
Animal Cruelty Task- Force 
Monday, August 22, 2016 

 
Shaun Gillilland - Chairman 
 
Chairman Gillilland called the Animal Cruelty Task Force to order at 9:00 am with the following 
members in attendance: Bonnie MacLeod, Dan Manning, Kristy Sprague, Jessica Hartley, 
David Reynolds Tam Mrose, Shaun Gillillland, Diane Dodd and Sharon Boisen. Charlie 
Harrington, Juliann Beatty, Deputy Robert Rice, George King and Richard Cutting were absent. 
Carol Muller, Jim Monty, Bill Ferebee and Michael Tyler had been previously excused. 
 
Also present: Dina Garvey. 
 
GILLILLAND: I’ll call this Animal Cruelty Task Force to order. We put the local law on hold; 
tabled the measure to make some corrections; which Bonnie has done here and these are the 
alternations; I guess Bonnie that you put in, in the blue; is that correct?  
 
MACLEOD: Yeah, let me give you some background on it.  
 
GILLILLAND: Before we go into it; real quick. The reason; one of the reasons is; I just wanted to 
have this meeting before we go back forward again, just to make sure that 1) the Task Force; 
that we’re all on the sane sheet of music. My informal polling; just asking around the Board; right 
now I think we’re probably less than 50/50 chance of getting it passed as it was written before. 
So, we need to tee it back up and see when it goes. But there were some questions on the 
square footage and things like that that need to be addressed. You can just give us a synopsis.  
 
MACLEOD: Yeah, let me say first that you know due to the questions regarding enforcement; 
we met with Dave; who by the way has to leave at 9:45 today.  
 
GILLILLAND: We’ll be done.  
 
MACLEOD: Okay, Dave, Kristy, Sheriff Cutting and myself and then Jessica we brought you 
into it afterwards, met and hammered out these amendments based on the question of 
enforceability and some of the other issues that were raised. 
So, this is not; I don’t want this represented as my revisions. They are our revisions. So, 
basically what we did was we left the 4 hours in, but it doesn’t matter whether you’re outside 
with the dog or inside your house. So, it’s 4 hour limit on tethering to a fixed point.  
It’s still 10 hours on the run or in an enclosure. We dropped the enclosure down from 150 to 100 
square feet. And I found; I looked to see what the standard sizes were available at Lowe’s, 
because I know that one of the supervisors has alluded to that and there is a 10x10 foot kennel 
available for $229.00; ready in a box from Lowe’s. So, that’s a standard size.  
I added some definitions for livestock guardian dogs, sled dogs, hunting dog. We; between the 
hours of 10:00 and 6:00; you know those are the requirements as I just stated and then from 
10:00 to 6:00 at night this was also a point of contention and what we came up with. Again 
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keeping in mind enforceability; was that you could let your dog at for 1 hour at night. You know 
this is like, what if my dog has to go out in the middle of the night? Fine your dog can go out; up 
to 1 hour, either on a tether, on a run, or in a kennel. We exempted livestock guardians from 
that, sled dogs and hunting dogs.  
What else? And we added on and Dan you will have to weigh in on this and Kristy. On next to 
the last page, so under penalties for C; for a third and subsequent violation, we added a 
prohibition on future dog ownership. I mean, I think for somebody to actually get to the point.  
 
MANNING: I don’t know how you’re going to be able to do that really.  
 
MROSE: I don’t know why you want to do that?  
 
MACLEOD: Well, one person at a time, please.  
 
MANNING: Legally… 
 
MACLEOD: You don’t think so?  
 
MANNING: No 
 
MACLEOD: So 
 
MANNING: Good idea 
 
MACLEOD: Yeah, it is a good idea.  
Okay, so I think that is the; those are the changes.  
 
GILLILLAND: Okay 
 
MACLEOD: We left all of the design requirements in place for the restraint and for the overhead 
run.  
Let me see; is there anything else? I think that is it.  
 
HARTLEY: Can you explain the; where was it? I saw it in a couple of places. On the 1 hour 
restriction; after an initial observation of the dog in that location, then there shall be a rebuttable 
presumption; can you just explain that?  
 
MANNING: No way with that.  
 
MACLEOD:  Take it out?  
 
MANNING: Yeah 
 
MACLEOD: This was used in another; this was recommended by the Humane Society.  
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Did you say no to that, Dan?  
 
MANNING: Yeah, first of all if you’re to apply any portion of the criminal penalties on this there’s 
no such thing as a rebuttable presumption in the criminal law.  
 
MACLEOD: Okay 
 
MANNING: I mean you’ve got to prove everything beyond a reasonable doubt and you can’t just 
assume that something happened.  
 
MACLEOD: Okay 
 
MANNING: And then it’s just in this context... 
 
MACLEOD: We’ll just take it out.  
 
MANNING: Again, it’s a good idea, but I don’t know how Kristy feels?  
 
SPRAGUE: Yeah, I agree. Because it’s like you said I have to prove it; one way or the other and 
it has to be beyond a reasonable doubt. There can be a rebuttable assumption on the defense 
part. I mean they can rebut anything we say or if they present a defense we can put a rebuttal 
witness to say otherwise. So, that is all proof-wise anyways.  
 
MACLEOD: No, I defer it to you on that. This was recommended and I put it in. We’ll just take it 
out.  
 
GILLILLAND: Alright? Comments from anybody; just one at time, please. We don’t want to get 
into a debate.  
 
MROSE: May I? 
 
GILLILLAND: Yes, you may.  
 
MROSE: The Board is aware that animals tied to a stationary object outside for extended 
periods of time are also frequently victims of our forms of neglect or insufficient food, water, 
adequate… 
This is so much easier to deal with than telling people that they can’t put their dogs on a chain. 
I’ve got proof galore. I can give you all the proof that you need that stationary chaining is not 
detrimental to the health and welfare of the dog, but is considered by some of the foremost 
experts on behavior in this Country as being preferable to kenneling.  
That being said if we need to identify people who are breaking the law by actually neglecting or 
being cruel to their animals; walking up to the door, handing them a bag of dog food, smiling at 
them, looking at them, helping them, handing them a chain to put their dog on, handing them a 
bag of dog food, a box of kitty litter, biscuits or whatever and then coming back in a month to 
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see if we made a difference is going to identify problems faster than criminalizing normal, 
natural behavior. This is a rural county and people always tied their dogs. I tie my dogs. They’re 
not subjected to any abuse by being tied. The tie itself does not abuse.  
 
