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J.1 Introduction 
This appendix describes how the domestic cat population in the City of Los Angeles (City) was 
modeled for the Citywide Cat Program (proposed Project) Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The 
concept underlying the impact assessment approach is that the potential environmental impacts of 
free-roaming cats are proportional to their population size. Therefore, it is assumed that any 
population increases or decreases in the free-roaming domestic cat population would be positively 
correlated to the magnitude of environmental impacts. The cat population model was constructed to 
estimate the size of the free-roaming domestic cat population within the City over the 30-year time 
horizon of the proposed Project under both the future baseline without project and the proposed 
Project. The model inputs are biological factors that determine population dynamics and size such 
as birth rates, death rates, and immigration and emigration between the City and surrounding 
jurisdictions. 

J.2 Domestic Cat Population Dynamics 

J.2.1 Model Framework and Definitions 

The biological processes that determine population size such as reproduction, mortality, and 
immigration/emigration are collectively referred to as population	dynamics. Each of these biological 
processes is represented by a parameter in the model. The process of reproduction is represented 
by the fecundity parameter. The process of mortality is represented by the survival parameter. 
Because fecundity and survival vary significantly depending on age, sterilization status, and owned 
versus unowned status, the modeled cat population is divided into several age classes, reproductive 
statuses, and subpopulations. 

The modeled cat population is divided into two age classes: juveniles, defined as cats aged 12 months 
or younger, and adults, defined as cats aged 12 months or older. It is necessary to define these age 
classes because many juvenile cats are not sexually mature and consequently birth fewer litters in 
their first year of life than adult cats; hence, they have a lower fecundity. 

Another key determinant of fecundity is reproductive	status. The modeled cat population is divided 
into two reproductive statuses: intact, defined as cats not spayed or neutered (i.e., sterilized) and 
thus capable of reproduction; and altered, defined as cats sterilized through spay or neuter and thus 
not capable of reproduction. 

The various age classes and reproductive statuses combine to create four different demographic 
states: intact juvenile, intact adult, altered juvenile, and altered adult. These demographic states 
together with the biological processes of survival and reproduction and the effect of sterilization on 
reproduction are collectively referred to as the demographic	component of the model, which is 
discussed in Section J.4, Demographics. 

Loss and abandonment of owned cats affect the abundance of free-roaming cats, as do the capture 
and surrender of free-roaming cats to Los Angeles Animal Services (LAAS) Centers. To represent 
loss, abandonment, and surrender in the model, it is necessary to divide the modeled population 
into subpopulations and allow some cats to transition between the subpopulations. The four 
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subpopulations are feral, stray, shelter, and owned. The distinction between a feral and a stray cat is 
not consistent within the literature on cat population dynamics. For the purposes of the model, stray 
cats are defined as formerly owned cats whereas feral cats are defined as cats that have never had 
an owner. The shelter subpopulation consists of cats impounded by LAAS and kept in one of the 
City’s six animal services centers (north central, south, west, harbor, east valley, and west valley). 
Owned cats are pets with owners.1 The four subpopulations and the transitions between them are 
referred to as the subpopulation	transition component of the model. 

Notations used throughout this appendix to represent the different ages, reproductive statuses, and 
subpopulations are summarized in Table J-1. 

Table J‐1. Notations Used to Denote Ages, Reproductive Status, and Subpopulations 

Notation	 Represents	

Age 

𝐽  Juvenile 

𝐴  Adult 

Reproductive Status 

𝐽𝑛  Sterilized juvenile 

𝐴𝑛  Sterilized adult 

Subpopulation 

𝐹  Feral 

𝑆  Stray 

𝐻  Shelter 

𝑂  Owned 

Subpopulation Transition 

𝑝 →   Proportion of cats transitioned from subpopulation 𝑋 to subpopulation 𝑌 

 

J.2.2 Multistate Matrix Model 

The modeling approach used was a multi-state matrix model. Multi‐state means that the domestic 
cat population was divided into multiple states (i.e., categories) representing 16 different 
combinations of the demographics and subpopulations, including the two age classes, the two 
reproductive statuses, and the four subpopulations. The number of cats in each of the 16 different 
categories is represented by a population	vector with 16 entries. “Matrix model” means that the 
change in the domestic cat population over time was represented by a matrix equation2 in which the 
population vector is multiplied by a transition	matrix that represents reproduction, survival, and 
other processes. (The construction of the matrix equation is discussed in Section J.7, Representation	
of	Cat	Population	Dynamics	in	a	Matrix	Equation.) A multi-state matrix model was chosen because it 
is widely used in population biology and ecology, it has been used to model domestic cat population 

 
1 Owners may or may not allow their pet cats to roam outdoors, but this distinction is not represented in the model. 
Consistent with the rest of the EIR, “free-roaming cat” always refers to an unowned free-roaming cat, which may be 
feral or stray.  
2 A matrix equation is an equation containing matrices. 
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dynamics (Andersen et al., 2004, Budke, 2009), and it is simpler than alternative approaches such as 
individual-based modeling. 

The proposed project elements, as described in Chapter 2, Project	Description, of the EIR, two of 
which are presented below, may have an effect on domestic cat population dynamics in the City.  

c) Implement a modified TNR [trap/neuter/return] program that includes the following elements: 

1. Declaring that TNR is the preferred method of dealing with the free-roaming cat population 
and the City’s official policy. 

2. Collaborating with organizations experienced and engaged in TNR and using animal services 
centers to provide information and training to citizens who wish to participate in TNR. 

3. Implement outreach by including links to TNR organizations on the LAAS website and 
directly referring the public to organizations for information on TNR. 

4. Implement a policy regarding free-roaming cat complaints that involves informing the 
complainant about the benefits of TNR and referring them to TNR organizations. LAAS will 
encourage that cats not be brought into local animal services centers, except if the cat is 
injured, sick, has bitten someone, the cat’s welfare is in jeopardy, there is a public health 
hazard, or the potential exists for harm to people or companion animals.  

5. Use incentives, vouchers, and waived cat trap rental fees to encourage the capture, 
sterilization, and release of free-roaming cats. 

d) Release free-roaming cats that have been spayed and neutered from animal services centers’ 
custody to TNR groups that may have the intent of returning the animal to free-roaming status. 
In order to encourage more adoptions and meet the City’s no-kill goals, the currently permitted 
number of cats per household will be changed from three cats to five. This will involve an 
amendment to the LAMC [Los Angeles Municipal Code] regarding the definition of “cat kennel” 
to exclude any location where five or fewer cats are kept (the current limit is three cats). 
Currently, LAMC Section 53.50 requires a permit from the City to “conduct or operate within the 
city of Los Angeles any dog kennel, cat kennel, zoo, animal rental establishment, animal 
grooming parlor, riding academy, livery stable, boarding stable, pony ring or pony ride, horse 
market, mule market, circus, rodeo, etc.” Any household with more than three cats will be 
subject to the following restrictions (this action will require an amendment to the LAMC): 

 All the cats must be kept indoors at all times, 

 All the cats must be microchipped and sterilized, and 

 The household must be registered with the Department as having more than three cats. 

It is important that the population model describe interactions between cat subpopulations because 
two of the above elements have the potential to affect those subpopulation interactions. 

c) “Implement a modified trap/neuter/return [TNR] program” could potentially affect the 
proportion of cats that transition from the stray subpopulation to the shelter subpopulation and 
from the feral subpopulation to the shelter subpopulation by referring some citizens to TNR 
organizations and discouraging them from bringing nuisance cats to local animal services 
centers. 

d) “Release free-roaming cats that have been spayed and neutered from animal services centers’ 
custody to TNR groups that may have the intent of returning the animal to free-roaming status… 
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the currently permitted number of cats per household will be changed from three cats to five…” 
could potentially affect the number of cats that transition from the shelter subpopulation to the 
stray subpopulation by releasing certain cats from LAAS to TNR organizations. Current City 
policy does not allow any such releases. Element d could also potentially increase the rate of 
adoption of cats from the shelter because of the higher limit on the number of cats per 
household. 

Of the scientific literature reviewed to inform the model (see Section J.3, Literature	Review), only one 
study developed a mathematical framework that represents the subpopulation interactions affected 
by Project elements mentioned above: the multi-state matrix model of Flockhart and Coe (Flockhart 
and Coe, 2018). Flockhart and Coe summarize the advantages of their model, and the limitations of 
other scientific literature on cat population dynamics, as follows: 

To date, most [domestic cat] population modeling efforts have focused on feral cats… and largely 
ignored the transition of cats between subpopulations except for low rates of abandonment. While 
these models are useful, it is important to recognize that they have focused on a limited portion of the 
total cat population and have considered the characteristics of cat population sizes specific to very 
small urban areas. Therefore, previous models are not necessarily suitable for understanding the 
dynamics of high population densities such as those found in large urban areas. 

The EIR analysis needs to account for the subpopulation interactions potentially affected by the 
proposed Project. Flockhart and Coe (2018) present a mathematical framework that represents the 
subpopulation interactions, which is congruent with the Project’s adopted modeling approach and 
thus informed the model’s approach and parameterization. Their mathematical framework 
informed the development of the underlying structure for the cat population model developed. The 
values of the model parameters were sourced from the literature review, which in several cases 
identified literature that was more recent, more geographically relevant, or otherwise superior to 
the parameter values in Flockhart and Coe (2018).  

The model operates on an annual (1 year) time step: in each time step (or iteration) of the model, 
the population vector is multiplied by a transition	matrix that represents 1 year of survival, 
reproduction, immigration/emigration, and subpopulation transitions to create a new population 
vector projecting the size and composition of the domestic cat population 1 year later. For the 
purposes of estimating population dynamics and changes over a period of time that would be 
sufficient to demonstrate the long-term effects of the proposed Project, a 30-year time horizon was 
selected. Thus, the model was reiterated on an annual 1-year time-step basis for a 30-year period. 

J.3 Literature Review 
To implement the multistate matrix model approach (see Section J.2.2, Multistate Matrix Model), 
many different parameters are needed. These include demographic parameters such as fecundity, 
survival, sterilization rate, and population size, all of which can differ between juvenile and adult 
cats and among the four subpopulations; the proportion of cats that transition between different 
subpopulations; and immigration and emigration between Los Angeles and surrounding 
jurisdictions. The systematic literature review identified 134 scientific papers as pertinent to the 
domestic cat population model development including literature on population dynamics, spatial 
distribution, and/or TNR. These papers were reviewed individually by the modeling team (which 
included environmental statisticians, ecologists, and City-appointed subject-matter expert). A list of 
parameter values was developed during the modeling team literature reviews. If an article 
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contained a value for one of the model parameters, the value along with the relevant model 
parameter, the relevant age (or ages) and subpopulation (or subpopulations), and a citation to the 
paper that included the value were documented. Many of the 134 papers did not contain any 
parameter values that could be used in the model. For example, studies where domestic cats were 
fitted with radio tracking collars contained no information about reproduction rates. Once the table 
of potential parameters was assembled, it was reviewed parameter-by-parameter to identify the 
most relevant information (e.g., geographic relevance to the City, best-available science). 
Subsequent sections present a discussion of how the values for each parameter were selected. The 
final selections made for the future baseline without project are listed in Table J-2. Most parameter 
values in the Project are identical to those in the future baseline without project; the values that 
differ between Project and future baseline without project are listed in Table J-3. 

Table J‐2. Summary of All Parameters Used in the Future Baseline without Project  

Parameter	
Subpopulation	 Definition	 Value	 Source	

Breeding season 
length 
All	

The number of days each year during 
which cats can breed. 

253 days Equation 2  

Pregnancy + 
weaning 
All	

The number of days needed to 
produce a litter of kittens. 

149 days (Flockhart and Coe, 
2018) 

Pregnancies per 
year 
All	

The average number of pregnancies 
for an adult female cat in 1 year. 

1.70 Equation 1 

Median first 
pregnancy 
All	

The median age at which a female 
domestic cat has its first pregnancy. 

212 days (Jöchle W., 1993) 

Adult fecundity 
Feral	and	stray 

The number of cats born each year for 
each intact adult cat. 

2.97 (Schmidt, 2007, 
Andersen et al., 2004) 

Adult fecundity 
Owned	

The number of cats born each year for 
each intact adult cat. 

4.50 (New et al., 2004) 

Juvenile fecundity 
All	

The number of cats born each year for 
each intact juvenile cat. 

0.4192 × 
adult 
fecundity 

(Flockhart and Coe, 
2018, Jöchle W., 1993) 

Kittens/litter 
Feral	&	Stray	

The average number of kittens per 
litter for feral and stray cats. 

3.5 (Andersen et al., 
2004) 

Kittens/litter 
Owned	

The average number of kittens per 
litter for owned cats. 

5.3 (New et al., 2004) 

Juvenile survival 
(intact) 
Feral	&	Stray	

The proportion of intact juvenile cats 
that survive over the course of 1 year. 

2134.7% (Nutter, 2004, 
Gunther et al., 2011, 
Mirmovitch, 1995) 

Juvenile survival 
(sterilized)  
Feral	&	Stray 

The proportion of sterilized juvenile 
cats that survive over the course of 1 
year. 

35.6% (Nutter, 2005)  
Section J.4.1.2 

Adult survival 
(intact) 
Feral	&	Stray 

The proportion of intact adult cats 
that survive over the course of 1 year. 

7079.4% (Andersen et al., 
2004)  
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Parameter	
Subpopulation	 Definition	 Value	 Source	

Adult survival 
(sterilized) 
Feral	&	Stray 

The proportion of sterilized adult cats 
that survive over the course of 1 year. 

83.3% (Nutter, 2005) 
Section J.4.1.2 

Juvenile survival 
Owned	

The proportion of juvenile cats that 
survive over the course of 1 year. 

77.8% (Sparkes, 2006) 

Adult survival 
Owned	

The proportion of adult cats that 
survive over the course of 1 year. 

91.7% (New et al., 2004) 

Survival 
Shelter	

The proportion of shelter cats that 
survive over the course of 1 year. 

79.5% LAAS 

Sterilization 
proportion 
Feral	

The proportion of feral cats that are 
sterilized. 

2.3% (Wallace and Levy, 
2006) 

Sterilization 
proportion 
Owned	&	Stray	

The proportion of owned and stray 
cats that are sterilized. 

9380% (APPA, 2018)(Chu et 
al., 2009) 

Juveniles Sterilized 
Feral	&	Stray 

The proportion of juvenile feral and 
stray cats that are newly sterilized 
over the course of 1 year. 

0.1% (Flockhart and Coe, 
2018) 

Adults Sterilized 
Feral	&	Stray 

The proportion of adult feral and stray 
cats that are newly sterilized over the 
course of 1 year. 

0.25% (Flockhart and Coe, 
2018) 

Households 
Owned	

The number of households in the City 
of Los Angeles. 

1,275,534 American Community 
Survey 

Households with 
cats 
Owned	

The proportion of households in 
California that own at least one cat. 

28.3% American Veterinary 
Medical Association 
(AVMA) Sourcebook 

Cats/household 
Owned	

Among households that own at least 
one cat, the average number of cats 
per household. 

1.9 AVMA Sourcebook 

Average Initial 
Abundance 
Owned	

The number of owned cats in the City 
of Los Angeles at time step 0 of the 
model. 

685,855 Calculated3 

Equilibrium 
abundance 
Feral	&	Stray 

The free-roaming cat abundance at 
which the number of free-roaming 
cats neither increases nor declines. 

226,970341,6
61 

Free-Roaming Cat 
Density Estimates4 
excluding outliers and 
regions with extended 
periods of freezing 
temperatures 

Equilibrium 
abundance 
Owned	

The owned cat abundance at which 
the number of owned cats neither 
increases nor decreases. 

738,727 Calculated5 

 
3 Section J.5.3, Owned Subpopulation. 
4 Section J.4.4, Equilibrium	Abundance	and	Population	Estimate	of	Free‐roaming	Cats	in	the	City	of	Los	Angeles. 
5 Section J.4.5, California	Department	of	Finance	projects	that	the	human	population	of	Los	Angeles	County	will 
increase by only a small amount over the 30-year project horizon, increasing by 1.3% from 2021 to 2033 and 
decreasing by 2.2% from 2021 to 2051 (California Department of Finance, 2020) (see Section J.4.5, Equilibrium 
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Parameter	
Subpopulation	 Definition	 Value	 Source	

Emigration 
Feral	&	Stray 

The number of cats per year that leave 
the City of Los Angeles for adjacent 
jurisdictions. 

11,400 See Section J.8, 
Immigration 

Immigration 
Feral	&	Stray 

The number of cats per year that enter 
the City of Los Angeles from adjacent 
jurisdictions. 

11,400 See Section J.8, 
Immigration 

Net immigration 
Feral	&	Stray 

The difference after emigration is 
subtracted from immigration. 

0 Assumption6 

Escapes 
Shelter	‐>	Stray	

The number of cats in LAAS Centers 
that escape each year, becoming 
strays. 

14 LAAS 

Adopted/ reunited 
Shelter	‐>	Owned	

The number of cats in LAAS centers 
that are adopted by new owners or 
reunited with their owners each year. 

15,796 LAAS 

Surrender 
Feral	&	Stray		
‐>	Shelter	

The number of stray free- roaming 
cats that are surrendered to LAAS 
each year. 

17,137 LAAS 

Surrender 
Feral	‐>	Shelter 

The number of feral cats that are 
surrendered to LAAS each year. 

959 LAAS 

Surrender 
Stray	‐>	Shelter 

The number of stray cats that are 
surrendered to LAAS each year. 

16,178 LAAS 

Relinquishment 
Owned	‐>	Shelter	

The number of owned cats that are 
relinquished to LAAS each year. 

3,803 LAAS 

Loss/ 
Abandonment 
Owned	‐>	Stray	

The proportion of owned cats that are 
permanently lost or abandoned each 
year, becoming stray cats. 

0.143.4% Needed to match 2.3% 
spay/neuter rate from 
Wallace and 
Levy7Loss + 
Abandonment 

Loss 
Owned	‐>	Stray 

The proportion of owned cats that are 
permanently lost each year, becoming 
stray cats. 

0.49% (Flockhart and Coe, 
2018, Weiss et al., 
2012) 

Abandonment 
Owned	‐>	Stray 

The proportion of owned cats that are 
permanently abandoned each year, 
becoming stray cats. 

2.9% (Flockhart and Coe, 
2018, Finkler and 
Terkel, 2012) 

 

 
Abundance and Population Estimate of Owned Cats in the City of Los Angeles). To the extent that the free-roaming 
equilibrium abundance changes with the human population, the change in the equilibrium abundance is likely to be 
small given the small projected change in the human population. Because the change is small and because the 
equilibrium abundance of free-roaming cats is not calculated from the human population, this model parameter 
was set to be constant during the 30-year project horizon. 
Equilibrium Abundance and Population Estimate of Owned Cats in the City of Los Angeles. 
6 Section J.8, Immigration. 
7 Section J.4.3.1, Feral and Stray Subpopulation Sterilization. 
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Table J‐3. Parameters Used in the Project That Differ from the Future Baseline without Project  

Parameter	 Subpopulation	 Value	 Source	

Surgeries Feral & Stray 20,000 LAAS 

Shelter mortality Shelter 10% “no-kill” policy 

Releases to TNR groups Shelter -> Stray 2,078 Cats to be saved to reach “no-kill” 

Net immigration Feral & Stray 1,446 Equation 15 
Notes: (1) According to LAAS, under the proposed Project, annual funding for 20,000 spay/neuter vouchers would be 
available for sterilization surgeries of free-roaming cats. 
(2) The City of Los Angeles has a goal to become a no-kill city, that is at least 90% of the dogs and cats entering the 
shelter are expected to be released alive to the owner (if lost), a new home, or a rescue partner. As presented in 
Chapter 2, Project	Description, Table 2, the live-release rates for cats have been steadily increasing at an average of 
10% per year since 2012, and the live-release rate for cats from 2017–2018 was 82.78%; therefore, under the 
proposed Project  with the availability of 20,000 spay/neuter vouchers for free-roaming cats starting in 2020, it is 
reasonable to assume that the no-kill goal of 10% mortality (or 90% live release) would be feasible and achieved, to 
be conservative, no later than 5 years from start of Project implementation, because some feral cats that were being 
previously euthanized under the future baseline without Project would be allowed to be altered by TNR groups using 
the spay/neuter vouchers under the proposed Project.  
(3) To account for the effect of achieving no more than 10% mortality at the animal services centers (shelters) or a 
90% live-save rate, it is important to estimate the number of free-roaming cats that are being euthanized under the 
future baseline without project that would now instead be altered using the spay/neuter vouchers that would 
become available under the Project and be released to TNR groups, released to working cat programs, or adopted. In 
2017, 19,875 cats were impounded in LAAS centers. Of these, 4,065 died or were euthanized. Achievement of the 
10% mortality goal requires this to be reduced to 1,987 cats, which entails saving 2,078 cats per year once the no-kill 
goal is achieved. There was no basis for quantifying how many of those saved cats would be released to TNR groups 
versus adopted. Adoption would not directly increase the number of unowned free-roaming cats in the City, but 
release to TNR groups would; therefore, because there was no basis to apportion the cats between adoption and 
released to TNR groups, the most conservative approach was chosen, i.e., one that could lead to the largest number of 
unowned free-roaming cats in the City (all cats being released to TNR groups). 

J.4 Demographics 
The demographics of the cat population are a consequence of three processes: survival, 
reproduction, and sterilization. 

Survival is represented in the model by a survival parameter for every age (juvenile and adult), 
sterilization status (intact and altered), and subpopulation, equal to the proportion of cats that 
survive from one time step of the model to the next.  

Reproduction is represented in the model by a fecundity parameter for every life stage and 
subpopulation, equal to the number of kittens born at each time step for each existing intact cat.  

Sterilization is represented in the model by a sterilization proportion parameter, equal to the 
proportion of cats that are newly sterilized at each time step of the model. 

