ordinance to

require leashes will not impact most dog owners, as

many already use leashes, and will still respect the

rights of dog owners to enjoy their pets.



In conclusion, we believe the current ordinance that
requires waiting until a dog poses a threat or
actually attacks before any action can be taken is
insufficient. We encourage the City Council to enact
a leash ordinance.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Valerie and Mike Khoury
18645 Golfview

Do You Yahoo!?

Tired of spam? Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around
http://mail.yahoo.com
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Szymula, Karen

From: Szymula, Karen
Sent: Tuesday, April 26, 2005 8:36 AM
To: 'Denise Lukacs'

Cc: Mayor Jack Engebretson; Law; Tesner, Karen; Beckley, Robert; Brian Meakin (E-mail); Don Knapp
(E-mail); Frank J. Kokenakes (E-mail); Gerald Taylor (E-mail); James C. McCann (E-mail); Terry A.
Godfroid-Marecki (E-mail); Thomas Robinson (E-mail}

Subject: RE: Leash law

Mr. Lukacs: Thank you for taking the time to send the City Councilmembers your thoughts and
concerns regarding the possible amendment to the ordinance that covers dogs to include a
"leash law."

This e-mail is being forwarded to those departments concerned with the issue and a copy of
your e-mail will be placed in the packets of information for the Councilmembers for their
meeting on April 27, 2005 at 8:00 P.M. in the City Hall Auditorium. It is anticipated that Council
will adopt a resolution referring this item to their Legislative Committee for further review.

Karen A. Szymula

Director, Legislative Affairs
Livonia City Council

33000 Civic Center Drive
Livonia, MI 48154
734-466-2249

http://www.cilivonia.mi.us

————— Original Message-----

From: Denise Lukacs [mailto:thepetteacher@netzero.com]
Sent: Monday, April 25, 2005 8:00 PM

To: CityCouncil

Subject: Leash law

Hello:

I was just reading the article in today's Detroit News that Livonia may adopt stricter leash laws. 1
want to recommend that you have a very strict leash law that all dogs must be on a 6' leash in
public areas. I am a dog trainer and I work with many clients in the Livonia area. Often we take
the dogs for walks in public areas, and the number of dogs that are off-leash in Livonia 1s
amazing. These people don't have control of their dogs -- the dogs may walk close by, but if
another dog comes along they do not have a reliable response to the owners' recall commands.

Unless you plan on administering testing to the dog owners who claim their dogs are reliable
when they call them ... unless you can see that in the midst of other distractions like kids and dogs
these off-leash dogs really respond ... then make it simple and enforce a leash law.

And if the city would like to offer dog training group classes, [ will be happy to teach them

Thank you,
Denise Lukacs

4/26/05
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Szymula, Karen

To: Dennis Tap

Subject: RE: Leash Laws NEW DATA

Mr. Tap - Thank you for relaying your concerns and ideas to the City A I I ACHED
Councilmembers. Your e-mail has been forwarded to the departments that
are involved with this issue.

I will place a copy of your e-mail with the Council's packet on this
item,

The Council will be discussing this item brought by Sarah Burns on
Monday evening, April 18th in the City Hall Auditorium. The meeting
begins at 8P and the item is #5 on the agenda and the meeting is open to
the public. Piease feel to attend the meeting.

On the behalf of the City Council, thank you again for your views on
this item.

Karen A. Szymula
Director, Legislative Affairs
Livonia City Council

33000 Civic Center Drive
Livonia, M} 48154
734-466-2249
http://www.cl.livonia.mi.us

-—--Original Message-----

From: Dennis Tap [mailto:dmtap@msn.com]
Sent: Friday, Aprit 15, 2005 6:51 AM

To: Szymula, Karen

Subject; Leash Laws

4/15

Bear Ms. Szymula,
I read with interest the fact Livonia is
considering a leash law. Good idea. Let's carry it a step further,
included
with the feash should be a provision to REDUCE the number of dogs that
can
be k(?pt by an individual. We are no longer a farming community that
needs
several "Lassies” to pull Timmy from the well or save him from Mountain
Lions{ maybe coyotes!)
I live across the street from 2 idiots who house 3 one hundred plus
pound
Akitas ( JApanese fighting dogs, as deadly as Pit Bulls). They have
attacked
myself and my dog on several occassions. They a 1000 square foot house
reside 3 Akitas,3 cats, 3 semi human beings and the illegal puppy
breeding
operation that ensues due to carelessness(stupidity) on the part of the
owners. This situation is more dangerous that a leash law is going to
resovie.
I would strongly be in favor of reducing the dog
numbers
from the current 3 to maybe 1 if over 100 pounds, or a maxium of 2 dogs
|

Wguld like to hear from you and council in this matter. Maybe we can
obtain

a solution that would be more helpful than just a leash. | doubt the
idiots o

across the street could figure out how to place a leash on their dogs.

Dennis M. Tap
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Szymula, Karen

To: joe
Subject: RE: question

Joe - There is not a "new leash law" - Council will discuss the request from Sarah Burns at the
Study Meeting of April 18, 2005 at 8PM in the City Hall Auditorium. This is an open meeting
and you are welcome to attend and give your comments - up to two minutes per City
Ordinance when the item is called. The item is #5 on the agenda.

Karen A. Szymula

Director, Legislative Affairs
Livonia City Council

33000 Civic Center Drive
Livonia, MI 48154
734-466-2249

----- Original Message-----

From: joe [mailto:jlizbins@peoplepc.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2005 5:48 PM
To: CityCouncil

Subject: question

What is the wording for the new “Leash Law™?

4/14/05



OBSERVER
Thursday, May 26, 2005

Letters to the Editor
Forget leash extremists

There seem to be many definitions of reasonable control of one's pet dog being bandied
about lately. As a responsible dog owner of a sporting breed, which needs the opportunity
to run off of her lead to exercise adequately, I would like to add mine. When exercising my
dog off it's lead, and come in visual contact of people and other dogs, I bring my dog to my
side and return the dog to its fead. I also use a electronic correction collar as a backup
which is 100 percent effective in returning my dog to my side in even the most challenging
situations,

I also find that responsible dog owners who want to work their dogs off their leads, do it
early in the morning on the weekends before 99 percent of the Livonia residents are even
up and moving, let alone children being up.

Novi has been brought up as the example of the model that Livonia should follow in regards
to leash laws. That being said, Novi offers it's dog-owning residents a dog park. This option
should also be part of any Leash Law conversation. With Livonia's poputation being much
larger than Novi, I would offer that Livonia would need at least three or four dog parks to
service its dog owner population. Let's not have a few leash extremists drive Livonia into
another ZERQ Tolerance situation.

Mike Hayes

Livonia



Thursday, May 19, 2005
Letters to the Editor
Pets need a leash law

Why does Livonia need a leash law? What is reasonable control? The existing ordinance
defines it as the dog merely being with an owner with no specification of proximity, which
means a dog can be a hundred yards from its owner and still be considered in "reasonable
control.” In fact the ordinance defines "not in reasonable control" to require a dog to do
damage to humans or property. This is a tragedy waiting to happen.

We are responsible pet owners, my 12-year-old daughter and I used to love walking our two
dogs in Rotary Park. We always leash our dogs and pick up after them which is not so for
many people walking their dogs in the park. On more than one occasion we have been
charged by dogs with the owners either nowhere to be seen or unable to call the dogs back
into control.

On our last visit to the park, as we were leaving the walking trails, a loose dog aggressively
charged our dog growling at and slobbering on our dog, this frightened my daughter,
myself, and our dogs. I called for the owner of the dog and continued to guide our leashed
pets out of the trails,

When the owner finally appeared I told her that her dog has been aggressive with mine, she
responded telling me that is was not possible because her dog is a "sweetie," even though
she could plainly see that her dog was invading our space and attempting to start a fight
with my leashed dog. When I asked her to please control her animal and to call it off of us
she made no attempt to be cooperative, I was only able to get my daughter and our dogs to
safety by putting them into our car.

For the safety of all, a leash law needs to be put into effect. Although there are a small
number of dog owners who are able to keep their pets under control, it is the vast majority
who don't, or won't, that endanger us all. Dogs are animals and will behave as such, when
people forget this and think of their animals as "sweeties" then a tragedy is bound to
happen.

Theresa Mastela

Livonia



OBSERVER
Thursday, May 12, 2005

Don't spoil it for all dogs

I began to growl when I read your front-page article on Livonia's leash law. We
don't need a leash law in Livonia. What we need is for the existing rules to be
followed and enforced.

Untrained dogs can still bite, grab toys from kids, and jump on people they pass on
walks, while on a 6-foot leash. Rude and inconsiderate dog owners can still ignore
their dog messes whether their dog is leashed or not. Don't spoil the fun and
exercise for all of the well-trained and totally controlled dogs, in Livonia, by
legislating for the bad dog owners who don't take their dog ownership responsibly.

If someone is walking their dog, without a leash and it isn't under their full control,
then call the police and report that owner. The existing rules are sufficient. My dog
and I love living in Livonia. Don't spoil it.

Robert Meloche
Livonia
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GANNET "It's an emotiona! issue," Taylor said. "As far as a leash

law goes, some like it and some don't like it. Some like
the law the way it is now, but it may not work
anymore."

For four decades, city laws have required owners to
keep control of their pets as they walk about town, but
a leash is not required. Since Sarah Burns, a Livonia
resident whose granddaughter had a stuffed animal
ripped from her hand by a loose dog, asked council for



Livonia

a leash law April 18, other residents have shared
similar stories. Burns encouraged Livonia to mimic a
leash law used in Novi.

In letters, phone calls and public comments to the
council, residents said they are seeing numerous
incidents of dogs running at other pets, biting people
and leaving excrement that is not picked up by their
owners, especially in city parks.

Denise Lukacs, a professional dog trainer who wrote
and talked to the council, recounted seeing out-of-
control dogs in Livonia. She recommends the city
mandate 6-foot-long leashes for all those walking
dogs.

"Often, we take the dogs for walks in public areas, and
the number of dogs that are off-leash in Livonia is
amazing," Lukacs wrote. "These people don't have
control of their dogs. The dogs may walk close by, but
if another dog comes along, they do not have a reliable
response to the owners' recall commands."
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Elizabeth Conley / The Detroit News

"A tired lab is a happy lab and she always needs exercise. It's
just so much easier to train Chloe on the leash in a fenced-in
area,” says Northville resident Rodney Tabacyznski of his dog,
Chloe.

Livonia studies stricter pet law
City Council could revamp dog ordinance tonight to require
leashes in all cases.

By Eric Lacy / The Detroit News

LIVONIA -- As 78-year-old
Sarah Burns walked with her
two granddaughters near a
wooded area this month, a
sandy-colored dog bolted
toward them, ripped a teddy
bear from the hands of one of
the children and escaped into a
patch of trees.

For a half hour, the three
walkers and the dog's owner
pursued the Labrador retriever.

Elizabeth Conley / The Detroit News

They recovered a tattered and
dirty stuffed animal. The
confused 4-year-old wanted a
new toy.

The Livonia City Council could begin
revamping its dog ordinance to require
leashes when it meets tonight.
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While no one was hurt,
Burns doesn't want to
experience another close encounter with a canine.,

"The whole thing could have been a nightmare,” Burns said. "I don't
care how big dogs are."

Burns now is lobbying the Livonia City Council to change its dog
ordinance to require leashes; the process could begin tonight.

The current city law requires all dogs to be "under control” by their
owners. That means dogs must have a leash, or be trained to obey their
handlers’ verbal commands. Dog owners violating the ordinance can be
fined or even charged criminally -- depending on the severity of the case.

Livonia isn't the only community in which citizens are demanding
stricter pet laws.

Members of Inkster's Southwest Block Club Association, for example,
want their community to adopt a leash law, too.

Resident Larry Motley, 60, expects to lobby Inkster officials this week
to require leashes and ban breeds such as pit bulls and Rottweilers that he
believes may be dangerous.

"These dogs are the greatest danger we have in our area right now,"
said Motley, the block club's executive director. "I see these dogs
roaming the streets every day."

The recent death of a 6-year-old Hamtramck girl prompted some calls
for a ban on pit bulls.

Cassidy Jeter was killed April 4 in an alley by two pit bulls that
belonged to her family. Police called to the scene shot and killed the
animals because the girl's mother could not call them off.

The Michigan Humane Society supports leash laws, but it helped
defeat a state bill in the mid-1980s to ban pit bulls. In Wayne County,
Ecorse has banned pit bulls. They are legal in Livonia, however.

Several western Wayne County communities -- including Northville,
Northville Township, Plymouth, Plymouth Township, Canton Township,
Westland and Dearborn -- already have leash laws.

The Livonia City Council could begin revamping its dog ordinance
when it meets at 8 p.m. tonight at City Hall, 33000 Civic Center Drive.
Council members are expected to send the existing ordinance to their
three-member Legislative Committee, which could revise it to make
owners more responsible for their pets. The full council must agree to any
changes.

Passage of a tougher dog ordinance could be a challenge, especially if
it involves a leash law. Enforcement would need to be strict for such a
policy to work, said City Clerk Val Vandersloot, who was on the council
for eight years.

That's easier said than done, since the city has a population of more
than 100,000, limited resources in the animal control department and a
hiring freeze prompted by the city budget crunch.

"You can make laws, but laws not readily enforceable become
useless," Vandersloot said.

In 2004, Livonia issued pet licenses for 3,304 animals. Most were for
dogs, but some cats and ferrets were licensed, too.

Dan Morris, owner of Dan Morris Dog Training, suggests an
alternative to the creation of a leash law: requiring pet owners to get their
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dogs trained once they are four months old,

Morris, 59, is a former K-9 trainer with the U.S. Aijr Force. He trained
at least 50 dogs a week at his Livonia business.

"If you had such a policy, you would really be educating the people
and eliminating the problem," said Morris, whose business stands to gain
from such a requirement.

"The biggest problem out there now is that you have a lot of dogs that
aren't properly socialized. I bet if such an initiative passed, it would
eliminate about 90 percent of dog bite cases."

Northville and Westland have fenced parks designated dogs can run off
their leashes and play with their owners. Livonia has no plans for a dog
park, Vandersloot said.

Northville's dog park, off Cady Street, attracted about 280 dogs last
year. More than 250 households registered up to three dogs each, and
purchased key cards to get into the park.

A three acre dog park opened in Westland last October at the
Hawthorne Ridge area of Hines Park. About 50 residents registered their
dogs for the park.

Northville resident Rodney Tabacyznski, 60, advocates leash laws. But
he also wants more dog parks to reward responsible owners who properly
train and care for their dogs.

Tabacyznski takes Chloe, a yellow lab, nearly every day to the
Northville dog park and rarely sees problems involving other dogs. Chloe
is always on a leash, whether in or outside the park.

"In these kinds of communities, you really should have a dog on the
leash for safety reasons,” Tabacyznski said. "There are a lot of people that
are scared of dogs, so it's better to keep them on a leash instead of taking
rigks,"

You can reach Eric Lacy at (734} 462-2674 or elacy@detnews.com.

* Previous Story * Next Story
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Livonia might make dog rules tougher

By Eric Lacy / The Detroit News

LIVONIA -- The City Council on
Wednesday is expected to begin revamping
Livonia's dog ordinance.

The current rule requires all dogs to be
"under control” by their owners. That means dogs must have a leash, or
be trained to obey their handlers' verbal commands, said City Council
President Gerald "Joe" Taylor.

If the full council votes Wednesday to send the existing ordinance to
the city's legislative committee, members could change its wording to
make owners more responsible for their pets.

A leash requirement is one of several ideas that could be discussed.

"This new council could determine that we need a stronger law,”
Taylor said. "It's possible that a leash requirement could be part of that."

Any recommendations made by the legislative committee about the
ordinance would be sent to the City Council for final approval.

The city ordinance currently states that if a pet attacks a person, the pet
owner gets a warning -- if it's the first offense. Multiple violations can
result in fines and possible criminal charges.

The City Council meets at 8 p.m. Wednesday in the City Hall
auditorium, 33000 Civic Center Drive.

Some communities are taking a fresh look at their animal control
practices after the April 4 mauling death of a 6-year-old Hamtramck girl
by her family's two pit bulls.

Cassidy Jeter was attacked by the dogs; police called to the scene shot
and killed the animals because the girl's mother could not call them off.

Cassidy's death prompted some calls for a ban on pit bulis.

Northville and a handful of other municipalities have designated dog
parks, where dog owners can walk their pets in a secure, fenced area or
the dogs can run off leash.

Other communities, such as Ecorse, are considering stiffer penalties for
pet owners who don't control their animals. Livonia has banned pit bulls,
and a pit bull ban is scheduled to take effect this year in Ontario.
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Karen Szymula

From: Karen Szymula [kszymula@oci.livonia.mi.us]
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2002 12:34 PM

To: ig

Cc: Mayor Jack Kirksey

Subject: RE: Dog leash law

Mr. Gleason:

Thank you for your e-mail relative to the status of dog leash law changes.

At the Council meeting of December 3, 2001, Council did adopt a resclution referring the subject of the establishment of
"dog parks” in the City to the Administration for report and recommendation
(CR-760-01).

A resolution was offered but was not adopted by Council at that meeting for the preparation of an ordinance amendment
that would require dogs to be on a leash when off the premises of the owner (again, this was not adopted).

Mr. Gleason, | have forwarded a copy of your e-mail and our reply to the Administration for their information.

When Council has received the report and recommendation on the establishment of "dog parks" and it is placed on a
Council meeting we will notify you of that meeting.

Should you have additional questions or concemns please feel free to contact us.

Thank you again for your continued interest.

Karen A. Szymula
Director, Legislative Affairs
City of Livonia
734-466-2249

Visit Livonia's Website:
cilivonia.mi.us

-----Original Message--—--

From: jg [mailto:jgleason@twmi.rr.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 09, 2002 5:27 AM
To: citycouncil@ci.livonia.mi.us
Subject: Dog leash law

Honorable Council Members:

| am writing to respectfully request an update on the status of Livonia's

dog leash law changes. The Council was considering a re-write to make ita
requirement that all dogs be on a leash, and I've heard no further updates
over the last few months.

Thank you very much.

Sincerely,

John D. Gleason
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During the audience communication portion of the agenda, Bill

DOGS ey,
D_og—P‘a'ﬁ?s:‘_‘:g"' Craig, 20050 Milburn, Livonia, 48152, addressed the subject of “dog parks”, and
(Ref.: stated that he is opposed to having the park he frequents, Hillcrest Park, being

CR76-0D turned into a “dog park’.
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DOGS and ORD. A communication from the Department of Law, dated November 19, 2001

Matter of
establishment
of dog parks.
(Refer to
Admin.

for report
and recom-
mendation).

re: comparing the wording of State law relative to the leashing of dogs with the City of

Livonia Ordinance, was received and placed on file for the information of the Council.

(CR 625-01)

The following persons were present at the meeting and spoke in favor of amending
the present City Ordinance so that a leash law would be mandatory:

Carl Quist, 16942 Yorkshire, 48154 — aiso would like a dog park established
Peggy Fisher-Kmieciak, 36122 Allen Avenue, 48154
Ralph Williams, 18630 Foch, 48152

The following persons were present at the meeting and spoke in opposition to
amending the present City Ordinance:

Gina Fournier, 9928 Sunset, 48150

Gary Swain, 8930 Frederick, 48150
Bernard Moshel, 32674 Myrna, 48154
Terry Stevens, 18525 Parklane, 48152
Joyce Kubrak, 14224 Melvin, 48154

Bob McNall, 31640 Bobrich, 48152
Thomas Mausolf, 18005 Ventura Ct., 48152

The following persons spoke in favor of establishing a dog park:

Nora Creighton, 30918 Bobrich, 48152
Bruce Bacon, 29461 Linda, 48154

On a motion by Walsh, seconded by Laura, it was:

RESOLVED, that having considered the report and
recommendation of the Legislative Committee, dated November 20, 2001,
submitted pursuant to Council Resolution 626-01 and a request from John
D. Gleason, dated September 10, 2001, the Council does hereby request
that the Department of Law prepare an appropriate Ordinance
Amendment to Chapter 6.04 of the Livonia Code of Ordinances (Dogs) for
submission to Council which would require dogs to be on a leash when off
the premises of the owner.

A roll call vote was taken on the foregoing resolution with the following result:

AYES: Laura, Engebretson and Brosnan

DEC - 3 2001



NAYS: Pastor, Duggan, Vandersloot and Walsh
The President declared the resolution failed.