MANNING: This doesn’t prevent tying.  
 
SPRAGUE: Right 
 
MANNING: Or tethering, it regulates it.  
 
SPRAGUE: It regulates it.  
 
MACLEOD: It regulates it.  
 
MROSE: It regulates it unnecessarily. It’s restrictive.  
 
HARTLEY: That’s one person’s opinion.  
 
GILLILLAND: We aren’t having a debate.  
 
MROSE: I can give you; I can site what I am talking about.  
 
MACLEOD: Okay, you have made your point Tammy.  
 
MROSE: My point has been made.  
 
MANNING: Are those all the articles that someone sent?  
 
MROSE: That was me.  
 
MACLEOD: And I have a rebuttal for all those.  
 
MANNING: I read them quickly and they all said, they all or most of them anyway said that 
tethering is okay and this is how you do it.  
 
MACLEOD: Yeah, we’re talking about regulating tethering.  
 
GILLILLAND: Okay, let’s go to the points and one of the points in here and I can tell you, it’s 
going to be a hard to make and it may sink this thing is that 1 hour between 10:00 and 6:00. It’s 
going to sink it. You’ve got shift workers. You’ve got people who are night owls; 10:00 to 6:00, 1 
hour is not going to happen. It’s not going to work. It’s going to be an excuse for people calling 
in on barking dogs. I’m being perfectly objective here.  
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SPRAGUE: And the whole enforcement issue and that’s what we had worked out with law 
enforcement, because of that enforcement impossibility issue that we faced the last meeting. 
So, that was a compromise that we made based upon their ability to actually enforce it.  
 
GILLILLAND: For 1 hour?  
 
MACLEOD: All of the, most of the; well Jessica you can talk to this; the reason for the 1 hour 
limitation. The 1 hour time period. The best way to regulate tethering is by time period as 
opposed, by specific this hour to that hour. As opposed to length of time.  
 
GILLILLAND: Well I can tell you, I will vote against this if that stays in there and that comes back 
from my constituents. You’re going to have to; I don’t know if Mike has an opinion on this right 
now, but I mean that is a very hard point. It was a hard point in the old one, the other one, but 
what I hear a lot about is that 1 hour. I don’t mind you putting out maximum number of hours 
and things like that, but I’m telling you.  
 
DODD: So, what do you suggest as reasonable?  
 
GILLILLAND: I would say it’s a standard number of hours. I mean you’re telling people how to 
behave and the law is not to tell people.  
 
BOISEN: Would the hours between midnight and 6:00 am or midnight and 5:00 am? Those 
hours are more likely people are sleeping.  
 
GILLILLAND: This is not a dog barking law. This is a tethering law.  
 
BOISEN: Right that is the time that more people are less likely to be leaving their dog out and 
being unattentive to them. They’re more likely to just be the dogs that are left out.  
 
HARTLEY:  What if we make it consistent with the daytime hours?  
 
GILLILLAND: To me that’s fine. You make it consistent with the daytime hours; that’s fine.  
 
HARTLEY: So, say that they can’t be tied out for more than a 4 hour period in either 12 hour; 
either between the hours of 6:00 am and 10:00 pm to the hours of 10:00 pm and 6:00 am.  
 
BOISEN: Well that’s all day. I mean just ever. They can never be; you mean?  
 
MACLEOD: No 
 
HARTLEY: So, those two 12 hour periods would be discrete and they can’t be out.  
 
MACLEOD: Well, they’re not two 12 hour periods.  
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BOISEN: No, it’s a 24 hour period.  
 
HARTLEY: Well right, but.  
 
MACLEOD: 10:00 to 6:00 is an 8 hour period. So, that’s most of the night.  
 
HARTLEY: Right 
 
MACLEOD: That’s ½ of the night.  
 
HARTLEY: Right, right 
 
BOISEN: You were hoping; I am guessing to get dogs in at night?  
 
HARTLEY: Or at least not have them, the goal of this is to not have them tied out for 24 hours at 
time. So, I think there’s where we need to start and we need to work backwards from there.  
 
MACLEOD: Right, that’s what we’re trying to do and the reason for the 10:00 to 6:00 originally 
without the 1 hour allowance was because that’s clear cut easy to enforce and if there’s any 
questions about was it 4 hours, was it 3 hours, was it 6 hours, was it 1 hour that there is this 
clear time period that we know for sure that that dog is not going to be tied out for 24 hours. So, 
that’s the rational for it, Shaun. I’m not challenging the fact that you’re getting feedback and I 
understand that you won’t support it. I am just telling you that’s the reasoning.  
 
BOISEN: If you narrowed the window? 
 
GILLILLAND: What you’re trying to do is regulate people’s behavior and how they take care of 
their dogs and stuff like that by saying at night you have to be in the house asleep and it’s just; 
you know you’re not going after the humaneness and everything like that. You’re telling them 1 
hour during the night or several hours during the day and you’re really getting into their 
backyard on this and that won’t fly.  
 
SPRAGUE: That’s the purpose of having a law; we are regulating people.  
 
MACLEOD: People have to wear seatbelts, they can’t drive while they’re drinking.  
 
SPRAGUE: Yeah, I get what you’re saying Shaun and I know there’s some personal issues with 
everybody. I tie my dog out, but leaving a dog outside at night, unprotected is not safe for them 
either.  
 
GILLILLAND: I understand, but… 
 
SPRAGUE: So, if I have a dog and leaving him out in the middle of the woods where I live, all 
night with coyotes, everything else out there, that’s a dangerous thing.  
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GILLILLAND: We should approach it from not having them out there for 24 hours or a maximum 
time limit out there day or night.  
 
SPRAGUE: Right, but this is a whole… 
 
GILLILLAND: In this one here what you’re saying, okay they’re tying them up for 4 hours, but 
you can only have them out for 1 hour at night.  
 
MACLEOD: Because it’s less safe at night.  
 
GILLILLAND: You have people that come home from work at 11:00 at night.  
 
SPRAGUE: I know that and I know that.  
 
MACLEOD: So, when you come home at 11:00 at night you can let your dog out for an hour.  
 
SPRAGUE: For an hour.  
 
GILLILLAND: For 1 hour? See you’re; I guess I’m not sure why you don’t understand this. 
You’re coming in and telling someone how to behave in his own house. 
 
MACLEOD: Not in their own house.  
 