The demographic relationships are summarized on Figure J-1. 
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Figure J‐1. Schematic of Cat Population Demographics  

Intact juveniles and adults have a solid outline, sterilized juveniles and adults have a dashed outline. Dashed arrows 
represent sterilization. 

J.4.1 Survival 
At each 1-year time step of the model, a certain proportion of cats survive and the rest do not. This 
proportion is the survival parameter in the model. Juvenile cats that survive to the next time step 
mature into adults. Juvenile survival is lower than adult survival as a consequence of higher 
mortality of young kittens. Survival values for juvenile and adult cats in the four subpopulations are 
summarized in Table J-4. 

J.4.1.1 Shelter Subpopulation 

The survival of cats in the shelter subpopulation was calculated using data provided by LAAS; see 
Section J.6.2,	Model	Parameters	Informed	by	LAAS	Data	for	the	Shelter	Subpopulation, for the data. 

J.4.1.2 Free‐roaming Cats (Stray/Feral Subpopulation) 

Intact Cats 

Of the 134 articles identified as highly relevant in the literature review, five seven included 
measurements or estimates of survival for adult free-roaming cats. These annual survival estimates 
ranged from 55% to 80% (Andersen et al., 2004). The model uses a 70% survival value for adult cats 
in the feral and stray populations, which is supported by several of the relevant papers (Andersen et 
al., 2004, Budke, 2009, Gehrt et al., 2013). The model uses the same survival values for both intact 
and altered cats. The sample size ranged from 27 to 43. Some articles counted a cat that 
“disappeared” as a death for the purposes of calculating survival (Horn et al., 2011, Gehrt et al., 

Juveniles Adults 

Juveniles Adults 
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2013). Counting disappearance as death in this way biases the estimate of survival downward 
because it treats a cat that disappeared but did not die as dead for the purposes of the study. 
Because of the limitations of the literature in terms of small sample sizes, bias due to counting 
disappearance as death, and the mild climate of the City, the estimates of adult survival from the 
literature may be unrealistically low. For these reasons a survival value was chosen from the high 
end of the literature: 79.4%, representing a median life expectancy of 3 years according to 
(Andersen et al., 2004).  

Six Four articles included measurements or estimates of survival for juvenile free-roaming cats less 
than 12 months old and three articles included measurements or estimates for cats less than 6 
months old. Because of recent publication time and geographical relevance, Nutter 2004 was 
selected for the juvenile free-roaming survival value (Nutter, 2004). The articles estimating survival 
through 12 months were published between 1985 and 1996 and those estimating survival through 
6 months were published between 1995 and 2011. To simplify the estimate of juvenile survival by 
using a uniform time window, the older articles measuring survival through 12 months were 
dropped from the analysis and only the three articles measuring survival through 6 months were 
carried forward (Gunther et al., 2011, Mirmovitch, 1995, Nutter, 2004). 

The estimates of juvenile survival are subject to the same potential biases as estimates of adult 
survival. Sample sizes range from 22 to 169. Gunther et al. explicitly report how many kittens “died 
or disappeared before reaching 6 months of age” (Gunther et al., 2011); Nutter likewise reports 
“kittens [that] died or disappeared before 6 months of age” (Nutter, 2004). In addition, Mirmovitch 
reports that “most of the kittens were not seen until they were at least four weeks old, and some 
mortality probably occurs before this time” (Mirmovitch, 1995); Gunther et al. report that “kittens 
were observed” at an “earliest age” of “approximately 4 weeks” (Gunther et al., 2011). The biases 
present in the survival estimates for adult cats led to the choice to not use direct estimates of cat 
survival but instead to estimate annual survival from an assumed median life expectancy of 3 years. 
It is not appropriate to use the life expectancy–based technique to estimate survival for the first 6 or 
12 months, so the survival through the first 6 months must be based on the observed data in these 
articles despite the biases present in the data. 

The survival through the first 6 months was calculated from an average of the three articles carried 
forward, giving an estimate of 39% survival through the first 6 months. The paper reportsBecause 
these articles report survival only up to 6 months old, so it was assumed that the survival of 
juveniles from 6 to 12 was the same as adults—7079.4% annually or 8489.1% over 6 months. 
Multiplying Nutter’s 25%39% survival in the first 6 months by 8489.1% survival in the second 6 
months produces 21%34.7% survival for juvenile cats.  

Sterilized Cats 

There is some evidence that free-roaming cat survival increases after sterilization(Nutter, 2005). 
Nutter found that median survival over 730 days was 282 days for hormonally intact males and 
greater than 730 days for castrated males, so castrated males survived at least 448 days longer. 
Median survival over 730 days was 593 days for unspayed females and greater than 730 days for 
spayed females, so spayed females survived at least 137 days longer. The model does not have 
separate survival rates for males and females and assumes an equal number of cats in each set, so 
the average difference in survival of 292.5 days was used to represent increased survival following 
sterilization. The unsterilized survival was based on a median life expectancy of 3 years. Adding 
292.5 days to the unsterilized median life expectancy of 3 years gives a median sterilized life 
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expectancy of 3.8 years. This median life expectancy corresponds to an annual survival rate of 
83.3% for sterilized adult cats. 

For sterilized juvenile cats, it was assumed that sterilization did not affect survival for the first 6 
months because none of the papers on kitten survival in the first 6 months addressed sterilization 
status. It was assumed that the survival of sterilized juveniles from 6 to 12 months was the same as 
that of sterilized adults—83.3% annually or 91.3% over 6 months. Multiplying the 39% survival in 
the first 6 months by 91.3% survival in the second 6 months produces 35.6% survival for juvenile 
cats. 

J.4.1.3 Owned Subpopulation 

Three articles included measurements or estimates of survival for owned adult cats, but two of the 
articles reported survival in England and Sweden, and so were not used to parameterize the model. 
The model uses a 91.7% survival for adult cats in the owned subpopulation, based on 8.3 deaths per 
year per 100 cats reported by New et al. (New et al., 2004). 

Only one article included measurements or estimates of survival for juvenile owned cats (Sparkes, 
2006). The paper reports survival only up to 8 weeks old, so it was assumed that the survival of 
juveniles for the remainder of the first year was the same as adults—91.7%. Multiplying Sparkes’ 
83.7% survival in the first 6 months8 weeks by 91.7% annual survival in the remainder of the year 
produces 77.8% survival for owned juvenile cats. 
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Table J‐4. Adult and Juvenile Survival Values Used in the Model 

Age	Class	 Subpopulation	 Reproductive	Status	 Survival	 Citation	

Adult Feral Intact 7079.4% (Andersen et al., 2004) 

Sterilized 83.3% (Andersen et al., 2004, 
Nutter, 2005) 

Stray Intact 7079.4% (Andersen et al., 2004) 

Sterilized 83.3% (Andersen et al., 2004, 
Nutter, 2005) 

Shelter Intact & Sterilized 79.5% LAAS 

Owned Intact & Sterilized 91.7% (New et al., 2004) 

Juvenile Feral Intact 2134.7% (Gunther et al., 2011, 
Mirmovitch, 1995, 
Nutter, 2004) 

Sterilized 35.6% (Gunther et al., 2011, 
Mirmovitch, 1995, 
Nutter, 2004, Nutter, 
2005) 

Stray Intact 2134.7% (Gunther et al., 2011, 
Mirmovitch, 1995, 
Nutter, 2004) 

Sterilized 35.6% (Gunther et al., 2011, 
Mirmovitch, 1995, 
Nutter, 2004, Nutter, 
2005) 

Shelter Intact & Sterilized 79.5% LAAS 

Owned Intact & Sterilized 77.8% (Sparkes, 2006) 

 

J.4.2 Fecundity 
At each time step of the model, intact cats reproduce, creating new juvenile cats. The number of cats 
born for each intact cat is the fecundity parameter in the model. For adult cats, fecundity is the 
product of three factors: 

1. The number of litters per female per year 

2. The average number of kittens per litter 

3. The proportion of females in the population (assumed to be 50%) 

It is assumed that the number of litters per female and the female proportion is the same regardless 
of whether a cat is owned, stray, or feral, and that the only parameter that varies among these 
subpopulations is the average number of kittens per litter. 

On the number of litters per female per year, Flockhart and Coe comment that, “Cats are seasonal 
breeders that can produce multiple litters per year. In temperate environments, seasonality is the 
duration of the reproduction period driven predominantly by photoperiod. Modeling breeding 
season length with respect to the latitude … and the pregnancy period of cats therefore seems a 
reasonable way to estimate the maximum number of litters that could be produced by each intact 
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female cat per year” (Flockhart and Coe, 2018). They recommend estimating the average number of 
females per year by dividing the length of the breeding season by the length of pregnancy and 
weaning8 (Equation 1), because this fully accounts for both the fact of multiple litters and for the 
variation in breeding season as a function of latitude. 

 litters per female per year
length of breeding season

length of pregnancy and weaning
 Equation 1 

Because breeding season length varies by latitude, it is necessary to use a breeding season length 
that is specific to the latitude of Los Angeles. To accomplish this the approach of Flockhart and Coe 
was followed: “We… fit a non-linear, 4-parameter logistic regression model of the breeding season 
length 𝑦, in days, given a latitudinal coordinate” (Flockhart and Coe, 2018). Their logistic regression 
model9 was fit to data from Hurni (Hurni, 1981) to create the relationship in Equation 2. 

y 365
194.6461

1 exp 0.1351 ⋅ 31.8447 𝑙
, Equation 2 

where 
𝑦 is the length of the breeding season, in days, 
exp is the exponential function exp 𝑥 𝑒 , 
and 𝑙 is the latitude at which to estimate the length of the breeding season. 

Applying the formula in Equation 2 to Los Angeles’s latitude of 34.05 degrees produces an estimated 
breeding season of 253.3 days for domestic cats in Los Angeles. 

The average gestation period of cats is 65 days and the weaning period 84 days (Flockhart and Coe, 
2018), for a total of 149 days required to produce one litter. Dividing the 253.3-day breeding season 
from Equation 2 by the 149 days to produce a litter (Equation 1) gives an estimate of 1.7 litters per 
female per year. 

Mean age at first conception is 212 days (Jöchle W., 1993), so juvenile cats reproduce on average for 
365 − 212 = 153 days, or 42%, of the year, and juvenile fecundity is 42% of adult fecundity 
(Andersen et al., 2004). 

Of the 134 articles identified as pertinent to the development of the domestic cat population 
modeling, three included measurements or estimates of fecundity for adult free-roaming cats. The 
model uses the most recently reported number of 3.5 (Schmidt, 2007). 

Three articles included measurements or estimates for adult owned cats, but one was excluded 
because it reported on cats in Sweden. Of the remaining two papers, the most recent value of 5.3 
kittens per litter (3,158 kittens, 598 litters) from New et al. (New et al., 2004) was used. 

Fecundity values for juvenile and adult cats in all four subpopulations as used in the model are 
summarized in Table J-5. 

 
8 The length of time between when a kitten is born and when it stops drinking its mother’s milk. 
9 A method for estimating the probability of occurrence of an event from dichotomous data using a recursive 
approach WALKER, S. H. D., DAVID B. 1967. Estimation of the Probability of an Event as a Function of Several 
Independent Variables. Biometrika, 54, 167-179. 
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Table J‐5. Adult Fecundity Values Used in the Model 

Subpopulation	
Kittens/	
Litter	 Citation	

Adult	
Fecundity	

Juvenile	
Fecundity	

Feral 3.5 (Schmidt, 2007, Andersen et al., 
2004) 

2.97 1.25 

Stray 3.5 (Schmidt, 2007, Andersen et al., 
2004) 

2.97 1.25 

Shelter In the model assumes 100% of shelter cats are sterilized at each time step, so 
these parameters have no effect on the shelter subpopulation. 

Owned 5.3 (New et al., 2004) 4.50 1.89 
Adult fecundity is the product of 1.7 litters per female (Equation 1), # of kittens per litter, and 50% proportion female. 
Juvenile fecundity is 42% of adult fecundity based on mean age at first conception of 212 days (Jöchle W., 1993). 

The fecundity values in Table J-5 do not account for cats that birth a litter and die within the same 
year. “Continuously breeding populations are most easily modeled by assuming that all births take 
place at the midpoint of the time interval. Under this assumption, parental individuals must survive 
to that midpoint” (Andersen et al., 2004, Caswell, 2001). This half-year survival is the square root of 
the annual survival. The fecundity value used in the model, including the adjustment for half-year 
survival, is given by Equation 3. 

𝑓 √𝑠 litters per female kittens per litter proportion female, Equation 3 

where 𝑠 is the annual survival of the parent life stage. 

J.4.3 Sterilization 
The model represents sterilization as a proportion of cats newly sterilized in each year—that is, as a 
rate of change. However, studies of cat sterilization report the total proportion of the population 
that was sterilized at the time the study was conducted—that is, as a level, rather than a rate of 
change. To deal with the mismatch between the modeling framework and the scientific literature, 
numerical methods were used for the owned subpopulation to determine what rate of annual 
sterilization would produce the total population sterilization levels described in the literature, given 
the survival and fecundity values described in Table J-5. 

J.4.3.1 Feral and Stray Subpopulation Sterilization 

Of the 134 articles identified as pertinent to model development, only one reported the total 
sterilization rate of free-roaming cats: Wallace and Levy (Wallace and Levy, 2006); their reported 
rate of 2.3% is based on data from 103,643 feral cats admitted to TNR programs from 
geographically diverse locations in the United States. Data from Wallace and Levy were used by 
Flockhart and Coe to inform the sterilization component of their model: “The annual sterilization 
probability of [stray] and feral cats was based upon the proportion of cats submitted to trap-neuter-
return programs that are already sterilized. The proportion of the population already sterilized 
ranged from 0.7% to 3.5% (Wallace and Levy, 2006) so we assumed 1% of kitten and 2.5% of adult 
stray cats are annually sterilized and 0.1% of kitten and 0.25% of adult feral cats are sterilized 
through trap-neuter-return programs. We assumed this difference between free-roaming and feral 
cats based on disparity between detectability and trapability of these two groups of cats.” 
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J.4.3.2 Owned Subpopulation Sterilization 

Of the 134 articles identified as pertinent to model development, three reported the total 
sterilization rate of owned cats. Flockhart and Coe cite Nassar and Mosier (Nassar, 1982) for their 
owned cat sterilization rate and Bradshaw et al. (Bradshaw et al., 1999) also provide an estimate of 
owned cat sterilization. The most recent data available on the total sterilization rate of owned cats 
were from 2016 in the American Pet Products Association National Pet Owners Survey (APPA, 
2018), a national survey of pet owners that includes questions about the sterilization status of 
owned cats, which reports 93% of owned cats sterilized. However, this national survey may not be 
representative of the level of owned cat sterilization in the City. Therefore, an estimate was made 
based on data on sterilization by income (Chu et al., 2009). The observed sterilization rates from 
Chu et al. were weighted by the proportion of households in the City at each income level from the 
American Community Survey (U.S. Census Bureau, 2019) yielding an estimated owned cat 
sterilization rate of 80% as summarized in Table J-6. 

Table J‐6. Estimate of Owned Cat Sterilization Rate in the City Based on Income Data from the ACS 
and Owned Cat Sterilization Data (Chu et al., 2009) 

Income	 Percent	of	Households	in	the	City	 Owned	Cat	Sterilization	Rate	

$0–$35,000 32% 52% 

$35,000–$75,000 28% 91% 

> $75,000 40% 96% 

Average sterilization  80% 

The total sterilization proportionslevel of sterilization reported in literature and accordingly 
targeted in the model is summarized in Table J-76. Table J-78 presents the annual rate of change of 
sterilization proportions in terms of proportion of cats newly sterilized each year needed (and thus 
input in the model) to maintain the total sterilization proportions presented in Table J-7. 

Table J‐67. Total Sterilization Proportions for Each of the Four Subpopulations in the Model 

Subpopulation	 Percent	Sterilized	 Citation	

Feral & Stray 2.3Determined by owned to stray 
transition 

(Wallace and 
Levy, 2006) 

Shelter 100 LAAS 

Owned 9380 (2018)(Chu et al., 
2009)  

The model parameter for sterilization is not total sterilization ratelevel of sterilization but rather the 
rate of change of sterilization in terms of number proportion of cats newly sterilized in each year 
(see Table J-8). The annual sterilization ratesrates of change of sterilization for each subpopulation 
were set to achieve the total sterilization proportionssterilization level in this tableTable J-7. For the 
modeled feral and stray subpopulations the level of sterilization is determined by the rate of 
transition from the owned to the stray subpopulation, as every sterilized owned cat that is lost or 
abandoned becomes a sterilized stray cat. In the modeled subpopulation more sterilized stray cats 
are created through the transition of sterilized owned cats to the stray subpopulation than through 
direct sterilization of feral and stray cats. 
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For the owned subpopulation, rate of change of sterilization was determined from a numerical 
method. For any subpopulation 𝑖, the survival, reproduction, and sterilization is represented by the 
matrix 𝐁  given by Equation 10; in this case 𝑖 𝑂 indicating the owned subpopulation. Each 𝑝 term 
in Equation 10 represents the proportion of cats sterilized each year. Let 𝑝  be a seed value for 
proportion of owned juvenile cats sterilized each year and let 𝑝  be a seed value for proportion of 
owned adult cats sterilized each year. Let the function 𝐁 𝑘  give the matrix 𝐁  with each survival 
and fecundity parameter being the appropriate survival and fecundity value used for the owned 
subpopulation and each 𝑝  and 𝑝  being 𝑘𝑝  and 𝑘𝑝 . To calculate the owned sterilization level 
associated with any given values of 𝑝 , 𝑝 , and 𝑘, multiply the initial subpopulation vector [1, 1, 1, 
1] by 𝐁  until the subpopulation represented by the vector product reaches a stable stage 
distribution, then calculate the proportion of the stable stage distribution that is sterilized. Within 

the range 0 𝑘 max 𝑝 , 𝑝 , solve by bisection for the value of 𝑘 that gives the desired 
owned sterilization level of 80%. Seed values 𝑝  and 𝑝  were 𝑝 0.7 and 𝑝 0.1 taken from 
Flockhart and Coe (Flockhart and Coe, 2018). 

LAAS requires that cats be sterilized before releasing them for adoption, and will enforce the same 
requirement for cats released to TNR groups under the Project scenario.  

Table J‐78. Rate of Change of Sterilization in Terms of Proportion of Cats Newly Sterilized in Each 
Yearly Time Step of the Model 

Age	class	 Subpopulation	 Proportion	Sterilized	Each	Year	

Adult Feral 0.25% 

Stray 0.25% 

Shelter 100% 

Owned 13.211.0% 

Juvenile Feral 0.1% 

Stray 0.1% 

Shelter 100% 

Owned 92.177.0% 

These values were chosen to reach the sterilization rates summarized in Table J-67. 

J.4.4 Equilibrium Abundance and Population Estimate of Free‐
roaming Cats in the City of Los Angeles 

Considering the survival and fecundity values in the model (see Table J-4, Table J-5, and Table J-87), 
a feral cat population with no resource constraints would have an exponential growth rate of 36% 
per year. At this rate of growth, the currently estimated free-roaming cat population of 226,970 cats 
would grow to nearly 11 billion cats over the 30-year time horizon of the Project; another way to 
look at this is that a population of 1,000 cats could grow to the current estimate of 226,970 in just 15 
years, which doesn’t happen in the real world. However, animal populations, including cat 
populations, do not exhibit exponential growth but rather are limited by space, resources, 
competition, disease, predation, and other limiting factors. “[P]opulations of feral cats are frequently 
at carrying capacity[.]” (Lohr et al., 2013, Gibson et al., 2002) Because of these limiting factors there 
is an abundance of the free-roaming cat population at which its growth rate slows to 0, which is 
called the equilibrium	abundance. To represent the equilibrium abundance in the model, survival 
decreases until deaths exactly offset births. The reduction in survival as the population approaches 
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equilibrium is represented by the function applied to the juvenile and adult survival parameters as 
shown in Equation 4 (Flockhart and Coe, 2018). 

𝑠 𝑛 𝑠 0 ⋅ exp 𝑥
𝑛
𝑛eq

 , Equation 4 

where 
𝑠 0  is the survival of the life stage when the cat population density is 0 (see Table J-4), 
exp is the exponential function exp 𝑥 𝑒 , 
𝑛  current abundance of the cat population, 
𝑛eq  is equilibrium abundance of the cat population, and 
𝑥 is a parameter selected so that the population growth rate is 0 when the population is at its 
equilibrium abundance. 

The value of 𝑥 is solved for numerically;. For any subpopulation 𝑖, the survival, reproduction, and 
sterilization is represented by the matrix 𝐁  given by Equation 10. Each 𝑠 term in Equation 10, 
representing survival, is calculated from the current abundance of the cat population using Equation 
4. Using the bisection method a value of 𝑥 was found so that the eigenvalue of 𝐁  at 𝑛 𝑛eq was 0 
(meaning a subpopulation at equilibrium), excluding eigenvalues whose corresponding eigenvector 
was [0, 0, 0, 1] (representing 100% of the population being sterilized adults) or had a mix of positive 
and negative values (representing negative abundances). 

gGiven the fecundity, survival, and sterilization assumed for the Los Angeles cat population, 𝑥
0.40314850.7346989. 

Following Flockhart (Flockhart and Coe, 2018), “Survival of owned cats was considered density-
independent10 as we reasoned that owned cats neither compete nor are limited by resource 
availability such as food.” The model also does not include an equilibrium abundance for shelter cats 
because nearly every cat impounded by LAAS is either adopted or dies within 1 year of its intake 
date, according to records from LAAS (see Section J.6.2, Model	Parameters	Informed	by	LAAS	Data	for	
the	Shelter	Subpopulation). 