A communication from Gina Fournier, 9928 Sunset, Livonia, 48150, dated
November 21, 2001, re: her opposition to a change in a City ordinance relative to dogs
being under “reasonable control”, was received and placed on file for the information of
the Council. (CR 626-01)

On a motion by Walsh, seconded by Pastor, it was:

CR760-01 RESOLVED, that having considered the report and

recommendation of the Legislative Committee, dated November 20, 2001,

submitted pursuant to Council Resolution 626-01, the Council does hereby

refer the subject of the establishment of “dog parks” in the City to the

Administration for its report and recommendation.

A roll call vote was taken on the foregoing resolution with the following result:

AYES: Pastor, Duggan, Laura, Vandersloot and Walsh

NAYS: Engebretson and Brosnan
The President declared the resolution passed.

A communication from Gordon St. John, dated November 30, 2001, re:
stating his opposition to changing the City's dog ordinance to a leash law, was
received and placed on file for the information of the Counil. (CR 626-01)

A memorandum received on December 3, 2001 re: phone call from

Marie Plester, 29580 Hathaway, Livonia, 48150 wherein she stated that she in favor

of Livonia adopting a leash law for dogs, was received and placed on file for the

information of the Council. (CR 626-01)

DEC - 3 2001



On a motion by Walsh, seconded by Pastor, it was:

RESOLVED, that having considered the report and
recommendation of the Legislative Committee, dated November 20, 2001,
submitted pursuant to Council Resolution 626-01, and a request from
John D. Gleason, dated September 10, 2001, to modify the City's dog
leash ordinance to require dogs to be on a leash when off the premises of
the owner, the Council does hereby determine to take no further action
with regard to this matter.

Upon clarification that the above resolution would not be necessary to have this matter
taken out of the Legislative Committee, Councilmember Walsh withdrew his motion and
Councilmember Pastor withdrew his support of the motion.

Donna Mulcahy, 30850 Robert Drive, Livonia, 48150, asked the Council to provide a
clearer definition of “reasonable control” as it relates to the City's Ordinance regarding
dogs, and stated that she felt parks were for people only. Ms. Mulcahy was reminded
that this matter had already been addressed at an earlier portion of the Council meeting.

DEC - 3 2001
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LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 20, 2001

A Legislative Committee meeting was held on Tuesday, November 20, 2001, in the
Second Floor Council Chambers of the Livonia City Hall, 33000 Civic Center Drive,

Livonia, M| 48154-3097.

Committee Members Present:

Committee Members Absent:

City Officials and Others Present:

The meeting convened at 7:10 P.M.

-~

John J. Walsh, Chairman

Brian Duggan o

Joe Laura
None

Mayor Jack Kirksey
Councilmember Engebretson

Chief Ass’t City Attorney White
Human Resources Director Rutan
Animal Control Officer Vickey Steier

See attached sign-in sheet

1. CR 403-01

consideration.

RESOLVED, that in the matter of adopting a resolution in support of H.R,
432 and 433 to restore state and local control over the time perieds that trains may block
roadways at grade crossings, the Council does hereby determine to refer this subject matter to
the Legislative Committee who shall submit a report and recommendation for the Council’s

The Committee recommends:

¢ Adoption of an approving resolution.

{Note: with this action item is out of Committee)

This item to be placed on the Regular Meeting Agenda of Monday, December 3, 2001.



LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 20, 2001

2, CR 626-01 RESOQLVED, that having considered a letter from John D. Gleason, dated
September 10, 2001, requesting to modify the City’s dog leash ordinance to bring it in line with State law
and to require dogs to be on a leash, the Council does hereby refer this matter to the Law Department for
its report and recommendation.

After a thorough discussion of the existing and proposed leash law, the following
resolutions were offered:

Receive and file Law Department memorandum dated November 19, 2001, Sub: Dogs,
REF: Council Resolution 625-01.

e Approve the recommendation made in the Law Department's memorandum of
November 19, 2001.

Or
* Adoption of a resolution of “No Further Action™;
And

« Refer the subject matter of a “"dog park” to the Administration for a report and
recommendation.

{Note: with these actions item is out of Committee)

This item to be placed on the Regular Meeting Agenda of Monday, December 3, 2001.


Karla SAdler



LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 20, 2001

3. CR 621-01 RESOLVED, that upon the recommendation of Councilmember Laura, regarding
compensation for City employees when they are activated for military duty, the Council does hereby
determine to refer this subject matter to the Legislative Committee for a report and recommendation,

After a thorough discussion of the recommendations received from the Administration
and the expression of various opinions and alternatives, the following resolutions were
offered:

1. Receive and file the memorandum from the Mayor dated November 19, 2001;
And

2. Approve the recommendation of the Mayor as set forth in the November 19, 2001
memorandum.

(Note: with these actions item is out of Committee}

This item to be placed on the Regular Meeting Agenda of Monday, December 3, 2001.

The meeting adjourned at 8:20 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

B ] X

&fhn J/Nalsh, Chairman Brian Duggan Joe Laffra
CC: Mayor
City Clerk
City Attorney

Attachments -- Sign-in Sheet

ComDisk35/Legis#5 11-20-01 R0O1



PLEASE RECORD YOUR ATTENDANCE AT THIS MEETING

BY PRINTING YOUR NAME BELOW

MEETING: LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE
DATE: TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 20, 2001

TIME: 7:00 P. M.
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DEPARTMENT OF LAW

Jack E. Kirksey

CITY ATTORNEY
MAYOR

Sean P. Kavanagh

CHIEF ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY
Cathryn K. White

ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY . .
Michael E. Fisher This item has been scheduled as
ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY fouows: [ } —
Barbara J. Scherr 33000 CIVIC CENTER DRIVE . =
LIVONIA, MICHIGAN 48154-3087 Study Meeting = =~
(734) 466-2520 =
N E“ﬁv ' Ef iji;? A FAX: (734) 421-4870 Regular Mesting = | ¢
A cvmp g ' i B oy
ATT}@‘“LHE’:D November 19, 2001 Othel' j\-(j?“\)' L ) \K‘: L l:,?(\/b i
LR
a s
TO: HONORABLE MEMBERS OF THE CITY cobass to ol
FROM: DEPARTMENT OF LAW
SUBJECT: Dogs
REF: Council Resolution 625-01; item #2 - Legisiative Committee 11/20/01

Dear Council Members:

Council has referred to the Law Department the question of whether the applicable
ordinance should be amended to require dogs fo be leashed in the City. Relative to this

issue, State law provides:

Sec. 2. It shall be unlawful for any person to own any dog 6 months old or
over, unless the dog is licensed as hereinafter provided, or to own any dog
6 months old or over that does not at ali times wear a collar with a tag
approved by the director of agriculture, attached as hereinafter provided,
except when engaged in lawful hunting accompanied by its owner or
custodian,; or for any owner of any female dog to permit the female dog to
go beyond the premises of such owner when she is in heat, unless the
female dog is held properly in leash; or for any person except the owner or
authorized agent, to remove any license tag from a dog; or for any owner
to allow any dog, except working dogs such as leader dogs, guard dogs,
farm dogs, hunting dogs, and other such dogs, when accompanied by
their owner or his authorized agent, while actively engaged in activities for
which such dogs are trained, to stray uniess held properly in leash.

It is the opinion of the undersigned that State law does not require dogs to be on
ieashes at all times. The plain language of MCLA 287.262 clearly states that an owner
shall not allow any dog to stray uniess held properly in leash. The more restrictive
portion of the statute, concerning female dogs in heat, provides that such dogs shall not
go beyond the premises of the owner unless the female dog is held properly in leash.



To: Honorable Members of the Council November 19, 2001
Re: Dogs Page 2

Livonia Code of Ordinances Section 6.04.270 Running at large prohibited, provides in
relevant portion:

No dog shall be permitted upon the public streets, public thoroughfares,
public parks or public places, or off the premises of the owner thereof,
unless such dog is under reasonable control . . .

The term “reasonable control” is defined at Section 6.04.040(F) as follows:

F. “Reasonable controi.” A dog shall be deemed to be under
‘reasonable control” when the dog is with the owner or some member of
the owner's family, or some other person with permission of the owner. A
dog shall be deemed not to be under “reasonable control” when it commits
damage to the person or property of anyone other than the owner, except
in the defense of the owner, his family or property; or, in the case of a
female dog while in heat, off the premises of the owner, unless confined in
the process of being transported to or from such premises.

The term “running at large” is defined at Section 6.04.040(G) as follows:

G. “Running at large” means and shall constitute the status of any dog
off the premises of the owner thereof, provided, however, that a dog under
reasonable control shall not be considered to be running at large.

it is the opinion of Animal Control Officer Vickey Steier that the term “reasonable
control” should be modified to require all dogs, when off the premises of the owner, to
be leashed. We note, however, that the word “stray” as used in the State law, is defined
in the Webster's Third International Dictionary as (1) a domestic animal that has left an
enclosure or its proper place and company and wanders at large . . . (3) an unidentified
domestic animal wandering at large . . . to wander from company, confinement or
restraint, or from the proper limits.

Under the above definitions of “stray,” we believe that our City ordinances mirror State
law. If the City Council modifies the ordinance to require alt dogs to be leashed when

off the premises of the owner, the new ordinance would be more restrictive than State
law.



To: Honorable Members of the Council November 19, 2001
Re: Dogs Page 3

If Council desires to enact a modification, the matter should be referred back to the Law
Department for preparation of an ordinance amendment.

Approved for submission: Very truly yours,

ﬁ%ﬁf% o fotecnieil

May Sean P. Kavanagh, City Attorney

Pldaer/ | ot

Barbara J. Scheyést. City Attorney

BJS:mv

cc:  Mayor, Clerk, Councii, DPW

P:\Councif\ 200 1\admin responses\dogs 625-01



CR 625-01 RESOLVED, that having considered a letter from John D.
Gleason, dated September 10, 2001, requesting to modify the City’s dog
leash ordinance to bring it in line with State law and to require dogs to be

on a leash, the Council does hereby refer this matter to the Law
Department for its report and recommendation.



33222

A communication from Lorna Schaffer, 11905 Merriman Road, Livonia,
DOGS and

ORD

(See CR 625-01 48150, dated October 9, 2001, re: her support of modifying the City's dog leash
and CR 626-01)

ordinance to be as restrictive as the State law, was received and placed on file for the

information of the Council. (Agenda Item #3)

DOGS and A communication from Joan Muelier, 11415 Arden Street, Livonia, 48150,
ORD

(See CR 625-01 gated October 9, 2001, re: her desire to have the City’s dog leash ordinance remain as
and CR 626-01)

itis, was received and placed on file for the information of the Council. (Agenda item #3)

An e-mail communication from Gini Krenz, dated October 8, 2001, re: her
DOGS and

gl::)(m 625-01 request to make the public aware of the ordinance pertaining to cats being under controil,

and CR 626-01)
was received and placed on file for the information of the Council. (Agenda Item #3)

DOGS and ORD CR 625-01 RESOLVED, that having considered a letter from John D.__
{John Gleason) Gleason, dated September 10, 2001, requesting to modify the City's dog &
Reg. to modify dog leash ord. leash ordinance to bring it in line with State law and to require dogs to be <
(Refer to Law Dept. for report . . <
and recommendation.) on a leash, the Council does hereby refer this matter to the Law o
Department for its report and recommendation,. "

<

DOGS and ORD CR626-01 RESOLVED, that having considered a letter from John D. <~
(John Gleason) Gleason, dated September 10, 2001, requesting to modify the City's dog
Req. to modify dog leash ord. leash ordinance to bring it in iine with State law and to require dogs to be

(Refer to Legislative Comm. for  on a leash, the Council does hereby refer this matter to the Legislative
report and recommenation.) Committee for its report and recommendation.

| CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS (Regular Meeting of October 10, 2001) -]
Motion by: Duggan
Seconded by: Pastor
ROLL CALL:
Ayes: Laura, Engebretson, Vandersloot, Walsh, Pastor, Duggan and
Brosnan
Nays: None

Absent: None

T 10200

o



CITY OF LIVONIA CITY COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE STUDY MEETING HELD OCTOBER 1, 2001

Syt {Tl

Meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. Present: Val Vandersloot, John Walish,
John Pastor, Brian Duggan, Joe Laura, Jack Engebretson and Maureen Miller Brosnan.
Absent: None.

Elected and appointed officials present: Mayor Jack Kirksey; Sean Kavanagh,
City Attorney; Karen A. Tesner, Assistant City Clerk; Robert Schron, City Engineer; Mark
Taormina, City Planner; Michael Slater, Director of Finance; Jim Inglis, Executive
Director of Housing Commission; Daniel Putman, Information Systems Manager; and lan
Wilshaw, Traffic Commission.

4, REQUEST TO MODIFY THE CITY'S DOG LEASH ORDINANCE: John D.
Gleason, re: to bring it in line with State law and to require dogs to be on a
leash, as opposed to being under “voice control.”

Carol Craw, 20230 Fremont. She stated that the Petitioner (Gleason) is not a
resident of Livonia, and she is opposed to this request.

Brosnan said that he did not have to be a resident — as long as there is
ownership of property in Livonia, this is a proper venue.

Teresa Gleason, 34628 Navin Court, was present as a representative of John
Gleason. She is his ex-wife and said that he is disabled and unable to appear.
She stated that John has a small dog, and his upstairs neighbor has a large dog
that is not leashed. John has called the City of Livonia in the past and was told
that he was not in violation if there is “voice control” over the dog.

Vandersloot inquired of Kavanagh: “what exactly is the Ordinance”?

Kavanagh read the Ordinance: “no dog shall. . . . under reasonable control . . .
public nuisance . . . “ etc. He said this Ordinance was written over 40 years ago,
and it does need to be updated. He felt language was needed that was more
succinct.

Vandersloot asked about condominium complexes.

Kavanagh said that a leash law can only be enforced by the condominium
complex themselves — per the individual Master Deed — either with a monetary
fine or a lien could be placed upon the property. Originally, the Ordinance was
designed for a rural town — when it was adopted, Livonia had large open areas
and did not have the population that we have today. Communities can now hash
out the details of any changes in language, depending on their individual needs.

Laura inquired: “are we allowed to be more lenient than the State might be?”

Barbara lovan, 14956 Auburndale. She was in support of modifying the
Ordinance and said she was surprised to learn that there was no specific



language for a leash as she has twice been charged by dogs who were loose.
She felt it was irresponsible to have dogs loose out in front of a home. lovan
does not own a dog, yet she has cleaned up dog feces in her yard which proves
that dogs are wandering in the neighborhood, and she is afraid of loose dogs.

Rebecca Franks, 30690 Hathaway. She said it was up to the person who owns a
dog to be responsible. She said that the most aggressive animal is the small
leashed dog and their owners. There is more of a problem with Devonaire Park
and the rollerbladers. She mentioned a large amount of trash in that area, which
comes from others besides dogs.

Mark Kreitzfeld, 18608 Farmington Road. He is opposed to madification of the
Ordinance. He said that dogs were bred many years ago to run and respond to
voice control. They have a need to run off-leash.

Nina Alberani, 16830 Pollyanna Drive. She does not have a dog, but she cleans
up feces from dogs in the area and felt it is the responsibility of the owners.

Gordon St. John, 31729 Curtis. He has lived in Livonia for 16 years. He said this
is a large community in terms of miles and the City has accommodated dogs in
many ways. He is a member of the Traffic Council and is in favor of modification
of the Ordinance. He said that canines can be trained — owners are the ones
who are the problem.

Laura offered two resolutions: one for a referral to the Law Department to
include a possible revision of the Ordinance; and a referral to the Legislative
Committee for further discussion of this matter.

Brosnan confirmed the two resolutions and announced the vote would be taken
on October 10",

DIRECTION: 1. REFERRING TO LAW CONSENT
DEPT. for R/R (to include
possible revision of Ordinance)

2. REFERRING TO
LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE
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John Gleason
18425 University Park
Livonia Ml 48152

Honorable Members of the .City Council o
C/o the City Clerk e

City of Livonia e ————s + ...
33000 Civic Cent Dr ‘

Livonia Mi 48154 R

gh:glRd 1143810

Honorable Members of the City Council:

| respectfully request a modification of Livonia's dog leash law to bring it in line with the
Michigan dog leash law (please see the enclosed copy of the state law.) Marsha Reiser
of the Animal Control service of Livonia informed me that Livonia's laws strive to be at
least as strict as the state laws, and she was surprised to hear that the Michigan ieash
law was more strict. Livonia's current law simply requires that a dog outside its home or
yard be under "voice control." "Voice control” is subject to such wide interpretation and
is so difficult to verify, that the law is seriously undermined. If Livonia's law were to
match the Michigan law requiring dogs to be on leash, there would be no ambiguity.

The reason | am asking for this change is because my neighbor has two pit bulls which
are occasionally aliowed to run at random times, off-leash and uncontroiled, in the
common areas of our condominium compiex. | have a miniature poodie which my family
members often take outside for a walk--always on a leash--in those same common
areas. Luckily so far, we have not been outside at the same moment as an off-leash pit
bull. The consequences would be disastrous if, for example, my mother and dog out
walking were to be attacked by a fifty-pound pit bull.

My condominium complex, The Woods, has a strict law requiring that dogs in common
areas must be on leash. But my neighbor ignores the condominium law, and the
condominium board has been powerless to enforce compliance. Since the Livonia law is
less strict than the condominium law, and Livonia Animal Control cannot invoke state
law, my legal recourse is severely limited. Thank you for considering this request.

Sincerely,

%Qéﬂmﬁ

John D. Gleason

»iy

kat & .
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Michigan Compiled Laws: Complete Through PA 5 of 2001 ﬁ
A free sarvice provided by The Michigan Legisiative Council, House of Representatives and Senate

Main Functions

Go to the first Full Text hit..,

LI} NBD

DOG LAW OF 1919 (EXCERPT)

MCL Search

Act 339 of 1919

&1 resuls | =

287.262 Dogs; licensing, tags, leash es. [M.S.A. 12.512 |

MCL Documents

|  sections =

Sec. 2. It shall be unlawful for any person to own any dog 6 months old or

over, unless the dog is licensed as hereinafter provided, or to own any dog 6
months old or over that does not at all times wear a ¢ollar with a tag approved
by the director of agriculture, attached as hereinafier provided, except when
engaged in lawful hunting accompanied by its owner or custodian; or for any
owner of any female dog to permit the female dog to go beyond the premises

of such owner when she is in heat, unless the female dog is held properly in
lgash ; or for any person except the owner or authorized agent, to remove any
license tag from a dog; or for any owner to allow any dog, except working
dogs such as leader dogs, guard dogs, farm dogs, hunting dogs, and other such
dogs, when accompanied by their owner or his authorized agent, while actively
engaged in activities for which such dogs are trained, to stray unless held

properly in leash .

History: 1919, Act 339, Eff. Aug. 14, 1919 ;—-Am. 1925, Act 322, Eff. Aug. 27, 1925 ;-
-CL 1929, 5246 ;--CL 1948, 287.262 ;--Am, 1951, Act 173, Imd. Eff. June 8, 1951 ;-
Am. 1269, Act 195, Eff. Mar, 20, 1970,

Top of Page

aw/GetObject.as ?ob'Name=287-262&queryid=l615058&higl;light=le:... 7/20/01



FROM THE DESK OF BONNIE JOHNSON

Subject: Proposed Change in Dog Leash Ord,

Marie Plester, 29580 Hathaway, called to let you know that she is in
Javor of a leash law. She actually thought Livonia had a leash law until
she read the article in the newspaper this past Sunday.

She had an incident happen to her while walking up to her church near
Jefferson Center where there is a large field. Two dogs were with their
owner but running free. They came running across the field and
Jjumped on her and knocked her down. The owner of the dogs didn’t
even bother to help her up. Marie suffered a scraped elbow and a hurt
knee. She does not feel that dogs should be allowed to run free.

Bonnie
1270301
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Gordon W. St. John
Chief Executive Officer

BosQuETT & Company 12,

INSURANCE
Since 1900

100 TALON CENTRE DETROIT, MICHIGAN 482074271
TELEPHONE (313) 568-21 00 - Fax (a1 3) 568-0657

November 30, 2001 NEW DATA
ATTACHED

VIA FACSIMILE

(734) 421-43

Livonia City

88

Counsel

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I write this letter to express my strong opposition to an all encompassing Leash Law in
Livonia. I do not dispute that there needs to be ownership guidelines and that those
guidelines need enforcement.

There is significant open space in the City. Additionally, a number of residents live in

RUF areas.