GILLILLAND: Yeah, you are. You’re trying to protect the animals and I understand that now 
you’re infringing upon their freedoms; okay? Without actually saying; what you’re trying to do is 
stop somebody from keeping their dogs out for 24 hours, but you are telling me that they can 
only keep them out for an hour at night. That is too invasive.  
 
BOISEN: If you narrowed that window from midnight to 5:00; would that make you more 
comfortable?  
 
GILLILLAND: No 
 
BOISEN: Because?  
 
GILLILLAND: Okay, if you want to leave it in there, but you are going to lose this argument like 
this. I can guarantee you’re going to lose it.  
 
SPRAGUE: Then we lose it. I mean we either put it to the Board or we don’t or we put it to the 
public or we don’t.  
 
GILLILLAND: What’s the maximum during the day?  
 
HARTLEY: 4 hours 
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GILLILLAND: Than make it 4 hours.  
 
SPRAGUE: So, 4 hours is 4 hours; 4 hours at night, 4 hours during the day.  
 
HARTLEY: And how do we define those time periods is the question?  
 
GILLILLAND: Maximum of 4 hours in a 24 hour period.  
 
HARTLEY: Then we get into the issue that it’s unenforceable; which is the whole point.  
 
MACLEOD: Shaun, you are saying 4 hours in a 24 hour period?  
 
GILLILLAND: No, I am saying 4 hours at a thing. If 4 hours is the maximum you can have it 
tethered without either bringing it in or changing its status.  
 
BOISEN: No matter what time of day it is? 
 
GILLILLAND: No matter what time of day it is.  
 
HARTLEY: So, you could tether your dog for 4 hours, bring it in for 10 minutes and then put it 
back out for another 4 hours?  
 
GILLILLAND: What’s the difference there? You tether your dog for an hour and walk it around 
the yard and put it back on for an hour.  
 
HARTLEY: Because under the way it’s written now, you wouldn’t be allowed to do that and the 
dog couldn’t be out for 24 hours.  
 
MROSE: So, no outside dogs ever again?  
 
HARTLEY: No, that’s what we’re saying.  
 
BOISEN: Work dogs are excluded; livestock, sled dog, hunting dogs.  
 
MROSE: No outside pets?  
 
GILLILLAND: I don’t think that’s what they’re saying Tammy.  
 
MROSE: I just want a clarification.  
 
GILLILLAND: They’re trying to at night only for 1 hour.  
 
BOISEN: And this is tethered? If the dog is out and it is not tethered… 
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MACLEOD: Shaun, what are you suggesting as an alternative, because I’m not understanding?  
 
GILLILLAND: You’re saying that during the daytime it’s a 4 hour maximum?  
 
MACLEOD: Right 
 
GILLILLAND: Before you have to change the status of the animal?  
 
MACLEOD: Right 
 
GILLILLAND: Why are you making the distinction between nighttime and daytime; I guess is the 
question? So, you told me you made the distinction, because you don’t want dogs out there for 
24 hours; understandable. So, why don’t you just make it a standard 4 hour?  
 
MACLEOD: The reason we had the timeframe from 10:00 to 6:00 was because at 10:00 to 6:00 
dogs are more likely to be unattended. People are more likely to be sleeping from 10:00 to 6:00 
and not watching their dog. They’re more vulnerable from 10:00 to 6:00. 
 
GILLILLAND: So, what you’re exercising is pre-restraint here?  
 
MACLEOD: I’m sorry 
 
GILLILLAND: You’re exercising pre-restraint and telling people to behave in a different manner 
than is not even over the time period. I mean you’re assuming if a person puts an animal out at 
night that they’re a bad keeper.  
 
SPRAGUE: No 
 
MACLEOD: No 
 
GILLILLAND: Yes, because you’re regulating the 1 hour; 1 hour.  
 
SPRAGUE: But, if they’re in a kennel; right?  
 
DODD: They are allowed in be in a pen with a doghouse?  
 
BOISEN: It’s just a tether?  
 
SPRAGUE: Right, it’s just a tethered to a fixed, stationary.  
 
MACLEOD: No, it’s not just a tether. 
 
BOISEN: It’s constraint; under any constraint?  
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DODD: Are they allowed to be out in a pen with a doghouse?  
 
MACLEOD: The way it’s written now, no.  
 
SPRAGUE: So, put it.  
 
MACLEOD: We can put that in there.  
 
SPRAGUE: Because then they’re protected. We had this conversation when we were doing the 
whole vulnerability issue with the dog.  
 
MROSE: Why is a pen better than a tether?  
 
SPRAGUE: It protects them from other animals.  
 
MACLEOD: Yes 
 
SPRAGUE: And freedom 
 
MROSE: I disagree 
 
GILLILLAND: That is going to be your hard point.  
 
HARTLEY: So, what do you suggest? I am unclear too on what you’re specifically suggesting.  
 
GILLILLAND: A single standard.  
 
MACLEOD: What would you rather see in here? 
 
GILLILLAND: A single standard; if it’s 4 hours, its 4 hours.  
 
MACLEOD: So, it’s 4 hours?  
 
GILLILLAND: You’re saying when people are supposed to be asleep they’re not supposed to 
have a dog out; well people may not be asleep.  
 
HARTLEY: Right, so I guess I’m not clear. So, 4 hours is 4 hours, but we’re not talking 4 hours 
in a 24 hour time period. We’re talking 4 hours at night.  
 
GILLILLAND: Or day 
 
SPRAGUE: So, you are saying 4 hours period?  
 
GILLILLAND: What does it say for daytime?  
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SPRAGUE: Its 4 hours.  
 
GILLILLAND: So, why are you distinguishing between sun up and sun down? 
 
HARTLEY: So, are you saying 4 hours in a 24 hour time period?  
 
GILLILLAND: No, I am not saying that. Are you saying here it would only 4 hours in a 24 hour 
period?  
 
SPRAGUE: He’s saying 8. 
 
HARTLEY: So, you’re saying 8? 
 
GILLILLAND: You’re saying a dog can only be tethered to fixed point for 4 hours in a 24 hour 
period right now? Or 5 hours 
 
SPRAGUE: 5 hours 
 
DODD: Yes 
 
GILLILLAND: okay 
 
MACLEOD: That’s what we’re saying. We’re not saying that about a run. We’re not saying that 
about a kennel. We’re saying that about a fixed point.  
 
MROSE: A fixed point is safer.  
 
MACLEOD: If we increase it to; if we change the time period so that it’s 6:00 to 6:00 and 6:00 to 
6:00?  
 