There are no reliable or verifiable published estimates of feral or stray cat subpopulations in the 
City. Information such as trap permit density and complaint density is suitable only for the 
estimation of relative cat density (that is, whether feral cats are more or less dense in certain areas 
and/or residents more or less concerned). The model requires an estimate of absolute density. The 
literature review did not identify any articles that could be used to extrapolate absolute density 
from trap permits and complaints. In the absence of this information, the feral/stray (i.e., free-
roaming) subpopulations in the City were estimated based on land cover category using published 
feral or stray cat density estimates for land cover categories across the globe (see Appendix B, 
Systematic Literature	Review	Methods). The literature on cat density included studies of owned, 
unowned, and feral cats, but the status of cats studied and definitions of those terms were not 
necessarily consistent across all the literature reviewed. For the feral and stray subpopulations, 
scientific literature (see Appendix B, Systematic	Literature	Review	Methods) that reported feral/stray 
cat densities was reviewed and the reported density data were compiled and divided into five 
general land cover categories that best represented the land cover categories reported in the 
literature: agricultural, open/open vegetated, shrublands, trees/woodlands, and urban suburban. 
Outliers and non-representative regions including regions with extended periods of freezing 

 
10 Survival is independent from population density. 
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temperatures were excluded (see Appendix K). Average reported density of each land cover 
category was then used to estimate free-roaming cat density as a function of each land cover 
category. The average was used to yield an estimate that would be skewed towards the high end of 
these reported densities so as not to underestimate density. 

To facilitate applicability and utilization of these data for the City, each vegetation type in the 
CALVEG data set for Los Angeles was assigned to the appropriate land cover category within the five 
aforementioned land cover categories defined for the cat density literature review (e.g., the CALVEG 
oak woodland alliance/group would be assigned to the trees/woodlands land cover category). The 
CALVEG vegetation type to land cover category mappings are summarized in Table J-89.  

The total acreage for each land cover category in the City (presented in Table J-98) was then 
multiplied by the estimated free-roaming cat density to calculate an estimate of the abundance of 
free-roaming cats in the City (Table J-109). Based on these calculations, the total free-roaming cat 
equilibrium abundance was estimated at 226,970341,661 (As presented in Table J-109). 

Table J‐89. Vegetation Types in the City of Los Angeles, the Land Cover Category Assigned to Each 
Vegetation Type, and the Acres of that Vegetation Type in Los Angeles 

CALVEG	Vegetation	Type		
in	the	City	of	Los	Angeles	

Land	Cover	Category	
Assigned	to	CALVEG	
Vegetation	Type	

Acres	of	CALVEG	
Vegetation	Type	in	the	
City	of	Los	Angeles	

Annual Grasses and Forbs Open/Open Vegetated 9,518 

Baccharis (Riparian) Shrublands 104 

Barren Open/Open Vegetated 1,986 

Beach Sand Open/Open Vegetated 442 

Bigcone Douglas-Fir Trees/Woodlands 125 

Birchleaf Mountain Mahogany Trees/Woodlands 6 

Buckwheat Shrublands 373 

California Bay Trees/Woodlands 117 

California Sagebrush Shrublands 8,607 

California Sycamore Trees/Woodlands 50 

California Walnut Trees/Woodlands 408 

Canyon Live Oak Trees/Woodlands 78 

Ceanothus Mixed Chaparral Shrublands 4,252 

Chamise Shrublands 703 

Coast Live Oak Trees/Woodlands 4,049 

Coastal Cactus Shrublands 51 

Coastal Mixed Hardwood Trees/Woodlands 479 

Conifer Agriculture Agriculture 15 

Coyote Brush Shrublands 8 

Dune Open/Open Vegetated 32 

Encelia Scrub Shrublands 7 

Eucalyptus Trees/Woodlands 303 

Fremont Cottonwood Trees/Woodlands 4 

Interior Mixed Hardwood Trees/Woodlands 25 
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CALVEG	Vegetation	Type		
in	the	City	of	Los	Angeles	

Land	Cover	Category	
Assigned	to	CALVEG	
Vegetation	Type	

Acres	of	CALVEG	
Vegetation	Type	in	the	
City	of	Los	Angeles	

Lower Montane Mixed Chaparral Shrublands 20,152 

Non-Native/Invasive Grass Open/Open Vegetated 77 

Non-Native/Ornamental Conifer Trees/Woodlands 140 

Non-Native/Ornamental 
Conifer/Hardwood 

Trees/Woodlands 6,924 

Non-Native/Ornamental Grass Open/Open Vegetated 6,369 

Non-Native/Ornamental Hardwood Trees/Woodlands 1,641 

Non-Native/Ornamental Shrub Shrublands 73 

Nurseries Agriculture 107 

Orchard Agriculture Agriculture 22 

Pastures and Crop Agriculture Agriculture 719 

Perennial Grasses and Forbs Open/Open Vegetated 19 

Pickleweed - Cordgrass Open/Open Vegetated 128 

Riparian Mixed Hardwood Trees/Woodlands 649 

Riparian Mixed Shrub Shrublands 34 

Riversidean Alluvial Scrub Shrublands 815 

Scalebroom Shrublands 23 

Scrub Oak Shrublands 588 

Soft Scrub Mixed Chaparral Shrublands 781 

Sumac Shrub Shrublands 6,666 

Tilled Earth Open/Open Vegetated 2 

Tule – Cattail Shrublands 0 

Urban/Developed Urban/Suburban 219,896 

Urban-related Bare Soil Urban/Suburban 1,976 

Valley Oak Trees/Woodlands 8 

White Alder Trees/Woodlands 4 

Willow Trees/Woodlands 471 

Willow (Shrub) Shrublands 50 

Total	Acreage	(minus	water)	 300,078	

 

Table J‐109. Summary of Estimated Free‐Roaming Cats in the City of Los Angeles as a Function of 
Land Cover Category 

Land	Cover	Category		

Estimated	Average	
Cats		

per	Acre	
Acres		

in	the	City	
Estimated	Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Abundance	in	the	City	

Agriculture 0.0460.052 863 3945 

Open/Open Vegetated 0.0570.059 18,571 1,0501,097 

Shrublands 0.1150.098 43,288 4,9584,234 

Trees/Woodland 0.1890.213 15,480 2,9283,293 
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Land	Cover	Category		

Estimated	Average	
Cats		

per	Acre	
Acres		

in	the	City	
Estimated	Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Abundance	in	the	City	

Urban/Suburban 0.9831.501 221,872 217,995332,991 

Total	 Average:	0.7561.139	 300,076	 226,970341,661	

California Department of Finance projects that the human population of Los Angeles County will 
increase by only a small amount over the 30-year project horizon, increasing by 1.3% from 2021 to 
2033 and decreasing by 2.2% from 2021 to 2051 (California Department of Finance, 2020) (see 
Section J.4.5, Equilibrium Abundance and Population Estimate of Owned Cats in the City of Los 
Angeles). To the extent that the free-roaming equilibrium abundance changes with the human 
population, the change in the equilibrium abundance is likely to be small given the small projected 
change in the human population. Because the change is small and because the equilibrium 
abundance of free-roaming cats is not calculated from the human population, this model parameter 
was set to be constant during the 30-year project horizon. 

J.4.5 Equilibrium Abundance and Population Estimate of Owned 
Cats in the City of Los Angeles 

In the absence of data for the owned cat subpopulation specific to the City, the size of the 
subpopulation was estimated. The estimate is the product of the number of households in the City, 
the proportion of these households that own at least one cat (cat-owning households), and the 
number of cats per cat-owning household. According to the U.S. Census Bureau’s American 
Community Survey (ACS), the City had 1,373,864 households in 2018. According to the 2012 
American Veterinary Medical Association Source Book, 28.3% of households in California own cats, 
and the average cat-owning household owns 1.9 cats (AVMA, 2012). 

Projections from the California Department of Finance for the human population of Los Angeles 
County were used to estimate the future change in the human population (California Department of 
Finance, 2020). These projections were used because they estimate the future population on a year-
by-year timescale that matches the timescale of the model. However, these population projections 
are residents at the county level, but the model requires the number of households at the City level, 
which are not available on a year-by-year timescale. To translate county-level resident projections 
into City-level household projects, it was assumed that the proportion of Los Angeles County 
residents who live in the City and the average number of persons per household in the City would 
remain the same over the life of the Project. Because of these assumptions the number of households 
in the City and hence the equilibrium abundance parameter of owned cats change in proportion to 
the predicted population of Los Angeles County. In 2018, the California Department of Finance 
estimated a population of 10,269,935 in Los Angeles County and the U.S. Census Bureau estimated 
1,373,864 households in the City. This ratio of county population to City households was used to 
estimate the number of households in the City over the horizon of the project. 

Table J‐11. California Department of Finance Predictions for Los Angeles County Population and 
Estimate of Number of Households in the City Derived Therefrom 

Calendar	Year	 Project	Year	 Los	Angeles	County	Population	 Los	Angeles	City	Households	

2018 N/A 10,269,935 1,373,864 

2019 N/A 10,260,237 1,372,567 
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Calendar	Year	 Project	Year	 Los	Angeles	County	Population	 Los	Angeles	City	Households	

2020 N/A 10,257,557 1,372,208 

2021 0 10,259,169 1,372,424 

2022 1 10,265,369 1,373,253 

2023 2 10,276,394 1,374,728 

2024 3 10,292,478 1,376,880 

2025 4 10,314,467 1,379,821 

2026 5 10,333,153 1,382,321 

2027 6 10,348,712 1,384,402 

2028 7 10,361,734 1,386,144 

2029 8 10,372,273 1,387,554 

2030 9 10,380,446 1,388,648 

2031 10 10,385,674 1,389,347 

2032 11 10,389,125 1,389,809 

2033 12 10,390,380 1,389,977 

2034 13 10,389,542 1,389,864 

2035 14 10,386,380 1,389,441 

2036 15 10,380,661 1,388,676 

2037 16 10,372,928 1,387,642 

2038 17 10,362,785 1,386,285 

2039 18 10,350,160 1,384,596 

2040 19 10,335,448 1,382,628 

2041 20 10,318,608 1,380,375 

2042 21 10,299,425 1,377,809 

2043 22 10,278,371 1,374,993 

2044 23 10,254,795 1,371,839 

2045 24 10,229,233 1,368,419 

2046 25 10,201,041 1,364,648 

2047 26 10,170,912 1,360,617 

2048 27 10,138,208 1,356,242 

2049 28 10,103,362 1,351,581 

2050 29 10,066,589 1,346,661 

2051 30 10,027,268 1,341,401 

To represent the equilibrium cat abundance in the model, survival decreases until deaths exactly 
offset births. The reduction in survival as the population approaches equilibrium is represented by 
the function applied to the juvenile and adult survival parameters as shown in Equation 4. The value 
of 𝑥 is solved for numerically; given the fecundity, survival, and sterilization assumed for the Los 
Angeles cat population, 𝑥 0.4685815. 

J.4.5.1 Proposed Project 

Project element d includes the increase in the limit on the number of owned cats per household from 
3 to 5, with the requirement that any household with 4 or 5 cats must microchip them, sterilize 
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them, and keep them indoors. This increase in the owned cat limit could increase the owned 
equilibrium abundance. However, it is difficult to quantify how much the equilibrium abundance 
would increase following the implementation of the owned cat limit. The literature review did not 
identify any articles that quantified the effect of a city ordinance increasing the number of allowed 
cats per residence. Furthermore, the requirement to microchip these cats and keep them indoors 
means that these cats would be less likely to transition to the stray population, and the requirement 
to sterilize them means that they would not increase the number of intact owned cats in the city. 
Because of these factors the effect of the owned cat limit increase on free- roaming cat abundance is 
likely to be small. Because the effect on free- roaming cat abundance is small and because of the 
difficulty in quantifying how much the owned cat limit would increase equilibrium abundance, 
owned equilibrium abundance is the same under the proposed Project as under no Project. 

J.5 Initial Abundance of Stray, Feral, Shelter, and 
Owned Subpopulations in the City of Los Angeles 

The time step 0 of the matrix model is intended to represent the year in which the proposed Project 
is implemented. At time step 0, the abundance of the four cat subpopulations is intended to 
represent the current estimated size of the Los Angeles domestic cat population. 

Before the model is run at time step 0, the model is brought to equilibrium, a state in which the total 
number of cats remains unchanged unless the model parameters are changed. To accomplish this, 
the no Project alternative runs until change in total cat abundance between each timestep is 
approximately 0. The modeled cat population at this point is used as the time step 0 population for 
each of the modeled alternatives. 

J.5.1 Feral and Stray Subpopulations 
Feral and stray cats are assumed to be at equilibrium abundance. Given the fecundity and survival 
values derived from the literature review and used in the model (see Table J-4 and Table J-5), the 
growth rate of the cat population is such that from a population of 100 individuals it would reach 
the estimated equilibrium abundance for free-roaming cats of 226,970 (see Table J-9) within just 22 
years—less than 1/7 of the time since Los Angeles’ incorporation as an American municipality in 
1850. Although the free-roaming cat population growth rate is driven by survival and reproduction 
there are limiting factors influencing those population growth rate drivers, which include food and 
other resource availability, and mortality from factors such as disease transmission, predation, and 
vehicular collisions. Cat density is driven primarily by the availability of food: “Densities above 100 
cats per square km² were found only in urban areas where cats fed on rich supplies of refuse… 
intermediate densities (5–100 cats per km²) were found in farm cat populations where the cats 
were supplied with most of their food requirements by owners, and in rural feral populations 
subsisting on very rich, often clumped natural prey such as colonies of ground-nesting seabirds” 
(Liberg et al., 2000). A recent increase in the availability of easily accessed refuse or other food 
sources could potentially mean that the Los Angeles cat population is not currently at equilibrium 
due to the relaxation of the food limitation. Similarly, a recent decrease in disease transmission or a 
recent decrease in predators or vehicle collisions could also mean that the population is not at 
equilibrium. However, unless these limitations relaxed by a large amount or in the recent past, the 
cat population would simply grow until it reached a new equilibrium. 
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The relative size of the feral and stray subpopulations is not known and is difficult to estimate due to 
the challenge of reliably distinguishing between feral and stray cats. However, the average 
sterilization rate of unowned free-roaming cats (which include feral and stray cats) is 2.3% 
according to Wallace and Levy (Wallace and Levy, 2006), and the average sterilization rate of owned 
cats is 93% according to the American Pet Products Association National Pet Owners Survey (APPA, 
2018). Because the sterilization rate of the owned cat subpopulation is so high, it is reasonable to 
assume that the 2.5% sterilization rate reported by Wallace and Levy is driven largely by the 
unsterilized feral cat subpopulation, as stray cats are previously owned pets that are required to be 
sterilized, per the City’s spay/neuter ordinance. 

J.5.2 Shelter Subpopulation 
For the shelter subpopulation, its initial abundance was derived from the average daily number of 
impounded cats from 2010–2017 using data provided by LAAS. See Shelter Abundance at Time Step 
0. 

J.5.3 Owned Subpopulation 
In the absence of City-specific data for the owned cat subpopulation in the City, the owned cat 
subpopulation was estimated. To do this, the number of households in the City, the proportion of 
cat-owning households, and the number of cats per cat-owning household were taken into 
consideration and multiplied. According to the U.S. Census Bureau’s American Community Survey 
(FactFinder, 2011), the City has 1,275,534 households. According to the 2012 American Veterinary 
Medical Association Source Book (AVMA, 2012), 28.3% of households in California own cats, and the 
average cat-owning household owns 1.9 cats. These numbers yield an estimate of 685,855 for initial 
owned cat abundance in the City. 

J.5.4 Life Stage Distribution 
The relative abundance of juvenile and adult cats within the four subpopulations is not known with 
certainty. However, after a sufficient number of iterations, the model reaches a stable	stage	
distribution wherein the proportion of each life stage remains the same at each iteration. As 
explained earlier, the model starts at equilibrium abundance; the stable stage distribution is part of 
that equilibrium. The model was initialized with each subpopulation in its stable stage distribution; 
this initial condition is consistent with assuming that the population is at its equilibrium abundance 
at time step 0. 

J.6 Subpopulation Interactions 
Subpopulations interact with each other through the transition of cats from one subpopulation to 
another. Specific subpopulation interactions are presented below and depicted on Figure J-2. 

a) To	the	feral	subpopulation. Kittens of intact stray cats if not socialized appropriately canduring 
the critical window for socialization become feral. For this reason, in the model stray kittens are 
adopted off the street, or surrendered to the shelter, and any not adopted or surrendered 
transition to the feral subpopulation. 

b) To	the	stray	subpopulation. Owned cats can be lost or abandoned by their owners. 
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c) To	the	shelter	subpopulation.	

i. Owned cats can be relinquished to the animal services centers. 

ii. Feral cats can be trapped and surrendered to the animal services centers., although the 
exact number of surrenders is unknown because it can be difficult to distinguish between 
feral and stray cats because both tame and feral cats may exhibit aggressive and fractious 
behavior when being held in captivity. The literature review did not find any articles 
quantifying how frequently this occurs. Due to the lack of published literature, Flockhart and 
Coe assumed a value of 0.01% of feral cats that transition to the shelter subpopulation 
annually: “We assume feral cats remain feral except for a very small annual probability of 
being captured and surrendered to shelters” (Flockhart and Coe, 2018). Of the literature 
identified in the literature review, Flockhart and Coe is the only one that included a value for 
this parameter. Surrender of feral cats to shelters may vary from city to city. 

iii. Stray cats can be brought to the animal services centers.  

d) To	the	owned	subpopulation. Stray cats can be adopted off the street by new owners. Stray cats 
can reproduce, creating kittens, in the owned subpopulation. Shelter cats can be adopted by new 
owners. 

The proportion of cats in Los Angeles that transition between the owned, stray, and feral 
subpopulations in each 1-year time step of the model is summarized in Table J-102. 
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Figure J‐2. Schematic of Subpopulation Interactions between the Four Subpopulations in the Model 

An arrow from one subpopulation to another indicates that cats can transition between those subpopulations. 

 

Table J‐102. Proportion of Cats that Transition from One Subpopulation to Another Subpopulation 
in Each 1‐Year Time Step of the Model 

From	Subpopulation	 To	Subpopulation	 Proportion	 Source	

Feral Shelter 0.01% (Flockhart and Coe, 2018) 

Stray Owned Equation 5 (Flockhart and Coe, 2018) 

Owned Stray 0.14% 2.5% free-roaming sterilization rate 

Owned Stray (Lost) 0.49% (Flockhart and Coe, 2018, Weiss et al., 
2012) 

Owned Stray (Abandoned) 2.9% (Flockhart and Coe, 2018, Finkler and 
Terkel, 2012) 

Owned Stray 3.4% Loss + Abandonment 
Subpopulation transitions into and out of the shelter subpopulation are discussed and presented in Section J.6.2, 
Model	Parameters	Informed	by	LAAS	Data	for	the	Shelter	Subpopulation. 

 

For adoption of stray cats off the street (the transition from the stray to owned subpopulations), 
Flockhart and Coe (Flockhart and Coe, 2018) assumed that 

Feral Stray 

Shelter Owned 
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adoption of [stray] cats is a density-dependent relationship11 that reflects the abundance of [stray] 
cats in a community... The proportion of the [stray] population that will be adopted off the street is 
the product of the proportion of owners that are looking to get a new cat and the availability of 
[stray] cats that are suitable for adoption (i.e. are adoptable, given temperament, personality, and 
need for resources). 

Thus adoption is a function of the size of the free-roaming cat subpopulation relative to its 
equilibrium abundance and the size of the owned cat subpopulation relative to its initial abundance 
(Equation 5). This approach has several desirable properties. First, as owned cats in the model die 
off, some are replaced by adoption from the stray subpopulation. Second, as the size of the stray 
subpopulation increases, the rate of adoption increases due to higher availability of cats for 
adoption. 

𝑝 → exp 1.20397
𝑛
𝑛 ,

exp 3.87637
𝑛
𝑛 ,eq

5 1 exp 3.87637
𝑛
𝑛 ,eq

5  , Equation 5 

where 𝑝 →  is the proportion of stray cats that transition to the owned subpopulation, 
exp is the exponential function 𝑓 𝑥 𝑒 , 
𝑛  is the current owned cat abundance,  
𝑛 ,  is the initial owned cat abundance (see Section J.5, Initial	Abundance	of	Stray,	Feral,	Shelter,	and	
Owned	Subpopulations	in	the	City	of	Los	Angeles), 
𝑛  is the stray subpopulation abundance, and 
𝑛 ,eq is the free-roaming cat equilibrium abundance. 

When the population is at equilibrium, the availability of stray cats that are suitable for adoption is 
equal to the value of 24.3% of owned cats acquired as strays reported by New et al. (2004). 

Transition from the owned subpopulation to the stray subpopulation is the sum of two parameters: 
loss, where a cat owner loses a cat accidentally, and abandonment, where a cat owner abandons a 
cat deliberately. Flockhart and Coe arrive at an estimate of 0.49% of owned cats being lost each year 
based on Weiss et al. 2012 (Flockhart and Coe, 2018, Weiss et al., 2012). They also define a method 
for estimating abandonment as roughly 5 times relinquishment of owned cats to shelters based on 
(Finkler and Terkel, 2012). The rate of relinquishment of owned cats to the shelter in the City is 
0.58% (see Table J-14 Owned to shelter), and 5 times that is 2.9%. The sum of loss and 
abandonment is 3.4% of owned cats transitioning to the stray subpopulation each year. 

J.6.1 Data from Los Angeles Animal Services 

LAAS provided data from its Chameleon system on all cat impounds and live and non-live outcomes 
between January 1, 2010, and December 31, 2017. On intake, every cat is assigned a unique animal 
ID (or “A number”) so that it can be tracked in the LAAS Chameleon system. The Chameleon system 
records a variety of different intake and outcome types. The specific model parameters informed by 
each intake or outcome type are listed in Table J-113. The LAAS Chameleon system data informed 
the shelter subpopulation survival parameter and the proportion of cats that transition between the 
shelter subpopulation and the owned and stray subpopulations. 