For those residents of the City who are responsible owners, a Leash Law

ought not to be imposed.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter,

GWS:ij

Yours truly,
BOSQUETT & COMPANY

Coentlon 2 ST

Gordon W. St. Jo
Chief Executive Officer
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November 21, 2001
Dear Council Members:

I would like to address the Livonia City Council regarding three pertinent issues; the
proposal to enact a leash law, legitimization of dog parks with the city and use of the .
Rotary Park Trails.

Leash Law

After attending the November 20 legislative meeting of the Livonia City Council and
hearing specific council members’ arguments for adopting a leash law, [ am greatly
disturbed. I certainly hope that inflated egos, selfish attitudes and ignorance of the facts
don’t hold sway in the vote put to the full council. 1 hope the full council can see clearly
how simple this issue is. The existing ordinance is sufficient and reasonable as it stands.

The animal control officer, Vicky Steier, who was present at the meeting, made clear that
most incidents involving dog aggressive happen on private property, among family
members, not in public places. The legal department stated that enacting a leash law .
would actually make Livonia’s laws stricter than the state’s, in contradiction to the letter
put forth by John Gleason, which prompted CR 625-01. His ex-wife, who represented
him at the meeting, explained that they aren’t asking for a leash law that would punish
responsibie dog owners and their dogs, only more responsive animal control officers.
Despite the facts, when the council members resolved to put this issue to a vote, if [ heard
correctly, all three suggested they would vote for a leash law! But based on what?

Two councilmen argued that joggers and other passersby don’t know if dogs will stop at
their owner’s property line or not. Automobile drivers don’t know if other drivers will
stop at red lights, just as council members don’t know if they will be returned to office
after subsequent elections. With the absence of proof that dogs cross property lines and
harm pedestrians in any numbers within the city of Livonia, there is no reason to enact
legislation regarding this issue!

Another councilman only seemed to care about his own right to let his dog loose on his
personal property, despite the testimony of citizens present at the meeting who safely



exercise their dogs off-leash in public areas within the city and would like to be able to
do so legally.

One of the council members who voiced his support of enacting a leash law based his
decision on his personal experience as a jogger although, according to his statements, he
has never been threatened, attacked or bitten by a dog in the city of Livonia. This same
council member went on to comment in regards to dog parks that he wouldn’t want tax
dollars set aside for something not all tax payers took part in. (Although members of the
audience were reminded that dog park talk was not on the agenda, this councilman was
not.) Must [ point out that not everyone attends elementary schools, senior centers,
playgrounds and golf courses either? With comments like these holding sway and
pushing the council towards an imprudent decision, I am very concerned.

This is my first taste of Livonia City Government, and so far I’m afraid of what might
happen next. Council members should not disregard the facts. Council members should
address the concerns of all citizens, particularly the many dog owners who already
exercise and socialize their dogs safely off-leash in the city’s parks. Has the council been
reading the many letters printed in the Livonia Observer arguing against a leash law?
Council members who have already stated their support for this measure should definitely
give this matter more consideration. If the numbers of actual incidents aren’t there to
support a leash law, if there’s only fear and ignorance to support the enactment of a leash
law, don’t enact a leash law!

The one citizen present at the meeting who asked the council to adopt a leash law
admitted that she never called animal control when her dog was “attacked.” She
contacted the city council, the legislative branch of local government first, without giving
law enforcement a chance to do its job.

The existing ordinance addresses every issue regarding dogs that concerned citizens have
brought forth, Have a problem with a particular dog? Report that dog and make the
community stronger. I’'m not sure the supposed problem of dog aggression even exists in
such proportions that it should merit this debate, given the apparently low or non existent
number of animal control incidents involving off-leash dogs in city parks.

Enacting a leash law would not make citizens safer, or make the job of animal control
officers any easier. Just the opposite, enacting a leash law would encourage a more
aggressive dog population, by outlawing such necessities as off-leash walks on the
Rotary Park trails. Enacting a leash law might even create a more non-productive busy
work for animal control officers, who conceivably might be forced to spend more of their
time searching for and ticketing friendly dogs (presuming that a number of dog owners
who walk and let their dogs play off leash safely will continue to do 50).

Even if the Livonia City Council enacts a dog leash law, dogs who would threaten and
bite will still threaten and bite, as the city’s animal control officer alluded. So what's the
point? Why penalize responsible dog owners and good dogs? Why waste tax dollars
doing it? Why move in the wrong direction?




Dog Parks

Legitimization of dog parks is literally and legislatively a separate issue, as pointed out in
some cases at the November 20 meeting. However in reality the city needs areas where
dogs can gather and run just as much as it doesn’t need a leash law. The two are part of
the same issue, which is the nature of the City of Livonia’s dog culture.

Other cities are more dog friendly with positive results. I have mentioned Acton,
Massachusetts and Royal Oak. Michigan in my previous letter to the council, Other cities
in the area such as Mt. Clements and Lake Orion have opened dog parks. Ideally, if
Livonia really wants to improve dog behavior it would encourage or at least allow mini
impromptu dog parks to form wherever there’s room amid the city’s scant park and
conservation areas. Allow responsible citizens within the subdivisions to create their
own off-leash areas, which is something that is already happening without incident.
That’s the model at work in Acton and Royal Oak.

Rotary Park Trials

Most important to me is the issue of the Rotary Park Trails. I see more dogs and dog
owners there than any other place in the city. As I explained in my previous letter, [ am
accustomed to walking my dog off leash every day in the public woods, obeying local
laws, which is still the case now that I've moved to Livonia—- as long as the council
doesn’t enact a regressive leash law.

I haven’t seen many regulars dog walkers at Rotary Park, not like T use to in New
England, though I've met a few people there more than once. Mostly I've witnessed a
steady stream of very nice people who maybe come by with their dog every once in a
while to enjoy Livonia’s only unpaved and unmanicured piece of land. (Unfortunately,
since it includes a tributary of the Rouge River, Livonia’s only conservation land
surrounds a river with water that’s “unfit for human contact,” according to agency
reports.)

Walking one’s dog off-leash is the number one use of the Rotary Park trails from my
experience. I'm there four to five times a week for a torty-five minutes to an hour each
time. (Livonia’s patch of preserved natural land is so small that I have to retrace my steps
and circle the area twice to fit in a decent walk.) Occasionally, maybe two or three times
in nearly three months, ['ve encountered joggers on the trails. (I don’t see many joggers
in Livonia anywhere.) More often, but still infrequently, I've witnessed people walking
the trails without dogs, but not very often, though I have seen one large family three
times.

Most of the people on the trails walk dogs and most of the people walk those dogs off-
leash without incident, without cause to invoke either animal control or the local
government. It’s a very natural thing to do and great training and exercise for the dogs.
A dog who is trained and allowed to walk naturally ts the happiest, most well behaved



dog possible. I'd estimate that only ten to at best twenty-five per cent of dog owners
leash their dogs while walking the trails.

Is my behavior something the Council needs to restrict? Since I am so familiar with the
trails, [ have been able to give directions to two groups, who were both apparently new to
the trails, unfamiliar with their design and just a bit afraid they were lost. When
responsible dog owners and dogs congregate, wonderful thing happens. Community
bonds between individuals grow. Dogs are happy and well behaved. T do hope the
Livonia City Council takes the right steps regarding the city’s dog culture.

Smcerely,

ina Fournier

e
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I have carried this in my wa
1f ever we were denied quart
We never wvere, except in For
North Carolina (state law).

In these past 15 years ocur d
ve have been disturbed by hu
manners and filthy habits,

Pleasc rerun the enclosed co
It wouid bear repeating and
column you wrote on this sub

llet for a long time to be produced
ers in & motel because of our dogs.
t Lauderdale (county ordinance) and

ogs have never digturbed anvone, but
man "dogs"” vho have foul mouths, bad

luan which appeared in March 1972,
sounds more like you than a recent
ject.

Remponse: With pleasure. Thanks for asking:

I live and vo-k in a motel.

I'd like to straighter out that

jerk from Kentucky who said we shouldn't admit people with

Pets. We've had & lot less

Since I've been here I know
damaged hotel property. In
rug remedied the problem. P

trouble with gnimals than people.

of only two instances vhere a pet
both cases, & lictle shanpoo on the
eople are another story. They've

left us with broken chairs, mirrors, burned mattresses and food

on the wallpaper. One drunk
TV screen.

With the exception of a beac
ever been stolen from us by
the other hand, have helped
pictures, mirrors, shower cu
wasn't riveted to the floor

No one has ever been injured
had eight guests hurt {n fam
one woman who shot her husba

I read recently about a mote

~actually put his fise through our

h slipper at the pool, nothing has
a4 pet. Out two-legged guests, on
themaeives to lawpe, linen, pillows,
rtains <~ almost anything that

or the wail,

in our plsce by a pet, but wve've
Ily fights since July =-- including
nd.

l in Manhattan for pets onlv. No

people allowed. I envy them their clientele.

Over the registration desk o
notice: “Dogs are welcome h
in bed and sec fire to the b
stole our towels, played the

f our motel we have this framed

ere. We never had a dog that smoked
lankets. Ve never had a dog who

TV too loud or had a notisy fight

vith hig traveling companion. We never had s dog that got

drunk. So, {f your dog can
too.”

do such for You, you are wvelcome



God Bless You and your good work,

Rita Findley @

Famous Dog s

tr

Quotes lo

_—

"If you pick up a starving dog and
make him prosperous, he will not [fy
bite you; that is the principal {like
difference between a dog and alloss
man." -- Mark Twain C.A
CAR~
"He is your friend, your partner, [thei
your defender, your dog. You are htep:
his life. his love, his leader. He will
be yours, faithful and true, to the |Sar
last beat of his heart. You owe it to | Inf
him to be worthy of such devotion." |U-
-- Unknown C

Animals - show o '
respond to love -—andorh?e vuymd f
mcaﬁoﬂ')fa'soulisamspom !
mlmneyu'y,begandfee”oy !

T Tarb gy whicrh

Do not stand at my grave and weep.
1 am not there, ! do not sleep,
L am the gusts of wind that blow.
I am the shadow that falls across the snow:
Lam the smile of sunshine in the day.
{am the inner voice that leads your way.

When you awake in the morning's hush,
Lam your encouragement from dawn to du.
I am the memories that calm your night.
I am the spirif that continues the fight
Do not stand at my grave and cry.
I am not there.
I did not die.
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eve Kulakowsky of Flat Rock, left, eonsoles Pontiac’s Craig Pesko, Kodi's ownet

ODE TO A POLICE DOG

By HUGH McDIARMID JR.
) FREE PRESS STAFF WRITER

[ @il! protect you w:th my last breath

Standing before a small white casket,
‘eve Kiilakowsky pushed the words

ist the knot in his throat. :* =

There is no greater love than this, that I
wld lay down my life foryou . . .

His voice breaking, the Flat Rock

lice officer rushed to finish his eulogy
r Kodi, the Pontiac police dog who

'd in the line of duty last week.

Officers from dozens of metro Detroit
[ice departments stood rigidly at
-ention at a Taylor pet cemetery Tues-
v during a military funeral for Kodi.

the sides of many, canine officers
Jined and fidgeted against taut leashes
Kulakowsky read from “Guardians of

Night,” a tribute to fallen police dogs

an unknown author.

Together we will experience a bond

vothers like us will understand . . .
Kodi's owner and handler, Pontiac
“cer Craig Pesko, wept behind dark
1glasses as taps sounded a farewell.
Later, Pesko quietly declined com-

at. Other canine handlers said it's
cult to understand the bond between
.ce officers and their canine partners.
Craig has no kids,” Kulakowsky said.
‘e dog was what he had. I can't

‘gine what it’s going to be like for him
et back in the cruiser and not hear

Kodi barking.”

Kodi, 22, died Friday during surgery

torepair spinal damage caused by a

two-story fall the dog took during the

search of a building in Pontiac Thursday

night. .

He had been on the force for about 18
months and assisted in tracking, drug
detection and searches.

“His work was steady, always top-
noteh,” said Pontiac Poliee Sgt. Michael
Story. The dog had apprehended car
thieves during manhunts, and uncov-
ered drugs on several ocecasions.

More than 130 police officers, police
dogs and others attended the funeral,
where Kodi joined more than 20,000
animals buried at AAA Pet Services
cemetery in Taylor. :

The officers wore black bands around
their badges — identical to the badges
and bands fastened to each police dog’s
collar,

When our time is done, you move on in
the world. If we should meet again on

another street, I will gladly take up your

Jfight.

‘ e Drgag
and hondler G wors ons o Lavlor Vuesday i

» Donations in Kodi’s memory may be made to
the Midwest Michigan Police K-9 Academy,
¢/o Pontiac Police K-9 Memorial Fund, PO.
Box 250151, West Bloomfield 48325.

Corttact HUGH McDIARMID JR. at £45-858-
2292 or mediarmidir@freepress.com.
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Ryan Terry and other officers give a final salute to
Kodi at the pet cemetery in Taylor At Terry’s feet
is his police dog, Jaeger.
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"LOCAL'NEWS

CANINE KLATCH

' Dog parks offer recreation, comfort
for, pooches and thelr Owners

R R LR BER (T

Carol (rConnor of erkley gives Rallerty, her 11-year-old golden retriever, a Lreal as other dogs play around them at Meininger ar k.

By BILL LAITNER
TRED PRESS STAFE WRITER

Every day is a dog-day afler-
noon in Royal Oak's Meininger
Park.

By 5:30 p.m. or so, the canine
klateh begins.

On Wednesday, a sober-faced
Bouvier de Flanders greeted gar-
riflous pals — a pair-of tawny-
haired retrievers and a snntted

“It's been really great
support forus, .... We
never would have founc
this support group.”

ED BERGER, o nhiat Meininger Parle

has done for hirte el fris dogt Reilley,
which lost a legt fo cancer,

Mt. Clemens Behnke Dng Park 300N GroesbeckHwy free

yal Oak . ¥} Gimmington Park’Torquy.and Leatdale . - 'tres. -
Royal 0ak LockmanPark N, Connecticut at Derby free
‘Royal Ok = Y Mark Twain Pack) . CamEbal south of.14 Mis- . ffee. .7
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PRESENTLY IN LEGISLATIVE (_]OMMITTEE

e CRINEY
SESH O
e 8 i,4xina Fournier
01 NOV -7 9928 Sunset

Livonia, MI 48150

November 5, 2001

734-425-7624 i

=

* . * 0 D
Livonia City Council ‘f
Livonia City Hall A ~4
33000 Civic Center Drive i‘m j jM@ATA o
Livonia, M1 48154 1 iACHED -
S,

Dear Council Members:

I am a new Livonia resident, registered voter and dog owner (license #2963). 1 have recently |
relocated to the area, where I grew up, after spending eighteen years away living on the east and

west coasts. I am writing the council regarding the dog leash debate, which I've noticed in the
Livonia Observer. '

A sign posted in Devonaire Woods Park indicates that by law dogs must be on a leash or under
thetr owner’s control, an ordinance that makes sense to me as is. Meanwhile, a sign posted near
the Rotary Park nature trails says pets must be on a leash, which I find contradictory and
tllogical. There is no better place in the city for dogs to play off leash!

In the two months we’ve been here, while walking my dog, Dalva, I have witnessed the area’s
dog culture. Livonia dog culture is different from what Dalva and I have been accustomed to,
living most recently in Acton, Massachusetts. In general I find this area conservative (in the
good sense of being prudently cautious), but in some instances too conservative (in the negative
sense of carrying uninformed, outdated opinions), particularly regarding dogs.

(I believe Dalva feels the same due to the dearth of socialized dogs in the area for her to play
with, as well as regrettably fewer conservation areas suitable for off-leash walks in the woods
and less public open space where dogs can run together safely.)

My dog has been raised on daily walks off-leash in the woods, weekly off-leash playtime with
other dogs in public parks, as well as daily neighborhood walks on leash, in all cases obeying

local laws. (Yes, we really walk this much. I recommend it. I haven't gotten sick once in the
two years we’ve been keeping this schedule.) .

In Livonia, most dogs we’ve encountered are locked up in backyards behind fences, where dogs
do not exercise or socialize. Habitually, the same dogs bark and jump sometimes madly or
aggressively as we walk by. I believe that such behavior is mostly likely due to lack of proper
exercise and social time with their own kind. Dogs who get out regularly and play with other
dogs aren’t as likely to reactive negatively when faced with a non-threatening situation. Dalva
and I do see dogs and dog owners who are out every day walking in the neighborhood, but not
many considering how many homes there are in the subdivision.



Most of the other dog owners and dogs that we have met out walking in Livonia have been very
friendly, but many are unaccustomed to dogs socializing and playing off leash. Other dog
owner’s have shared with me how they’d like to let their dog off leash, but since the animal grew
- up without that training, they fear the dog’s reaction, and perhaps rightly so.

Dogs are known as pack animals with highly developed social systems. Dogs are not designed
to be loners. Yet surprisingly, we have met more than one dog owner who was afraid to let our
dogs say hello-—even when both have been leashed and the dogs’ body language have suggested
willingness and often eagerness to do so. In this regard, we have met a much smaller number of
less friendly, more timid and uptight dog owners and dogs. This isn’t surprising as dogs often
reflect their owner’s demeanor.

I've heard stories about how the city tried to establish fenced in dog parks and supposedly took
them down because of a separate problem regarding irresponsible owners who don’t scoop their
dog’s feces. If true, this a confusion of cause and effect that I find very frustrating. Occasionally
I do see untended dog poop in Devonaire Woods, but even more often I find broken glass, food
and candy wrappers littered throughout the park, especially near the ice rink. Shall the city
require parents to leash their children at all times as well?

If the Livonia City Council were to take any action on this matter, it would be great to see local
government encourage healthy dogs and responsible dog ownership in an effort to nurture a
better-informed public. If someone isn’t willing to walk and socialize a dog on a regular basis,
they probably shouldn’t keep one. If Livonia doesn’t allow dogs to run, gather and play off-
leash, then the city shouldn’t expect the dogs it licenses to act like the good citizens they could
be otherwise, in the way that we wouldn’t expect poorly treated children to behave well either.
Owners who fail to scoop should be penalized—not all dog owners— in the way police officers
enforce seatbelt laws by issuing tickets to only those driver’s who are caught not wearing theirs.

Please do not enact legislation that would require owners to mistreat and poorly train their dogs.
I would be happy to discuss this matter further. I have pictures documenting Big Dog Club (my
personal funny name for the informal gathering in Acton, Ma.), which I could share with the

council members.

Across town, in Royal Oak neighborhood parks dog owners and dogs gather to socialize. My
hope is that Livonia will move to follow that lead.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely, M

Gina Fournier




Gina Fournier
9928 Sunset
Livonia, MI 48150
734-425-7624

Letters to the Editor

Dave Varga 2
Livonia Observer

36251 Schoolcraft

Livonia, M1 48150

November 5, 2001
Dear Editor:

In response to Matt Jachman’s October 11 editorial regarding off-leash dogs and “reasonable control,”
I disagree with his contention that “adopting some type of leash law is a no brainer.” If this derogatory
phrase must be used, I respectively submit that it more aptly fits Mr. Jachman’s essay.

[ have not read or heard anyone advocate a dog’s right to freely roam the streets, as Mr. Jachman’s
position suggests. The solution to the problem Mr. Jachman described is simple. Encounter a dog out
walking itself? Report that particular dog and dog owner, especially if an incident occurs, to prevent
future incidents. This is a true no brainer, and no additional laws are needed to enforce this reasonable
measure,

Mr. Jachman’s undue emphasis on “free-roaming dogs” failed to represent the majority off-leash dogs
in the area. As a new (returning) resident, in two months of twice daily walks with my dog, I have
never encountered a free-roaming dog in the city of Livonia.

When we are fortunate, sometimes my dog and I do encounter other dog owners out with their off-
leash dogs, usually in Rotary Park. Contrary to Mr. Jachman’s opinion, these dogs do not “pose too
much of a threat to public safely.” They are well cared for pets who walk and play safely, ideally in a
group of their own kind, all under the control and watchful eyes of their owners.

In his article, entitled “Runners, walkers shouldn’t be hounded by uncontrolled dogs,” Mr. Jachman
asked, "I should interrupt my workout to play with your crazy mutt, hoping it doesn’t attach its teeth to
my right calf?” He was writing in reference to dogs “charging across the street, or off the porch,” as he
jogs “along the sidewalks and streets.”

Is this really the best argument Mr. Jachman can come up with for enacting a leash law? Again, we've
already got this problem covered. Report problem dogs and irresponsible dogs owners who break the
already established “reasonable control” ordinance.