GILLILLAND: I don’t know why you’re stuck on the 6:00 to 6:00 and I also think 5 hours 
maximum during the day to be tethered is way too restrictive. 
 
HARTLEY: I’m so confused.   
 
GILLILLAND: If you’re trying to protect the animal, you don’t want them 24 hours, but okay. 
You’re going to shoot this down.  
 
SPRAGUE: Well there’s no way to enforce it.  
 
HARTLEY: Well, that’s not helpful Shaun to be told that we’re going to shoot this down and not 
come up with any solution.  
 
GILLILLAND: You really think 5 hours a day as the maximum without… 
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HARTLEY: No, no, no. So, the dog can be out on an overhead run or in a kennel for up to 10 
hours per day; 10 hour per day. A fixed point, they can only be out there for 4 hours during the 
day. There is a distinction between tying them to a stationary object versus tying them to an 
overhead run or being outside in an enclosed kennel. The outside and enclosed kennel we 
allow for people to go to work and leave their dogs out the whole time.  
 
GILLILLAND: On a run?  
 
HARTLEY: Okay 
 
REYNOLDS: If they’re an 8 hour employee. My only issue with that is our people all work 12 
hours and I brought that up the other day. So, I mean it’s an enforcement issue; as long as 
they’re taking care of the dog we aren’t going to bother them.  
 
HARTLEY: Exactly, discretion.  
 
REYNOLDS: My only concern is we’re going to get a lot of phone calls from people that want us 
to enforce something that is written in rock, but may not be enforceable.  
 
BOISEN: Can you put a discretionary disclaimer in the law?  
 
REYNOLDS: Well there is discretion in every law. We’re not going to arrest you if your dog is in 
perfect health.  
 
BOISEN: Even if it’s there for 10 hours and the law says 8?  
 
REYNOLDS: 14 hours, 16 hours.  
 
BOISEN: But, how to get people to understand that.  
 
MACLEOD: I mean I guess… 
 
GILLILLAND: I mean if your objective is to no longer have a maximum of 5 hours during a 24 
hour period, I think you should just say that.  
 
SPRAGUE: On a fixed point, is what you’re saying?  
 
GILLILLAND: If that is your objective is and you have reasons to say it then do it. I would object 
to saying you can do it 4 hours during the day, but at night you can only do 1 hour. Then you 
have problems. We’ll have a fight with the 5 hours in the first place, but you’re saying 1 hour at 
night and stuff like that.  
 
SPRAGUE: I know, but the problem with any law; our goal is to not have them out for 24 hours. 
So, you could write a law saying, okay you can’t have your animal out for 24 hours. You have to 
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bring them in for at least an hour a day. How do you enforce that? That means that would have 
to sit there for 23 hours. That’s the problem and so the issue is enforceability. So, we go back to 
the table with law enforcement, rewrite it and now we have an entirely different issue. So, I 
guess we need to figure out if; number one, if this is even feasible, because it seems like there’s 
a lot of negativity towards it in the first place.  
 
GILLILLAND: There is a lot of negativity in the County.  
 
SPRAGUE: And to be honest with you I have a lot of other things that I could be working on that 
I don’t need to sit here and rehash this over and over again. So, if we’re saying from a task force 
point we don’t want this law; then let’s just put it out there, because we’re wasting a lot of 
people’s time. If it’s something about enforceability; that was brought to our issue. We fixed that, 
so now that’s not good enough, so now we’re going right back to the start block of why we have 
this law in the first place.  
 
GILLILLAND: I am not going back to the starting block.  
 
SPRAGUE: We are 
 
GILLILLAND: No, we aren’t, I am sitting here; you’re writing this thing with no having a fixed 
point; you say a maximum of 5 hours; understandable. But then you’re saying 4 hours during 
the daylight, but you’re limited to 1 hour at night.  
 
SPRAGUE: For good reasons. I guess is the point. For good reasons. So, now we’re going to 
say we’re going to throw all that good reasoning out the window; all the studies that have been 
done and now we’re just going to discretionary say; okay 4 hours. Which doesn’t make a 
difference; why did we change it from 1 hour to 4 hours? I can’t explain that. I mean the studies 
are at night is when they’re most vulnerable.  
 
GILLILLAND: If that’s the way you want to tee it up; we’ll tee it up that way.  
 
SPRAGUE: I don’t want to tee it up anyway. I would rather not waste our time.  
 
HARTLEY: We want to put something forward that we think has a shot at getting passed.  
 
GILLILLAND: And that’s what I am giving my opinion on.  
 
HARTLEY: I know, but we’re not coming up with any solutions.  
 
GILLILLAND: 5 hour maximum in a 24 period.  
 
SPRAGUE: On a fixed?  
 
GILLILLAND: Yes 



Animal Cruelty Task Force 
Monday, August 22, 2016  14 
 
SPRAGUE: You’re got to be very clear.  
 
GILLILLAND: That’s what we’re talking about is a fixed point.  
 
SPRAGUE: 5 hours regardless of what time period, is what you’re saying? So, if you choose to 
have them for 5 hours during the day then you’re screwed at night? If you have them out at 
night, then you’re screwed during the day?  
 
 GILLILLAND: What if you want to put them out for 2 hours at night? You’re screwed.  
 
SPRAGUE: No, we can do a 4 hour, 5 hour during the day, 5 hour at night, 4 hour during the 
day, 4 hour at night. I don’t understand how we’re going to; everybody’s schedules are different. 
Nobody works the same shift. Nobody works the same time periods. We have to come up with a 
plan of time periods. That’s the problem. You’re not going to be able to maneuver a law to fit 
everybody’s schedule and no law is set up that way.  
 
MACLEOD: That’s the point.  
 
DODD: So, do you want to say 4 hours in any 12 hour period?  
 
REYNOLDS: Why not 4 consecutive hours? If they’re willing come in and take their dog in for an 
hour; which you know they’re not going to be.  
 
SPRAGUE: Right, then that helps get them off the tether for an hour.  
 
DODD: Okay 
 
REYNOLDS: It’s easier than trying to figure out this 24 hour period and if it’s more than 4 hours.  
 
GILLILLAND: That’s what I would like is more than 4 hours. One single standard.  
 
REYNOLDS: So, if they take it 6 times in the day and get 4 hours that they’re on the tether.  
 
MACLEOD: How are you going to enforce that?  
 
DODD: You’re going to sit there for 4 hours.  
 
SPRAGUE: Yeah 
 
REYNOLDS: Well we’re not going to sit there for 4 hours, but if somebody’s willing to complain 
and sign a complaint then we’ll entertain it.  
 