 
11 The rate of adoption of stray cats is a function of the density of stray cats. 
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Table J‐113. LAAS Cat Intake and Outcome Types and Associated Model Subpopulations and 
Parameters 

Chameleon	
System	Type	 Subtype	 LAAS	Definition		

Associated	
Model	
Parameter	

Intake ACTF Animals impounded by the Animal Cruelty Task Force Owned 

Intake DISASTER Owned animals impounded as a result of a wildfire, 
earthquake, or other disaster 

N/A 

Intake EVIDENCE Animals impounded as evidence  Owned 

Intake OWNER SUR Animals that were surrendered by their owners Owned 

Intake PERS PROP Owned animals impounded for various reasons 
including that the owner was arrested, is in the 
hospital, or has passed away 

Owned 

Intake POS OWNER Possible owner Owned 

Intake STRAY Stray animals with or without ID Stray 

Intake WILDLIFE Wild animals N/A 

Outcome ADOPT 2ND Promotion to encourage adoption of a second animal Owned 

Outcome ADOPT NH New Hope Partner adoptions Owned 

Outcome ADOPTION Adoptions to the public Owned 

Outcome BEST 
FRIENDS 

Animals adopted by Best Friends Animal Society Owned 

Outcome BODY DISPO Animals that were deceased at impound or that died 
in the animal services centers 

N/A 

Outcome DIED Animals that died in the animal services centers Survival 

Outcome ESCAPED Animals that escaped after impound Stray 

Outcome EUTH Animal that were euthanized Survival 

Outcome MISSING Animals that went missing after impound N/A 

Outcome REDEEMED Animals that were redeemed by their owners Owned 

Outcome RELEASED Animals that were released to rescue groups, wildlife 
rehabbers, or their owners 

Owned* 

Outcome STOLEN Animals that were stolen after impound Owned 
* Only if the animal intake type was associated with the owned subpopulation. 

 

J.6.2 Model Parameters Informed by LAAS Data for the Shelter 
Subpopulation 

LAAS intake and outcome type data from 2010 through 2017 were used to calculate parameter 
values related to shelter subpopulations in the model, including survival within the shelter 
subpopulation, transition proportions out of the shelter subpopulation, and transition proportions 
into the shelter subpopulation. Table J-124 presents a summary of the values used to calculate these 
parameters, which are discussed below. 
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Table J‐124. Summary of Values Used to Calculate Los Angeles Animal Services Center‐related Model Parameters 

Model	Parameter	 LAAS	Outcome/Intake	Type	
LAAS	Data	
Year/Period	

Total	Number	with	
Outcome/Intake	Type	 Total	

Percentage	
Parameter	
Value	

LAAS	OUTCOME	TYPE	

Mortality12 DIED/EUTH 2017 4,065 cats 19,875 shelter cats 80%20% 

Shelter to other 
subpopulations 

ESCAPED, ADOPT 2ND, ADOPT NH, 
ADOPTION, BEST FRIENDS, 
REDEEMED, RELEASED 

2017 15,810 cats 19,875 shelter cats 80% 

Shelter to To 
feral or stray 

ESCAPED 2017 14 cats 19,875 shelter cats15,810 
live outcomes 

0.070.089% 

To feral Not brought to adoption floor 2010–2017 0.8 cats (5.6%) 15,810 live outcomes 0.005% 

To stray Brought to adoption floor 2010–2017 13.2 cats (94.4%) 15,810 live outcomes 0.083% 

Shelter to To 
owned 

ADOPT 2ND, ADOPT NH, 
ADOPTION, BEST FRIENDS, 
REDEEMED, RELEASED 

2017 15,796 cats 19,875 shelter cats15,810 
live outcomes 

7999.911% 

LAAS	INTAKE	TYPE	

Feral & Stray to 
shelter 

STRAY 2010–2017 17,137 cats 226,970342,915 free-
roaming cats 

7.6%4.9% 

Feral to shelter Not brought to adoption floor 2010–2017 959 cats (5.6%) 317,266 feral cats 0.03% 

Stray to shelter Brought to adoption floor 2010–2017 16,178 cats (94.4%) 25,649 stray cats 63% 

Owned to shelter ACTF, EVIDENCE, OWNER SUR, 
PERS PROP, or POS OWNER 

2010–2017 3,803 cats 685,855658,266 owned 
cats 

0.6% 

Note: All of these model parameters are proportions. The numerator is a specific subset of animal services center outcomes (described in the corresponding section 
of the text below); the denominator is either the total number of intakes during the relevant time period or the size of the subpopulation that the cat left to enter the 
animal services center (shelter). 

 
12 Mortality = 1 – survival. 
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J.6.2.1 Survival 

To estimate mortality within the shelter subpopulation, Chameleon outcomes categorized with the 
outcome types DIED or EUTH (see Table J-113) were characterized as dead for the purposes of the 
model. This number shows a strong downward trend over the 2010–2017 period, so the value for 
2017 was used. Of the 19,875 cats with an intake date in 2017 and an assigned outcome type, 4,065 
were categorized as DIED or EUTH, or about 20% (see mortality13 parameter value in Table J-124). 

LAAS operates a bottle-feeding program for kittens. The effect, if any, of this program on kitten 
survival is present in the survival estimates derived from Chameleon outcomes so there is no need 
to explicitly account for the effect of the bottle-feeding program. 

Proposed Project 

To achieve the proposed Project’s “no-kill” objective,14 the number of cats that die or are euthanized 
need to be reduced to 10% of impounded cats. In 2017, this would have required saving 2,078 
cats—the difference between 4,065 in 2017 and the goal of 1,977 (10% of 19,875 impounds). 

The Project Description has two elements that could increase the live-save rate: increased adoptions 
(transitioning cats from the shelter subpopulation to the owned subpopulation) and releasing cats 
to TNR organizations (potentially transitioning cats from the shelter subpopulation to the stray 
subpopulation). Based on the literature review, no data were found to quantify the magnitude of the 
proposed Project’s effect on the adoption rate. Presumably, it would reduce the number of cats 
released to TNR organizations because they would be adopted instead; however, without a basis to 
quantify this, it was not considered in the model. All cats saved in the proposed Project transition 
from the shelter to the stray subpopulation because this is the most conservative assumption in the 
sense of leading to the largest number of unowned free-roaming cats. 

J.6.2.2 Transition Out of Shelter Subpopulation 

Transition out of the shelter subpopulation is defined in terms of cats that survive their residence in 
the shelter. Of the 19,875 cats with an intake date in 2017 and an assigned outcome type, 15,810 
were assigned a live outcome (any outcome other than DIED or EUTH). Because the model applies 
subpopulation transitions after applying survival, transitions out of the shelter population must be 
parameterized as a proportion of the total number of live outcomes. 

Shelter to Stray and Feral Subpopulation  

Because of the injunction, there is no intentional release of feral cats from animal services centers 
into the environment. However, a small number of cats in the animal services centers are assigned 
the outcome type of ESCAPED (see Table J-113) each year, indicating an unintentional release, and 
some of these may include feral cats. This number shows a strong downward trend over the 2010–
2017 period, so the value for 2017 was used. Of the 19,875 cats 15,810 cats with live outcomes with 

 
13 Mortality = 1 – survival. 
14 In 2003, Mayor Hahn set a goal for Los Angeles to become a no-kill city by 2008. Although 2008 did not find Los 
Angeles a no-kill city, the City has continued efforts to achieve that goal. At a no-kill shelter, at least 90% of the dogs and 
cats entering the shelter are expected to be released alive to the owner (if lost), a new home, or a rescue partner. The 
City’s no-kill statistics are based on total noses in and total noses out. Additional information is available at 
http://www.laanimalservices.com/no-kill/. 
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an intake date in 2017 and an assigned outcome type, 14 were categorized as escapedESCAPED, or 
0.070.089% (see shelter to stray free- roaming parameter value in Table J-124). 

Of the cats that transitioned from the shelter subpopulation to the stray and feral subpopulations, it 
was assumed that they transitioned in proportion to the stray and feral intakes to the shelter. From 
2010–2017 approximately 5.6% of intakes had to be held back from the adoption floor. This was 
used as an approximation of feral intake. Based on this approximation, 5.6% of ESCAPED cats, or 0.8, 
were feral, accounting for 0.005% of total live outcomes (see shelter to feral parameter value in 
Table J-124). The remaining 94.4% of ESCAPED cats, or 13.2, were stray, accounting for 0.084% of 
total live outcomes. 

Shelter to Owned Subpopulation 

To estimate adoption and return to owner, cats categorized with the outcome types ADOPT 2ND, 
ADOPT NH, ADOPTION, BEST FRIENDS, REDEEMED, or cats with an owned intake type and an 
outcome type of RELEASED were characterized as transitioning to the owned subpopulation (see 
Table J-113). This number shows a strong upward trend over the 2010–2017 period, so the value 
for 2017 was used. Of the 19,87515,810 cats with live outcomes with an intake date in 2017 and an 
assigned outcome type, 15,796 were categorized as transitioning to the owned subpopulation, or 
about 7999.9% (see shelter to owned parameter value in Table J-124). 

J.6.2.3 Transition into Shelter Subpopulation 

Stray and Feral to Shelter Subpopulation 

To estimate surrender of stray cats to animal services centers, cats categorized with the intake type 
STRAY (see Table J-113) were characterized as transitioning from the stray subpopulation to the 
shelter subpopulation. This number shows a flat trend over the 2010–2017 period, so the average 
value over that period was used. An average of 17,137 cats/year were impounded from the stray 
subpopulation (see stray to shelter parameter value in Table J-12). With an estimate of 226,970 
free-roaming cats in the City, this means that 7.6% of strays are impounded each year. 

From 2010–2017 approximately 5.6% of intakes had to be held back from the adoption floor. This 
was used as an approximation of feral intake. Based on this approximation, 959 of the 17,137 cat 
intakes in the average year are from the feral subpopulation. With the model’s year 0 estimate of 
317,266 feral cats in the City, this means that approximately 0.03% of the feral subpopulation 
transitions to the shelter subpopulation each year. See feral to shelter parameter value in Table J-
124. 

The remaining 16,178 cats impounded in the average year are assumed to be from the stray 
subpopulation. With the model’s year 0 estimate of 25,649 stray cats in the City, this means that 
approximately 63% of the stray subpopulation transitions to the shelter subpopulation each year. 
See stray to shelter parameter value in Table J-124. 

Owned to Shelter Subpopulation 

To estimate relinquishment of owned cats to animal services centers, cats categorized with the 
intake types ACTF, EVIDENCE, OWNER SUR, PERS PROP, or POS OWNER (see Table J-113) were 
characterized as transitioning from the owned subpopulation to the shelter subpopulation. This 
number shows a flat trend over the 2010–2017 period, so the average value over that period was 
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used. An average of 3,803 cats per year entered the shelterwere impounded from the owned 
subpopulation (see owned to shelter parameter value in Table J-124). Assuming 685,855 With the 
model’s year 0 estimate of 658,266 owned cats in the City, this means that 0.6% of owned cats are 
relinquished to the animal services centers each year. 

Shelter Abundance at Time Step 0 

The duration of a cat’s stay in the animal services centers was the difference between its outcome 
date and its intake date. The total duration of every outcome–intake pair was divided by the 2,922 
days between January 1, 2010, and December 31, 2017, to get the average daily number of cats in 
the animal services centers: 587. This number is used in the model as the shelter subpopulation 
abundance at time step 0. 

J.6.3 LAAS Data Excluded from Model Inputs 

Between January 1, 2010, and December 31, 2017, a total of 167,831 intakes were recorded by the 
Chameleon system. Of these intakes, 11 WILDLIFE and 73 DISASTER intakes were excluded because 
these intake types are not used in the model. If two or more intakes of the same animal ID on the 
same day were associated with different model subpopulations, all intakes of that animal ID on that 
day were excluded from the analysis due to inconsistency. If two or more intakes of the same animal 
ID on the same day were associated with the same model subpopulation, all but one intake of that 
animal ID on that day were excluded from the analysis due to duplication. A total of 235 intakes 
were excluded due to inconsistency or duplication. 

Between January 1, 2010, and December 31, 2017, a total of 167,991 outcomes were recorded by 
the Chameleon system. Of these outcomes, 6,022 BODY DISPO and 127 MISSING outcomes were 
excluded because these outcome types are not used in the model. Fifteen ESCAPED outcomes were 
excluded because they could not be associated with an intake type. A total of 1,314 RELEASED 
outcomes were excluded because they were associated with DISASTER or STRAY intake types or 
because they could not be associated with an intake type. If two or more outcomes of the same 
animal ID on the same day were associated with different model subpopulations, all outcomes of 
that animal ID on that day were excluded from the analysis due to inconsistency. If two or more 
outcomes of the same animal ID on the same day were associated with the same model 
subpopulation, all but one outcome of that animal ID on that day were excluded from the analysis 
due to duplication. A total of 338 outcomes were excluded due to inconsistency or duplication. 

J.7 Representation of Cat Population Dynamics in a 
Matrix Equation 

In any given year 𝑡, the cat population in Los Angeles is represented by the 16-entry population 
vector 𝐧 𝑡 , ordered first by subpopulation (feral, stray, shelter, owned), then by age and 
reproductive status (intact juvenile, intact adult, altered juvenile, altered adult): 
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 𝐧 𝑡
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⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎡
𝑛 ,
𝑛 ,
𝑛 ,
𝑛 ,
𝑛 ,

⋮
𝑛 ,

⋮
𝑛 ,

⋮
𝑛 , ⎦

⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎤

, Equation 6 

where each 𝑛 ,  is the number of cats in subpopulation 𝑥 with age and reproductive status 𝑦. 

The changes in the population after the passage of 1 year in the model are represented with a matrix 
equation: 

 𝐧 𝑡 1 𝐀 𝐧 𝑡 , Equation 7 

where 
𝐧 𝑡 1  is the subpopulation vector at time 𝑡 1 and 
𝐀 is the transition matrix. 

For any subpopulation (feral, stray, shelter, owned) 𝑖, let 𝐃  be a 4 4 matrix representing the 
survival and fecundity of each life stage: 

𝐃

⎣
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎡ 𝑠 𝑓 𝑠 𝑓 0 0
𝑠 𝑠 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 𝑠 𝑠 ⎦

⎥
⎥
⎥
⎤

, Equation 8 

where 
𝑠  is the survival of intact juvenile cats in the subpopulation, 
𝑓  is the fecundity of intact juvenile cats in the subpopulation,  
𝑠  is the survival of intact adult cats in the subpopulation, 
𝑓  is the fecundity of intact adult cats in the subpopulation, 
𝑠  is the survival of altered juvenile cats in the subpopulation, and 
𝑠  is the survival of altered adult cats in the subpopulation. 

For any subpopulation (feral, stray, shelter, owned) 𝑖, let 𝐒  be a 4 4 matrix representing the 
sterilization of a proportion of each life stage each year: 

𝐒

⎣
⎢
⎢
⎡
1 𝑝 0 0 0

0 1 𝑝 0 0
𝑝 0 1 0
0 𝑝 0 1⎦

⎥
⎥
⎤

, Equation 9 

where 
𝑝  is the proportion of juvenile cats sterilized each year and 
𝑝  is the proportion of adult cats sterilized each year. 
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For any subpopulation (feral, stray, shelter, owned) 𝑖, let 𝐁  be a 4 4 demographic matrix 
representing the survival, fecundity, and sterilization of each life stage: 

 𝐁 𝐒 𝐃

⎣
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎡ 𝑠 𝑓 1 𝑝 𝑠 𝑓 1 𝑝 0 0
𝑠 1 𝑝 𝑠 1 𝑝 0 0

𝑠 𝑓 𝑝 𝑠 𝑓 𝑝 0 0
𝑠 𝑝 𝑠 𝑝 𝑠 𝑠 ⎦

⎥
⎥
⎥
⎤

. Equation 10 

where 
𝑠  is the survival of juvenile cats in the subpopulation, 
𝑓  is the fecundity of juvenile cats in the subpopulation, 
𝑝  is the proportion of juvenile cats sterilized each year,  
𝑠  is the survival of adult cats in the subpopulation, 
𝑓  is the fecundity of adult cats in the subpopulation, and 
𝑝  is the proportion of adult cats sterilized each year. 

Let 𝔹 be a block-diagonal matrix representing the survival, fecundity, and sterilization of all four 
subpopulations: 

𝔹
𝐁 ⋯ 0
⋮ ⋱ ⋮
0 ⋯ 𝐁

,  Equation 11 

where 
𝐁  is the demographic matrix for feral cats (Equation 10),  
𝐁  is the demographic matrix for stray cats,  
𝐁  is the demographic matrix for shelter cats, and  
𝐁  is the demographic matrix for owned cats. 

For any given age class 𝑘 (where k can be the juvenile or adult age class), the subpopulation 
interactions in that age class are represented by the matrix subpopulation transition 𝐌  (Equation 
12). 

 𝐌
1 𝑝 → 𝑝 → 𝑝 → 0 0

0 1 𝑝 → 𝑝 → 𝑝 → 𝑝 → 𝑝 →
𝑝 → 𝑝 → 1 𝑝 → 𝑝 → 𝑝 → 𝑝 →

0 𝑝 → 𝑝 → 1 𝑝 → 𝑝

Equation 12 

where 
𝑝 →  is the proportion of cats that transition from the feral (𝐹) to the stray (𝑆) subpopulation each 
year15, 
𝑝 →  is the proportion of cats that transition from the feral to the shelter (𝐻) subpopulation each 
year, 
𝑝 →  is the proportion of cats that transition from the stray to the feral subpopulation each year, 
𝑝 →  is the proportion of cats that transition from the stray to the owned (𝑂) subpopulation each 
year, 
𝑝 →  is the proportion of cats that transition from the shelter to the stray subpopulation each year, 
𝑝 →  is the proportion of cats that transition from the owned to the stray subpopulation each year, 
𝑝 →  is the proportion of cats that transition from the feral to the shelter subpopulation each year, 

 
15 This parameter is 0 for adult stray cats, which cannot become feral, and 1 for kittens born to stray cats. 
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Let 𝕄 be a block-diagonal matrix representing the transitions among subpopulations for all age 
classes and reproductive statuses: 

 𝕄
𝐌 ⋯ 0
⋮ ⋱ ⋮
0 ⋯ 𝐌

, Equation 13 

where 
𝐌  is the subpopulation transition matrix for intact juvenile cats (Equation 11), 
𝐌  is the subpopulation transition matrix for intact adult cats, 
𝐌  is the subpopulation transition matrix for altered juvenile cats, 
𝐌  is the subpopulation transition matrix for altered adult cats, 

Because the demographic matrix 𝔹 (Equation 11) assumes that the population vector is organized 
by subpopulation, and the subpopulation transition matrix 𝕄 (Equation 13) assumes that the 
population vector is organized by life stage, the matrix 𝐀 (Equation 7) that combines the 
demographic and subpopulation transition matrices needs to be constructed using the vector 
permutation matrix 𝐊 (Hunter, 2005) (Equation 14): 

 𝐀 𝕄𝐊𝔹𝐊T. Equation 14 

When multiplying 𝐀 by the population vector, the multiplication proceeds from right to left. First, 
the 𝐊T (transpose vector permutation matrix) rearranges the population vector so that it is 
organized by subpopulation. The demography matrix 𝔹 then applies survival, fecundity, and 
sterilization parameters. The matrix 𝐊	rearranges the population vector so that it is organized by life 
stage. Finally, the subpopulation transition matrix 𝕄 redistributes cats between the subpopulations. 
The final product is a population vector organized by life stage. 

J.8 Immigration 
Emigration is the departure of a cat from the City to an adjacent jurisdiction, and immigration is the 
departure of a cat from an adjacent jurisdiction into the City. There is little information on the 
emigration/immigration of cats across geographic scales as broad as the City. However, immigration 
is a critical model parameter because the City is not a closed population of cats. Cats can emigrate 
out of the City to neighboring jurisdictions, and likewise cats in neighboring jurisdictions can 
immigrate across the City limits, driven by food or shelter availability or other factors. If Los Angeles 
had no feral or stray cats within its City limits, cats from adjacent jurisdictions would, over time, 
migrate into the City in search of lower resource competition. 

As part of literature research on feral cat home ranges reported in literature, free-roaming cat home 
range data from various locations around the world were compiled. The reported home ranges were 
highly variable and ranged from 1.58 acre to 3,503 acres. Mean male free-roaming cat home range 
was 996 acres and mean female free-roaming cat home range was 468 acres. Mean overall free-
roaming cat home range was 697 acres. References and data used to calculate these estimates are 
provided in Appendix H. 

According to data gathered by Natoli et al. (Natoli et al., 2006), there is a 21% immigration rate in 
each generation. This accords with Liberg (Liberg, 1980), who also reports 21% immigration in/out 
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of the studied populations. On this basis it is assumed that in each generation, 79% of cats remain in 
their natal home range and 21% redistribute into an adjacent home range. 

The mean home range size of 697 acres is approximately 1,680 meters (1.04 miles) across. 
Therefore, it is assumed that the 21% of cats that redistribute travel a distance of 1,680 meters on 
average. A consequence of this assumption is that some cats born farther than 1,680 meters inside of 
the City limits are expected to emigrate out of Los Angeles and some cats born farther than 1,680 
meters outside of the City limits are expected to immigrate into Los Angeles. 

Based on a geographic information system buffer analysis, there are 182,317 acres of land within 
1,680 meters inside the City limits. Based on the land cover density analysis (see Table J-109), the 
average cat density in Los Angeles is 0.7561.139 cats per acre. Multiplying that density by 182,317 
acres gives an estimate of 138,000207,583 cats that live and reproduce within 1,680 meters of the 
City limits. These cats produce 109,000163,397 kittens per year. Of these kittens, 79% remain in 
their natal home range and 21% redistribute to adjacent home ranges. Assuming that half of these 
cats redistribute to home ranges within the City limits and half redistribute to home ranges outside 
of the City limits, 11,40017,157 cats redistribute outside of the City limits each year. 

Based on the literature review and research, no evidence was found to support the City being more 
or less favorable than its neighboring jurisdiction for inhabitation by cats or that any of the 
neighboring jurisdictions are significantly over- or under-populated relative to their equilibrium 
abundance for cats. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that net immigration into Los Angeles is 
approximately 0; that is, emigration is equal to immigration. Therefore, it is assumed that 
approximately the same number of cats immigrate into the City each year as emigrate out of it: 
11,40017,157. 