(And the same goes for those few dog owners who don’t scoop. Punish those who break already
existing laws. And if you want to see where debris is a larger problem, check out the broken glass,
tood and candy wrappers littered around Devonaire ice rink.)

Otherwise, joggers do not hold the right of way. If my dog and I should meet Mr. Jachman or any
other jogger while we are out walking neighborhood sidewalks, all parties should expect to stop or



pause to negotiate our intersection—like we would do at a stop sign or red light. As a jogger, it's Mr.
Jachman'’s responsibility to do so courteously and safely, advancing as much respect as he expects to
receive.

In addition, (though he didn’t mention this) should Mr. Jachman jog the trails in Rotary Park (where
Dalva and | most often encounter joggers in the city), there too he should expect to stop or at least slow
down for a second or two, especially when approaching other parties, perhaps moving more slowly,
who may not be aware of his presence. When I see a jogger, I am able to better control my dog.
However, when a jogger runs up from behind, we are both caught off guard.

[ don’t have a problem with joggers. Ideally, I believe Rotary Park trails should be open to both
Joggers and off-leash dog walkers. Asa responsible and seasoned dog owner, I'm aware that some
joggers don’t feel comfortable reading an unfamiliar dog’s body language for signs of friendliness or
aggression. In these instances, to relieve the “stress” a jogger like Mr. Jachman might feel, T shout,
“My dog is friendly,” and she is.

Give us a chance. We're both friendly. We just relocated from the East Coast where tmpromptu dog
parks are prevalent and attitudes toward off-leash dogs are more relaxed. This contrasts Mr.
Jachman’s contention that “reasonable control” is a relic of the past. From living in more progressive
areas, my dog is accustomed to properly negotiating these types of meetings.

In addition, I want Mr. Jachman to know that my dog is not “crazy.” She’s smart, well socialized and
likes to say hello. Certainly a jogger can understand that dogs like to run too. Mr. Jachman wants a
response from my dog “instantly,” but isn’t that asking more than we ask of children? Give the dog
and I a second or two to adjust, and after we both say “hi!” we’ll step aside to let you pass. Do we
really need laws to mandate good manners and common sense?

Take a few seconds to acknowledge the presence of others on the sidewalk or on the trail, particularly
those whose paths intersect our own. This strikes me as the more civil and reasonable way to approach
these intersections.

Like children, dogs behave best when they socialize and exercise, which can not be accomplished on-
leash or shut-off in Livonia’s small backyards. Dogs who sit in backyards do not receive much
benefit and are analogous to children sitting on the couch watching mindless television.

Livonia doesn’t need a leash law. It needs more open spaces and a few more open minds. Royal Oak
has successfully established off-leash dog areas in its city parks. Livonia should too.

Sincerely, QV\/W@
%?%

a.Fournier



CC: ity Clerk
City Attorney
Council Office/bj

Date: October 23, 2001 10-29-01

TO: Livonia City Council Members
33000 Civic Center Drive
Livonia, MI 48154

From: Rosalie Giss
33211 Fargo
Livonia, MI 48152

Subject: Dogs on Leashes

I wish to support the enforcement of "Dogs on Leashes" ordinance.
Please send me a notification of meeting regarding the proposed
ordinance.

Thank you

M}é_;o

Rosalie Giss
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'10/08/01 CC: CITY CLERK, CITY ATTORNEY. .
Item #3 Regular Meeting of 10/10/01--ks

Karen Szymula

From: Robert Krenz [rkrenz@peoplepc.com]
Sent: Monday, October 08, 2001 9:35 AM P -
To: citycouncil@ci.livonia.mi.us '\g‘;f" : E"\H i f/:\
Subject: leash law = -1: ! R
! 'J‘h .“u f‘*ﬂg - i
Aé EFOG i

| read the article in Sunday's Observer about dogs and leashes. At you
meeting, please discuss the leash law for cats. | believe most cat owners
in this city are not aware of this ruling, henceforth, cats on loose turning
others peoples property into a litter box. Also please publicize the

rulings for cats.

Thank you

Gini Krenz



DOGS 3) Bev Whitbeck, 16440 Penn Drive - voiced concerns about promoting a dog

{Bev Whitbeck) [gagh |aw in Livonia. N2 % 1393
Reqg. for dog - oo
leash law.



DOGS From the audience, Beverly Whitbeck, 16440 Penn Drive, Livonia, stated
(Beverly Whitbeck)

16440 Penn Drive o poca probiem with her neighbor's dog attacking her show dags, and said she
Problem with

neighbor's dog . .

attacking her  would like a legal leash law put into effect. The Council asked for a report and
show dogs--would

like a leash  raoommendation from the Department of Law with respect to this matter.
law adopted.
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Article published Aug 12, 2007
Court rules against Birmingham dog park

by Greg Kowalski
STAFF WRITER
The people in Bloomfield Township who don't like Birmingham's dog park recently won a big victory in court.

The Michigan Supreme Court ruled Wednesday that the dog park at the Springdale Golf Course "violates a deed
restriction limiting use of the land to 'residential purposes only." "

The judgment noted, "Springdale Park has been used over the years for a variety of park-related activities, including those
that might be characterized as involving unusual amounts of noise. For example, the park has been used for dances, Girl
Scout camping and baseball games. However, the Girl Scout camping and dances did not oceur on land burdened by the
deed restrictions.”

But the ruling does not mearn the park will close immediately.

"The Supreme Court kicked it back to Oakland County Circuit Court to determine what to do next,” said Jeffray Kragt,
assistant city attorney for Birmingham. "The court will set up a status conference” to seek a resolution, he said.

The suit was filed by a group of Bloomfield Township residents neighboring the park. They formed the Bloomfield Estates
Improvement Association Ine., and objected to the noise, increased traffic and smells generated by the dog park. But the
legal argument was based on the contention that the park site had a deed restriction on it that said it could only be used
for residences if it were not parkland.

The park is owned by the city of Birmingham, and the city's stance was that the Bloomfield Township residents across the
street from the park had no say in whal goes on in Birmingham.

In court, the city argued that a dog park fits into the definition of "residential use" because dogs can wander in back yards
at homes.

However, the court ruled "a back yard is attached to a home, and hence fits within the actual meaning of the term
residential.' "

No one from Bloomfield Estates Improvement Association could be reached for comment.

"It's a shame,” said Kelly Kretzer, who was at the park Friday morning with Susan Lucas and their dogs.
"We're very sad," Lucas said.

"l just can't see how it's disturbing anyone,"” added Ed Spence, who also brought his dog to the park.

All three said they did not know where they would take their dogs when the park closes.

Dissenting from the court's opinion were Justices Marilyn Kelly and Elizabeth Weaver.

"There is no evidence that it has been heavily used, is noisy or smelly or has drawn increased automobile traffic," they
wrote.

http://observer-eccentric.com/apps/pbes.dil/article? AID=/20070812/NEWS23/708120323...  8/14/2007
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July 5, 2007
Livonia to look at tighter leash law
Complaints of unruly canines spur meeting on extending rule beyond requiring leads in
parks.

Christine Ferrotti / The Detroit News

LIVONIA — These days, Gene and Barbara Scott don't leave their home without a big stick.

The Livonia couple said it's all they can do to protect their 8-year-old basset hound from being mauled by unleashed
dogs roaming freely through nearby Hines Park, in subdivisions and along main roads.

Gene Scott, 74, said his 62-pound dog Duncan has been attacked four times during walks in their neighborhood near
Farmington and Joy roads since March 2006.

"We live in fear of being able to walk our dog," he said, noting an emergency vet trip last year after an unleashed
bulldog attacked Duncan, biting his neck, in a park near an elementary school.

The Scotts are among nearly 30 residents who have sent letters or appeared in front of the City Council over the last
couple of years pleading with officials to change Livonia’s leash laws.

The ordinance requires pets to be leashed only in parks. When it comes to streets and subdivisions, pets are required
only to be "under reasonabie control” by hand or vocal command of their owners, said James Zoumbaris, Livonia's
superintendent of public service.

On July 17, the council's Legislative Committee will consider amendments to the ordinance for the first time in two
years.

if the proposed changes become law, Livonia will join municipalities such as Ann Arbor, Beverly Hills, Bioomfield
Township, Dearbom, Detroit, Sterling Heights and Warren that have created laws reguiring pets to be leashed.

The decision to bring back the issuse, which has been in committee since April 2005, was prompted by residents’
complaints over the last six months, said Councilman Tom Robinson, chairman of the Legislative Committee.

"We are giving residents the opportunity to come in and talk to us about it,” he said. "It's a sensitive issue."

Sarah Burns, who first urged the city to rethink the law, said it's about time the issue came hack before the committee.

"It took two years to get this meeting going,” she said.

Burns, a 50-year resident, said she became concerned when an unleashed retriever ripped her 5-year-old
granddaughter's teddy bear from her arms and destroyed it. The dog's owner, when confronted, did not apologize and
told Burns her dog "doesn't like leashes,” she said.

"We need a leash law," Burns said. "You don't know when (dogs} are going to get spooked How much control do you
have over them if they are not on a leash?"

Livonia has one animal control officer who cites violators in the 95,000-resident city.

Punishments can include up to a $100 fine, 120 hours of community service work and tickets requiring a court
appearance, Zoumbaris said.

An annual report detailing animal ordinance citations given was not available on Tuesday.

Robinson said the committee will either make a recommendation to amend the ordinance, which would require a
council vote, or leave it in committee for further discussion.

You can reach Christine Ferretti at (734) 462-2289 or cferretti@detnews.com.

Return to regular web page

http://www.detnews.com/apps/pbes.dll/article? AID=/20070705/METRO/707050337&templ... 7/5/2007



~ LETTERS

The Livonia Observer
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Give dogs a place to run

It has long been said that dogs, unlike

cats or other pets, are members of the

family. And indeed they require far
muore attention than other animals,
. -because they bond so dearly to those
who love them. Why is-that? Perhaps
it’s because the first entry in the journal
of recorded history was the domestica-
tion of dogs. In the ensuing millennia,
civilization, in the name of progress, .
has made that domestication increas-
_ingly difficult. - -
- With the influx of cars, trucks, vans,
and SUVs, a dogs ability to run off lead
has diminished. With expanded housing
developments, parks, and businesses, our
open spaces are filling up. Dogs that were
.. created to drive cattle, retrieve fallen
' game, or assist us in many endeavors
have been relegated to the back yard or
the six-foot tether. _
-~ -Surrendered dogs overwhelm shel-
 ters, pounds, and rescue services
because they were too “hyper” for the
lack of proper exercise. Ordinances are
passed to require all dogs must be
leashed, as if that flawed reasoning
‘would prevent soiled lawns and dog
bites. Harmless dogs are harassed,
teased and tormented by spoiled or oth-
erwise unsupervised children.
Judgments are ruled against innocent
" dog owners who not only must suffer
undue financial burden, but also endure
the irreconcilable grief when their
beloved four-legged family member is
surrendered to euthanasia, We have, in
sum, created an environment that is
‘hostile to our oldest, most loyal, and
strongest companion. | .

. Now we are beginning to reverse the
awful and unhealthy trend. The cities of
Royal Oak, East Lansing and Novi, to
name a few, have created dog parks,
areas where dogs are able to run freely
under their owners supervision unen-

mbered by leashes, small lots, harm-

tul children, and motor vehicles. I have
visited two of these, and by my own
observation I must conclude that they
work. The simple reasoning behind

- their success is that an overwhelming

majority of dog owners are responsible

citizens.

There has been much talk recently, in
the communities of Livonia, Redford,

.. Dearborn, Garden City, and others in

Western Wayne County for setting aside
parkland for dogs. That time is overdue;
the time of talk must give way to-action.
There are plenty of areas in all the afore- .
mentioned communities for such parks; -

- moreover, the rewards will benefit all citi-

zens, The costs, furthermore, are minis-
cule, just fencing, litter devices, and

. water fountains are necessary; in fact,

they are already in place just waiting for
proper use. o :

Before we build ancther golf course,
before we build another children’s play -
area, let’s think about our long ignored
yet uncomplaining canines that enrich so
many lives. Perhaps we will see fewer
incidents of dog bites, dogs run over in
the street, unwanted feces on our lawns,
and, most of all, less abandoned dogs.

~ Nationwide we pour untold billions “for -

the sake of the children” without hesita-
tion into countless programs, so how

" about a few hundred for Rover and Spot?

‘Mark D. Kreutzfeld
Livonia
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Meeting set to discuss Hines Park bark park

_BY STEPHANIE ANGELYN CASOLA
STAFF WRITER

Like many dog-owners,
Redford resident Shelly
Andrews is willing to drive the
distance to take pet pooches
Josie and Cheyenne to a place
where they can run and play
without a leash. -

Since 2001, she has worked
to find support to build a dog
park in Redford. And now, her
dream is closer to becoming
reality. . :

Wayne County Parks has
approved the use of aboat 2
acres of land for a dog park in
Wallaceville, a part of Hines
Park located west of Telegraph
Road in Dearborn Heights. It’s
not Redford Township, but it's

" close, :

Kim Thomas, a Dearborn
Heights resident, has joined
with Andrews, They worked
with Larry Fitch, director of
Wayne County Parks, and
found this to be a suitable loca-
tion. _

A dog park is a fenced-in
area where dogs are free to run -
off-leash. The space allows dogs
to get sufficient exercise arid to -
socialize with other dogs.

- DOG PARK TALK
What: Meeting for dog owners
to plan for a dog park in Hines
Park.
When: 7 p.m. Tuesday, Feb. 25. -
Where: The gym at the Redford

- Community Center, 26650
Capitol Ave., west of Beech

+ Daly, north of Plymouth Road.
More detalls: Kim at (313) 562-
5228 or Shelly at (313) 54t-
7584,

Owners are required to accom-
pany their pets, and clean up
after them.

“(Wayne County Parks) will
maintain the area - mow the -

. grass, pick up trash — but we

have to do the rest” said
Fundraising efforts have

already begun to purchase fenc-

ing, dog washes and other
amenities for the park.
“We're immediately looking
" for ways to raise funds for

2,100-feet and 250-posts worth
for fencing,” said Andrews.
Additional items, like shrub- -
bery, trees, benches, poop bags,

a water fountain, lights,
Frisbees and tennis balls will be

" . added as the group is able to

by them. :
A dog park meeting will be 7

p.m. Tuesday, Feb. 25, in the

gym at the Redford Community

- Center, 26650 Capitol Ave., in

Redford. Dog-owners living in
Redford, Dearborn Heights,

-Livonia, western Detroit or sur-

rounding areas are encouraged
to attend.

Andrews has not ¢ast aside
her quest for a Redford dog
park. It remains a considera-
tion in the Redford’s five-year
master recreation plan. A feasi-
bility study for a Redford dog
park is scheduled this year, she
said..If the results are favorable
and a good location is found,
residents might see a dog park
as early as 2004. :

. For more information call
Kim at (313) 562-5228 or
Shelly at (313) 541-7584. or -
send e-mail to redforddog-
park@yahoo.com

scasofa@oa homecomm.net | (734) 953-2054
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Residents s'“peak up in
support of bark park

BY STEPHANIE ANGELYN CASOLA
STAFF WRITER

About a year ago, while
walking her dogs Josie and
Cheyenne, Shelly Andrews
envisioned a place where they
might run leash-free in
Redford.

A neighbor mentioned how
much he missed visiting a Mt
Clemens dog pack, aud the
conversation sparked an idea,
Andrews begin seeking the
support of tiends and pet
owners who would like to
have a dog park in Rediord,

"A dog park is not just a
place for yuppivs and their
yvuppie dogs,” she said,

Adog park is a feneed-in
area at least an acre in sive
where dogs are free to run ott-
feash. Dogs get suthicient
exercise and socialization
with other dogs. The animals
are never lelt unattended and
owners are reguired to elean
up after them.

*1t's hard to throw a Frishee
or ball to our dogs in the
backyard,” suld Andrews of
the small yards in Redtord.
“They don't get to streteh out
and run like they would in a
dog park.”

she hopes other residents
will see the benefits. Elderly
pet owners and those with
disabilities would have some-
where to tuke their dogs to get
exercise. Owners tend to form
friendships too.

“You can turn then loose,”

said Dob Biestek, owner olan
encrgetic boxer named
Harlev, "They can runand
enjoy other dogs. For me, it
would be ideal, walking this
bruiser Tle loves to rond”

Biestek lives in Dearlorn
Heights, a ety also pursuing a
pussible "hark park)” bt he
said he woulid happily use one
in Redloed it it becaie aoreal-
ity.

Mike Carle, pagks leader
atd hiead el maintenance for
Rediord Fownstip Parks and
Recreation, said the possibili-
ty s stillb i canly stages.

“Were working an our five-
year Master Plan” said Curle,
“EUs oue ol the conceptual
ideis, People lin e shown
interest init”

At two publie torums
regurding the Master Plan,
residents - including
Andrews - have ¢poken in
tavor of a doyg park.

“The idewis really neat,”
sided Curle, "Its sometiving
were looking into

Oune concern in the town-
ship is the proximity ot a resi-
dential area to a possible loca~
tion tor a dog park, in Capitol
Park.

The higgest opposition
Andrews had encountered are
those residents who fear their
tax dollirs might increase,
and those who worry that pet
owiiers will not elean up alter
their dogs.

PLEASE SEE BARK PARK, A6

BARK PARK

FROM PAGL A5

She has earned the support
ot people like Richard Dery, a
Redford resident and owner of
Dery Home Improvement. He
has agreed to install fencing,
provide wood chips and build
other structures for a bark park
if the idea becomes a reality.

For now, Andrews takes her
dogs to places like Behnie
Memorial Dog Park, a free
tacilily in Mt. Clemens and
Orion Ouks Bark Park which
has 6 acres of land and lake
access for doggle paddlers in
Lake Orion. Like many dog
owners, she'’s willing to travel,

Kim Thomas is organizing a
Duog Owners Group in
[rearborn Heighits and said she
would visit Redtord with her
dog, Millje,

"It would be more conven-
ient,” said Thomas. “T could
drive four miles instead of 30
miles”

Darothy Morris, director of
Redtord Senior Center, 1s also
excited about the idea.

“Ireatly wish Redford would
wet w bark park,” said Morris.
"Obviously, we all know about
them. We travel out to Qukland
County. As you can see, we're all
pet-friendly people”

Morris has shared the idea
with Redtord resident Bob
Clay, who lives close to Capitol
Park. Fle hias only had Brownie,
i 16-inch beagle hound, tor
three months but she's already
Lecome o best friend. Clay
walks Brownie three tinwes a
dav and would like her to have
asafe place to run,

“She’s so good,” said Clay.
“She sleeps with me. Shels been
spayed and house broken. she’s
so prectous.”

Andrews has distributed
2,000 informational Hyers
about dog parks. She's collected
more than 1,000 signatures
from area residents, in places
Hke Redtord, Westland and
Livouia, who wre n favor of the
idea.

Far mare information, contact Shelly
Andrews at (313) 541-7584 or send a-
inail to redforddogparksdyahuo.cam.
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l Dog parks already work

Adolph Zak’s contention that “a
leashed dog gets adequate exercise,”

. printed Jan. 24 must be refuted. Sta-

'

f

tistics, common sense, observation and
experience all indicate that this is not
true. The reason dog parks are catch-
ing on across the country is because
people and municipalities are realizing
that dogs do need to run off-leash.
Dogs who are allowed to run and play
with their own kind grow to become
healthy, well-balanced dogs. Most
importantly, they are far less likely to
bite than their cooped-up, segregated,
forever-tethered, too often skittish
counterparts, as reports for dog bites
in the city overwhelmingly resound.

The vast majority of people who
walk their dogs in the woods off-leash
are friendly and responsible. Once peo-
ple let go of their fears and open their
minds, the beauty here is that dog
parks and off-leash play build the com-
munity, in contrast to Mr. Zak’s sug-
gestions of danger and destruction.
The biggest threat in the woods and
fields today are fearful, unfriendly
humans. Livonia already enjoys
impromptu mini-dog parks, which are
working out just fine and don’t cost
taxpayers.

Let’s be reasonable in this debate.
Can Mr. Zak support his claim that
“unleashed dogs are also destroying all
the wildlife in what it supposed to be a
nature preserve at the back of Rotary
Park?” Owls and ether birds in the
Livonia's woods do not appear to be
harmed by dogs at all. Human popula-
tions, pollution and encroachment of
habitat primarily lead to extinction,
not dog play.