SPRAGUE: Someone’s going to have to.  
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REYNOLDS: So, if you’re the neighbor and you say yes I sat here and that dog was on its tether 
for 6 hours.  
 
MACLEOD: So, the dog’s on the tether for 24 hours and there’s no way that anybody can prove 
that that dog wasn’t there for 4 hours. That’s what you’re suggestion?  
 
GILLILLAND: 4 hours 
 
MACLEOD: There’s no way to prove that.  
 
MANNING: You can prove anything, if you want to.  
 
BOISEN: No, that’s the way we’re reading it.  
 
MACLEOD: 24 hours, I bring my dog out, I put my dog for 15 minutes, bring my dog back in, I 
brought my dog out for a ½ hour, brought my dog back in, I put my dog out for 5 minutes, all 
together I add that up, that’s 4 hours. That’s what I’m saying.  
 
SPRAGUE: It has to be consecutive though.  
 
GILLILLAND: Continuous 
 
REYNOLDS; Right, I’m talking 4 continuous hours.  
 
SPRAGUE: So, you break it. When you bring them in, it starts over.  
 
MACLEOD: Now can you prove that? That’s the point.  
 
DODD: You sit there for 4 hours and say your dog was out for 4 hours.  
 
MACLEOD: Who’s going to sit there?  
 
SPRAGUE: Anybody, the hour is the same difference. We would have to prove that.  
 
REYNOLDS: Even for the hour, we’re not going to sit there for an hour.  
 
MANNING: I think what’s going to happen is law enforcement is not, no matter how we write the 
law, law enforcement’s not going to sit there and monitor things. What is going to happen is, or 
what I think this is more geared to those egregious people who are reported. Then you will do 
that on those cases. You’re not going to do it across the county. So, no matter how you write it 
it’s only going to be geared to those people that you know; you think are violating or someone’s 
made a complaint or you see the dog out there continuously and then you going to. Because if 
you try to do it any other way you just don’t have the manpower.  
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MACLEOD: So, you could bring your dog out for 4 consecutive hours, bring your dog back in for 
5 minutes, put your dog back for another 4 consecutive hours, bring your dog back in?  
 
REYNOLDS: That sounds like it would make the supervisors more happy.  
 
MACLEOD: That’s not going to, then your dog’s out for. 
 
REYNOLDS: Who’s going to bring their dog in every 4 hours, through?  
 
MACLEOD: I can say I put my dog, I can say I file a complaint against somebody and they say 
no, I brought my dog back in for 5 minutes, you just couldn’t see that. I think its 4 hours; it’s got 
to be a total of 4 hours, total of 5 hours, total of some hours and that’s the way and that’s what 
it’s got to be.  
 
BOISEN: So, if the 1 hour was changed to 4 hours? Shaun would you be happy if the 1 hour 
were changed to 4 hours?  
 
SPRAGUE: In the evening?  
 
MACLEOD: And then that’s the evening. It’s only an 8 hour period.  
 
BOISEN: In that 8 hour period.  
 
MACLEOD: Just doesn’t want any distinctions.  
 
BOISEN: Well you were unhappy with the 1 hour.  
 
MACLEOD: I guess what is catching us… 
 
GILLILLAND: That’s what I started with, but now. So, what you’re saying, Bonnie is that you 
want only 4 hours, let’s say, maximum during the day total?  
 
MACLEOD: Total, that is what I am saying. 
 
GILLILLAND: Why?  
 
BOISEN: 4 hours at night. 
 
MACLEOD:  Don’t clarify what I am saying. No, I didn’t say 4 hours at night.  
Whatever hours, number of hours that we pick, that’s the total number of hours. Whatever we 
decide that is. So, you know what I’m caught off guard by is the fundamental structure of this 
law; which included a nighttime provision is now like suddenly in this meeting; which where I 
thought we were going to refine like the fine points; is like Kristy said; is up for grabs. So, having 
to in the moment figure out like the very best alternative, I think it’s challenging, because this is 
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a challenging process as it is and a tremendous amount of work has gone into it up to this point. 
So, I need to hear from you what you will support? Like clearly from you what you will support, 
how you want this written and then well have to decide whether or not this is something that we 
can support.  
 
GILLILLAND: Well what you’re saying there is 4 hours in a 24 period; maximum amount of time 
you can put somebody on a fixed point; animal on a fixed point or a dog; right?  
 
MACLEOD: That would be one option.  
 
GILLILLAND: But, that’s what you; you could have eight 30 minute periods during the day, but 
that’s it; right? So, I was under the impression that it was 4 hours before you bring the dog in, 
change his status, give the dog lunch, let it nap or whatever and then put it back out. But, you’re 
saying if you have 4 hours in the morning, that’s all the dog gets to be out on a fixed point for 
the entire day; for a 24 hours period?  
 
MACLEOD: On a fixed point, not on a run. On a run you can be out for 10 hours.  
 
GILLILLAND: I’m talking about the fixed point.  
 
MACLEOD: Yes, that’s right. That’s correct.  
 
GILLILLAND: Okay that will also be an area that you’re going to run into some friction on; hard 
friction.  
 
MACLEOD: I think we’re going to run into friction anywhere.  
 
GILLILLAND: Yup, I mean the objective here is try to shift people over to using kennels or runs; 
right? That’s kind of the objective is to try and phase this out. At the same time, I mean you’re 
going to run into all kind of friction on that 4 hour. So, if I have a dog and I put him out in the 
morning on a fixed point and I’m in the house and then I bring him in at lunch and then I put him 
back out in the afternoon, so now I have broken the law.  
 
DODD: No, 4 hours continuous.  
 
MACLEOD: No 
 
GILLILLAND: She says 4 hours in a 24 hour period maximum.  
 
DODD: Okay, I thought it was a continuous time.  
 
GILLILLAND: That is what I was under the impression of.  
 
HARTLEY: So, if you are going to be doing that. If that’s how you handle your dog.  
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GILLILLAND: That’s not how I handle my dog.  
 
HARTLEY: Not, you, somebody, if that’s the way that somebody handles their dog. So, all we’re 
saying is put them on a run instead of a fixed point. That’s the alternative there. I mean that’s 
how you get around being in violation of the law.  
 
GILLILLAND: Okay 
 
HARTLEY: Right?  
 
BOISEN:  But, what we need to do is come up with something that Shaun can support.  
 
HARTLEY: I understand.  
 