J.9 Proposed Project 
The proposed Project is expected to have two key effects on cat population dynamics in the City: 

1. Under the proposed Project, up to 2,078 cats per year would be released from the shelter 
subpopulation. These may be released to TNR groups that may have the intent of returning the 
cat to free-roaming status, relocated to a working cat program, or adopted. 

a. The City of Los Angeles will provide vouchers for 20,000 spay/neuter surgeries for free-
roaming cats per year. 

As discussed in Section J.6.2.3, Transition	into	Shelter	Subpopulation, in 2017, LAAS impounded 
19,875 cats. Of these, 4,065 died or were euthanized, or about 20% of intake. The goal of the no-kill 
policy is to reduce this to 10%, which would require that 2,078 fewer cats per year die or are 
euthanized. One of the objectives of the proposed Project is to further the implementation of the 
City’s no-kill policy goal. As presented in Chapter 2, Project	Description, the live-release rates for cats 
have been steadily increasing at an average of 10% per year since 2012, and the live-release rates 
for cats from 2017–2018 was 82.78%; therefore, under the proposed Project  with the availability of 
20,000 spay/neuter vouchers for free-roaming cats starting in 2020, it is reasonable to assume that 
the no-kill goal of 10% mortality (or 90% live release) will be feasible and achieved, to be 
conservative, no later than 5 years from start of Project implementation, because some feral cats 
that were being previously euthanized under the future baseline without project would be allowed 
to be sterilized using the spay/neuter vouchers under the proposed Project. To account for the effect 
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of achieving no more than 10% mortality at the animal services centers or a 90% live-save rate, it is 
important to estimate the number of free-roaming cats that are being euthanized under the future 
baseline without project and would now instead be altered using the spay/neuter vouchers that 
would become available under the Project and be released to TNR groups, released to working cat 
programs, or adopted; as discussed above, over the course of the first 5 years of the Project, the 
number of cats released will increase incrementally until it reaches 2,078 cats/year.  

It should be noted that the increase of the owned cat limit from three to five cats per household 
(subject to the cats being kept indoors, the cats being microchipped and sterilized, and the 
household being registered with LAAS as having more than three cats) is intended to encourage 
adoptions of these cats. Based on the literature review and research, no data were found to quantify 
the magnitude of this policy’s effect on the adoption rate. Presumably, it would reduce the number 
of cats released to TNR groups because they would be adopted instead; however, without a basis to 
quantify this, it was not considered in the model, and all cats in the project were considered to be 
transferred to TNR groups. 

The 20,000 subsidized spay and neuter vouchers are represented by increasing the sterilization rate 
of the stray and feral subpopulations in proportion to their relative abundance. Sterilization was 
apportioned between juvenile and adult cats proportional to the annual sterilization rates of those 
age classes under the future baseline without project (see Section J.4.3.1, Feral	and	Stray	
Subpopulation	Sterilization).  

The spay/neuter surgeries would also affect the equilibrium abundance of the population. Because 
20,000 spay and neuter surgeries each year would increase the sterilization rate of the population 
and lower its reproduction rate, the existing cat population would have fewer new competitors for 
resources like food and shelter. Consequently, survival of the remaining cats would increase, and the 
population would remain at equilibrium. To represent this effect, the parameter 𝑥 in Equation 4 
must be adjusted to account for the lower competition and higher survival. The value of the adjusted 
parameter is solved for numerically and has a value of 𝑥 0.279045. 

To the extent that the spay and neuter surgeries reduce the size of the feral and stray cat 
subpopulations, the density of cats within the City would be lower than the density of cats in 
neighboring jurisdictions. Consequently, fewer cats would be born near the City limits, and it is 
assumed that fewer cats would leave the City than enter it from neighboring jurisdictions. This net 
immigration rate as a consequence of the density imbalance is represented in the model in Equation 
15. 

net immigration immigration emigration
free-roaming abundance

free-roaming equilibrium abundance
 , Equation 15 

where immigration is the number of cats entering Los Angeles from neighboring jurisdictions and 
emigration is the number of cats exiting Los Angeles (see Section J.8, Immigration). The relationship 
between the Los Angeles cat abundance and the net immigration rate described in Equation 15 is 
graphed on Figure J-3. 
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Figure J‐3. Net Immigration Rate into Los Angeles Plotted as Function of the Free‐roaming Cat 
Abundance in Los Angeles 

J.10 Results 
Under the future baseline without project, the long-term abundance of the free-roaming cat 
population is driven primarily by the estimated equilibrium abundance. The subsidization of 20,000 
spay and neuter surgeries per year in the Project would reduce the free-roaming cat fecundity 
somewhat. The lower fecundity means fewer new cats would compete for resources with existing 
cats, slightly reducing resource competition and increasing survival. The reduction in resource 
competition would somewhat offset the lower rate of reproduction. Assuming that the fecundity of 
free-roaming cats in adjacent jurisdictions does not change over the horizon of the Project, cats in 
adjacent jurisdictions would reproduce at a faster rate than cats in Los Angeles, ultimately leading to 
net immigration of cats into Los Angeles. The trajectory of the free-roaming cat population under the 
future baseline without project and Project is shown on Figure J-4. 
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Figure J–4. Trajectory of the Free‐roaming Cat Population under the Future Baseline without 
Project and Proposed Project. 
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Table J‐153. Free‐Roaming Cat Modeling Results. Modeled free‐roaming cat population, sterilization, reproduction trends and number of cats 
returned to the environment under both the future baseline without project and proposed Project at baseline, through project 
implementation phase (Years 1–5) and at years 10, 20, and 30.  

Factor	  Baseline Year	1 Year	2 Year	3 Year	4 Year	5	 Year	10	 Year	20 Year	30 

Free‐roaming	
Cat	Population*	

Future Baseline 
Without Project 

342,9152
26,970 

342,919
227,430 

342,931
227,519 

342,950
227,505 

342,978
227,470 

343,007
227,440 

343,083
227,432 

342,973
227,674 

342,605
228,077 

Proposed Project  342,9152
26,970 

342,919
227,430 

327,593
226,598 

316,804
226,690 

310,266
225,595 

306,003
223,828 

298,246
214,173 

296,641
203,129 

296,196
197,363 

Cumulative	
Change	in	Free	‐
Rroaming	Cat	
Population 

Future Baseline 
Without Project 

N/A 4.4460 16549 35534 63500 93470 168461 58704 -
3091,10
6 

Proposed Project N/A 4.7460 -15,322-
373 

-26,111-
280 

-32,648-
1,376 

-36,912-
3,142 

-44,669-
12,797 

-46,274-
23,842 

-46,719-
29,608 

Annual	Free‐
roaming	Cat	
Sterilizations	

Future Baseline 
Without project 

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Proposed Project  0 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 

Cumulative	Free‐
roaming	Cat	
sterilizations	

Future Baseline 
Without Project 

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Proposed Project  0 20,000 40,000 60,000 80,000 100,000 200,000 400,000 600,000 

Number	of	Free‐
roaming	Kittens	
Born	

Future Baseline 
Without Project 

260,7201
78,871 

260,721
179,039 

260,725
178,990 

260,731
178,896 

260,738
178,801 

260,744
178,715 

260,722
178,390 

260,648
177,744 

260,662
176,805 

Proposed Project  260,7201
78,871 

260,721
179,039 

245,241
172,451 

234,220
170,146 

227,538
167,764 

223,200
165,558 

215,335
156,389 

213,778
146,051 

213,729
139,755 

Number	of	Free‐
roaming	Kitten	
Births	
Prevented***	

Future Baseline 
Without Project 

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Proposed Project  0 0N/A 15,4846,
539 

26,5118,
750 

33,2001
1,037 

37,5441
3,158 

45,3862
2,001 

46,8693
1,693 

46,9333
7,050 

Cumulative	
Number	of	Free‐
roaming	Kitten	
Births	Prevented	

Future Baseline 
Without Project 

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Proposed Project  0 N/A 15,4846,
539 

41,9951
5,289 

75,1952
6,326 

112,739
39,484 

329,555
133,304 

795,144
412,537 

1,264,30
5760,77
1 
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Factor	  Baseline Year	1 Year	2 Year	3 Year	4 Year	5	 Year	10	 Year	20 Year	30 

LAAS	Centers	
Free‐roaming	
Cats	Euthanasia	
+	Deaths	

Future Baseline 
Without Project 

4,065 4,065 4,065 4,065 4,065 4,065 4,065 4,065 4,065 

Proposed Project  4,065 3,650 3,234 2,819 2,403 1,988 1,988 1,988 1,988 

Maximum	Free‐
roaming	Cat	
Releases	from	
LAAS	Centers**	

Future Baseline 
Without Project 

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Proposed Project  0 416 831 1,247 1,662 2,078 2,078 2,078 2,078 

Cumulative	
Maximum	Free‐
roaming	Cat	
Releases	from	
LAAS	Centers	

Future Baseline 
Without Project 

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Proposed Project  0 416 1,247 2,494 4,156 6,234 16,620 37,395 58,170 

Percent	of	Free‐
roaming	Cat	
Population	
Returned	

Future Baseline 
Without Project 

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Proposed Project  0.00% 0.12%0.
18% 

0.25%0.
37% 

0.39%0.
55% 

0.54%0.
74% 

0.68%0.
93% 

0.70%0.
97% 

0.70%1.
02% 

0.70%1.
05% 

Percent	of	Free‐
roaming	Cats	
Sterilized	

Future Baseline 
Without Project 

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Proposed Project  0.00% 5.83%8.
79% 

6.11%8.
83% 

6.31%8.
82% 

6.45%8.
87% 

6.54%8.
94% 

6.71%9.
34% 

6.74%9.
85% 

6.75%10
.13% 

Notes: * = Population and reproductive values (i.e., number of kittens born, sterilizations) are based on domestic cat population dynamics modeling; 
** = The number of returned cats is based on maximum proposed cat releases under the proposed Project;  
***= Number of kitten births prevented is equal to the difference between number of juveniles modeled per year in the proposed Project vs. future 
baseline without project. 
Cumulative and percentage values are provided to illustrate the magnitude and relative proportion of proposed project elements. 
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J.11 Sensitivity Analysis 
A sensitivity analysis was conducted on the model. A sensitivity analysis was necessary to determine 
to which parameter the model is most sensitive. A model is sensitive to a parameter when a large 
change in the parameter value leads to a large change in the model output, and insensitive to the 
parameter when a large change in the parameter value leads to a small change in the model output. 

The sensitivity analysis was conducted by changing each parameter in the model, first decreasing 
the parameter by 5% then increasing the parameter by 5%. It is common to use 5% change in model 
parameters in a sensitivity analysis; see for example Miller et al. (Miller et al., 2014). For parameters 
that are proportional and thus cannot be less than 0 or greater than 1, such as survival and the 
subpopulation transition parameters, the sensitivity analysis was not allowed to decrease the 
parameter value below 0 or to increase it above 1. Where a parameter is 0 in the model there is no 
such thing as a 5% change. Instead of a 5% increase, a value of 0.005 was used. All parameters with 
a value of 0 were subpopulation transitions and therefore cannot be less than 0. 

Two key conditions were investigated: the sensitivity of the initial (year 0) free-roaming cat 
abundance estimate and the sensitivity of the final (year 30) proposed Project free-roaming cat 
abundance. Sensitivity of initial free-roaming cat abundance is summarized in Table J-16. Sensitivity 
of final free-roaming cat abundance is summarized in Table J-17. Sensitivity is described in two 
ways: the change in the size of the free-roaming abundance relative to the unmodified model, and 
the % change in the size of the free-roaming abundance relative to the unmodified model. In both 
tables, model parameters with a value of 0 (for which 0.005 was used as the increase value) are 
marked with an asterisk (*). Where a numeric column shows a hyphen (-), that means it is exactly 
equal to 0. A change of cat abundance greater than −0.5 and less than 0 is shown as -0; a change of 
cat abundance greater than 0 and less than 0.5 is shown as 0. A % change greater than −0.005% and 
less than 0% is shown as -0.00%; a percent change greater than 0 and less than 0.00%% is shown as 
0.00%. 
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Table J‐16. Sensitivity of Initial (Year 0) Abundance to Change in Model Parameters 

Parameter Subpopulation Age 
Reproductive	
status 

Absolute	change	in	abundance	
Relative	to	initial	abundance	of	

342,915	

With	Decrease	 With	Increase	 With	Decrease	 With	Increase	
equilibrium abundance feral ALL AGES ALL -16,958 16,967 -4.95% 4.95% 

to feral* Owned ALL AGES ALL - 3,370 - 0.98% 

to stray Owned ALL AGES ALL -1,139 1,139 -0.33% 0.33% 

to owned* Feral ALL AGES ALL - -1,580 - -0.46% 

to shelter Feral & stray ALL AGES ALL 485 -485 0.14% -0.14% 

alter rate Owned juvenile ALL 439 -491 0.13% -0.14% 

survival Feral adult intact 161 -142 0.05% -0.04% 

fecundity Stray adult ALL -125 125 -0.04% 0.04% 

equilibrium abundance Stray ALL AGES ALL -118 114 -0.03% 0.03% 

fecundity Feral adult ALL 117 -104 0.03% -0.03% 

survival Owned adult altered 90 -98 0.03% -0.03% 

survival Feral juvenile intact 97 -86 0.03% -0.03% 

survival Owned adult intact -94 85 -0.03% 0.02% 

survival Stray adult intact -89 89 -0.03% 0.03% 

equilibrium abundance Owned ALL AGES ALL -85 86 -0.02% 0.03% 

survival Owned juvenile intact -88 82 -0.03% 0.02% 

survival Owned juvenile altered 59 -57 0.02% -0.02% 

survival Stray adult altered -32 34 -0.01% 0.01% 

fecundity Stray juvenile ALL -31 31 -0.01% 0.01% 

fecundity Feral juvenile ALL 30 -30 0.01% -0.01% 

alter rate Owned adult ALL 27 -27 0.01% -0.01% 

survival Stray juvenile intact -26 26 -0.01% 0.01% 

fecundity Owned adult ALL 11 -12 0.00% 0.00% 

survival Stray juvenile altered -9 9 -0.00% 0.00% 

survival Shelter adult altered 7 -7 0.00% -0.00% 
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Parameter Subpopulation Age 
Reproductive	
status 

Absolute	change	in	abundance	
Relative	to	initial	abundance	of	

342,915	

With	Decrease	 With	Increase	 With	Decrease	 With	Increase	
to owned Shelter ALL AGES ALL 13 0 0.00% 0.00% 

survival Shelter juvenile altered 6 -6 0.00% -0.00% 

fecundity Owned juvenile ALL 5 -6 0.00% -0.00% 

alter rate Feral adult ALL -1 1 -0.00% 0.00% 

to shelter* Shelter ALL AGES ALL - -1 - -0.00% 

alter rate feral juvenile ALL -0 0 -0.00% 0.00% 

to feral or stray shelter ALL AGES ALL -0 0 -0.00% 0.00% 

Survival feral adult altered -0 0 -0.00% 0.00% 

Survival feral juvenile altered -0 0 -0.00% 0.00% 

to stray* feral ALL AGES ALL - - - - 

alter rate shelter adult ALL - - - - 

alter rate shelter juvenile ALL - - - - 

alter rate stray adult ALL - - - - 

alter rate stray juvenile ALL - - - - 

Fecundity shelter adult ALL - - - - 

Fecundity shelter juvenile ALL - - - - 

city margin (ha) feral juvenile ALL - - - - 

redistribution 
proportion 

feral juvenile ALL - - - - 

equilibrium abundance shelter ALL AGES ALL - - - - 

to feral* stray adult ALL - - - - 

to shelter owned ALL AGES ALL - - - - 

to stray* stray juvenile ALL - - - - 

Survival shelter adult intact - - - - 

Survival shelter juvenile intact - - - - 
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Table J‐17. Sensitivity of Final (Year 30) Abundance to Change in Model Parameters 

Parameter	 Subpopulation	 Age	
Reproductive	
Status	

Absolute	Change	in	
Abundance	

Relative	to	Final	Abundance	
of	296,196	

With	
Decrease	

With	
Increase	

With	
Decrease	

With	
Increase	

equilibrium abundance feral ALL AGES ALL -17,650 17,554 -5.96% 5.93% 
survival feral juvenile intact -1,686 1,507 -0.57% 0.51% 
to owned* feral ALL AGES ALL - -2,958 - -1.00% 
Survival feral adult intact -1,492 1,374 -0.50% 0.46% 
alter rate owned juvenile ALL 1,074 -1,193 0.36% -0.40% 
Fecundity feral adult ALL -1,168 1,072 -0.39% 0.36% 
Fecundity feral juvenile ALL -898 866 -0.30% 0.29% 
to feral* owned ALL AGES ALL - 1,583 - 0.53% 
to stray* feral ALL AGES ALL - -1,526 - -0.52% 
to shelter free-roaming ALL AGES ALL 554 -550 0.19% -0.19% 
to stray owned ALL AGES ALL -476 479 -0.16% 0.16% 
equilibrium abundance owned ALL AGES ALL 469 -418 0.16% -0.14% 
city margin (ha) feral juvenile ALL -327 322 -0.11% 0.11% 
redistribution proportion feral juvenile ALL -327 322 -0.11% 0.11% 
Survival owned adult altered 226 -247 0.08% -0.08% 
Fecundity stray adult ALL -236 235 -0.08% 0.08% 
Survival owned adult intact -209 189 -0.07% 0.06% 
Survival owned juvenile intact -196 184 -0.07% 0.06% 
Survival stray adult intact -183 184 -0.06% 0.06% 
equilibrium abundance stray ALL AGES ALL -166 159 -0.06% 0.05% 
Survival owned juvenile altered 148 -144 0.05% -0.05% 
Survival feral adult altered 88 -96 0.03% -0.03% 
alter rate owned adult ALL 60 -61 0.02% -0.02% 
Fecundity stray juvenile ALL -54 54 -0.02% 0.02% 
Survival stray juvenile intact -51 50 -0.02% 0.02% 
Survival feral juvenile altered 47 -47 0.02% -0.02% 
Survival stray adult altered -16 16 -0.01% 0.01% 
Fecundity owned adult ALL 13 -15 0.00% -0.01% 
to stray* stray juvenile ALL - -28 - -0.01% 
to shelter owned ALL AGES ALL 12 -12 0.00% 0.00% 
alter rate feral adult ALL 11 -11 0.00% 0.00% 
to owned shelter ALL AGES ALL 18 -0 0.01% -0.00% 
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Parameter	 Subpopulation	 Age	
Reproductive	
Status	

Absolute	Change	in	
Abundance	

Relative	to	Final	Abundance	
of	296,196	

With	
Decrease	

With	
Increase	

With	
Decrease	

With	
Increase	

Fecundity owned juvenile ALL 6 -7 0.00% 0.00% 
alter rate feral juvenile ALL 6 -6 0.00% 0.00% 
Survival stray juvenile altered -4 4 0.00% 0.00% 
to feral* stray adult ALL - 6 - 0.00% 
to shelter* shelter ALL AGES ALL - -2 - 0.00% 
alter rate stray juvenile ALL 0 -0 0.00% -0.00% 
alter rate stray adult ALL 0 -0 0.00% -0.00% 
Survival shelter adult altered 0 -0 0.00% -0.00% 
survival shelter juvenile altered 0 -0 0.00% -0.00% 
to feral or -stray shelter ALL AGES ALL -0 0 -0.00% 0.00% 
alter rate shelter adult ALL - - - - 
alter rate shelter juvenile ALL - - - - 
fecundity shelter adult ALL - - - - 
fecundity shelter juvenile ALL - - - - 
equilibrium abundance shelter ALL AGES ALL - - - - 
survival shelter adult intact - - - - 
survival shelter juvenile intact - - - p 
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J.12 Discussion 
The results described in this modeling appendix are subject to limitations that apply to any model. 
Models are tools used to approximate and estimate real-world conditions that are otherwise 
impossible to calculate or determine. All models must to some degree simplify reality in order to 
facilitate practical estimations. Furthermore, models require accurate input values in order to 
calculate or estimate accurate predictions. Wherever possible, best available, peer-reviewed, 
empirical data were used to develop model parameter values. Unfortunately, the only study area–
specific empirical data available at the time of conducting these analyses were the LAAS Chameleon 
data for cats admitted at LAAS Centers. 

Because of the limited availability of empirical data, the scientific literature on domestic cat 
population dynamics was comprehensively reviewed (see Appendix I, Systematic Literature	Review	
Methods) and supplemented with expert input. Despite the best attempts taken to identify and select 
the most accurate and representative parameter values, it is possible that the parameter values may 
differ from those present in the City. Furthermore, as Flockhart and Coe write, “Many of these vital 
rates (survival, reproduction, and sterilization) require intensive field data collection efforts, are 
difficult to measure… estimating vital rates such as survival and reproduction in the field are labor 
intensive, require long study periods, and only focus on one small section of the population... On the 
other hand, estimation of per capita transition rates [between subpopulations] was also limited, 
despite many studies presenting raw counts of cat intakes and outcomes... because we do not know 
the size of the focal cat population.” Therefore, even if more empirical data were available for Los 
Angeles specifically, they would likely be subject to these same limitations. 

The absolute number of cats projected in both the Project and the future baseline without project is 
driven primarily by an estimate of equilibrium abundance in the City. This estimate is, in turn, based 
on an analysis of scientific papers on cat density that displays several orders of magnitude of 
variation. This extreme variation and the lack of data specific to Los Angeles itself introduce 
significant uncertainty into the absolute estimates of population size under the two scenarios. 
Although there is both variation and uncertainty in all of the parameters, the model uses the best 
point estimate for each, and thus each year is a single point estimate rather than a population range. 

With the exception of the offering of 20,000 spay/neuter vouchers per year and the annual release 
of approximately 2,000 cats/year to TNR groups (see Section J.9, Proposed Project), all model 
parameters are identical between the no project model and the proposed Project model. To the 
extent that the parameter values derived from the literature review differ from the existing 
conditions in the City, these errors are present in equal measure in both the no project model and 
the proposed Project model. 