Apparently Mr. Zak'’s “several nega-
tive experiences” occurred prior to
studies in recent years, or he never

Your hometown newspaper serving Livonia for 63 years

reported the incidents. Dogs who bite
should be reported to protect greater
public safety. Let Animal Control do
their job so that the small number of
irresponsible owners out there can be
held accountable. I do hope people can
come together and realize that respon-
sible ownership means off-leash play.
According to surveys done by this
paper, there is no record or pattern of
dog bites of any kind involving social-
ized dogs exercising off-leash in the
city of Livonia. Overwhelmingly, dogs
who bite do so on or near their owner’s
property, where many dogs don’t
receive adequate exercise or socializa-
tion.

Like peace, give what's already
working a chance and keep the woods
and fields friendly.

- Gina Fournier
" Livenia
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H Leash law serves all

I have had several negative experi-
ences in Rotary park while walking my
leashed dogs. All of these episodes
involve my dogs being attacked by
unleashed dogs while their “masters”
desperately try to control their animals.
Most of the time it sounds more like a
county fair hog calling contest than a
command to a disciplined dog. One !
encounter with several unleashed dogs |
being “controlled” by one person result- |
ed in a $1,500 vet bill to repair the
ripped leg on my dog. ‘

Every dog I have ever owned has had
professional training but I still would
not subject other people to my
unleashed dog out of basic courtesy.
Rotary Park is simply being used as a
kennel run by many people at the peril
of all others. Unleashed dogs are also |
destroying all of the wildlife in what is |
supposed to be a nature preserve at the 1
back of Rotary Park.

A leagshed dog gets adequate exercise
along with the person who walks it. An |
enforced leash law serves everyoné - |

"except for those who think a public
park is their personal domain. .

Adolph Zak .
Livonia
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Thursday, December 27, 2002

B Who needs a leash? |

On Dec. 3, I attended a City Council
meeting (which I seldom do) and was
pleasantly surprised to see that the
“Dog Leash Proposal” was defeated,
even if it was only by a slim margin,
and the proposal for a designated “Dog
Park” was approved. It was refreshing
to see that there were at least four
council members who saw the leash
law proposal for what it was — a half-
hearted “Feel Good” attempt at mak-
ing the citizens of Livonia believe the
proposed law would have made a dif-
ference — (Isn’t election time over
folks?).

Requiring all dog owners to leash
their dogs would not have changed a
thing, except increased calls to the
Police Department every time a dis-
gruntled neighbor saw someone walk-
ing their dog under “Reasonable Con-
trol.” Besides, most people already
assumed there was a leash law.

I would venture to say that most dog
attacks on people, or other animals,
are done by dogs that escape their
yards and are running free without the.
owner’s knowledge that theirdogis
even loose. There are already ordi-
nances on the books that cover this
type activity such as: Dog running at
large (Ord. No. 6.04.270) and harbor-
ing a vicious animal (Ord. No.
6.04.370). For that type of incident, the
owner should be cited with a violation
and [ bet if you check the city statis-
tic’s there has been very few violations
issued for that type of thing in Livonia.

My guess is there has been more vio-
lations issued for “Barking dog” (Ord.
No. 6.04.340) rather than a biting dog,
and I bet most dog bite complaints
occur on private property or inside pri-
vate homes, not city sidewalks or
parks. As far as the issue of dog “do-
do,” those inconsiderate dog owners
who refuse to pick-up their animal’s
excrement (ord. No. 8.24.100} while on
a walk will continue to do so with or
without a leash law.

| Hd €- NVl €0

People who invest the time and .S

money in training their dog at Qbedi- ™
ence School should be allowed the n
right to walk their dog off lead (heel
position) without being harassed by
those owners who can’t find the time

nor the patience to try and train their
dog. Even the city prosecutor agreed
that the new proposed ordinance

would not change a thing. So why after
40 years would you want to “Fix some-
thing that ain’t broke?” I truly believe
most dog owners know whether or not.
they can trust their dog off leash any-
way. Why punish all responsible dog
owners for the neglectful few who
probably should not even own a dog?

I hope this vote finally puts this
issue to rest so we can move on to
maore concerning topic's like: The dwin-
dling city budget, Union contract nego-
tiations, and potential police and fire
personnel “lay-offs.” As a citizen of
Livonia, these are the types of things
that can affect the quality of life in
Livonia. It is hard to believe that one
person’s original complaint to the Livo-
nia Observer can result in this much
hoopla over nothing (kinda like the
infamous Hooters restaurant saga) —-
let’s get a life Livonia!

Hey, I've got one for ya, how about
we'start issuing violations to parents
who fail to keep their teenagers under
“Reasonable Control.” Yes, there is
even an Ordinance for that one too
(Ord No0.9.85.020) ~ [ bet that would
solve a lot more potential problems in
this city than requiring me to walk my
dog on a leash! Think about it Livonia.

Tim Larion
Livonia




As a proponent of “reasonable control” and socialized dogs (as opposed to
dogy kept inhumanely segregated,
_under-exercised in back yards and for- D — -
1evertt'.h:.etl:zered, unablg rio usedtline iou:'i The Livonia Observer .

egs they were given), I a1a delighte : :

to see both the Observer and thi Livo- Thursday, December 27 ’ 2002
nia City Council support the idea of

dog parks in Livonia,

The good news is that the city
doesn’t have to spend any money on
dog parks, but merely follow the lead
of communities like Royal Park, Mich.
and Acton, Mass., by simple legitimiz-
ing off-leas¥ play where it is already
occurring, without a threat to public
safety, in the city’s parks. The Observ-
er’s recent survey of dog bites reported
in the last 12 months confirmed what
off-leasr proponents have argued all
along; none occurred in city parks. The
back field in Rotary Park offers a nat-
ural barrier between city land and sur-
rounding neighborhoods. There are
many who already safely utilize this
area as a burgeoning dog park.

It is time for the full community to -
update its thinking about dogs, which,
remember, are a domesticated species.
One citizen who recently argued for a
leash law called dogs “predators,” but
so are humans! Let’s really think
about thds issve, Can the Observer
substantiate its recent claims that “a
lot of people figure” “reasonable con-
trol” means a leash law? (Considering
your coverage of this issue, is reader-
ship that low?) This sounds like suc-
cumbing to fear and ignoring the facts,
especially considering the paper's own

' reporting. You seem to guess and pos-
sibly incite when you state that
“many” “joggers, cyclists and walkers”
“feel they must carry some kind of
repellent spray to ward off potentially
dangerous dogs not on leash”™ ~ in con-
trast to the evidence in your own story.
Dogs on-leash bite too. Leashes have
little to do with dog bites. Should
Councilman Engebretson reintroduce
a leash law, as reported, it would raise
serious questions about who actually
needs “restriction,” which is a concept
that's pretty clear to me.

Most dog bites accur on or near an
owner’s property among friends and
family, meaning the proposed leash
law that rightly failed represented
misplaced concerned. What people
should be worried about are those dogs
who are not prepared to meet new sit-
uations in a friendly manner. Those
dogs who never get out of the back
yard or off their owners property to
meet other dogs, run and play are the
dogs who bite. Off-leash play is actual-
ly necessary. Look around — obesity
isn't just an isaue with the nation's
human children,

¢¢:l Hd E- Yl 20

Gina Fournier
TFivnmin
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Leash law had its place;
dog park merits a look

The idea of enacting a dog leash law
has failed to get support of a2 majority of
Livonta City Council members. However,
the call for creating a dog park in Livonia
i8 a proposal that still has legs,

Livonia’'s wealth of parkland space —
1,342 acres and more than 80 developed
and undeveloped parks and reportedly
second only to Detroit in the metro area -
does seem perfectly suited to setting
aside some kind of area to allow man’s
best friend to get some exercise, chase
Frisbees, and just plain socialize. As the
city gets the ball rolling on how to create
a park area devoted to canines, city offi-
cials should be able to learn from other
communities where the idea has already
come up or actually been tried.

Still, it seems a leash ordinance
would have added teeth and
clarity to the current idea of

‘reasonable’ control on public
property, especially since a lot
of people figure that’s what the
law means anyway.

In Farmington, some residents also
pushed for a dog park. However, they
were barking up the wrong tree, as too
many city council members opposed it.
The big concerns included choosing a site
from limited park land, potential liability
and concerns over upkeep or mainte-
nance. Birmingham also faced a push for
a dog park, but plans never materialized.
West Bloomfield officials approved the
concept of a “puppy park” for that town-
ship, after a group there promoted the
idea. However, it hasn’t been set up yet.

Other communities across the country
have relied on the work of volunteer
groups, park fees and strict rules to make
their parks work. Obviously, the city's
tight budget situation would make any
new expenditures for a dog park one
major bone of contention.

- Anti-dog leash people who showed up

at last week's council meeting, in many '
cases, were surprised to find out that !
their jaunts with an unbridled Fido
through Livonia’s parks were probably E
already violating a current city ordinance
that only allows dogs in the parks if :
they're on a leash or “restricted.” The
lack of definition of that term might~
leave folks wondering how that differs
from “reasonable control,” the current
standard on other public property such
as streets and sidewalks.

Right now, city park restrictions
requiring dogs on a leash go unenforced.
The proposed proposed ordinance that
would have required dogs on leashes on
all public property would have suffered
the same lack of enforcement.

Only two animal control officers work
in our city of 36 square miles and more
than 100,000 people. Perhaps that'’s all
we need, as dog attacks, bites or inci-
dents reported apparently aren't exces-
sive in the city, and they’re most often
happening on homeowners’ property.

Stiil, it seems a leash ordinance would
have added teeth and clarity to the cur-
rent idea of “reasonable control” on pub- |
lic property, especially since a lot of peo-
ple figure that’s what the law means any-
way. Some opponents say it’s just the
opposite: A leash law wouldn't change
things or make Livonia any safer, pre-
cisely because, some officials say, it
wouldn't or couldn't actually be enforced.

Most of the time, people on Livonia’s
streets and in their neighborhoods aren't
reaily threatened by neighborhood ani-
mals. They know the dogs or they can teil
the demeanor is friendly. A leash ordi-
nance would, however, encourage compli-
ance and that could add just a bit of reas-
surance to joggers, cyclists and walkers,
many of whom who feel they must carry
some kind of repellent spray to ward off
potentially dangerous dogs not on leash-
es. Seeing a dog on a leash certainly
offers a greater feeling of safety.

For now, it seems the city will remain
without a leash law. However, we sup-
port the idea of investigating a dog park
or parks for Livonia’s canine population.

SE:2Hd 4103010 &
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Leash law
snipped by
council, 4-3

H# Livonia won’t require dog owners to
keep their pets on a leash on public
property, as proposed. However, the
city will study creating a dog park.

BY MATT JACHMAN
STAFF WRITER
mjachman@oe.homecomm.net

Livonia’'s leash-law proposal, faced with oppesition
from dog owners, reached the end of its tether on Mon-
day.

I)\r move to draft an ordinance that would have
required dogs to be on leashes when off their owners’
premises failed by a 3-4 City Council vote.

The council voted 5-2 in favor of studying the cre-
ation of a dog park, a designated area where dogs could
run unleashed. People who let dogs run free in city
parks — as several who spoke at Monday’s meeting 3aid
they do — may now be violating the city’s somewhat
murky rules governing pets in parks.

Council members who rejected a leash law said it
would interfere with dog owners’ rights and would not
ensure more safety than enforcement of the current
ordinance, which requires dogs to be under “reasonable
control.”

Councilwoman Val Vandersloot asked city attorney

Please see LEASH, A5
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Sean Kavanagh what a leash
law would do that the city’s cur-
rent law doesn’t. “Nothing,” he
answered.

Benefit questioned

“We don't think that this new
proposed ordinance would do
anything but create a new class,
and a large class, of criminals.®
Kavanagh added later.

“To think that passing this
leash law is going to make this
city safer is just not going to
happen.” Vandersloot said.

Councilman John Walsh said
keeping dogs controlled is a mat-

" ter of personal responsibility, not

of the city regulating behavior.

Walsh and Vandersloot joined
Councilmen John Pastor and
Brian Duggan in voting against
the proposal. Councilmen Jack
Engebretson and Joe Laura and
Council President Maureen
Miller Brosnan voted for it.

“It'H get the attention of these
so-called irresponsible dog own-

rs,” Engebretson said.

Dogs in parks

Residents speaking against
the leash-law plan outnumbered
those speaking in faver of it by
10 to two. But many opponents’
comments were focused on hav-
ing dogs unleashed in parks —
which may already be banned by
the parks ordinance - rather
than on the streets and side-
walks.

“There never seems to be a
problem between the people and
the dogs or the dogs and each
other,” said Bruce Bacon. who
said he lets his dog run in a
park.

“It enables responsible dog
owners to aliow their dogs to
socialize.” said Nora Creighton,
who urged the creation of a dog
park.

Engebretson asked Kavanagh
about the current rules for dogs
in parks. “They are required to

be on a leash,” Kavanagh
replied.

Later. he amended that state-
ment — siightly - when animal
control officer Vickey Steier said
the ordinance pertaining to dogs
in parks requires them tobe on a
leash or “restricted,” and that
the word “restricted” is not
defined.
~ “If you don't have it on a leash,
you better have really good con-
trol over that dog in a park,”
Kavanagh said.

After the meeting, a couple of
people who let their dogs run in
parks said they were not aware
of the restriction but don’t pian
to change their habits.

Pets or predators?

One proponent of a leash law,
Peggy Fisher, said her own dog
was attacked and seriously
injured by another dog being
walked off-leash, and that her
elderly father fell and injured
himself when scared off his
porch by a dog that had just
been let out of its house,

“Unleashed dogs, I think, can
turn from loving pets into preda-
tors,” Fisher said.

The council’s second vote on
the issue sent the subject of a
dog park to the city administra-
tion for a report and recommen-
dation. Engebretson and Bros-
nan voted against the referral.

‘Kavanagh said that the cur-
rent dog ordinance is effective.
“There are very few repeat
offenders on these types of
cases,” he said.

At the close of Monday's meet-
ing, Engebretson, responding to
a residents’ concern, said he
would seek to have “reasonable
control” defined more clearly.

After the meeting, Engebret-
son said he may introduce a
leash-law proposal next year,
when three new council mem-
bers begin their terms.

“Things change,” he said.
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Most dog bite reports
occur at owners’ homes

BY MATT JACHMAN
STAFF WRITER
mjachman@oe.komecomm.net

Of the 28 dog bites report-
ed in Livonia in the last 12
months, more than half
occurred on the property of
the dog owners and only
four clearly could have been
prevented with the leash
law rejected by the City
Council on Monday.

Sixteen of the 28 attacks
occurred on the dog’s home
turf, according to animal con-
trol records, where the dogs
would have been exempt from
proposed leash restrictions.

Four other incidents,
including the only reported
dog-on-dog attack, involved
loose dogs off the owners’
property, reports show. None
of those four occurred in
parks, where dogs are subject
to more restrictions than they
are on the sidewalks but also
where many people allow
their dogs to run unleashed.

A proposal to draft a leash
law that would have applied
to dogs off their owners’ prop-
erty — dogs being walked on
the sidewalk, for example —
failed on a 3-4 council vote
Monday. They did vote 5-2 to
explore the idea a dog park.

The eight other biting inci-

M Sixteen of the 28
attacks occurred on
the dog's home turf
where the dogs would
have been exempt
from proposed leash
restrictions.

dents included two in which
the dog’s owner had taken it
for a visit to someone else’s
property. It is not clear
whether the failed leash-law
plan would have applied to
dogs in such situations.

Three other incidents
involved leashed dogs; one a
loose stray without an owner.
One bite was also reported at
a pet store, and another at an
animal hospital.

Of the 16 attacks on the
property of the dogs’ owners,
most victims were acquain-
tances, family members or the
owners themselves, said
Brian Wilson of the Depart-
ment of Public Works, under
which the animal control
office is organized.

In only one of those inci-
dents — a dog breaking out of
a front door to bite a newspa-
per carrier — was the victim a
stranger, Wilson said.

P e
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Leash
law hits
council
Monday

B Dogs would need to be on
a leash when they're on
public property, under a
proposed leash ordinance.
The council meets at 7 p.m.
Monday at City Hall.

BY MATT JACHMAN
STAFF WRITER
mjachman@oe.homecomm.net

Livonia officials are locking at
replacing the city’s “reasonable control”
ordinance for pet dogs with a leash
law.

The City Council is scheduled to vote
Monday on whether to have the city's
law department draft a leash law that
would require dogs to be on leashes
when out in public,

“I think it just makes sense to have a
dog on a leash” in publie, said Couneil-
man Jack Engebretson. But, he said,
the plan would not apply to dogs in
their owners’ yards or on their porches.

“We are not telling people, ‘You must

have your dog leashed on your proper-
ty,” he said.

Currently, the city requires dogs to
be under “reasonable control” when
being exercised. Critics say that rule is
too vague,

The issue was raised in September
by resident John Glean, whe wrote to
the council that a neighbor’s two pit
bulldogs sometimes run loose, and that
that makes him fearful for the safety of
his own dog and the person walking
the dog. .

Engebretson said he would also like
the council to explore the idea of a dog
park, an area where dogs could run
free. Many dog owners say they walk
their dogs, unleashed, in parks, but
technically, dogs are supposed to be
leashed in city parks.

“We need to deal with this (leash
law) issue and then we need to deal
with the possibility of a dog park area

Please see LEASR, A3
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separately,” Engebretson said.

Gina Fournier, who lobbied
council against the leash-law pro-
posal, is trying to bring opponents
to Monday’s council meeting.

“A leash law is not going to stop
dogs that will bite,” Fournier said.
“Aggressive dogs are aggressive
dogs and generally a result of irre-
sponsible owners,” who would
ignore a leash law, she added.

Fournier is also pushing for a
dog park.

Mayor Jack Kirksey favors
changes in “reasonable control”
and said he is not inclined to veto
a leash law should the council

vote for one.

But he thinks there is room for
corpromise.

“I'm still looking to see ways
that it might be tempered or
amended, and the discussion that
might take place,” the mayor said.

Kirksey, too, wants to study the
creation of a dog park. He said he
visited his son in the Denver area
recently and was impressed by a
large fenced dog park they visited.

“I think there are ways for pet
owners to have them out,” he said.

The council meeting starts at 8
p.m. Monday in the city hall audi-
torium.
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H Set, enforce leash law

As a dog lover, [ applaud Jack Enge-
bretson and Joe Laura for daring to
change the useless Livonia dog “voice
control” ordinance for in Livonia. The
city reviewed the state leash law,
which does not require leashes, yet
failed to look around them at nearby
communities, including Redford, which
has a leash law in place. I am opti- _
mistic that other council members will .
show concern for Livonia citizens by
mandating, and most importantly,
enforcing a leash law.

It was suggested by the animal con-
trol officer present that I erred in not
reporting that my dog was attacked by
a loose dog who was “under voice con-
trol” while running at us and attack-
ing my dog. Apparently I am at fault
here, even though my dog and I were
attacked. It was enlightening to learn
also that residents should call when
they see dog leaving feces on the
ground, apparently we are expected to |
approach these loose dogs, check out
their tags to identify them and call to
make a report. I cannot believe officers
would dedicate the time to search out
the culprits either. I'd like to believe
my tax dollars are spent more wisely.
However, if dogs are actually on a
leash outdoors with the owner on the
other end. instead of being allowed to
roam under the guise of “voice con-
trol,” perhaps it will lessen. Converse-
ly at the meeting tonight, another resi-
dent who made such a call to the ani-
mal control department, in response to
a pit bull attack, was told by the ani-
mal control officer that the dog was
“under voice control” at the time.

Barb lovan

Livonia

Y
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B Leash law: It's already covered

In response to Matt Jachman Oct. 11 column.
regarding off-leash dogs and “reasonable control,”
I disagree with his contention that “adopting
some type of leash law is a no-bhrainer.”

The solution to the problem Mr. Jachman
described is simple. Encounter a dog out walking
itself? Report that particular dog and dog owner,
especially if an incident occurs, to prevent future
incidents. This is a true no no-brainer, and no
additional laws are needed.

Mr. Jachman’s undue emphasis on “free-roam-
ing dogs” failed to represent the majority of off-
leash dogs in the area. My dog and [ sometimes
encounter other dog owners also out with their
off-leash dogs, usually in Rotary Park. Contrary

to Mr. Jachman’s opinion, these dogs do not “pose -

too much of a threat to public safety.” They are
well cared for pets who walk and play safely, ide-
ally in a group of their own kind, all under the
control and watchful eyes of their owners. Fur-
thermaore, this is what responsible dog ownership
looks like.