GILLILLAND: My problem is differentiating that you can only do 1 hour at night, but you can do 
up to 4 hours continuous during the day. Let’s get rid of the 1 hour.  
 
HARTLEY: Would you support saying a dog can only be tied out for up to 4 fours to a fixed point 
in a 24 hour period? Would you support that? Would you personally support that?  
 
MACLEOD: You have to support this in order for us to get this through.  
 
GILLILLAND: That’s true 
 
MACLEOD: If the Chair of the Task Force doesn’t support it there’s no point in us bringing it 
through.  
 
GILLILLAND: We’ll digress for a minute, why are you against; like the doc said here; 4 hours 
maximum, bring him off, bring him in, recovers from it, takes a nap, put him back out, another 4 
hours. I don’t understand. I guess I’m having a problem here. We’re stopping people from 
leaving their dogs permanently on chains, day in and day out. That’s the objective right?  
 
HARTLEY: Because we somebody in this room who’s saying that they’re going to put their dog 
out for 4 hours, bring them in 5 minutes, put them back out for 4 hours, bring them in for 5 
minutes, put them back out for 4 hours, continuously for the rest of its life. Like that’s not okay.  
 
GILLILLAND: If they do that somebody’s handling that dog.  
 
HARTLEY: For 5 minutes at a time? That’s not okay.  
 
SPRAGUE: And that’s the whole point of the law.  
 
HARTLEY: They’re still effectively tied out.  
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GILLILLAND: The erogenous violators are the ones who have them on a chain and don’t see 
them or just throw food at them once a day.  
 
SPRAGUE: Exactly, so now all they have to do is bring them back in for 30 seconds and put it 
back out. I mean that’s the whole point.  
 
DODD: They aren’t going to do that though.  
 
MACLEOD: That is exactly the reason that we’re doing this. So, that dogs are not spending their 
entire life at the end of the chain and that’s basically the equivalent of what you’re saying, is 
they come in, they recover, they go back out for 4 hours, they come back in, you can do that 4 
times or 6 times during the day, in a 24 hour period and you know then that’s totally fine. It’s not 
totally fine.  
 
DODD: I am okay with supporting that. I am okay to say 4 hours continuous.  
 
MANNING: As long as the dog is attended, somebody is on the premises.  
 
DODD: That’s right, because that’s going to make people happy and you know the bad actors 
aren’t going to do it.  
 
MACLEOD: Diane, what are you saying?  
 
DODD: I am saying that if you… 
 
MACLEOD: That a dog can be out 16 hours, a dog could be out almost 24 hours a day at the 
end of a chain. You’re saying that’s okay?  
 
DODD: I think that if you want to get this law through that you could say and you’re going to, the 
people that have the mentality to put a dog on a chain and like Shaun said and throw food at 
them; they’re not going to be bringing them in.  
 
MACLEOD: That is absolutely, they are going to do it to avoid a fine.  
 
DODD: No, they won’t.  
MANNING: How about 4 continuous hours, but no more 8 accumulative hours? And that would 
solve at least the 24 hour.  
 
DODD: That’s a good suggestion.  
 
BOISEN: Or even 20 
 
GILLILLAND: That’s a good compromise.  
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SPRAGUE: Say it again, Dan. 
 
MANNING: 4 hours continuous, but 8 hours accumulative. So, you have somebody that could 
screw around for 2 times. Bring them in for 5 minutes; put them out for 4 hours and then again. 
That’s just a suggestion. I mean I’m not the expert, these guys are.  
 
BOISEN: And that would be a sense of changing the 1 hour to 4 hours and that’s what it would 
be; right?  
 
HARTLEY: Yeah, but you would have flexibility to do it whenever, not distinguishing between 
day and night. 
 
GILLILLAND: Your thoughts?  
 
SPRAGUE: It’s the enforceability part. That’s my only issue. I mean we’re coming right back to 
square one.  
 
GILLILLAND: The ones that law enforcement’s going to get is the ones that have been out there 
for 9-10 straight hours; right?  
 
REYNOLDS: Correct 
 
GILLILLAND: So, if they’re going to break the 4 hour rule of continuous, I mean you’re going to 
get them. I mean you can 4 hours of continuous; 8-12 maximum during a day and compromise 
the maximum number of hours, but you’re going to get them on the 4 hours continuous. I think, 
I’m not out there.  
 
DODD: I agree 
 
SPRAGUE: I think Diane’s right. I think at a point and I understand Bonnie. I see it all, but the 
bottom line is it’s the egregious people who leave their dogs out with the collars embedded in 
them; they’re on a three foot rope. I see it every day and you can see where they’ve just been 
spinning around in a circle, if the food is even in reach. So, those are the ones that we’re looking 
at. We’re not looking at the Tam’s who take care of their dogs. Which we understand her issues. 
I understand it totally. I get it, but we’re all responsible dog owners. Those aren’t the people 
we’re talking about.  
 
MACLEOD: Okay, we are; before us is the consideration of, Dan’s suggestion, 4 hours 
continuous, 8 hours accumulative in a 24 hour period. Will everybody buy into that?  
 
MROSE: No 
 
MACLEOD: Regardless of the day/night consideration; can you live with that Shaun?  
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GILLILLAND: Yeah, I can get people to sway on that.  
 
MACLEOD: Fine, alright is there anybody who objects to that besides Tammy? No, okay 4 hour 
continuous, 8 hours accumulative.  
 
HARTLEY: In a 24 hour period?  
 
MACLEOD: In a 24 hour period.  
 
BOISEN: And you think the Board of Supervisors will agree?  
 
MACLEOD: To a fixed point.  
 
GILLILLAND: I think we can, Mike hasn’t spoken up here the way he’s swaying.  
 
MARNELL: I was just thinking, the way we started that’s what we wanted to do was get rid of 
the dummies that hold their dogs out there and I’ve seen them in every town in the State almost 
where there’s a rut where it looked like they dug it with a backhoe where the dog has dragged 
his chain around.  
 
GILLILLAND: And I’ve unwrapped dogs in my town. So, I mean, but I think that gives us room 
that we can argue in support of this. You need to give us wiggle room.  
 
MACLEOD: Alright 
 
HARTLEY: And again as Bonnie said, the important thing is that we have your support as the 
Chair of the Task Force. If you’re not behind it, it’s going nowhere as we all know. We all know 
all too well. So, if this is something you can get behind, fine, perfect, thumbs up.  
 
GILLILLAND: Alright, anything else we need to change?  
 