Although the absolute numerical projections are uncertain, the parameter values changed under the 
future baseline without project are empirically derived from LAAS Chameleon data on shelter 
intakes and outcomes, the implementation of the no-kill policy as 10% non-live outcomes, and the 
availability of funding for 20,000 spay and neuter surgeries per year. The number of spay and neuter 
surgeries proposed represents nearly 10 times as many surgeries as projected releases to TNR 
groups (2,078 cats/year). The inherent uncertainty of the free-roaming cat population size makes it 
difficult to estimate what proportion of free-roaming cats would be spayed or neutered, but the best 
estimate developed for the cat population model for the City places this at approximately 96% of the 
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population each year. Likewise, releases to TNR groups represent less than 1% of the estimated 
population each year. These magnitudes accord well with the relative trends projected by the model 
of a modest decline in the cat population under the proposed Project. 
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Attachment J‐1. Yearly Modeling Results over the 30‐Year Horizon Period (years 1–10) 
	

Factor	 Baseline	 Year	1	 Year	2	 Year	3	 Year	4	 Year	5	 Year	6	 Year	7	 Year	8	 Year	9	 Year	10	

Future	Baseline	without	Project	 
Free-roaming Cat Population 342,915226,

970 
342,919227,

430 
342,931227,

519 
342,950227,

505 
342,978227,

470 
343,007227,

440 
343,033227,

422 
343,053227,

413 
343,068227,

413 
343,078227,

420 
343,083227,

432 

 Cumulative Change in Free-roaming Cat Population 00 4460 16549 35534 63500 93470 118451 138443 153443 163450 168461 

 Number of Kittens Born/Year 260,720178,
871 

260,721179,
039 

260,725178,
990 

260,731178,
896 

260,738178,
801 

260,744178,
715 

260,747178,
639 

260,744178,
571 

260,739178,
508 

260,731178,
448 

260,722178,
390 

 Euthanasia + Deaths 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 

Proposed	Project	

 Free-roaming Cat Population 342,915226,
970 

342,919227,
430 

327,593226,
598 

316,804226,
690 

310,266225,
595 

306,003223,
828 

303,134221,
757 

301,176219,
678 

299,829217,
701 

298,896215,
864 

298,246214,
173 

 Cumulative Change in Free-roaming Cat Population 00 5460 -15,322-373 -26,111-280 -32,648-
1,376 

-36,912-
3,142 

-39,780-
5,213 

-41,738-
7,293 

-43,086-
9,270 

-44,019-
11,107 

-44,669-
12,797 

 Maximum Cat Releases 00 416416 831831 1,2471,247 1,6621,662 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 

 Cumulative Maximum Cat Releases 00 416416 1,2471,247 2,4932,493 4,1554,155 6,2336,233 8,3108,310 10,38810,38
8 

12,46512,46
5 

14,54314,54
3 

16,62016,62
0 

 Percent of Population Returned 0.00%0.00% 0.12%0.18% 0.25%0.37% 0.39%0.55% 0.54%0.74% 0.68%0.93% 0.69%0.94% 0.69%0.95% 0.69%0.95% 0.70%0.96% 0.70%0.97% 

 Number Kitten Born 260,720178,
871 

260,721179,
039 

245,241172,
451 

234,220170,
146 

227,538167,
764 

223,200165,
558 

220,289163,
413 

218,306161,
421 

216,941159,
593 

215,995157,
920 

215,335156,
389 

 Number of Kitten Births Prevented 00 00 15,4846,539 26,5118,750 33,20011,03
7 

37,54413,15
8 

40,45715,22
6 

42,43817,15
0 

43,79718,91
5 

44,73620,52
8 

45,38622,00
1 

 Euthanasia + Deaths 4,0654,065 3,6503,650 3,2343,234 2,8192,819 2,4032,403 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 

 Cumulative Number Free Roaming Sterilization Surgeries 00 20,00020,00
0 

40,00040,00
0 

60,00060,00
0 

80,00080,00
0 

100,000100,
000 

120,000120,
000 

140,000140,
000 

160,000160,
000 

180,000180,
000 

200,000200,
000 

 Number Of Additional Free Roaming Sterilization Surgeries Per Year 00 20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 
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Attachment J‐1. Yearly Modeling Results over the 30‐Year Horizon (years 11–20) 
	

Factor	 Baseline	 Year	11	 Year	12	 Year	13	 Year	14	 Year	15	 Year	16	 Year	17	 Year	18	 Year	19	 Year	20	

Future	Baseline	without	Project	

 Free-roaming Cat Population 342,915226,
970 

343,085227,
447 

343,083227,
465 

343,079227,
485 

343,072227,
508 

343,062227,
532 

343,050227,
558 

343,035227,
585 

343,017227,
613 

342,996227,
643 

342,973227,
674 

 Cumulative Change in Free-roaming Cat Population 00 170476 168495 164515 157537 148561 135587 120614 102643 81673 58704 

 Number of Kittens Born/Year 260,720178,
871 

260,712178,
332 

260,702178,
274 

260,693178,
214 

260,684178,
154 

260,676178,
091 

260,669178,
027 

260,662177,
960 

260,656177,
890 

260,651177,
818 

260,648177,
744 

 Euthanasia + Deaths 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 

Proposed	Project	

 Free-roaming Cat Population 342,915226,
970 

297,791212,
624 

297,471211,
203 

297,243209,
898 

297,079208,
697 

296,958207,
589 

296,867206,
564 

296,795205,
613 

296,736204,
727 

296,686203,
901 

296,641203,
129 

 Cumulative Change in Free-roaming Cat Population 00 -45,123-
14,347 

-45,444-
15,768 

-45,671-
17,072 

-45,836-
18,273 

-45,957-
19,381 

-46,048-
20,406 

-46,120-
21,358 

-46,179-
22,243 

-46,229-
23,069 

-46,274-
23,842 

 Maximum Cat Releases 00 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 

 Cumulative Maximum Cat Releases 00 18,69818,69
8 

20,77520,77
5 

22,85322,85
3 

24,93024,93
0 

27,00827,00
8 

29,08529,08
5 

31,16331,16
3 

33,24033,24
0 

35,31835,31
8 

37,39537,39
5 

 Percent of Population Returned 0.00%0.00% 0.70%0.98% 0.70%0.98% 0.70%0.99% 0.70%1.00% 0.70%1.00% 0.70%1.01% 0.70%1.01% 0.70%1.01% 0.70%1.02% 0.70%1.02% 

 Number Kitten Born 260,720178,
871 

214,872154,
984 

214,546153,
690 

214,315152,
495 

214,150151,
386 

214,032150,
353 

213,946149,
387 

213,884148,
481 

213,838147,
626 

213,803146,
818 

213,778146,
051 

 Number of Kitten Births Prevented 00 45,84023,34
8 

46,15624,58
3 

46,37825,72
0 

46,53426,76
8 

46,64427,73
8 

46,72328,64
0 

46,77929,47
9 

46,81930,26
4 

46,84831,00
0 

46,86931,69
3 

 Euthanasia + Deaths 4,0654,065 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 

 Cumulative Number Free Roaming Sterilization Surgeries 00 220,000220,
000 

240,000240,
000 

260,000260,
000 

280,000280,
000 

300,000300,
000 

320,000320,
000 

340,000340,
000 

360,000360,
000 

380,000380,
000 

400,000400,
000 

 Number of Additional Free Roaming Sterilization Surgeries per Year 00 20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 
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Attachment J‐1. Yearly Modeling Results over the 30‐Year Horizon (years 21–30) 
	

Factor	 Baseline	 Year	21	 Year	22	 Year	23	 Year	24	 Year	25	 Year	26	 Year	27	 Year	28	 Year	29	 Year	30	

Future	Baseline	without	Project	

 Free-roaming Cat Population 342,915226,
970 

342,947227,
707 

342,919227,
741 

342,889227,
777 

342,856227,
815 

342,821227,
854 

342,783227,
895 

342,742227,
937 

342,699227,
982 

342,653228,
028 

342,605228,
077 

 Cumulative Change in Free-roaming Cat Population 00 33737 5771 -26807 -59844 -94883 -132924 -173967 -2161,011 -2611,058 -3091,106 

 Number of Kittens Born/Year 260,720178,
871 

260,645177,
666 

260,643177,
585 

260,642177,
500 

260,642177,
413 

260,643177,
321 

260,645177,
226 

260,648177,
127 

260,651177,
024 

260,656176,
917 

260,662176,
805 

 Euthanasia + Deaths 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 4,0654,065 

Proposed	Project	

 Free-roaming Cat Population 342,915226,
970 

296,598202,
403 

296,558201,
721 

296,517201,
077 

296,476200,
468 

296,434199,
889 

296,390199,
339 

296,345198,
814 

296,297198,
311 

296,248197,
828 

296,196197,
363 

 Cumulative Change in Free-roaming Cat Population 00 -46,316-
24,567 

-46,357-
25,250 

-46,398-
25,894 

-46,438-
26,503 

-46,481-
27,081 

-46,524-
27,631 

-46,570-
28,157 

-46,618-
28,660 

-46,667-
29,143 

-46,719-
29,608 

 Maximum Cat Releases 00 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 2,0782,078 

 Cumulative Maximum Cat Releases 00 39,47339,47
3 

41,55041,55
0 

43,62843,62
8 

45,70545,70
5 

47,78347,78
3 

49,86049,86
0 

51,93851,93
8 

54,01554,01
5 

56,09356,09
3 

58,17058,17
0 

 Percent of Population Returned 0.00%0.00% 0.70%1.03% 0.70%1.03% 0.70%1.03% 0.70%1.04% 0.70%1.04% 0.70%1.04% 0.70%1.04% 0.70%1.05% 0.70%1.05% 0.70%1.05% 

 Number Kitten Born 260,720178,
871 

213,759145,
319 

213,746144,
620 

213,736143,
947 

213,729143,
299 

213,724142,
672 

213,722142,
063 

213,721141,
469 

213,723140,
888 

213,725140,
318 

213,729139,
755 

 Number of Kitten Births Prevented 00 46,88532,34
6 

46,89732,96
5 

46,90633,55
3 

46,91334,11
3 

46,91834,64
9 

46,92335,16
3 

46,92635,65
8 

46,92936,13
6 

46,93136,60
0 

46,93337,05
0 

 Euthanasia + Deaths 4,0654,065 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 1,9881,988 

 Cumulative Number Free Roaming Sterilization Surgeries 00 420,000420,
000 

440,000440,
000 

460,000460,
000 

480,000480,
000 

500,000500,
000 

520,000520,
000 

540,000540,
000 

560,000560,
000 

580,000580,
000 

600,000600,
000 

 Number of Additional Free Roaming Sterilization Surgeries per Year 00 20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 

20,00020,00
0 
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Table K‐1. Averaged Values of Reported Free‐Roaming Cat Density as a Function of Landcover Type 

Calculated from Table K‐2 

Landcover	Type	
Average	Reported	Free‐Roaming	Cat	Density	

(Free‐Roaming	Cats/Acre)	

Agriculture 0.05170.0456 

Open/Open Vegetated 0.05910.0566 

Scrublands 0.09780.1145 

Trees/Woodlands 0.21280.1892 

Urban/Suburban 1.50080.9825 
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Table K‐2. Reported Free‐Roaming Cat Densities and Landcover Types Associated with Reported Values Compiled during the Literature 

Review 

Source1	

Reported	Free‐
Roaming	Cat	
Density	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre)	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre2)	 Country	 City	 Landcover	Type	

Bengsen et al. 2012 0.7/km2 0.0030 0.0030 Australia 
(AUS) 

Kangaroo Island  Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.359878419/ha 0.1460 0.1460 United States 
(USA) 

Caldwell, TX Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 4.88/ha 1.9750 1.9750 USA Brooklyn, NY Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 2.03/ha 0.8220 0.8220 USA Brooklyn, NY Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.1621908 ha 0.6560 0.6560 USA Alachua County, FL Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.514891953 ha 0.2080 0.2080 USA Santa Clara County, 
CA 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.18877617 ha 0.0760 0.0760 USA San Diego County, 
CA  

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 1.007697691 ha 0.4080 0.4080 South Africa Province of 
KwaZulu-Natal, 
South Africa 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 1.729399797 ha 0.7000 0.7000 South Africa Province of 
KwaZulu-Natal, 
South Africa 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.596569724 ha 0.2420 0.2420 South Africa Province of 
KwaZulu-Natal, 
South Africa 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 2.044609665 ha 0.8280 0.8280 South Africa Province of 
KwaZulu-Natal, 
South Africa 

Urban/Suburban 

 
1 See sources therein for Flockhart and Coe 2018 and Liberg et al. 2000 as these sources contain compiled density values from comprehensive literature 
reviews. 
2 Reported range values converted to median value 
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Source1	

Reported	Free‐
Roaming	Cat	
Density	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre)	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre2)	 Country	 City	 Landcover	Type	

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.726495726 ha 0.2940 0.2940 South Africa Province of 
KwaZulu-Natal, 
South Africa 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.462082088 ha 
 

0.1870 South Africa Province of 
KwaZulu-Natal, 
South Africa 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 2.202643172 ha 0.8920 0.8920 South Africa Province of 
KwaZulu-Natal, 
South Africa 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 2.166064982 ha 0.8770 0.8770 South Africa Province of 
KwaZulu-Natal, 
South Africa 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 4.04040404 ha 1.6350 1.6350 South Africa Province of 
KwaZulu-Natal, 
South Africa 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.5041 ha 0.2040 0.2040 New Zealand Manurewa, 
Auckland, New 
Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.3529 ha 0.1430 0.1430 New Zealand Papkura, Auckland, 
New Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.3264 ha 0.1310 0.1310 New Zealand Mangere, 
Auckland, New 
Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.2954 ha 0.1190 0.1190 New Zealand New Lynn, 
Auckland, New 
Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.2906 ha 0.1180 0.1180 New Zealand Papatoetoe, 
Auckland, New 
Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.2729 ha 0.1100 0.1100 New Zealand Mt Roskill, 
Auckland, New 
Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 
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Source1	

Reported	Free‐
Roaming	Cat	
Density	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre)	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre2)	 Country	 City	 Landcover	Type	

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.2714 ha 0.1100 0.1100 New Zealand Clendon, Auckland, 
New Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.2639 ha 0.1070 0.1070 New Zealand Panmure, 
Auckland, New 
Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.2564 ha 0.1040 0.1040 New Zealand Mt Albert, 
Auckland, New 
Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.2281 ha 0.0920 0.0920 New Zealand Clover Park, 
Auckland, New 
Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.228 ha 0.0920 0.0920 New Zealand Otahuhu, Auckland, 
New Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.2221 ha 0.0900 0.0900 New Zealand Otara, Auckland, 
New Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.2087 ha 0.0840 0.0840 New Zealand Onehungra, 
Auckland, New 
Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.1993 ha 0.0810 0.0810 New Zealand Glen Eden, 
Auckland, New 
Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.1942 ha 0.0786 0.0786 New Zealand Wymouth, 
Auckland, New 
Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.1716 ha 0.0690 0.0690 New Zealand Flat Bush, 
Auckland, New 
Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.1716 ha 0.0690 0.0690 New Zealand Howick, Auckland, 
New Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.1702 ha 0.0690 0.0690 New Zealand Glenfield, 
Auckland, New 
Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 
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Source1	

Reported	Free‐
Roaming	Cat	
Density	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre)	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre2)	 Country	 City	 Landcover	Type	

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.1629 ha 0.0660 0.0660 New Zealand Bucklands Beach, 
Auckland, New 
Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.1499 ha 0.0610 0.0610 New Zealand Avondale, 
Auckland, New 
Zealand 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.368191721 ha 0.1490 0.1490 USA Alachua County, FL Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.584745763 ha 0.2370 0.2370 USA Harlem, New York, 
NY, USA 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.686440678 ha 0.2780 0.2780 USA Harlem, New York Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.889830508 ha 0.3600 0.3600 USA Bed-Stuy, New 
York 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.513559322 ha 0.2080 0.2080 USA Bed-Stuy, New 
York 

Urban/Suburban 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.024 ha 0.0971 0.0971 AUS Victorian Mallee, 
Australia 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.0074 ha 0.0030 0.0030 AUS Victorian Mallee, 
Australia 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.204 ha 0.0830 0.0830 AUS Macquarie Island 
(sub-Antarctic), 
Australia 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.02 ha 0.0080 0.0080 AUS Hermite 
(Montebello 
Island), Australia 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.524 ha 0.2120 0.2120 AUS Great Dog Island 
(Tasmania), 
Australia 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.012 ha 0.0050 0.0050 AUS Reevesby 
(Tasmania), 
Australia 

Open/Open Vegetated 
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Source1	

Reported	Free‐
Roaming	Cat	
Density	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre)	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre2)	 Country	 City	 Landcover	Type	

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.194805195 ha 0.0790 0.0790 AUS Gabo (southern-
east Victoria), 
Australia 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 1 ha 0.4050 0.4050 AUS North West Island 
(Capriconia 
section), Australia 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.103 ha 0.0420 0.0420 France  Guillou (Kerguelen, 
sub-Antarctic 
Island), France 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.14 ha 0.0570 0.0570 Great Britain Pitcairn (central 
Pacific Ocean), 
Great Britain 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.09009009 ha 0.0360 0.0360 Great Britain Long Cay (Caicos 
Bank, Baribe), 
Great Britain 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.0015 ha 0.0006 0.0006 Mexico Partida Sur (Gulf of 
California), Mexico 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.007731959 ha 0.003 0.003 Mexico Monserrate (Gulf of 
California), Mexico 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.009411765 ha 0.0040 0.0040 Mexico Caronados (Gulf of 
California), Mexico 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.055555556 ha 0.2250 0.2250 Mexico Natividad (Pacific 
Ocean, Baja 
California), Mexico 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.004081633 ha 0.0020 0.0020 Mexico Danzante (Gulf of 
California), Mexico 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.065625 ha 0.0270 0.0270 Mexico San Martin (Pacific 
Ocean, Baja 
California), Mexico 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.31 ha 0.1250 0.1250 Mexico Todos Santos Sur 
(Pacific Ocean, 
California), Mexico 

Scrublands 
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Source1	

Reported	Free‐
Roaming	Cat	
Density	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre)	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre2)	 Country	 City	 Landcover	Type	

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.032608696 ha 0.0130 0.0130 Mexico Asuncion (Pacific 
Ocean, Baja 
California), Mexico 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.791666667 ha 0.3200 0.3200 Mexico Coronado Norte, 
Mexico 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.605263158 ha 0.2450 0.2450 Mexico San Roque (Pacific 
Ocean, Baja 
California), Mexico 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.130434783 ha 0.0530 0.0530 Mexico Todos Santos 
Norte (Pacific 
Ocean, Baja 
California), Mexico 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 1.076923077 ha 0.4360 0.4360 Mexico San Jeronimo 
(Pacific Ocean, Baja 
California), Mexico 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.01 ha 0.0040 0.0040 Mexico Mejia (Gulf of 
California), Mexico 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.011538462 ha 0.0050 0.0050 Mexico San Francisquito 
(Gulf of California), 
Mexico 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.25 ha 0.1010 0.1010 Mexico Isabella (Gulf of 
California), Mexico 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.02 ha 0.0080 0.0080 Mexico Estanque (Gulf of 
California), Mexico 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.02 ha 0.0080 0.0080 Mauritius Flat, Mauritius Trees/Woodlands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.4 ha 0.1620 0.1620 Mauritius Ile aux Aigrettes, 
Mauritius 

Trees/Woodlands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.063157895 ha 0.0260 0.0260 New Zealand Cuvier, New 
Zealand 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.277777778 ha 0.1120 0.1120 New Zealand Motuihe, New 
Zealand 

Scrublands 
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Source1	

Reported	Free‐
Roaming	Cat	
Density	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre)	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre2)	 Country	 City	 Landcover	Type	

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.135135135 ha 0.0540 0.0540 New Zealand Matakohe, New 
Zealand 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 1.1 ha 0.4450 0.4450 New Zealand Herekopare, New 
Zealand 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.117413793 ha 0.0470 0.0470 South Africa Marion (sub-
Antarctic island), 
South Africa 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.172413793 ha 0.0700 0.0700 Seychelles Curieuse, 
Seychelles 

Trees/Woodlands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.454545455 ha 0.1840 0.1840 Seychelles Fregate, Seychelles Trees/Woodlands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.666666667 ha 0.2700 0.2700 Seychelles Denis, Seychelles Trees/Woodlands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 2.433333333 ha 0.9850 0.9850 Seychelles Cousine, Seychelles Trees/Woodlands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.001960784 ha 0.0008 0.0008 Spain Alegranza, Spain Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.068493151 ha 0.0280 0.0280 Spain Lobos, Spain Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.487804878 ha 0.1970 0.1970 USA Jarvis, USA Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.048192771 ha 0.0190 0.0190 USA Howland, USA Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.087 ha 0.0350 0.0350 South 
Atlantic 

St. Helena, South 
Atlantic 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.039 ha 0.0160 0.0160 South 
Atlantic 

St. Helena, South 
Atlantic 

Scrublands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.13 ha 0.0530 0.0530 Greece Glinado, Naxos 
(Aegean Sea), 
Greece 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.37 ha 0.1500 0.1500 Greece Filoti, Naxos 
(Aegean Sea), 
Greece 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.17 ha 0.0690 0.0690 Greece Vivlos, Naxos 
(Aegean Sea), 
Greece 

Open/Open Vegetated 
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Source1	

Reported	Free‐
Roaming	Cat	
Density	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre)	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre2)	 Country	 City	 Landcover	Type	