In his article, Mr, Jachman asked, “I should
interrupt my workout to play with your crazy
mutt, hoping it doesn't attach it’s teeth to my
right calf?” Is this really the best argument Mr.
Jachman can come up with for enacting a leash
law? Because we've already got this problem cov-
ered. Otherwise, joggers do not hold the right of
way. If my dog and I should meet Mr. Jachman or
any other jogger while we are out walking on
neighborhood sidewalks, all parties should expect
to stop or pause to negotiate our intersection —
like we would do at a stop sign or yellow Light.

In addition, should Mr. Jachman jog the trails
at Rotary Park, there too he should expect to stop
or at least slow down, especially when approach-
ing other parties who may not be aware of his
presence. When I see a jogger, I am able to better
control my dog. However, when a jogger runs up
from behind, we are both caught off guard.

Mr. Jachman wants a response from my dog
“instantly,” but isn't that asking more than we
ask of children? Give the dog and I a second or
two to adjust. After we both say “hil” we'll step
aside to let you pass. Do we really need laws to
mandate good manners and common sense?

Livonia doesn’t need a leash law. It needs more
open spaces and a few more open minds. Royal
Oak has successfully established off-leash dog
areas in its city parks. Livonia should too.

Gina Fournier
Livonia

M Raising issues helped

Although the goal is winning and failed cam-
paigns are often orphaned, I take great satisfac-
tion renewing old friendships, making new friends

Thursday, November 22, '0@1’
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and airing vital Livonia questions. The issues of
efficiency, competence, flawed priorities and Livo-
nia’s dwindling industrial/commercial tax bage
were the basis of this honest, forthright, “straight
talk” campaign.

We exposed the failed effectiveness and waste
in Livonia’s Plymouth Road Development Author-
ity. We addressed the flawed business plan of the
Bentley Recreation issue, with it’s proposed annu-
al residential fee and $5.7 million overrun.

We addressed the misplaced council priorities
during a “tight” budget, such as a million dollars
added to the Greenmead “Blue House,” while rais-
ing the employees health insurance co-pay, run- -
ning aging fire equipment, overstaffing manage-
ment and buying council laptop computers. !

We informed Livonia residents that we now pay
61 percent of the property tax, because the busi-
ness percentage has dropped to 39 percent in the
past five years. ' ‘

I also proposed a “business restoration act” to
reverse the exodus which includes a five-year
moratorium on new commercial zoning.

For the past four months, these issues were
publicly aired at two League of Women Voters
forums shown on cable Channel 12, with the Livo-
nia Chamber of Commerce newsletter, public
forums at the library, Wilson Acres Civic Associa-
tion, Northwest Realtors and in the Observer
Newspaper.

I am thankful for those who supported me. I _
hope you will not lose interest in these 13sues, and

 think of me as a knowledgeable Livonia resident;

deeply concerned about our future. _
Ron Mardiros
Livonia

B Debt owed to vets

There was a request to establish a permanent
memorial honoring those from the community
who have given their lives in the service of their
country. I don't understand why the art communi-
ty of Livonia hasn’t come up with a proper memp-
rial, S
I myself will be gone shortly; in about seven
months, I will be going into the Air Force along .
with many friends who are going into the Air
Force and other branches of service. If half of ug .
don'’t come back, are you saying you won’t honor °
our death? Will we be forgotten, have died in vain,
only knowing in death we have somehow pre-
served our way of life? It just seems we as commu-
nities are in debt to those who fought and died for
our country, and the least we can do is to put up a
memorial. If we can’t even do that it's just sad,
and I feel that we as a community have let down
our next-door neighbors, friends and family.

I hope that you will honor our fallen soldiers, -

David J. Philbin

Livonia
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B City needs a dog park

1 agree with the recent letter from Mark
Kreutzfeld titled, “Don’t Punish the Dogs.” I too
was annoyed to learn that the city council was
proposing more leash laws on its residents. As an
owner of two dogs that I pericdically take on walks,
I have come to the conclusion that there are two
different mind sets when it comes to dogs — either
you like or tolerate them or you don’t. And if you
don’t then no amount of laws is going to change the
way you feel about dogs living amongst us. Non-tol-
erant dog residents will always find something to
complain about in regards to our four-legged
friends. I know this because I follow the laws - I
walk them on a leash, pick up their feces and try to
be respectful of others property. Even so, I
encounter negative comments and gestures from
time-to-time when we're out walking. I ponder
what I'm doing to bring on this kind of animosity
and all ] can figure is that my dogs are not cute and
cuddly. While they are graduates of obedience
school - they're large “mutts” that came from the
Humane Society. They also need to be exercised.
How will more laws help my situation?

A better solution would be for the mayor to desig-
nate a dog park in Livonia like several other
Detroit suburbs have done including the soon-to-
open dog park at Lyons Oak County Park. This way
our dogs can run and play in a confined area and
away from non-tolerant dog people. I encourage fel-
low Livonia dog owners to join me in asking the
mayor to open a dog park in Livonia and discourage
the city from implementing more laws that will not
bring a resolution to this situation.

Marjorie Laport
Livonia

B Enough dog laws

I see the discussion is alive on the
editorial page of the Livonia O&E,
most recently by a high schooler who
had an “experience” with a dog and
wants to translate it into a leash on
every dog.

Our dog. placed in a group of
preschoolers, is a great guardian and
protector. When tired, she doesn’t
throw a tantrum but rather finds a
piece of furniture to lay down behind.
With a group of grade schoolers, Mag-
gie will play and be the quietest of the
bunch. Compared to teenagers, she’s
never sped down a dark residential
street, done a “lawn job,” trashed
lawns with McDonald’s bags, or left
parks littered with beer cans and bro-
ken glass on a weekend. '

One could conceivably make a

stronger case for leashes on kids. The
fact is, however, that individual kids
are the responsibility of their parents,
just as individual dogs are the respon-
sibility of their owner. There are
enough laws in place to assure the
responsiveness of both parents and dog
owner.

Joseph F. Derkowsk

Livonia
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M Leash law means safety

I am Ashlie Papp. I attend Steven-
son High School. I am a junier at
Stevenson. [ wish to address you about
the possible modification of the city’s
dog leash ordinance. I believe the law
should be modified. In my experience
as a Livonia resident, especially one
that does not yet drive, not all dogs are
trained and can be very dangerous. [
believe that dogs should be able to run
around and in other words be a dog,
but that is why we have fenced yards.

The law has to be medified in order
to ensure the peace of mind of all.
Have you ever had some strange, wild
looking dog run after you barking?
People cannot run faster than dogs, as
{ found out the hard way. As [ said [
do not yet drive so, I have to walk
everywhere, [t is very frightening to be
chased by what appears to be a wild
animal. I was not injured, although [
have no idea what could have hap-
pened if the dog’s owner had not
walked outside right then and called
his animal in.

I understand that many dogs are
well-trained, friendly animals. [ am
sorry that those dogs will also have to
be on leashes. We cannot put some
dogs on leashes and let “the good ones”
run {ree, though. Therefore, I guess
some dogs will have to be on a leash
needlessly. People can also fence their
yards in so that the dogs can run free
on their own property, [ wish there
was some other solution than to put all
dogs on leashes but that is all that can
be done to ensure the safety of all,

Ashlie Papp
Livonia
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B Don’t punish all dogs

The proposal to adapt a leash law in
Livonia not only fails to address the
issue at hand, but alsc it is an act that |
punishes the responsible majority for
the actions of the irresponsible minori-

That loose dogs are at times a safety
concern or at least an annoyance is
indisputable. Either by owner neglect
or just plain misfortune, dogs are
sometimes found loose on our streets.

. In most cases, which are seldoem
reported, this occurs when a dog acci-
dentally escapes from his dwelling and
is found wandering the streets. Fortu-
nately, most often the dog is returned
to a relieved owner before any incident
transpires.

Irresponsible or selfish dog owners
do allow their pets to scil the property
of others and become menacing to peo-

ple and other pets. At times, I have
found vog feces on my front lawn. I
don’t like it and I wish every dog
owner would have the decency to clean
up his/her animal’'s waste. As a resi-
dent of Farmington Road, it’s safe to
assume that every dog in question was
on a leash. _

Dogs were domesticated over 5000
years ago and since then they have
been trained and bred to perform spe-
cific tasks, such as guarding flocks,
retrieving fallen prey, or herding live-
stock. Since Sept. 11, moreover, dogs
worked endlessly searching for sur-
vivors in New York City and Washing-
ton, DC, after the devastating terrorist
attacks. All this was accomplished
without a leash. Dogs are the only
entity on the face of the earth that is
preconditioned to obey the commands
of their owners and handlers. It is that
eagerness to please that sets them

apart from everything else in the ani-
mal kingdom, including the human
race.

Dogs need exercise if they are to
remain healthy and happy. To do this,
they need to run unencumbered and
freely off leash. Veterinarians and dog
psychologists support this view univer-
sally.

A leash law is no answer to the issue
of stray dogs or soiled property. There
are already laws that prohibit such
behavior and furthermore they are suf-
ficient. Anyone who believes otherwise
must be unfamiliar with our litigation
driven society. As a responsible canine
owner, I implore the council to reject
this burdensome and needless propos-

al,
Mark Kreutzfeld
Livonia
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M Get input on leash law

1 saw the article in the Sunday Observer, and I
was shocked that the city council would act on one

person’s complaint about dogs not being on a leash.

I understand the man’s concern, but I think that
he needs to talk to that neighbor about the prob-
lem, not inconvenience the rest of us that have
dogs that walk without a leash and do not have a
problem in their neighborhood. (I do take their
leashes with me and if they do not listen tg me,
then I do put the leash on them.)

I also think that this should be voted on by the
public, not by the city council Jjust because one per-
son complained about it.

I have never had a complaint nor do I complain
if a person is walking their dog without a leash
and picks up dog mess if there is any (but I do
agree they should have the dog leashes with them
in case there is a problem).

Also a person did mention a dog park (or more
than one park) or let us walk dogs in the park
with the stipulation that dog mess must be picked
up.

I hope the council puts this on the back burner
for a while before taking action and getting more
input from the Livonia residents.

Joyce Kubrak

Livonia
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Matt jachman

“He won’t hurt you.”

As a runner, I've heard those words, or varia-
tions of them, more times than [ can recall. They
usually come from someone whose dog is nipping
at my heels - or tangled up in my legs — as [ plod
along the sidewalks and streets.

He may not hurt me. I hope he doesn't hurt me.

But the problem is, I can’t be sure. And, Judging
by the way he came charging across the street, or
off of the porch, and is now bearing down like an
enraged foxhound on the hunt, barking madly, it
doesn'’t look too promising.

The owner’s blasé attitude about the whole
thing isn’t reassuring.

Then there’s the preface to “He won't hurt you,”
that I've heard about: “Just stop running.”

Right. [ should interrupt my workout to play
with your crazy mutt, hoping it doesn't attach its

teeth to my right calf?
Dog-lovers will say I don’t understand the needs

of their Fides and Spots, but adopting some type
of leash law is a no-brainer. “Reasonable control”

has gone to, well, the dogs.
“Reasonable control” is the nickname of the cur-

rent Livonia ordinance that requires dogs, in most
circumstances, to be under voice command when
out in public. It's a vestige of Livonia’s roots as a
rural community, when population was low and
there was more space to let dogs run.

But, fantasize about the past as we might, Livo-
nia is not that community, It's a bustling ecity of
more than 100,000 - and a daytime population
probably twice that — with some densely populat-
ed neighborhoods. Free-roaming dogs in public
places pose too much of a threat to public safety.

Oh, sure, there are dogs that can %e controiled

Runners, walkers
shouldn’t be hounded
by uncontrolled dogs

by their masters’ voices - professicnally trained,

probably, and regularly drilled.
But most household dogs just aren't that disci-

plined. And the master isn't always around. (Rea-
sonable control would seem to require that some-
one actually be present to control the dog. The
tyranny!)

['ve yet to encounter a dog that wag called off
instantly on command. Even if that occurred, why
should runners and walkers ~ including dog-waik-
ers — have to put up with the extra stress?

Dog-lovers argue the problem lies with irrespon-
sible owners, and that's true. But until we can
guarantee 100-percent ownership responsibility,
or stamp RDO (“responsible dog owner™) on the
foreheads of those who qualify, the uncertainty
will remain.

(Speaking about responsibility, is there any way
we can get those surprises that pooches leave for
us, on sidewalks and in side yards, cleaned up? I
know Livonia is the Paris of the Midwest, but this
is too much. And in Paris, the streets and side-
walks are hosed down frequently.)

The city council is looking into adopting a leash
law, and dog owners have already voiced their
concerns, asking that some exceptions be made. I

can live with that.
This is an issue the council should run with —

and no yappers should be nippin% at its heels.
But until it does, I'm keeping the pepper spray
handy.

Matt Jachman is a reporter for the Livonia
Observer. Despite the above wisecrack, in
terms of cleanliness, if not soul and artistry,
he prefers the sidewalks of Livonia to the
paths along the Seine.
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Livonia to start enforcing its ordinance

barking dogs, unleashed pers,

Crackdown covers
everything from
signs to trash to pets,

By Craig Garretrt
The Detroit News

LIVONIA — America’s
eighth-safest city may not be so
snug for dogs and bargain-
hunters. .

Livonia officials want to crack
down on people who plant unau-
thorized garage-sale signs along
city streets and dogs whose
owners allow them to howl
throughout the night.

Mayor Jack Kirksey said
many of the ordinances that
keep Livonia streets clean and
quict have been ignored for
years, Recent complaints over

sign clutter and other nuisances
have forced the city 1o revisit
the ordinances, the mayor said.

The city will begin ticketing
people who violate rules that
prohibit unauthorized signs,
owners of troublesome dogs and
residents who place their trash
to the curb well in advance of
pickup tiines, he said.

“It's more of an appeal {for
neighbors) 1o be more sensitive
to one another,” Kirksey said.

Livonia has problems with
some people who like to bend
the rules, Kirksey said. )

On any given weekend,
Kirksey said residents plunge
hundreds of garage sale and
charity event signs along Livo-
nia's streets. Rules prohibit

Livonia’'s rules

B Signs in a city right of way are

" prohibited. Those with charity

and garage-sale signs must have
a city permit and council
approval. Signs must be in spe-
cific locations.

# Dog owners who allow their
pets to baik after repeated

warnings risk a citation.

® Trash should be brought to the
curb no sooner than 6 p.m. on
the day before pickups.

& The city is considering forcing
dog owners Lo leash their pets.
Most neighboring communities
have similar ordinances.

such signs unless a permit is
granted, and the petitioner
must agree (6 remove dhe sign
after the event ends. Others
allow their dogs 1o bark inces-
santly, disrupting quiet neigh-
barhoods. And some residents
walk their dogs without a leash,
forcing homeowners and walk-
ers to sidestep droppings.
Rirksey proposes sending

L a —rn o

ordinance officers across the
city o warn violators and tick-
et those who ignore the rules.
He also is asking the Livonia
City Council to enact an ordi-
nance that requires pet owners
to leash their dogs while walk-
ing them.

Souae had coinplained abow
dogs earing into park trash con-
tainers and leaving behind

300wy 2119010

“depuosits,” Kirksey sail.

“Must do follow the Jetier of
the Jaw, but we do get a com-
plaints about (yard) signs,” coun
cil president Maureen Miller
Brosnan said. “1m glad the uay-
or is concerned.”

Kitksey wants homeowners
to bong their trash o the b
no mere than a day betore pick-
up times. He wanted wo heep ety
streets Jrom becoming “pai-
lime alleys.”

Resident  Debbie  Arncu
apreed with the mayor's plans,

“l appreciate 4 city where
ihese types of things dou’t hap-
pen,” she said.

You can reach Craiy Gareett at
(313) 500-0640 ur
cgarreth@deinenws.cam,
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The Livonia Observer - Sunday, October 7, 2001

Should
all dogs
be on a
leash?

B Council members may
begin to study replacing
Livonia’s ‘reasonable con-
trol’ ordinance for dogs.

BY MATT JACHMAN
STAFF WRITER
mjachman@oe.homecomm.net

Forget who let the dogs out. “Are
they on a leash?” is the question Livo-
nia officials may soon ask.

The City Council is expected on
Wednesday to send to tommittee a resj-
dent's request that the city adopt a
leash law. When off their owners’ prop-
erty. dogs are now required to be under
“reasonable control,” a rule that, critics
say, is too vague.

“It’s kind of hard to determine if the
dog is under voice control,” said There-
sa Gleason, whose ex-husband made
the request. She spoke to the counci]
Monday as it took up the issue at itg
study session.

“It's very uncomfortable to be walk-
ing down the street and have a loose
dog,” said Barb Iovan, a dog-owner.

“I don’t think there really is such a

Please see LEASH, A6

LeaSh from page Al

thing as voice control all the
time,” Jovan added.

The issue brought several dog-
lovers to City Hail Monday
night. None took a firm stand
against a leash law, but some
asked for a compromise that
would leave dogs some room to
roam.

“There should be an area
where the dogs can run free,”
such as in parks, said Rebecca
Franks.

“Certainly, there are areas
that can accommodate dogs that
are under voice control,” said
Gordon St. John.

Iovan also complained about
the waste left by dogs that run
loose; Franks, who lives near
Devon Aire Park, said other
types of waste, such as food
wrappers and used condoms,
pose more of a problem at the
park.

“We've got a lot of things to
clean up other than dog feces,”
she said.

And in-line skaters are more of
a nuisance than the dogs that,
shepherded by their owners, reg-
ularly exercise in the park,
Franks said.

Franks and others blamed the
owners for dogs that are threat-
ening or improperly controlled.

“It’s more or less the owners,

not the dogs,” she said.

But she said her own dog is
kept on a leash when walking
the sidewalks or in areas that
are not as open as parks.

City attorney Sean Kavanagh
said his office would favor
changes to the reasonable con-
trol law.

“We agree that it does need to
be updated,” Kavanagh told the
council. “It would be nice to have
a more succinct, to-the-point
ordinance.”

Livonia’s erdinance is more
lenient than state law, which
requires dogs to be on leashes
outside their owners’ property,
Kavanagh said.

John Gleason. who made the
request that the city adopt a
leash law, did not attend Mon-
day’s meeting but had his ex-
wife represent him,

Gleason wrote the council that
a neighbor has two pit bulls that
are sometimes allowed to run
loose. He said he is fearful for
the safety of his own dog, a
miniature poodle, and the person
walking the poodle ~ on a leash —
should a pit bull be out at the
same time.

Neighboring communities that
have leash laws include Redford
Township, Canton Township and
Westland.



LETTER TO THE LIVONIA CITY COUNCIL 2.

Council Office

Vior April 27, 2023
MEETING DATE PREPARED BY
LE051723/R060523 Sara Kasprowicz, Council Office Manager,

AGENDA ITEM

The subject of the regulation of veterinary hospitals, for its report and recommendations. (CR 294-14)

BACKGROUND DETAILS

At the Regular Meeting of October 6, 2014, on a motion by Toy, seconded by Meakin, and
unanimously adopted, it was:

294-14 RESOLVED, that Council does hereby refer the subject of the regulation of veterinary
hospitals to the Legislative Affairs Committee for its report and recommendation.

PREFERRED COUNCIL RECOMMENDATION/RESOLUTION (Please complete this field. Attachments are not to
be used in lieu of the recommendation)

To discuss subject matter as presented.

ATTACHMENTS
1. R100614 Subject matter of the regulation of vet hospitals to LE - CR 294-14

APPROVED BY




39182
Minutes of the October 6, 2014 Regular Meeting

Dr. Karen Wroblewski from Allen Hospital, 19066 Farmington Road, spoke
about the different governmental bodies that oversee certain types of veterinary practices
in the State of Michigan, kennels and groomers having none.

On a motion by Toy, seconded by Meakin, and unanimously adopted, it

was:

ORDS _ Liv Code of #294-14 RESOLVED, that Council does hereby refer the subject of the
Subject to regulation of regulation of veterinary hospitals to the Legislative Affairs Committee for its
veterinary hospitals. report and recommendation.

(Refer to the Legislative
Affairs Committee for its
report and recommendation)

[UNFINISHED BUSINESS AGENDA ITEMS (Regular Meeting of October 6, 2014)

Motion by: Toy

Seconded by: Meakin

ROLL CALL:
Ayes: Nash, Kritzman, Pastor, Meakin, Toy, Scheel, and Brosnan
Nays: None

Absent: None




LETTER TO THE LIVONIA CITY COUNCIL 3.