MACLEOD: No, not change, but we need we make sure that we have all these points covered.  
So, the dog enclosure, dog run, trolley system, so that’s 10 hours in a… 
 
GILLILLAND: 24 hour period.  
 
MACLEOD: Okay, you’re writing the version of this, Dan.  
 
SPRAGUE: So, anywhere where there’s a 6:00 am - 10:00 pm whatever, it going to be 24 hour 
period?  
 
HARTLEY: 24 hours 
 
MACLEOD: 24 hour period.  
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Okay, alright, we will rewrite this and get it to you.  
 
GILLILLAND: And I will float it to the members that, or the supervisors that brought up the 
biggest objections.  
 
MACLEOD: And I will guarantee you that every community, every state that has tried to enact a 
law like this has had conversations like this and disagreements.  
 
GILLILLLAND: And if everybody walks away from the table somewhat dissatisfied we have 
done a good job.  
 
MANNING: There is something in there and I didn’t see this and I apologize. They are more 
housekeeping that I need to clean up.  
 
MACLEOD: What?  
 
MANNING: Tether should describe not only attached to a stationary object, but it should be to 
everything. You know a tether, is a tether. Tethered to a fixed point, tethered to a… 
 
SPRAGUE: They put including without limitation; is that enough?  
 
MANNING: I did this and that’s my bad.  
 
MACLEOD: You want to do the distinction with trolley system; right? We were supposed to do 
that.  
 
MANNING: That’s my bad.  
 
MACLEOD: Yes, yes 
 
MANNING: Livestock guardian dogs; which is a good thing and this is my bad too; for the 
purpose of protecting livestock; I think we should also put herding and standard work dog or 
whatever; just protecting livestock.  
 
MACLEOD: I took this off the; this exact language of the internet.  
 
GILLILLAND: Livestock guardian dogs, Dan are used actually to protect livestock. You have to 
tether them when you’re training them.  
 
MANNING: What about herding dogs?  
 
GILLILLAND: Herding dogs don’t need to be tethered.  
 
MROSE: Yes, sir they do.  
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MANNING: Okay, sorry I brought it up. Next issue?  
 
GILLILLAND: Can I take you back to address Tam’s objection. What if we put in there livestock 
guardian dogs and other agriculture working dogs?  
 
MANNING: That’s fine.  
 
MACLEOD: What else could a dog be doing?  
 
GILLILLAND: Like with sheep herders or cattle dogs, cattle herding dogs and things like that.  
 
MACLEOD: So, can’t we just say, so livestock guardian dog is not a herding dog?  
 
GILLILLAND: No, I mean just say agricultural working dogs.  
 
MACLEOD: Okay 
 
GILLILLAND: And other agricultural working dogs. You think that’s good?  
 
DODD: Yeah, because you’re going have the people that want to send their healers out to bring 
the cows in or whatever.  
 
MACLEOD: So, this really should be, this should be instead of livestock guardian dog it should 
be agricultural working dog.  
 
GILLILLAND: Livestock guardian dogs and other agricultural working dogs.  
 
MACLEOD: They have to be two separate definitions? I hear you, we just need to just need to 
have a separate definition; right, Dan, for agricultural working dog?   
 
DODD: What page is the rebuttal thing on?  
 
MACLEOD: It’s off. We crossed it out.  
 
DODD: But, I can’t find it to cross it out.  
 
MACLEOD: It’s the 4th page, in two places, under 5 and under 6.  
 
MANNING: A couple of other things, when you go to Prohibitions under Section 5. Section 5, B, 
1 and 2, for some reason everything was changed to may. That all needs to be changed to 
shall.  
 
MACLEOD: It should be shall? 
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SPRAGUE: Shall means they have to.  
 
MANNING: So, just change all that to shall.  
 
MACLEOD: I don’t know where you are, but I trust you. Okay, I see what you’re saying.  
 
MANNING: I think 1 and 2 can just be combined, because we’re talking about unattended and 
vacant; it’s the same thing.  
 
MACLEOD: No, it’s not the same thing.  
 
MANNING: To a fixed point, while the owner is not on the premises, can’t be left tethered or 
other unattended; which means the owner’s not there or a vacant or abandoned property.  
 
MACLEOD: Wait, wait, wait, what are you saying?  
 
MANNING: Okay, B is where we get into the meat; number 1 says to a fixed point if the owner’s 
not there then that can’t happen period.  
 
MACLEOD: So, you are saying you don’t need number 2, because you have number 1? 
 
MANNING: 1 and 2 should just be combined and say to a fixed point, attached to an overhead 
dog run or trolley system, blah, blah, blah and unattended or vacant. It’s the same thing, both of 
those.  
 
MROSE: So, no dogs left outside when you go to work?  
 
MACLEOD: This was a drug related thing. That’s what the purpose of that was; like on vacant or 
abandoned property.  
 
MANNING: Or we take out the word unattended at 2, because they are...  
 
MACLEOD: You just want to combine those; is that what you want to do?  
 
MANNING: Yeah, because what you’re saying is, no matter what the circumstance, if they’re 
unattended or they’re on an abandoned property it can’t happen: right?  
 
MACLEOD: Well unattended meaning you’re not on the property with the dog. Like you’re not in 
the house, you’re not outside with the dog. You’re just like not there.  
 
DODD: As it stands now, they’re allowed to be out on a run for 10 hours when you’re not home 
or in a pen?  
 
MACLEOD: Yes, it does.  
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HARTLEY: So, 2 doesn’t make sense then.  
 
MANNING: Then we’ve got to say; take out unattended then.  
 
MACLEOD: Hold on a second, let’s see. No, these are two separate things.  
 
HARTLEY: This is just on vacant or abandoned property.  
 
MACLEOD: Yeah, there’s two separate things. The premise is, do you understand what I’m 
saying? You can’t under no circumstances can a dog be left tethered to a fixed point while the 
owner, agent or responsible party is not on the premises; that’s your home. That’s where the 
dog lives. No dog shall be left tethered to a fixed point attached to an overhead run, trolley 
system or placed unattended on vacant or abandoned property. 
 
GILLILLAND: So, if want to have dog and you go to work and you leave it out?  
 
MACLEOD: Run, kennel 
 
GILLILLAND; Run or kennel, that’s the purpose?  
 
MACLEOD: That’s it.  
 
GILLILLAND: Understand 
 
MACLEOD: And we’re just taking out between the hours of 6:00 and 10:00; within a 24 hour 
period.  
 
MARNELL: Why is the height of the run limited to 7 feet?  
 