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.23 ha 0.0930 0.0930 Greece Plantation, Naxos 
(Aegean Sea), 
Greece 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.07 ha 0.0280 0.0280 Greece Angidia, Naxos 
(Aegean Sea), 
Greece 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.07 ha 0.0280 0.0280 Greece Kinidaros, Naxos 
(Aegean Sea), 
Greece 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.17 ha 0.0690 0.0690 Greece Naxos, Naxos 
(Aegean Sea), 
Greece 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.23 ha 0.0930 0.0930 Greece Thaleios, Naxos 
(Aegean Sea), 
Greece 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.03 ha 0.0120 0.0120 Greece Naxos (Aegean 
Sea), Greece 

Open/Open Vegetated 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.00134 ha 0.0005 0.0005 Hungary Hungary Trees/Woodlands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.0444 ha 0.0180 0.0180 USA National Key Deer 
Refuge, Big Pine 
Key, Florida 

Trees/Woodlands 

Flockhart and Coe 2018 0.0127 ha 0.0050 0.0050 USA Crocodile Lake 
National Wildlife 
Refuge and Dagny 
Johnson Key Largo 
Botanical State 
Park, Key Largo, 
Florida 

Trees/Woodlands 

Liberg et al. 2000 2,300–
2,800 N/km2 

9.308-11.331 10.3195 Israel Jerusalem Urban/Suburban 

Liberg et al. 2000 2,350 N/km2 9.5100 9.5100 Japan Ainoshima Urban/Suburban 
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Source1	

Reported	Free‐
Roaming	Cat	
Density	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre)	

Free‐Roaming	
Cat	Density	
(Cats/Acre2)	 Country	 City	 Landcover	Type	

Liberg et al. 2000 1,000–2,000 
N/km2 

4.047-8.094 6.0705 Italy Rome Urban/Suburban 

Liberg et al. 2000 1,200 N/km2 4.8560 4.8560 Italy Rome Urban/Suburban 

Liberg et al. 2000 300 N/km2 1.2140 1.2140 EnglandAUS Portsmouth Urban/Suburban 

Liberg et al. 2000 30 N/km2 0.1210 0.1210 England Cornwall Agriculture 

Liberg et al. 2000 20–50 N/km2 0.081-0.202 0.1415 South Africa Dassen Scrublands 

Liberg et al. 2000 19 N/km2 0.0770 0.0770 Scotland Hebrides Open/Open Vegetated 

Liberg et al. 2000 14 N/km2 0.0570 0.0570 Switzerland Ziirich Agriculture 

Liberg et al. 2000 10–15 N/km2 0.040 - 0.061 0.0505 French 
Territory 
(Indian 
Ocean) 

Kerguelenl Open/Open Vegetated 

Liberg et al. 2000 10–15 N/km2 0.040 - 0.061 0.0505 England Avonmouth Urban/Suburban 

Liberg et al. 2000 5–14 N/km2 0.020 - 0.057 0.0385 South Africa Marion Open/Open Vegetated 

Liberg et al. 2000 6 N/km2 0.0240 0.0240 England Devon Agriculture 

Liberg et al. 2000 2–7 N/km2 0.008 - 0.028 0.0180 New Zealand  Macquarie  Open/Open Vegetated 

Liberg et al. 2000 3–7 N/km2 0.012 - 0.028 0.0200 Scotland Monach Open/Open Vegetated 

Liberg et al. 2000 3–5 N/km2 0.012 - 0.020 0.0160 New Zealand  Hastings Agriculture 

Liberg et al. 2000 2–3 N/km2 0.008 - 0.012 0.0100 Pacific Ocean Galapagos Scrublands 

Liberg et al. 2000 1–2 N/km2 0.004 - 0.008 0.0060 AUS Victoria Open/Open Vegetated 

Liberg et al. 2000 1–4 N/km2 0.004 - 0.016 0.0100 Italy PoDelta Agriculture 

Liberg et al. 2000 1 N/km2 0.0040 0.0040 New Zealand  Orongorongo Open/Open Vegetated 

Liberg et al. 2000 0–9 N/km2 0 - 0.036 0.0180 Netherlands  Schiermonnikoog Open/Open Vegetated 
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(2015.S C.C.P.) 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

lam a resident of Los Angeles County 
over the age of 18 and not a party to or 
interested in the mater notices. 

I, 

hereby certify tha.t the Los Angeles 

Downtown News is a newspaper of 

general circulation within the previsions 
of the Government Code of the State of 

California, printed and published in the 

City of tos Angeles, County of I l>S Angeles. 
State of California; that I am the principal 

clerk of the printer of said newspaper. 

The notice, of which the annexed is a 

printed copy appeared in the: 

LOS ANGELES DOWNTOW NEWS 

On the following dates: 

Sun ;;?bJ, J-011 
� . 

I certify ( or declare) under penalty of perju � 

thar the toUowing is true and correct. 

Dared in Los Angeles C.:ilifomia on: 

Signal'ure 

PROOF OF PUBLICATION 

(201S.5 C.C.P.) 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Notice of Availability of a Drdt Environmental Impact 
Report for the Citywide Cat Program (SCH# 2013101008) 

The City of Los Angeles has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to evaluate the potential environmental effects of the 
proposed Citywide (.at Program (proposed Project) that addresses free-ro;iming (feral or stray) cats in the City. The City is requesting 
input on the Draft EIR from public agencies, residents, and other intereste 1 project stakeholders. 

l'nj«t Desaiptloll: Under the proposed Project, the City would: Diret.dy engage in or make available funds for the spay/ 
neuter of free-roaming cats that may be returned to where they were fou·1d, relocated to a working cat program, or adopted; Make 
amendments to the City of Los Angeles Administrative Code (LAAC) to bm.1den the permitted use of Animal Sterilization Funds and to 
the City of Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMQ regarding the definition of 3 cat kennel; Implement a modified trap, neuter, and return 
(TNR) program that includes facilitation of trapping, neutering, and retuming, TNR-related community education and outreach and 
collaboration with TNR organizations. and use of �lives to encourage t 1e capture. sterilization, and release of free-roaming cats, 
including to TNR groups who may return the cats to free-roaming status; Publish and implement program guidelines and ecological 
conservation measures; and Create a working cat program. 

�tal lapacts: The analysis contained in the Draft EIR detl'rmined that the proposed Project would not result in any 
significant environmental impacts. No mitigation is required. 

hlllk Rffiew Parioll: The Draft EIR public review and comment p-�riod begins August 29, 2019 and ends on October 28, 
2019. The Draft EIR is available online at the Bureau of Engineering websiti: https:l/eng.lacity.org/citywide-cat-program-e1907610 

Hard copies may also be viewed at the following locations: 
, Los Angeles Central Library located at 630 W 5th St, Los Angeles, CA 90071. 
• City of LA, Bureau of Engineering, 1149 S. Broadway, 6th Aoor, Los Angeh�, CA 90015
• North Central Animal Services Center, 3201 Lacy Street, Los Angeles, CA 91J031
• South LA Animal Services Center, 1850 West 60th Street, Los Angeles, CA 10047
• West LA Animal Services Center, 11361 West Pico Blvd, Los Angeles, CA 9C :l64
• Harbor Animal Services Center, 957 North Gaffey Street, San Pedro, CA 90;; 31
• East Valley Animal Services Center, 14409 Vanowen Street, Van Nuys, CA 9 405
• West Valley Animal Services Center, 20655 Plummer Street, Chatsworth, Ci\ 91311

Plllllic llfftlnt: A publk meeting to receive comments on the Draft EIR ¥, ill be held on 
Monday, October 7, 2019 at 6:00 p.m. at the Ramona Hall Community Center, 4580 N Figueroa St, Los Angeles. CA 90065. 

C-ts: Please send comments on the Draft EIR to: 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Aoor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Comments may also be submitted by e-mail to jan.green,rebstock@ladty.om. Please remember to: 
• Send your comments in letter format as an attachment to the email; 
• Include a mailing address in the comment letter; and 
• Include "CAT PROGRAM" in the subject lme.





Ruth E. Hernández 
Beltrán
Agencia EFE

La banda mexicana de 
rock Maná, con más de tres 
décadas a sus espaldas, 
“está lista para rayar el sol” 
con la primera gira que rea-
lizan en tres años y sin tener 
un disco nuevo que promo-
cionar, una gran fiesta con 
la que celebrarán su carrera 
y los aportes de los inmi-
grantes a Estados Unidos.

“Venimos en el mejor 
plan de pasarla bien, de 
celebrar nuestra historia, 
nuestra carrera, de celebrar 
todo lo que han hecho los 
latinos”, dijo el batería Álex 
González en una entrevista 
con Efe en Nueva York.

El grupo mexicano se en-
cuentra promocionando su 
gira, que arrancará el 31 
de agosto en Texas, ape-
nas unas semanas después 
del trágico episodio en El 
Paso, ciudad fronteriza de 
ese mismo estado, donde un 
tirador mató a 22 personas, 
ocho de ellos mexicanos.

Sin embargo, Maná pre-
tende que “Rayando el sol”, 
que lleva el nombre de la 
canción que los catapultó 
a la fama, incluida en su 
segundo disco de estudio 
“Falta de amor”, se convierta 
en “una gran fiesta” de uni-
dad, explicó González, a la 
que invitan “a todos los ame-
ricanos, a todas las naciona-
lidades y religiones”.

Va por los inmigrantes
“Esa es nuestra actitud y 

filosofía”, señaló para afir-
mar que “lo que ha hecho 
grande a este país” son los 
inmigrantes de todas par-

tes del mundo, que han 
aportado “para que esta na-
ción sea lo que es”.

Fher Olvera, el vocalista 
del grupo, destacó que “Ra-
yando el sol”, tema que es-
cribió junto con Gonzá-
lez, ha sido un amuleto de 
buena suerte para ellos.

“Le tenemos mucho ca-
riño. Fue el tema que nos 
rescató del anonimato. Es-
tábamos a punto de sepa-
rarnos, no teníamos con-
trato, ni plata y Álex no 
tenía comida en su refrige-
rador y, de momento, se des-
tapó durísimo. A la gente le 
ha gustado mucho y la si-
guen cantando”, recordó.

Entre amigos
“Rayando el sol” regresa 

renovada como protago-
nista de la gira, tras haber 
grabado una versión con el 
cantante español Pablo Al-
borán, “que tiene una voz 
padrísima”, subrayó Fher 
durante la entrevista con 
el grupo.

Maná participó por pri-
mera vez en el popular pro-
grama “Good Morning Ame-
rica”, que se emite desde 
Nueva York en la cadena 
ABC, como parte de la pro-

moción de la gira cuyas ven-
tas la han convertido en la 
más exitosa de su historia, 
con siete funciones vendi-
das en The Forum, un espa-
cio multiuso en Los Ángeles 
(California) con capacidad 
para 17.505 personas.

“Los motores ya prendie-
ron para rayar el sol”, ase-
guró por su parte el guita-
rrista principal Sergio Va-
llín durante la entrevista.

Sobre la situación política 
en Estados Unidos y, en con-
creto, de la población inmi-
grante latina, que han sido 
blanco de la retórica del 
presidente Donald Trump, 
Maná reiteró su apoyo a la 
comunidad tras la matanza 
en Texas que tenía como 
blanco a los mexicanos.

Quisiéramos que 
estuvieran relajados

“Nosotros quisiéramos 
que las cosas estuvieran 
más relajadas. Somos países 
vecinos que siempre hemos 
tenido una alianza muy bo-
nita”, indicó Fher, para sub-
rayar después que este país 
“no sería lo mismo sin toda 
esta gente que ha trabajado 
arduamente con todo su co-
razón y energía”.

“Lo más importante es 
que la gente muestre su 
poder, la comunidad lati-
noamericana, con el voto”, 
agregó Fher, que destacó 
que si Trump es o no contro-
vertido —ya que “para mu-
cha gente no lo es”—, es una 
decisión que cada uno ha de 
tomar “desde su conciencia”.

Álex interviene para se-
ñalar que “hay más gente 
buena en este país que 
gente mala. Lo que pasa es 
que estos son eventos trági-
cos que no deberían pasar. 
Como dijo Fher, hay gente 
que ya sabe lo que tiene que 
hacer (con el voto)”.

Live Nation,  
la seguridad

Maná insistió además 
que, tras las recientes ma-
tanzas en el país no tiene 
miedo de que ocurra lo 
mismo en uno de sus con-
ciertos porque Live Nation, 
la compañía productora, 
“está haciendo un excelente 
trabajo con la preparación 
de la seguridad” e hicieron 
un llamado a sus seguido-
res a no asustarse.

“La gente no puede per-
mitir que el terrorismo o el 
miedo les quite su vida co-
tidiana”, indicó el baterista.

Asimismo, aseguraron 
estar sorprendidos del éxito 

de ventas de esta nueva 
gira, que llevan meses pre-
parando y su deseo de re-
encontrarse con su público.

Consideran que el éxito de 
la banda en el difícil mundo 
de la música se ha basado en 
ser genuinos, en no preten-
der ser lo que no son.

“Tenemos nuestras vir-
tudes y defectos pero so-

mos una banda honesta. 
Nos respetamos mucho en-
tre los cuatro, somos como 
hermanos. Pero también es 
el amor por la música y esa 
adrenalina cuando esta-
mos en el escenario, ver a la 
gente feliz, cantando y bai-
lando, pasándola bien, que 
cuando la gente se vaya diga 
‘valió la pena'”, afirman.

CONCIERTOS

Maná comienza gira

AGENCIA REFORMA

Maná, siete conciertos vendidos, ningún disco nuevo.

Están listos “para 
rayar el sol” con 
la primera gira 
que realizan en 
tres años sin tener 
disco nuevo

“La gente no 
puede permitir 
que el terrorismo 
o el miedo les 
quite su vida 
cotidiana”.
— Álex González

EN DETALLE:
7 
funciones vendidas en 
The Forum

17,505 
personas, capacidad del 
inmueble

AGENCIA REFORMA

Maná, siete conciertos vendidos, ningún disco nuevo.

Lorena Corpus
Agencia Reforma

Tras fallecer el pasado fin 
de semana, el legado musi-
cal de Celso Piña se man-
tiene vivo y a través de La 
Ronda Bogotá volvió a so-
nar con fuerza para hacer 
bailar a miles de regios.

En el primer homenaje al 
“Rebelde del Acordeón” se 
le dio un minuto de aplauso 
a petición de su amigo y co-
lega Javier López, de Los 
Reyes Vallenatos.

La gran fiesta de la mú-
sica colombiana inició a las 
19:15 horas en la Explanada 
de los Héroes donde muchas 
personas del público presen-
ciaron el show con imper-
meables, pues la lluvia se 
dejó sentir al principio.

Sus primeras grabacio-
nes como “La Negra Nelly” 
y “La Manda” sonaron con 

la presencia de Gabriel Dué-
ñez y su Sonidero, quien lo 
apoyó en la grabación de su 
primer disco.

El momento esperado 
llegó minutos antes de las 
20:00 horas cuando La 
Ronda Bogotá llegó al es-
cenario, liderada por Ru-
bén Piña.

El hermano de Celso 
presentó al público el acor-
deón del músico de 66 años, 
quien falleció el pasado 
miércoles de un infarto.

Rubén besó el acordeón 
de su hermano, lo alzó al 
cielo y luego lo colocó en un 
sillón gris ubicado al centro 
del escenario.

MÚSICA

Homenajean al legendario 
Celso Piña en Monterrey

AGENCIA REFORMA

El finado artista Celso Piña siendo despedido.

La cuidad de Los Ángeles ha preparado un Reporte de Impacto Ambiental (o EIR) para evaluar los efectos ambientales potenciales
asociados con el proyecto propuesto “Citywide Cat Program” que aborda el tema de gatos salvajes o callejeros en la cuidad. La cuidad
solicita aportación de agencias públicas, residentes de la cuidad y otras personas interesadas sobre el Reporte de Impacto Ambiental
mencionado.

Descripción del Proyecto: bajo el proyecto propuesto; la cuidad participaría en, o haría disponibles fondos para esterilizar gatos salvajes
o callejeros que: podrán ser regresados al lugar adonde se encontraron, reubicados a algún programa vigente para gatos, o adoptados.
Bajo el proyecto, se harían enmiendas al código administrativo de la cuidad de Los Ángeles (o City of Los Angeles Administrative Code)
para ampliar el uso de fondos para la esterilización de animales (o Animal Sterilization Funds) y al código municipal de la cuidad de Los
Ángeles (o Los Angeles Municipal Code) con relación a la definición de guardería de gatos, para implementar un programa modificado
de trampas, esterilización y regreso a los felinos (o TNR) que permita la facilitación de atrapar, esterilizar y regresar; alcance y educación
comunitaria para informar acerca del programa TNR y colaboración con organizaciones TNR, y uso de incentivos para fomentar la
captura, esterilización, y liberación de gatos salvajes o callejeros, incluyendo a grupos TNR que podrán liberar a los gatos; para publicar
e implementar pautas del programa mencionado y de métodos de conservación ecológica; y por último, crear un programa para gatos
salvajes y callejeros vigente.

Impactos Ambientales: El análisis incluido en el Reporte de Impacto Ambiental determino que el proyecto propuesto no resultara en
impactos ambientales significativos. No se requiere mitigación

Periodo de Revisión Pública: el periodo de revisión y comentarios en relación al Reporte de Impacto Ambiental empieza el
29 de Agosto 2019 y termina el 28 de Octubre 2019. El Reporte de Impacto Ambiental será disponible por medio del sitio web del
departamento de ingeniería de la cuidad (o Bureau of Engineering) al https://eng.lacity.org/citywide-cat-program-e1907610.

Reportes impresos estarán disponibles en las próximas locaciones:

• Los Angeles Central Library located at 630 W 5th St, Los Angeles, CA 90071.
• City of LA, Bureau of Engineering, 1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90015
• North Central Animal Services Center, 3201 Lacy Street, Los Angeles, CA 90031
• South LA Animal Services Center, 1850 West 60th Street, Los Angeles, CA 90047
• West LA Animal Services Center, 11361 West Pico Blvd, Los Angeles, CA 90064
• Harbor Animal Services Center, 957 North Gaffey Street, San Pedro, CA 90731
• East Valley Animal Services Center, 14409 Vanowen Street, Van Nuys, CA 91405
• West Valley Animal Services Center, 20655 Plummer Street, Chatsworth, CA 91311

Reunión Pública: Una reunión pública para recibir comentarios sobre el Reporte de Impacto Ambiental se llevara a cabo el Lunes 7 de
Octubre 2019 a las 6:00 PM en el centro comunitario Ramona Hall, localizado en el 4580 N Figueroa Street, Los Ángeles, CA 90065

Comentarios: Favor de mandar comentarios relacionados al Reporte de Impacto Ambiental a:

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

Comentarios también podrán ser sometidos por correo electrónico a jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org. Favor de recordar lo siguiente:

• Mandar sus comentarios en una carta como archivo adjunto al correo electrónico sometido;
• Incluya su dirección de correo en la carta; y
• Incluya “CAT PROGRAM” en la casilla de asunto.

Notificación de la Disponibilidad del Reporte de Impacto Ambiental
“Citywide Cat Program” (SCH# 2013101008)

SCE OFRECE PROGRAMAS QUE TE
AYUDAN A AHORRAR DINERO.

Energía para lo que vieneSM

SCE ofrece consejos útiles que te ayudarán a conservar energía y
reducir tu factura mensual (para hogares elegibles). Podrías obtener
alrededor de 30% de descuento en tu factura de energía con el
programa de Tarifas Alternativas de Energía para California (CARE,
por sus siglas en inglés) o podrías calificar para el Programa Familiar
de Reducción de las Tarifas de Energía (FERA, por sus siglas en inglés).
Con el Programa de Ayuda para el Ahorro de Energía (ESAP, por
sus siglas en inglés) también podrías recibir electrodomésticos de
consumo eléctrico eficiente, productos de iluminación y servicios de
climatización gratis, y una evaluación gratuita de tu hogar. Para más
información o para averiguar si calificas, visita sce.com/ayuda.