Council Office

April 27, 2023
MEETING DATE PREPARED BY
LE051723/R060523 Sara Kasprowicz, Council Office Manager,

AGENDA ITEM

The subject of Sign Permit Application, Petition 2015-08-SN-04, submitted by Huron Sign Company,
on behalf of the Livonia Family YMCA, requesting approval for a replacement ground sign with
variable electronic message board at 14255 Stark Road. (CR 317-15)

BACKGROUND DETAILS

At the Regular meeting of October 19, 2015:

CR 317-15 RESOLVED, that having considered a communication from the City Planning
Commission, dated September 4, 2015, which transmits its resolution #09-59-2015, adopted on
September 1, 2015, with regard to a Sign Permit Application, Petition 2015-08-SN-04, submitted by
Huron Sign Company, on behalf of the Livonia Family YMCA, requesting approval for a replacement
ground sign with variable electronic message board for the recreational facility located on the west
side of Stark Road between Schoolcraft Road and Lyndon Avenue (14255 Stark Road) in the
Southeast 1/4 of Section 21, the Council does hereby refer this subject to the Legislative Affairs
Committee for its report and recommendation.

PREFERRED COUNCIL RECOMMENDATION/RESOLUTION (Please complete this field. Attachments are not to

be used in lieu of the recommendation)

To discuss subject matter as submitted.

ATTACHMENTS

1. S092115 Subject matter of Pet 2015-08-SN-04 (Huron Sign Co - Livonia Family YMCA, 14255
Stark) CR 317-15

APPROVED BY




398551
Regular Meeting Minutes of October 19, 2015

SIGN PERMIT #317-15 RESOLVED, that having considered a communication from

APPS the City Planning Commission, dated September 4, 2015, which transmits
Pet 2015-08-SN-04 its resolution #09-59-2015, adopted on September 1, 2015, with regard to
gi‘;’l‘”;n S ot a Sign Permit Application, Petition 2015-08-SN-04, submitted by Huron
the L?VOEjaFamﬂy Sign Company, on behalf of the Livonia Family YMCA, requesting approval
YMCA) for a replacement ground sign with variable electronic message board for
ie‘}::;‘;f;’;ta i the recreational facility located on the west side of Stark Road between
S,gn with Vmg;b,e Schoolcraft Road and Lyndon Avenue (14255 Stark Road) in the Southeast
Elect&o;ict;nessage 1/4 of Section 21, the Council does hereby refer this subject to the
oarc 1o0r e

\ - Legislative Affairs Committee for its report and recommendation.
recreational facility

located on the west

side of Stark Road A roll call vote was taken on the foregoing resolutions with the following resulit:
between Schooicraft

Road and Lyndon

Avenue (14255 Stark AYES: Scheel, Nash, Kritzman, Pastor, Meakin, Toy and Brosnan
Road), Section 21.
(Refer to the NAYS: None

Legislative Affairs
Committee for its
report and
recommendation)

PO

Tt

i
"

'CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS (Regular Meeting of October 19, 2015)

Motion by: Scheel
Seconded by: Kritzman
ROLL CALL:
Ayes: Scheel, Nash, Kritzman, Pastor, Meakin, Toy, and
Brosnan
Nays: None

Absent: None




CITY OF LIVONIA — CITY COUNCIL
MINUTES OF STUDY MEETING HELD OCTOBER 5, 2015

Meeting was called to order at 8:00 p.m. by President Brosnan. Present: Lynda

Scheel, Susan Nash, Brandon Kritzman, Brian Meakin, Laura Toy, and Maureen Miller
Brosnan. Absent: John Pastor.

Elected and appointed officials present. Todd Zilincik, City Engineer; Mark

Taormina, Director of Planning & Economic Development; Don Knapp, City Attorney;
Judy Priebe, Director of Legislative Affairs; Susan Hoff, City Clerk; and Mayor Jack
Kirksey.

8.

SIGN PERMIT APPLICATION: Planning Commission, re: Petition 2015-08-SN-
04 submitted by Huron Sign Company, on behalf of the Livonia Family YMCA, for
a replacement ground sign with variable electronic message board for the
recreational facility located on the west side of Stark Road between Schoolcraft
Road and Lyndon Avenue (14255 Stark Road) in the Southeast 1/4 of Section
21.

Bill Short, Huron Sign Company, Ypsilanti, Michigan. He said they're making all
of the signs. There are ten Metro Detroit YMCA's. They're doing all of those. It's
been kind of an interesting experience for him because he really hadn't had much
contact with the YMCA as he grew up. There wasn’t any in his town. But in going
around to every one of the ten over the last couple months, he's been just
completely astonished about the kind of vibrance and beehive of activities that
they are, and also the appreciation by their host communities. The YMCA's are
non-profits. They are always looking for ways to increase membership and
participation, and the electronic signs have proven to be an economical way to
get the word out to the public about their programs and events, such as open
enrollment, daycare availability, yoga classes, swimming classes, on and on. All
ten are getting new signs because there's a rebranding program nationwide
which has been going on for a couple of years with the YMCA USA. This sign
kind of represents a conformance or an extension of that rebranding process. He
mentioned too that the sign, the graphics are the only things that light up. The
background is opaque and it is dark at night. Many of these YMCA's are in R-
zoned properties. This particular property is ten acres. it's truly an exceptional
situation in the City of Livonia and the neighborhood is pretty exceptional too. At
night, softball is going on and ice skating and picnics and whatever. So it's really
an interesting situation. He also mentioned they have downsized their original
request after hearing the recommendations of the Planning Commission to obtain
approval.

Mark Taormina, Director of Planning and Economic Development, said Livonia
Family Y is seeking approval to replace the facility's main identification ground



sign with a new monument sign that incorporates a variable electronic message
board. The subject site is located on the west side of Stark Road between
Schoolcraft Road and Lyndon Avenue, and is zoned R-2, One Family
Residential. Signage for this type of use is regulated pursuant to Section 18.50E
of the Zoning Ordinance. Privately owned and operated community buildings in a
single family zoning district are permitted one (1) identification sign not to exceed
six (6) square feet in sign area and if erected as a ground sign, shall not exceed
four feet (4") in height and have a minimum setback of twenty feet (20') from any
right-of-way line. The existing sign measures fifty-six (56) square feet in area and
is four feet eight inches (4 ' 8") in height. It is located between the building and
Stark Road, adjacent to the northeast corner of the building, and set back
approximately thirty feet (30') back from the sidewalk. The original proposed
replacement sign measured seventy-one (71) square feet in area, but that has
been reduced to approximately 36 square feet. The petitioner has agreed to
move it back to a 20 foot setback. The proposed sign does include a variable
electronic message board. Variable electronic message boards are not allowed
in an R-2 district. The Planning Commission is recommending approval of the
reduced sized sign. It would be subject to final approval from the Zoning Board of
Appeals.

Vice President Meakin offered the resolution referring this matter to the
Legislative Affairs Committee for its Report and Recommendation for the
Consent Agenda.

Nash asked if they discussed hours that sign would be allowed on. Taormina
said it was discussed but nothing was specified.

Toy said the Legislative Affairs Committee will be meeting on October 13, 2015
and could add this item to that meeting if need be.

DIRECTION: REFER MATTER TO CONSENT
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS
COMMITTEE FOR ITS REPORT
& RECOMMENDATION



CITY OF LIVONIA — CITY COUNCIL
MINUTES OF STUDY MEETING HELD SEPTEMBER 21, 2015

Meeting was called to order at 8:38 p.m. by President Brosnan. Present. Laura

Toy, Lynda Scheel, Susan Nash, Brandon Kritzman, John Pastor, Brian Meakin, and
Maureen Miller Brosnan. Absent: None.

Elected and appointed officials present. Rick Grodek, Civil Engineer il;, Mark

Taormina, Director of Planning & Economic Development; Don Knapp, City Attorney;
Judy Priebe, Director of Legislative Affairs; Susan Hoff, City Clerk; and Mayor Jack
Kirksey.

12.

SIGN PERMIT APPLICATION: Planning Commission, re: Petition 2015-08-SN-
04 submitted by Huron Sign Company, on behalif of the Livonia Family YMCA, for
a replacement ground sign with variable electronic message board for the
recreational facility located on the west side of Stark Road between Schoolcraft
Road and Lyndon Avenue (14255 Stark Road) in the Southeast 1/4 of Section
21,

Mark Taormina, Director of Planning and Economic Development, was prepared
to present the request, however, the petitioner was not present to answer any
questions from the Council.

At the direction of the Chair, this ltem was moved to the next Study meeting
scheduled for October 5, 2015, so the petitioner may appear before Council to
address their request.

Kritzman said this request is for a variable electronic message board. He said it
is a residential area and close in proximity to parks and schools and senior
housing. He feels it is important that petitioner be present to answer any
guestions from Council or the public.

DIRECTION: MOVED TO NEXT STUDY MTG CONSENT



PLANNING COMMISSION

JACK KIRKSEY
MAYOR

MARK TAORMINA
PLANNING & ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

R. LEE MORROW, Chairman
IAN WILSHAW, Vice Chairman
CAROL A. SMILEY, Secretary

SCOTT BAHR
KATHLEEN E. McINTYRE
GERALD TAYLOR

33000 CIVIC CENTER DRIVE
LIVONIA, MICHIGAN 48154-3097
(734) 466-2290 Fax (734) 466-2108

September 4, 2015

Honorable Members of the City Council
City of Livonia, Michigan

Re: Petition 2015-08-SN-04 - Huron Sign Company, on behalf of the Livonia
Family YMCA

Dear Council Members:

At the 1,075 Public Hearings and Regular Meeting held by the City Planning
Commission on September 1, 2015, in the Livonia City Hall, the following resolution was
unanimously adopted:

#09-59-2015 RESOLVED, that the City Planning Commission does hereby
recommend to the City Council that Petition 2015-08-SN-04 submitted
by Huron Sign Company, on behalf of the Livonia Family YMCA
requesting approval of a replacement ground sign with variable
electronic message board for the recreational facility at 14255 Stark
Road, located on the west side of Stark Road between Schoolcraft
Road and Lyndon Avenue in the Southeast 1/4 of Section 21, be
approved subject to the following conditions:

1.  That the ground sign shall be installed in accordance with the
Sign Plan submitted by Huron Sign Company, as received by the
Planning Commission on September 1, 2015;

2. That this approval is subject to the petitioner being granted a
variance from the Zoning Board of Appeals for excess signage
and the inclusion of a variable electronic message board as
illustrated on the above-referenced Sign Plan and any conditions
related thereto; and



To: Honorable Members of the Council September 4, 2015
Re: 2015-08-SN-04 — YMCA Page 2

3. That any additional signage shall come back before the Planning
Commission and City Council for their review and approval.

Very truly yours,
APPROVED FOR SUBMISSION CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
! o :/\‘ /‘_,"‘ .// r,
iy CalhCaty 0T
Jack Kirksey, Mayor i Carol A. Smiley, Secretéry

/

cc. Mayor, Clerk, Law, Inspection, Zoning Board of Appeals
YMCA of Metropolitan Detroit, 1401 Broadway, Detroit, Ml 48226
Bill Short, Huron Sign Company, 663 S. Mansfield Street, Ypsilanti, Ml 48197



ADOPTED BY THE LIVONIA CITY COUNCIL AT THE REGULAR MEETING OF
FEBRUARY 9, 2000

#112-00 RESOLVED, that having considered a communication
from the City Planning Commission, dated January 13, 2000, which
transmits its resolution 01-01-2000 adopted on January 11, 2000,
with regard to Petition 99-11-8-29 submitted by DeMattia
Associates, on behalf of the Livonia YMCA, requesting site plan
approval in connection with a proposal to construct an addition to
the facility located at 14255 Stark Road in the Southeast 1/4 of
Section 21, pursuant to the provisions set forth in Section 18.58 of
Ordinance No. 543, as amended, the Council does hereby concur
in the recommendation of the Planning Commission and Petition
99-11-8-29 is hereby approved and granted, subject to the following
conditions:

1. That the Site Plan marked Sheet A-1, prepared by DeMattia
Associates, dated December 15, 1999, as revised, is hereby
approved and shall be adhered to;

2. That all disturbed lawn areas shall be sodded in lieu of
hydroseeding;

3. That the Exterior Building Elevation Plan marked Sheet A-3,
prepared by DeMattia Associates, dated December 15,
1999, as revised, is hereby approved and shall be adhered,

4. That all approvals are based on the petitioner providing the
City of Livonia with an agreement for shared parking
between the YMCA and Frost School;

8. That the parking area designated in the agreement shall be
resealed and double striped; and

6. That no signs, either freestanding or wall mounted, are
approved with this petition; all such signage shall be
separately submitted for review and approval by the
Planning Commission and City Council.
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AII applicatlons far Srgnage Approval shall be ﬂled wit g Commisslon. 33000

Clvic Center Drive, Livonia, M| 48164-3097, Eilit

Date Filed: 8/‘/ N 5 08-5N - 0‘7[
Ste Address: __ /Y2 S5~ 24 sawe__254¢_ 99 0003 Q0O
Applicant; Bite Steps Business/Company: AR GAC op

S ARSI R
Appllcant’s Address: ({3 §Wﬂfﬁ'e"7‘ﬁ&3lty. gff/MAf?/Stata: AL Zip Code: _$Y757

Applicant's Phone # (234 Wi 32400 serge Applicant's Fax it _( 734 ) 43 5764

Gontact Person: /1 /Lt SAOLT Buslness/Company: A7 2 120 S/ kbl €¢o
57 /M/Q/V(‘F/EA,&
Contact's Addressé 3 %{4 e, State: A/ Zip Code: ﬁéﬁ 7

Contact's Phone # _( 73¢ V4.5 2.0 pa e /4/Contact's Fax# (2 3¢\ Y3 S/6¢

Please provide the foliowing information:
1) proposal for Wall Slgn{s) must show the followlrg: »—=-f—— S —
e shape and dimensions of sign(s) f ] /’\ H “ :)
g

s total square footage of sign area

o method of llumination .

o elevation plan showing locatlon of sign(s) on bullding AlG 14 2015
2) proposal for Awning Sign(s) must show the following; TREAGHRERI (e

o shape and dimensions of sign(s) IE::;\: '[_[ ']?_.ET(\JHCJIF\'! :;‘\L

o lotal square footage of sign area
o method of illumlnation {only sign area Is permitted to be back-lit)
e elevation plan showing location of sign(s) and awning(s) on bullding

8) proposal to erect a Ground Slgn must show the following:
+  shape and dimenslons of sign
total square footage of sign area
helght of sign (measurad from the surface grade of the land)
method of lllumination
slte plan depleting sign's location and setback from any right-of-way line

e & 4 ®©

Owner of Property; ,m/] A’ O’ﬂ m ‘{‘{U ﬂO l“f‘aﬂ @C%/bnl

Owner's Address: /0] :5[ dgd{gﬁ? Clty: _&ﬁ{’ﬂu:{ State: _m . Zip Gode: 4 8 oo (ﬂ
Ownet's Phone #_(4 ] 3 )9”??’ 300 owner's Fax#_(313) 2 0] 5B/
Slgnature of Owner;_ ﬁ?&\-\ Print Name: ___, §¢ 0 H’ (.. Qnolr




PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF NOTES
MISCELLANEOUS

ITEM 4

Petition 2015-08-SN-04 submitted by Huron Sign Company, on behalf of the Livonia
Family YMCA, requesting approval of a replacement ground sign with variable electronic
message board for the recreational facility at 14255 Stark Road, located on the west side
of Stark Road between Schoolcraft Road and Lyndon Avenue in the Southeast % of
Section 21.

August 25, 2015 Study Meeting:

Livonia Family Y is seeking approval to replace the facility’s main identification ground sign
with a new monument sign that incorporates a variable electronic message board. The
subject site is located on the west side of Stark Road between Schoolcraft Road and
Lyndon Avenue, and is zoned R-2, One Family Residential.

Signage for this type of use is regulated pursuant to Section 18.50E of the Zoning
Ordinance. Privately owned and operated community buildings in a single family zoning
district are permitted one (1) identification sign not to exceed six (6) square feet in sign
area and if erected as a ground sign, shall not exceed four feet (4’) in height and have a
minimum setback of twenty feet (20') from any right-of-way line.

On February 9, 2000, this site received site plan approval to construct an addition to the
Livonia Family YMCA. As part of the approval it was conditioned:

That no signs, either freestanding or wall mounted, are approved with this
petition; all such signage shall be separately submitted for review and
approval by the Planning Commission and City Council.

The existing sign measures fifty-six (56) square feet in area and is four feet eight inches
(4’-8") in height. It is located between the building and Stark Road, adjacent to the
northeast corner of the building, and set back approximately thirty feet (30’) back from the
sidewalk.

The proposed replacement sign measures seventy-one (71) square feet in area, which is
an increase of fifteen (15) square feet, or approximately 27%, over the existing sign. The
overall height of the new sign would be eight feet one inch (8’-1"). The variable electronic
message board essentially makes up the lower half of the sign, and measures two feet five
inches (2'-5") in height by eight feet three inches (8-3”) in length for a total area of
approximately twenty (20) square feet. Variable electronic message boards are not
allowed in an R-2 district. The proposed sign would be installed in the same general
location as the existing ground sign; however, it would be closer to the street. The new
sign is shown having a setback of fifteen feet (15’) from the sidewalk, and rather than
being oriented parallel to Stark Road, it would be perpendicular to the street. Because the
proposed sign is in excess of what the ordinance allows in terms of area and height
limitations, contains a deficient setback from the adjacent public thoroughfare, and
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contains a variable electronic message board where none is permitted, final approval will
require that variances be granted from the Zoning Board of Appeals.

Provided below is the language of Section 18.50H(o) of the Zoning Ordinance regulating
electronic message signs in commercial zoning districts. In general, the rules will allow,
when all other signs on the premises are brought into conformity, one-half (72) of the area
of an otherwise permitted monument sign to be in the form of a variable electronic
message sign. Each message/image must remain static for a period of not less than five
(5) seconds, and the time interval between messages cannot exceed one (1) second,
which must occur over the entire face of the sign.

Section 18.50H(o)

1. Any ground sign permitted under this Section 18.50H which (i) conforms to the terms of this Ordinance,
and (ii) pertains to a business, business center, and/or regional center as to which all other signage of
whatever type also conforms to this Ordinance, may include a variable electronic message sign covering
not more than fifty (50) percent of the area of the ground sign, provided that each individual message on
the sign shall remain in place for a minimum of five (5) seconds, any change of message is
accomplished within one (1) second, and any change shall occur simultaneously over the entire face of
the variable electronic message sign. Signs which constitute Nonconforming Uses under Section 18.17
of this Ordinance, or as to which variance(s) has/have been granted for sign size, height, location, or
number, must be eliminated or brought into conformity with all currently applicable ordinance limits prior
to the issuance of a variable electronic message sign permit for the business, business center, and/or
regional center to which such nonconforming sign(s) pertain(s).

2. No such sign may be oriented to face any residentially zoned property.

3. The intensity of the display on any variable electronic message sign shall not exceed the levels specified
in the chart below:

INTENSITY LEVEL (NITS)

COLOR DAYTIME NIGHTTIME
Red Only 3,150 1125
Green Only 6,300 2,250
Amber Only 4,690 1,675

Full Color 7,000 2,500

Prior to the issuance of a permit for a variable electronic message sign, applicant shall provide a written
certification from the sign manufacturer that the light intensity has been factory pre-set not to exceed the
levels specified in the chart above, and the intensity level is protected from end-user manipulation by
password-protected software or other method deemed appropriate by the Department. The characters
on any variable electronic message sign must be lighted against a darker or less luminous background.

4. The sign owner shall provide on the application for a permit for a variable electronic message sign
contact information for a person who is available to be contacted at any time and who is able to turn off
the variable electronic message sign promptly after a malfunction occurs. If the Department finds that a
variable electronic message sign has malfunctioned, the owner of the sign, within twenty-four (24) hours
of a request by the Department, shall correct the malfunction or power off the sign.
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Variable electronic message signs which do not comply with all of the provisions of this subsection (o) shall
not be permitted in any zoning district in the City.

September 1, 2015 Regular Meeting:

At the August 25" study session, the Planning Commission felt the proposed ground sign
was too large. It was pointed out that variable electronic message boards on commercial
signs are only permitted to be fifteen (15) square feet in area. It was suggested the area
and height of the sign be reduced.