MACLEOD: Jessica 
 
HARTLEY: That’s just standard; those are standard setups for how the runs are. That’s a safe 
height that’s taken from other laws.  
 
MARNELL: I used to have a great dane and I had a 150 foot run, but I had to have it high, 
because we had snowmobilers passing back and forth.  
 
HARTLEY: It can’t be low.  
 
MARNELL: One guy, he run into one, one night and took all his teeth out and broke his jaw, 
because you can’t see a run and of course you got two feet of snow on the ground and it puts 
you up and if you’re on a snowmobile. So, if you say you’re limited to that and someone puts up 
one 7 feet tall and the kids neighbor comes through and he cuts his head off on it, because the 
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wire doesn’t show up very good; you know. You would think in some cases it would possible, if 
you use a light cable and if it was 10 feet long or 15 feet long.  
 
DODD: Well they sag in the middle, when you have a big long span they come down like that.  
 
MARNELL: But, I am saying it’s limited to that and in some cases it would be fine, but if there 
are people coming through a yard.  
 
GILLILLAND: Yeah, why would it be no more than 7 feet off the ground? The other two are 
minimum and then you think the 7 feet is the maximum.  
 
HARTLEY: I mean we can revisit this.  
 
SPRAGUE: Yeah we had talked about it, we just want to make sure nobody; that was the 
biggest thing was clothesline.  
 
GILLILLAND: So, it should be a minimum of 7 feet?  
 
SPRAGUE: Minimum, but you don’t want it too high either where something happens where it 
gets snagged and it gets hung.  
 
HARTLEY: Like I said this is just taken from all of the research that we did on other laws. These 
were the average specs for a trolley system. That’s where it comes from.  
 
DODD: If the wire is high, then you have a longer drop down.  
 
SPRAGUE: Right, they just got to make sure. Do we have to write that in the law too?  
 
DODD: No, it seems self-explanatory.  
 
SPRAGUE: You would think, you would think.  
 
GILLILLAND: I think it should be a minimum of 7 feet.  
Bonnie, did you get that?  
 
MACLEOD: No 
 
SPRAGUE: Sub 5, under C.  
 
GILLILLAND: The minimum, 15 feet in length, mounted at least 4 feet, but and then should be a 
minimum of 7 feet off the ground; instead of saying a maximum. What is this one says is 
basically it’s a maximum of 7 feet, so if someone put a 8 feet high run on they would be in 
violation of the way it’s written right now.  
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MACLEOD: Jessica, is that what you mean?  
 
MANNING: I think she’s saying, Jessica’s saying she took this off of specs that are tried and 
true.  
 
HARTLEY: That is exactly what I am saying, but I am not opposed to amending them if we need 
to.  
 
MACLEOD: It’s at least 4 feet, but not no more than 7. So, you’re saying that it should be at 
minimum of 7? 
 
HARTLEY: Higher, a minimum of 7. Why don’t we say something like it must be mounted 
between 7 and 10 feet off of the ground? Like that seems like a reasonable range.  
 
GILLILLAND: Right, that’s reasonable. See the way this is written if somebody had it 3 feet off 
the ground it would legal.  
 
HARTLEY: No, at least 4 feet.  
 
SPRAGUE: But, still 
 
DODD: And that would clothesline you.  
 
MANNING: You just want to say a minimum of 7 feet.  
 
SPRAGUE: We’re going to say between 7 and 10 feet.  
 
HARTLEY: No, I think we want to give a range. I think the 7 to 10 feet.  
 
DODD: The longer your drop down is the more kinking you get.  
 
MANNING: Probably the more danger to the dog, I would think.  
 
DODD: Yeah, if it kinks that’s when they get tangled.  
 
SPRAGUE: We want to give them a maximum, just so they can’t go as high as they wanted to 
on top of a barn.  
 
MACLEOD: So, we’re saying a minimum of 7, a maximum of 10.  
 
HARTLEY: So, between 7 and 10 feet, mounted between 7 and 10 feet off the ground.  
 
MACLEOD: Well, that’s a minimum of 7 and a maximum of 10. That’s the way it would be 
written. Dan, you have that?  
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MANNING: Yup 
 
SPRAGUE: Okay 
 
GILLILLAND: Any other comments?  
 
MANNING: I just have a question. Dogs that are on trolley, confined in an enclosure, whether 
they’re attended or not attended, 10 hours during a 24 hour period?  
 
MACLEOD: Yes 
 
MANNING: Okay 
 
MACLEOD: Oh, I think I did add; I also added that that dog enclosure, so if you have your dog 
in a kennel; which is another rational for having at least 100 feet; you know putting your dog in a 
fenced in area; like even with a tarp over it in the dead of winter is not; you know would not be 
considered adequate shelter based on that Article 26. So, that’s why you just have to be in 
compliance with Article 26. There has to be a shelter inside or has to have access to a shelter.  
Okay, are we good?  
 
HARTLEY: For this moment.  
 
GILLILLAND: Make those amendments and stuff and we’ll pass it around. I understand your 
objections Tammy and we will; I will circulate it and at some point when we’re all finalized we’ll 
un-table the measure with amendments and move forward.  
 
MACLEOD: So, are you not going to Ways and Means on the 29th; which is Monday?  
 
GILLILLAND: If you’re ready by Monday we can.  
 
MACLEOD: Well, it’s just Dan who just has to draft it.  
 
GILLILLAND: okay 
 
MANNING: I’ll do it right now. It’s not much.  
 
MACLEOD: Okay, he’ll do it now and send it to us and we’ll just make sure it’s all in order.  
 
GILLILLAND: And I’ll talk to Randy Preston about taking it off the table.  
And we’ll go over the process it very quickly, we un-table it at Ways and Means and then it 
would put back in as an introduction to Full Board beginning of September whereupon we’ll 
schedule a public hearing.  
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MANNING: Or just so everybody’s not freaked out if this happens. If the Board is not; there’s not 
an affirmative vote on this it may come back again. but in the perfect world, Shaun’s timeline is 
correct.  
 
HARTLEY: But, you’re good?  
 
GILLILLAND: Yeah 
 
HARTLEY: Excellent.  
 
 
 
 
AS THERE WAS NO FURTHER BUSINESS TO COME BEFORE THIS ANIMAL CRUELTY 
TASK FORCE IT WAS ADJOURNED AT 9:55 PM. 
 
 
 
Respectively Submitted,  
 
 
Dina L. Garvey, Deputy 
Clerk to the Board 