Approving Resolution: That this request for a replacement ground sign for the Livonia
Family YMCA at 14255 Stark Road is hereby approved, subject to City Council approval
and the following conditions:

L,

That the ground sign shall be installed in accordance with the Sign Plan
submitted by Harmon Sign, as received by the Planning Commission on
August 14, 2015, except for the fact the total area of the sign, including a
fifteen (15) variable electronic message board, shall not exceed forty (40)
square feet, and the height of the sign shall not exceed six feet (6’);

That this approval is subject to the petitioner being granted a variance from the
Zoning Board of Appeals for excess signage and variable electronic message
board and any conditions related thereto; and

That any additional signage shall come back before the Planning Commission
and City Council for their review and approval.

Denying Resolution: That this request for a replacement ground sign for the Livonia
Family YMCA at 14255 Stark Road is denied for the following reasons:

1.

That the applicant has failed to comply with all the requirements outlined in
Section 18.50H of the Zoning Ordinance;

That the sign is in in excess of what the ordinance allows in terms of area and
height limitations, would be deficient in setback from the adjacent public
thoroughfare, and contains a variable electronic message board where none is
permitted;

That the applicant has not justified the need for a replacement ground sign of
this type, size and location, which is contrary to what the Zoning Ordinance
allows for this use; and

That approving this signage request would set an undesirable precedent for
the area and would not be aesthetically in the City’s best interest.



MINUTES OF THE 1,075™ PUBLIC HEARINGS AND REGULAR MEETING
HELD BY THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
OF THE CITY OF LIVONIA

On Tuesday, September 1, 2015, the City Planning Commission of the City of
Livonia held its 1,075" Public Hearings and Regular Meeting in the Livonia City
Hall, 33000 Civic Center Drive, Livonia, Michigan.

Mr. Lee Morrow, Chairman, called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

Members present: Scott P. Bahr Kathleen Mcintyre  R. L.ee Morrow
Carol A. Smiley Gerald Taylor

Members absent; lan Wilshaw

Mr. Mark Taormina, Planning Director, and Ms. Margie Watson, Program
Supervisor, were also present.

Chairman Morrow informed the audience that if a petition on tonight's agenda
involves a rezoning request, this Commission makes a recommendation to the
City Council who, in turn, will hold its own public hearing and make the final
determination as to whether a petition is approved or denied. The Planning
Commission hoids the only public hearing on a request for preliminary plat and/or
vacating petition. The Commission's recommendation is forwarded to the City
Council for the final determination as to whether a plat is accepted or rejected. If
a petition requesting a waiver of use or site plan approval is denied tonight, the
petitioner has ten days in which to appeal the decision, in writing, to the City
Council. Resolutions adopted by the City Planning Commission become effective
seven (7) days after the date of adoption. The Planning Commission and the
professional staff have reviewed each of these petitions upon their filing. The
staff has furnished the Commission with both approving and denying resclutions,
which the Commission may, or may not, use depending on the outcome of the
proceedings tonight.

ITEM#4 PETITION 2015-08-SN-04 LIVONIA YMCA

Ms. Smiley, Secretary, announced the next item on the agenda, Petition 2015-
08-SN-04 submitied by Huron Sign Company, on behalf of the
Livonia Family YMCA requesting approval of a replacement
ground sign with variable electronic message board for the
recreational facility at 14255 Stark Road, located on the west
side of Stark Road between Schoolcraft Road and Lyndon
Avenue in the Southeast 1/4 of Section 21.
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This is a request for a replacement ground sign for the Livonia
YMCA on Stark Road. The zoning of this property is R-2, One
Family Residential. Privately owned and operated community
buildings located in any residential district are restricted to a
single identification sign not to exceed 6 square feet, and if
erected as a ground sign, shall not exceed 4 feet in height and
shall be setback at least 20 feet from the right-of-way. The
YMCA currently has a monument sign. The sign has been on
the site now for a number of years. It totals 56 square feet
altogether, is 4’8" in height and is setback roughly 30 feet from
the right-of-way. Unfortunately, we don’t have any history
relative to the existing sign, and whether it received approval
from the Zoning Board of Appeals. It obviously exceeds what
the ordinance provides for this type of use. To replace this sign
with anything that is of equal size or even larger, as proposed, is
going to have to go the Zoning Board of Appeals for approval.
The proposed replacement sign is roughly 71 square feet in
size. Bear in mind when you look at this plan, the ground level
is that line just above the posts. The posts on the lower part of
the drawing represent the foundation for the sign and those are
below grade. The sign, as | indicated, is 71 square feet in total
size, representing an increase of about 15 square feet or 27
percent over the existing sign. lts height is 8'1". Certainly it's
taller and larger. Part of the reason for this is the fact that the
lower half of the sign includes a variable electronic message
board which measures roughly 2.5 feet in height by 83" in
length for a total area of 20 square feet. I'll just mention teo that
variable electronic message boards are not allowed in
residential zones regardless of the use. The proposed sign
would be installed in the same general location as the existing
ground sign. However, it would be slightly closer to the street. it
would be 15 feet versus 30 feet from the sidewalk. The sign is in
excess of the area and height limitations, and because it also
has a deficient setback from the adjacent public thoroughfare,
and it contains a variable electronic message board where none
is permitted, it would require Zoning Board of Appeals approval.
Mr. Chairman, there is no correspondence.

By ordinance, what is the required setback?

The setback requirement is 20 feet from the right-of-way.

And they are at 15 feet?

They are showing the new sign at 15 feet. That is correct. This

plan shows the proposed sign oriented in an east-west direction
perpendicular to the roadway as opposed to the existing sign
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which is setback slightly further and is oriented parallel to the
street.

Any questions of the Planning Director?

Mark, what is the square footage limit according to the
ordinance for a sign like this?

Only six square feet and that applies to privately owned and
operated community buildings.

| saw that and | just wanted to double check because you also
say "shall not exceed 4 feet in height.” I'm imagining a 4 foot
high sign at 6 square feet. So that is correct?

That is correct, and apparently we were unable to locate any
information regarding past approvals for that sign.

So whatever sign they have is going to need a variance.

Through the Chair to Mark. A question on clarification of Section
18.50H(0). About two thirds of the way down, “Signs which
constitute Nonconforming Uses under Section 18.17 of this
Ordinance, or as fo which variance(s) has/have been granted
for sign size, height, location, or number, must be eliminated or
brought into conformity with all currently applicable ordinance
limits prior to the issuance of a variable electronic message sign
permit for the business.” Does that mean that ali the other signs,
or does that mean that the sign that the electronic message is
going to be on has fo be conforming? I'm confused by this
language.

| can understand why you're confused. Number one, we
provided you with that language just to give you a point of
reference with how we regulate variance electronic message
boards in other zoning districts. Bear in mind, this type of sign is
not allowed in this particular district, but in those districts where
it is allowed, which are principally commercial districts, a
business is only allowed to have one of these signs where all
other signage on the site is in conformance with the ordinance.

Got it. So this is kind of like a double waiver kind of deal.

Well, yes, and we have had commercial businesses that go
before the Zoning Board of Appeals saying they'd still like to
have a variable electronic message board, with compelling
reasons why they can’t bring all the signage into conformity.
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So | think you just really honed in on my question, which | didn't
ask well. So the Zoning Board of Appeals can still grant a
variance, kind of superseding Section 18.50H(0)?

It's all subject to the Zoning Board of Appeals. That's correct.
Thank you.

The reason this is before you is, there was an addition
constructed to the YMCA back in 2000. With the approval of that
addition, there was a condition that effectively said any signage
has to come back before the Planning Commission and City
Council for approval. That is what triggered tonight's review of
this. It still has to go to Council. It still has to go to the Zoning
Board of Appeals regardless of what sign is approved.

Any other questions? Is the petitioner here this evening? We
will need your name and address for the record please.

Bill Short, Huron Sign Company, 663 S. Mansfield Street, Ypsilanti, Michigan

Mr. Morrow:

Mr. Short:

48197.

Thank you. Is there anything you'd like to add to what you've
heard so far?

Just a few comments | guess. My company is Huron Sign
Company and we're making all of the signs. There are ten Metro
Detroit YMCA’s. We're doing all of those. It's been kind of an
interesting experience for me because | really hadn’t had much
contact with the YMCA as | grew up. There was none in my
town. But in going around to every one of the ten over the last
couple months, I've been just compietely astonished about the
kind of vibrance and beehive of activities that they are, and also
the appreciation by their host communities. The YMCA’s are
non-profits. They are always looking for ways to increase
membership and participation, and the electronic signs have
proven to be an economical way to get the word out to the
public about their programs and events, such as open
enrollment, daycare availability, yoga classes, swimming
classes, on and on. All ten are getting new signs because
there’s a rebranding program nationwide which has been going
on for a couple of years with the YMCA USA. This sign kind of
represents a conformance or an extension of that rebranding
process. | might mention too that the sign, the graphics are the
only things that light up. The background is opaque and it is
dark at night. Many of these YMCA's, and [ don’t understand
why, but many of them are in R-zoned properties. This particular
property is ten acres. It's truly an exceptional situation in the
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City of Livonia and the neighborhood is pretty exceptional too.
At night, softball is going on and ice skating and picnics and
whatever. So it's really an interesting situation. | guess that's
really all | have to say. 1 also realized, | might mention too, that |
got kind of a heads up from Planning that you thought the sign
was too big and | guess I understand. [ also understand that |
have to come away from here with some kind of an approval for
us to move forward. So we've downsized our request if | can
present it.

Let me just ask one question. Before you designed the sign, did
you visit our Sign Ordinance o see what was allowed?

Yes.

Because | counted at least three variances from our Sign
Ordinance, setback, height, square foot and an electronic sign
in a zoning district that’s not permitted.

I am aware of that. First of all, it's my mission to do this. It's part
of my agreement with the Y to attempt to get their signs where
they want them and the stature that they want them. | truly think
that this is a great exception because of the size of land, the
type of neighborhood.

Ultimately, this is going to have to be approved by the Zoning
Board of Appeals.

| understand.

In other words, for lack of a better way to say it, the Planning
Commission initiates all petitions and it's sometimes very
difficult, particularly with a number of variances to our
ordinance, to approve them. But this is only your first stop and |
don’t know how the rest of the Commission feels. We’'ll find that
out before the night is over. Let me see if there are any
questions.

I could understand if you wanted to put this larger sign on a mile
road, but this is Stark Road. There’s not that much traffic and it's
slow traffic that goes down there. So | wish you would just get
more realistic on the size of the sign. | can understand why
everybody wants these electronic signs now. It's good
advertising, but we've got to get more realistic on the size and
the setback in order to make it work. Thank you.

Are you telling us that this is a sign that is at ail ten communities
where you're putting up the new sign?
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Oh, no. There are four proposed like this, and frankly none have
been approved yet, except Farmington Hills.

| would repeat what Commissioner Taylor said. | think it's 25 or
30 miles an hour on that street, so they definitely have time to
read anything without it flashing. There’s also homes across the
street. | understand why you need to change it because it was
like flush up against the building which | never really
understood. | mean if anything, it should be perpendicular as
opposed to parallel. But there are homes in there. Unless | was
going to the Y, there would be no reason for me to ever be on
Stark Road. I'm past where | have junior high kids. There's a
junior high there, but | find it to be a lot. In fact, way too much,
but we’ll look at your new dimensions. Thank you.

The sign that was passed out. What is the square footage of this
one?

It depends on how you measure if, but keeping in mind that just
the Y in the YMCA, you have a seven by . . .

So this is 36 square feet?
Yes. It's computed there. Sure.

So that's roughly half the size of the one that you presented
initially.

Yes.
Does the setback remain at 15 feet?

We're certainly . . . if 20 is what you allow, maybe we could at
least get rid of one variance.

Twenty feet is the aliowable setback. That would remove one
variance if you go 20 feet.

Well, if that helps, Il do it.

Then of course being in a residential zoning district. [t looks like
you've come a long way. You've cut it in half. Does the
Commission have any questions on the sign that he just
presented? Any comments?

[ think this is a much more reasonable sign, and looking at the
facts and we understand we don't know if this was ever really



Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.
Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Morrow:

Taormina:

Morrow:

Bahr:

Morrow:

Bahr:

Morrow:

. Mclntyre:

Short:

Taormina:

Morrow:

September 1, 2015

approved — that's close to a 60 foot sign, right — 5 feet by 12
feet? I’'m very comfortable with this new configuration.

Also, just looking at my notes here, | see that this 36.24 square
feet is actually quite a bit smaller than the existing sign, which if
my notes are correct, the current one is 56 square feet. Is that
what you said, Mark?

Correct.

So he'’s dropped the size down. It's something a little more we
can work with.

I’'m comfortable with this sign. This is a unigue area over here
where it's not a highly traveled road and it's technically a
residential area, but residential homes are not across the street
from this. It's not going to bother anybody. It's parks over there.
There may not be a lot of traffic, but that’s all the more reason
why | guess | don’t have an issue with them having an electronic
sign like this. Stevenson High School has one. The Rec Center
has one. A number of places have them, and this is going to be
less intrusive on surrounding neighborhoods than what that
was. So [ think if we go with a 20 foot setback, there’s no issue
with this.

Ultimately, it will still have to go to the Zoning Board of Appeals.
There is legally an issue. | don’t have an issue.

We're frying to get it to something that maybe we can
recommend.

Just one additional thing. 1 think the electronic signs, I'm not the
biggest fans of them, but [ think done well, they can actually
look better than when you have a lot of temporary plastic
signage up that say’s "kid’s day today.” There’s no way to put
this in the language that the Y, instead of using those temporary
plastic signs that don't fook very good, would use this as the
primary means of communicating their special events or
community activities.

I'll pass that along.

Would this Commission like to discuss the times of operation of
the variable electronic message board?

Let's see. Do you have any idea of when this electronic
message board would be running?
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Well, when | heard the gentleman before me being questioned
that way, | called my contact at the Y. They open at 5:00 a.m.
and close at 10:00 p.m. Monday through Friday; open at 5:00
a.m. and close at 6:00 p.m. on Saturday and Sunday. They'd
like to have it on when they're open, but they're flexible. If you
think it ought to be turned off before they close, they’re flexible.

So the hours they said at 5:00 in the morning untit did you say
10:00 p.m.?

Ten at night.

Then Saturday and Sunday, 5:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m."?

Until 6:00 p.m. Yes.

Okay. I'm glad you were listening and got on the phone.

| guess I'll go through the Chair to Mark, but maybe somebody
else can answer the question if Mark doesn’t know it. A place
like Stevenson High School or the Rec Center, did they have
time limits on their signs?

No, but those did not go through this type of approval.

| understand, and | don’t have a strong opinion either way. With
my comments earlier, this being at a place that pretty much the
people that are going to see the sign are the people going to the
Y, | don't have a strong opinion either way. | don’t think there’s a
burning need to put restrictions on the time.

So what you're saying is the 5:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. . ..

Five to 10:00 p.m. would be totally fine with me.

And reductions on Saturday and Sunday.

Five to 6:00 p.m.

Schoolcraft and the public schools, they do their thing. We don't
even see those. They just appear like magic.

They do what they want to do. Let’s put it that way.
Is there anything else you want to say, sir?

I don’'t want to screw it up.
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Is there anybody in the audience that wishes to speak for or
against the granting of this petition? Seeing no one coming
forward, a motion would be in order.

On a motion by Bahr, seconded by Mclntyre, and unanimously adopted, it was

#09-59-2015

Mr. Morrow:

Mr. Taormina:

Mr. Bahr:

Mr. Taormina:

Mr. Morrow:

Mr. Taormina:

Mr. Bahr:

Ms. Smiley:

RESOLVED, that the City Planning Commission does hereby
recommend to the City Council that Petition 2015-08-SN-04
submitted by Huron Sign Company, on behalf of the Livonia
Family YMCA requesting approval of a replacement ground sign

with

variable electronic message board for the recreational

facility at 14255 Stark Road, located on the west side of Stark
Road between Schoolcraft Road and Lyndon Avenue in the
Southeast 1/4 of Section 21, be approved subject to the
following conditions:

1.

That the ground sign shall be installed in accordance with
the Sign Plan submitted by Huron Sign Company, as
received by the Planning Commission on September 1,
2015;

That this approval is subject to the petitioner being granted
a variance from the Zoning Board of Appeals for excess
signage and the inclusion of a variable electronic message
board as illustrated on the above-referenced Sign Plan and
any conditions related thereto; and

That any additional signage shall come back before the
Planning Commission and City Council for their review and
approval.

Is there any discussion?

The dimensions of the sign have been changed.

That’'s been changed?

Yes.

We'll let the staff come up with the actual numbers based on
this plan. They only have a 36 square foot sign.

Did that include the limitation of hours?

| didn’t include it.

Do you want to include it? Kathleen, do you want to include it.
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Mr. Morrow: We won't speak to it as we did on the prior one. We'll leave that
up to the Zoning Board of Appeals, which will ultimately make
the decision. So you can present those hours to them or
whatever you want at that time. We're leaving that in the Zoning
Board of Appeals hands.

Mr. Short: Thank you.

Mr. Morrow, Chairman, declared the motion is carried and the foregoing
resolution adopted. H will go on to City Council with an

approving resolution.



LETTER TO THE LIVONIA CITY COUNCIL 4.

Council Office

Viors April 27, 2023
MEETING DATE PREPARED BY
LE051723/R060523 Sara Kasprowicz, Council Office Manager,

AGENDA ITEM

Subject matter of the demolition of blighted residential and commercial properties. (CR 110-23)

BACKGROUND DETAILS

At the Regular Meeting of April 10, 2023, on a motion by Councilmember Donovic, supported by
Vice President Toy, and unanimously adopted, it was:

CR 110-23 RESOLVED, that upon the motion by Councilmember Rob Donovic, seconded by
Council Vice President Laura Toy, at the Regular Meeting held April 10, 2023, the Council does
hereby refer the subject matter of the demolition of blighted residential and commercial properties to
the Law and Education Committee for its report and recommendation.

PREFERRED COUNCIL RECOMMENDATION/RESOLUTION (Please complete this field. Attachments are not to
be used in lieu of the recommendation)

To discuss the subject matter of the demolition of blighted residential and commercial properties.

ATTACHMENTS

1.  LE051723 Westland Ordinance Blighted Buildings
2. R041023 Subject matter of demo of blighted residential and comm properties CR 110-23

APPROVED BY




From: Donovic, Rob

To: Bernier, Paul A.; Hanna, Jerome; Kasprowicz, Sara; Morgan, Scott
Subject: Westland Ordinance Blighted Buildings
Date: Monday, April 10, 2023 7:17:29 PM

Good evening,
Attached is Westland’s ordinance for the blight bill they passed last year.

I asked for this item to be placed in Mr. Morgan’s committee, Law and Education. Hopefully
we can do something in May.

https://library.municode.com/mi/westland/codes/code of ordinances?
nodeld=PTIICOOR_CH22BUBURE_ARTIIBUCO_DIV3COANIGOR

Thank you

Rob Gjonaj Donovic
Council Member

Clty of Livonia | City Council
(734) 466-2254
rdonovic@livonia.gov
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Regular Meeting Minutes of April 10, 2023

On a motion by Councilmember Donovic, supported by Vice President Toy, and
unanimously adopted, it was:

#110-23 RESOLVED, that upon the motion by Councilmember Rob Donovic,
seconded by Council Vice President Laura Toy, at the Regular Meeting held
April 10, 2023, the Council does hereby refer the subject matter of the
demolition of blighted residential and commercial properties to the Law and
Education Committee for its report and recommendation.

RESOLUTION REQUSTED OF R. DONOVIC (Regular Meeting of April 10, 2023) |

Motion: Donovic

Second: Toy

Ayes: Donovic, McCullough, Mcintyre, Toy, Bahr, Jolly
Nays: None

Absent: Morgan



	CITY COUNCIL LAW AND EDUCATION COMMITTEE MEETING OF MAY 17, 2023
	 AGENDA ITEM(S)
	1. Subject matter to amend the Livonia Code of Ords - Leash Law (CR 177-05)
	S041805 Dog Leash Law (Sarah Burns, Liv Code of Ords 6.04 and 12.20.110) CR 177-05

	2. The subject of the regulation of veterinary hospitals (CR 294-14)
	R100614  Subject matter of the regulation of vet hospitals to LE - CR 294-14

	3. The subject of Sign Permit Application, Petition 2015-08-SN-04 (CR 317-15)
	S092115 Subject matter of Pet 2015-08-SN-04 (Huron Sign Co - Livonia Family YMCA, 14255 Stark) CR  317-15

	4. Subject matter of the demolition of blighted residential and commercial properties (CR 110-23)
	LE051723 Westland Ordinance Blighted Buildings
	R041023 Subject matter of demo of blighted residential and comm properties CR 110-23
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