Alrededor de 30% de descuento
en tu factura de energía
Electrodomésticos gratuitos

SEMANA DEL 31 DE AGOSTO DE 2019 EXCELSIOR — LA  |  VIVA LA VIDA  | 5 A 
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8 mon 9/2
Happy Labor Day, stay home and relax!

tue 9/3
C U LT U R E / F O O D & D R I N K

Come One, Come All!
Yes, we know this event isn’t technically today, 
but gluttony requires some preparation. With the 
L.A. County Fair back in town, prepare to get 
full and fat on weird fried food and gluttonous 
sweets and meats. Yeah, you’ll tell yourself you’re 
burning it o�, walking (and walking) amidst 
the fair’s vast array of exhibit halls, demo-�lled 
attractions, animal round-ups, creator compe-
titions, shopping areas, thrill rides and concerts. 
And yet, even with all that exercise, you prob-
ably won’t make up for what you consume. A 
fair-sized funnel cake alone packs almost 800 
calories and 44 grams of fat. At least the concert 
lineup will add to your cardio in the evenings, 
especially the bill with MC Hammer, En Vogue, 
Biz Markie and Coolio next week. Weeknights 
there are no big concerts, but the plus side is, 
smaller crowds and shorter lines for all the event’s 
culinary indulgences. See full lineup at lacoun-
tyfair.com/entertainment/concerts.  Fairplex, 
1101 W McKinley Ave., Pomona. Wed, noon-10 
p.m., �u., noon-11 p.m., Fri., noon-mid., Sat. 
10 a.m.-mid. and Sun., 10 a.m.-10 p.m.; through 
Sept. 22; $14-$20 adults; $8-$12 children ages 
6-12; free children 5& under free; $10-$15 se-
niors. lacountyfair.com—LINA LECARO

wed 9/4
C U LT U R E / C O M E D Y

Odd Couple
Steve Aoki and Howie Mandel sound like an 
unlikely pair for conversation but that’s what 
makes this Live Talk: Los Angeles engagement 
sound so fascinating. �e L.A. musician, pro-
ducer, and superstar DJ has quite a life story 
—  we know because we’ve interviewed him 
countless times, even back when he called him-
self “Kid Millionaire.” Who knew he’d manifest 
the moniker into reality? Aoki’s new memoir 
Blue: �e Color of Noise chronicles his rise from 
party dude to major force in the music industry, 
all while trying to escape the shadow of his 
successful father (Rocky Aoki, of the Beniha-
na restaurant empire). Mandel is, of course, a 
wacky comedian and the most amiable judge on 
America’s Got Talent. Together, their meeting 
promises animated discussion about showbiz, 
beats and the “blue” hues of life in the spot-
light. Aratani �eatre, 244 San Pedro St., down-
town; Wed., Sept. 4, 8 p.m.; $20-$75. eventbrite.
com/e/steve-aoki-in-conversation-with-how-
ie-mandel-tickets-63536102192. —LINA LECARO

thu 9/5
A C T I V I S M /A R T

Architects for Animals 
Cats can be the fussiest and most exacting of 
cultural critics, which is why Architects for 
Animals has assembled some of the city’s lead-
ing architecture �rms to design functional yet 
inventively fancy outdoor dwellings at “Giving 
Shelter,” a bene�t for FixNation, which spays 
and �xes homeless felines. Past architectural 
structures have ranged from whimsical launch-
ing pads for daring cat-letic activities to elab-
orate hideouts shaped with unusual patterns 
that simulate motion. Such cat-loving celebs 
as Morgan Fairchild, William Shatner and Bo 
Derek have decorated feeding bowls, which will 
also be on display. Herman Miller, 3641 Hol-
drege Ave., No. 100, Baldwin Hills/Crenshaw; 
�u., Sept. 5, 5:30-9:30 p.m.; $50. (310) 736-
3650, �xnation.org/2019/07/architects-for-ani-
mals-giving-shelter-2019. —FALLING JAMES

T H E A T E R

To Forgive or Not to Forgive
Everything old is new again — no truer an ad-
age than with �e Heal, which opens the latest 
season of �e Getty Villa Outdoor Classical 
�eater’s dramatic o�erings. �is time, it’s the 
allegory of Phil — actually Philoctetes the aban-
doned �essalian, embittered and embattled 
on a desert island, withering from his wounds 
— and how he heals himself of his all-con-
suming hatred of Odysseus, who le� him on 
that island in the �rst place. When Odysseus 
petitions Phil for his poison arrows that will 
help win the Trojan War, everything hinges 
on how much forgiveness Phil has in his heart 
for brave Odysseus. Getty Villa, 17985 Paci�c 
Coast Highway, Paci�c Palisades; �u., Sept. 
5, 8 p.m.; $36-40. (310) 440-7300, getty.edu/
visit/cal/events/ev_2777.html. —DAVID COTNER

A R T

From All Around the World
Saatchi Art hosts the fourth annual �e Other 
Art Fair, a curated showcase of 140 national and 
international artists from as far as Tokyo dis-
playing paintings, prints, photographs, sculp-
ture and mixed-media works. Following �urs-
day’s kick-o� party, the weekend continues with 
kids’ activities, guided tours, food, cocktails and 
workshops on such topics as “Cra�ing Your 
Digital Presence: Storytelling with Instagram,” 
“�e Transformative Power of Hair Color” and 
“Creatives Practice with Scent.” Highlights this 
year are several special exhibits, namely “�is Is 
England,” which features contemporary British 
artists; “British Visions of L.A.,” which includes 
L.A.-British artists; and “One Small Step,” a 
tribute to the 50th anniversary of NASA’s Apollo 
11 lunar mission made up of artistically ren-
dered astronaut helmets. Barker Hanger, 3021 
Airport Ave., Santa Monica; �u., Sept. 5, 6-10 
p.m.; Fri., Sept. 6, 3-10 p.m.; Sat., Sept. 7, 11 
a.m.-8 p.m.; Sun., Sept. 8, 11 a.m.-6 p.m.; $15, 
$13.50 seniors & students, private viewing $60. 
(310) 390-9071, la.theotherartfair.com. —SIRAN 
BABAYAN

L.A. (L)INKED
�e permanent bond between cultural expression and 
the art of tattoo in Los Angeles
BY LINA LECARO

L ong before Sailor Jerry was a pop-
ular rum brand and Ed Hardy be-
came ubiquitous with gaudy rhine-
stone-encrusted trucker caps, the 
two names were revered by tattoo 

artists and enthusiasts alike for not only facil-
itating and expanding tattooing as a true art 
form, but for helping to de�ne the culture.

Christian Audigier, the designer known for 
licensing Hardy’s name and art for clothing 
and accessories in the ’90s (and for marketing 
it to celebrities as a precursor to the in�uenc-
er-driven promo-whoring of today) passed 

away in 2003, but before that, Hardy settled a 
lawsuit with the Frenchman that gave the artist 
control of his images and how they are used via 
the clothing brand. In his 2014 memoir, Wear 
Your Dreams: My Life in Tattoos, Hardy shared 
that Audigier’s obsession with celebrity led to 
the brand’s image problem, while the lawsuit 
itself alleged questionable business dealings 
concerning under-reporting of pro�ts. �e 
Hardy brand still exists, but thankfully it’s a 
lot more streamlined and un-blingy these days. 
�is coupled with fans who know the artist’s 
important history (and younger generations 

who missed the Jon Gosselin and Paris Hilton 
Ed Hardy fashion days) means that Hardy’s leg-
acy remains intact. With a current retrospective 
at the de Young Museum in San Francisco and 
accompanying Rizzoli book that came out this 
summer, the 72-year-old “godfather of tattoo,” 
as he’s called, has found himself in a rightful 
position of respectful recognition once again.

L.A. Leaves Its Mark
While he is best known as a San Fransisco 

�gure, “Don” Ed Hardy was in fact a product of 
Southern California — born in Newport Beach 
and part of a community that included SoCal 
legends such as “Good Time” Charlie Cart-
wright, Jack Rudy, “Tennessee” Dave James, 
Mark Mahoney and Freddy Negrete, to name 
some key players.  

In terms of early tattoo culture and its prolif-
eration, SoCal played an undeniably formative 
role thanks to the aforementioned �gures in 
the ’70s, and with the exception of James who 
passed away several years ago (his brother Greg, 
formerly of Sunset Strip Tattoo and now pro-
prietor of his own Sherman Oaks shop, Tattoos 
Deluxe, has a similarly reputable standing), 
all are still alive and still tattooing. Mahoney 
in particular tends to be the man most point 
to as the old school favorite in L.A., especially 
as the style he helped pioneer, single-needle 
“black-and-gray” is currently more popular 
than ever — the desired aesthetic for portraits 
of loved ones, landscapes, scripts and tradition-
al iconography.

Originally from Boston, Mahoney is also 
unique in that he has remained on top con-
sistently, the artist of choice for multiple gen-
erations of rockstars, actors, athletes and oth-
er high-pro�le clients. He got his start at the 
legendary Long Beach Harbor-adjacent spot 
known as the Pike (he lived in the back of a shop 
there) but he’s equally as well-known for his 
own thriving Shamrock Social Club, which will 
mark 20 years on the Sunset Strip, in the space 
across the street from the Rainbow, next year.

“It was all still carnies and bikers and sailors,” 
Mahoney tells me of his days at the Pike, which 

drew him to the West Coast in the late ’70s/early 
’80s. During the 1950s, the locale was home to 
American traditional-style masters such as Lee 
Roy Minugh, Bob Shaw, Lyle Tuttle and Bert 
Grimm, whose ’50s shop Expert Tattoo is now 
helmed by one of the top female tattooists in the 
world, Kari Barba and her Outer Limits Tattoo, 
making it the longest continuously operating 
tattoo shop in the United States and the second 
oldest shop in the world. With memorabilia and 
photographs on its walls, it’s like a museum of 
local tattoo lore as well as a great place to get 
solid work.

In the comprehensive documentary Tattoo 
Nation, currently available on Amazon Prime, 
the history of the Pike and traditional �ash is 
covered extensively, as is the contrasting style 
that Mahoney and Negrete (who also calls 
Shamrock home) are known for. With its or-
igins in the L.A. prison system explained and 
explored by the likes of Danny Trejo (who got 
his ink while doing time) and Negrete, the Chi-
cano style’s signi�cance in the barrio, the joint 
and beyond is given its much-deserved due.

�e color and bold lines of traditional Amer-
ican and the �uidity of black-and-gray styles 
came together and elevated the art form in 
Whittier, California, when Cartwright opened 
a shop in the area, Good Time Charlie’s Tat-

“Virile Music”  
by Ed Hardy
Courtesy Fine Arts 
Museums of San 
Francisco / (c) Ed 
Hardy: Deeper Than 
Skin, Rizzoli New York, 
2019

Display from current exhibit at the de Young Museum, San Francisco -Courtesy Fine Arts 
Museums of San Francisco /© Ed Hardy: Deeper Than Skin, Rizzoli New York, 2019

Draft Environmental Impact Report for the
Citywide Cat Program now available!

The Draft EIR evaluates the potential
environmental eff ects of  the proposed program. 
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·1· · · · · Los Angeles, California; Monday, October 7, 2019

·2· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·6:00 p.m.

·3

·4

·5· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Good evening, everyone.· If you will

·6· ·find a seat, we will start shortly.· We have an ASL interpreter,

·7· ·and we also have Spanish headsets if anyone is interested in

·8· ·using those.· And with that, I will turn the microphone over to

·9· ·our special guest who will do the welcome for us this evening.

10· · · · PAUL KORETZ:· Hello, everyone.· My name is Paul Koretz; I'm

11· ·a council member and chair of Personnel and Animal Welfare

12· ·Committee.· Welcome to the long-awaited Cat Program Draft EIR

13· ·public comment period.· I'm pleased to be able to join you at

14· ·this important event and join the City's Bureau of Engineering,

15· ·Department of Animal Services, and people that care about cats,

16· ·I thank you for being here.

17· · · · I trust you will find it stimulating, and I suspect many of

18· ·you will help make it so.· For those of you who plan to speak,

19· ·I'll leave the instructions to Jan and the EIR team, but my

20· ·editorial comment is as much as we appreciate it, this really is

21· ·not an appropriate forum for general cheerleading for the EIR.

22· · · · Under the California Environmental Quality Act, the City is

23· ·required to review and respond to every comment anybody makes

24· ·during the comment period ends at the end of the month.· That

25· ·means any comment you make, even if it just says "I love the
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·1· ·EIR," or "I hate the EIR," that may require them to respond to

·2· ·that, so that is just making extra busy work for them.· So,

·3· ·please, delve into the specific reasons and make substantive

·4· ·comments.

·5· · · · If you feel the EIR should better explain or justify

·6· ·something, or if you think something needs to be changed, that's

·7· ·what you should be talking about, and that will be helpful,

·8· ·preferably very focused, very coherent, and that will actually

·9· ·make a difference.

10· · · · Those of us who have been working on this effort for years

11· ·are looking forward to this process, we are finally reaching a

12· ·conclusion, probably sometime in the early part of 2020.

13· ·Completion of this EIR process could allow the City to raise the

14· ·household cat limit from three to five; invest money in spaying

15· ·and neutering feral cats; offer general support for

16· ·trap-neuter-return; and further reduce the euthanasia of cats in

17· ·our shelters.· These have been goals of mine for a long time.

18· · · · I'm going to make my own comments, but I will be doing them

19· ·in writing later on to continue this EIR.· I appreciate you all

20· ·being here in person, so welcome and thank you for being here

21· ·tonight.· Whether you offer comments tonight or do it later in

22· ·writing, you are helping us create a better EIR and a better

23· ·Citywide Cat Program.· That's our aim; I hope it is yours too.

24· ·Thank you all for being here.

25· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.· I'm also joined by Brenda
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·1· ·Barnett, who is the general manager of Animal Services, and

·2· ·Larry Gros, who's the Commission president of Animal Services

·3· ·Commission, and other team members of the EIR team as well.

·4· ·Okay.

·5· · · · So I'm going to just briefly go over the agenda for you

·6· ·this evening.· I'm going to, hopefully, spend about 20 minutes

·7· ·going through what's on the agenda, and then we will get into

·8· ·the public comment period.· If you do want to participate in the

·9· ·public comment period, please, fill out a speaker card at the

10· ·back of the room and that will give us a sense of how many

11· ·speakers we can anticipate, and it will also help me so I can

12· ·call you up by your name.

13· · · · We are having a transcriptionist make a transcription of

14· ·the meeting so there will be a record of it.· My goal is to post

15· ·that record before the end of the comment period, so that people

16· ·who were not able to attend this evening are able to hear what

17· ·was said tonight, and help them to form their comments.· And

18· ·again, the comment period will close on the 28th of this month.

19· · · · We are here tonight, of course, to provide you information

20· ·on the proposed project that's discussed in the Draft EIR.· We

21· ·are going to review the findings of the draft.· We definitely

22· ·want to hear your comments on the Draft EIR.· In terms of house

23· ·rules, just briefly, we did discuss that Spanish translation is

24· ·available, the meeting transcript.· We are taking written public

25· ·comments tonight, so if you do want to make a comment, but you
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·1· ·don't feel like speaking, you can fill out a comment card and

·2· ·put it in the box in the back of the room.

·3· · · · If you want to think about it some more, you can mail it to

·4· ·us by the end of the month or just send me an e-mail.· We want

·5· ·to be done by 8:00 p.m. tonight, so that will kind of dictate

·6· ·how long the comment period is going to be.· Your comments will

·7· ·be around two minutes.· I will confirm the speaking time once we

·8· ·receive all of the comment cards.· When your time is up, please,

·9· ·hand back the microphone and respect everyone's opportunity to

10· ·speak because we definitely want to hear from all of you.· And

11· ·again, for the benefit of the transcriptionist, please, speak

12· ·slowly and clearly.

13· · · · So with that, I'm going to give you a brief overview of the

14· ·California Environmental Quality Act review process and where we

15· ·are in this process.· There's a history to this project, but I'm

16· ·going to focus on the general CEQA process right now.· So the

17· ·Notice of Preparation, which is typically a notice letting

18· ·people know that the lead agency is about to engage in an

19· ·environmental review, was sent out in the Fall of 2007, and

20· ·briefly described what the City is proposing.

21· · · · The City held a series of public forums in the Animal

22· ·Services Shelters to collect public comments, and then we took

23· ·that information.· We received about 550 comments during the

24· ·scoping process, and if you are interested, you can look at the

25· ·summary table in the executive summary, or if you want to read
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·1· ·all of those comments verbatim, you can find a copy in the

·2· ·appendices in the Draft EIR.

·3· · · · We took all of that input, in terms of deciding what

·4· ·impacts to look at and how to draft the proposed project.· We

·5· ·received letters from the California Department of Fish and

·6· ·Wildlife, LA County Public Health, wildlife advocacy groups,

·7· ·animal advocacy groups, and individuals.· Again, Table 1.1 in

·8· ·the Draft EIR summarizes the comments that we received, we can

·9· ·see that input reflected in the draft.

10· · · · So here we are tonight in the draft EIR phase, and we are

11· ·here at the public meeting where we are sharing with you the

12· ·output of our analysis.· The comments that we collect tonight,

13· ·which, hopefully, you will focus on the technical analysis in

14· ·the document and the scope of the project and what's proposed,

15· ·and then filter into the final EIR draft that we will be

16· ·preparing.

17· · · · I see a lot of people standing along the side of the room;

18· ·we are working to find some more chairs, so thank you for your

19· ·patience.· I'm happy the meeting is so well-attended.· I do see

20· ·some empty chairs in the front and along the edge here in the

21· ·back if you think you would like to sit down.

22· · · · The final EIR will then be presented to the decision makers

23· ·to make a decision on what the final project should look like,

24· ·along with the CEQA analysis, including the document as a whole,

25· ·and a decision will be made whether to certify that document.
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·1· ·In this case, the Los Angeles County City Council will be the

·2· ·decision maker there.

·3· · · · We anticipate that process to occur in Winter 2019/Spring

·4· ·2020.· Again, much like the scoping comments, copies of all of

·5· ·the comments that we receive on the Draft EIR will be included

·6· ·in the final EIR.· Each of those comments will be responded to

·7· ·directly.

·8· · · · So a little project background:· The City's Department of

·9· ·Animal Services operates six animal service centers in the city,

10· ·serving approximately 60,000 animals annually.· They've

11· ·responded to 20,000 emergency calls a year involving people or

12· ·animals in danger.· Currently, Animal Services has contracted

13· ·with five privately-operated, low-cost spay and neuter clinics

14· ·and three mobile spay and neuter clinics.

15· · · · In 2006, the City implemented a trap-neuter-return program

16· ·to help address the existing population of free-roaming cats in

17· ·the city.· In 2008, there was a legal challenge regarding that

18· ·implementation, and in 2010, a permanent injunction by the court

19· ·prohibited the City from engaging in, and facilitating

20· ·trap-neuter-return until an environmental review is completed;

21· ·that's the process we are going through right now.

22· · · · For 2018/2019 -- and this is just one data point to give

23· ·you a sense of what the shelter is seeing -- 23,645 cats were

24· ·taken in by the City Animal Services centers, and 2,739 cats

25· ·were euthanized.· There's a more detailed table in the Draft EIR
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·1· ·to give you a sense of the trends over time, but that's just one

·2· ·data point.· And also, I just want to acknowledge that the City

·3· ·does have a no-kill policy target, which is 90 percent of dogs

·4· ·or cats returning to shelters or adopted and returned to or

·5· ·released to rescue organizations, so that would receive wide

·6· ·outcomes.· So that's the policy target by the City that we're

·7· ·still trying to do with cats.

·8· · · · At this point, I would like to highlight the objectives of

·9· ·the project the Proposed Citywide Cat Program.· These include

10· ·facilitating spay and neutering of cats in the city, reducing

11· ·the relative number of free-roaming cats in the city over time,

12· ·facilitating more public and community education on

13· ·animal-related topics, including free-roaming cats.

14· · · · Training Animal Services centers staff members on cat

15· ·management programs, and engaging in collaborative efforts with

16· ·local rescue groups to help respond to the threats of

17· ·free-roaming cat issues.· Further implement the City's no-kill

18· ·policy by reducing the rate of euthanasia of cats in the City

19· ·animal service centers.· And establishing TNR as a preferred

20· ·policy and a humane way to address free-roaming cats.

21· · · · So with that in mind, the major elements of the Citywide

22· ·Cat Program includes funding, code amendments, implementation of

23· ·a TNR program, some program guidelines, the ecological

24· ·conservation measures, and a working cat program.· I'm going to

25· ·spend a little time talking about each of those.· So under the
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·1· ·proposed project, the City would directly engage in or make

·2· ·available funds for the spay and neutering of 20,000

·3· ·free-roaming cats, and this would be a year, that may be

·4· ·returned to where they were found, relocated to a working cat

·5· ·program or adopted, and this would happen every year and that

·6· ·would be the target anyway, over the life of the program, which

·7· ·is, right now, projected to be 30 years.

·8· · · · It would include making amendments to the City of LA

·9· ·Administrative Code, to provide permanent use of animal

10· ·sterilization funds, and to the City of Los Angeles Municipal

11· ·Code regarding the definition of a cat kennel; the

12· ·implementation of a modified trap-neuter-return program that

13· ·includes facilitation of trapping, neutering, and returning;

14· ·TNR-related community education and outreach in collaboration

15· ·with TNR organizations; use of intensives to encourage the

16· ·capture, sterilization, and release of free-roaming cats,

17· ·including TNR groups to return the cats to free-roaming status.

18· · · · Regarding the TNR implementation piece, what's envisioned

19· ·is that Animal Services would release a task order solicitation

20· ·to a list of pre-qualified spay and neuter vets for those

21· ·willing and able to participate in the spay and neuter program

22· ·for free-roaming cats.· Upon the selection of those service

23· ·providers, Animal Services Department will issue a notice for

24· ·receipt to fund vouchers for at least 20,000 free-roaming cats

25· ·for sterilization and medical treatments per year, and that's
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·1· ·based on funding.· Obviously, we would like to fund more medical

·2· ·treatments, if possible.

·3· · · · Individuals wishing to participate in the free-roaming cat

·4· ·spay and neuter program are required to register with Animal

·5· ·Services Department as an authorized participant.· This would

·6· ·include signing an agreement, stating that each cat the

·7· ·participant submits using the voucher was tracked and released

·8· ·within the City of Los Angeles, because we know City funds are

·9· ·being used for that purpose, and the person will also be asked

10· ·to sign an affidavit declaring your intent to comply with the

11· ·program guidelines and conservation measures.· We will talk more

12· ·about those in a moment.

13· · · · The program also includes publishing and implementing these

14· ·guidelines and conservation measures and creating a working cat

15· ·program.· I'll return to the guidelines in a moment, but I want

16· ·to talk briefly about the working cat program.· So currently,

17· ·several non-profits within the City of LA work to place

18· ·free-roaming cats, that are not candidates for adoption, into

19· ·working cat programs where they serve as rodent and pest

20· ·deterrents.

21· · · · These efforts would benefit from additional support to

22· ·create new opportunities to relocate free-roaming cats when

23· ·needed.· The City of Los Angeles would create a working cat

24· ·program that targeted placing free-roaming cats in either indoor

25· ·or enclosed sites, prioritizing the mission of cats found in a
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·1· ·more environmentally sensitive area or unsafe locations.

·2· ·Chapter 2 in the Draft EIR includes more information about this

·3· ·proposed program, and you can read more about it.

·4· · · · With that, I'm going to move on to the implementation

·5· ·guidelines and ecological conservation measures.· So these are

·6· ·included in the executive summary of the Draft EIR.· There's a

·7· ·series of four of them related to trap-neuter-return; the City

·8· ·will create partnerships with third parties who offer

·9· ·free-roaming cat trapping trainings so that people can learn how

10· ·to trap responsibly.

11· · · · The trap should be monitored at all times and partially

12· ·covered once occupied.· The City recommends release generally

13· ·where cats are found or as close as possible, but does not

14· ·recommend release of cats within one mile, which is the

15· ·estimated free-roaming cat home range (See Appendices E and H of

16· ·environmentally-sensitive areas).

17· · · · If a free-roaming cat is trapped within one mile of an

18· ·environmental sensitive area, it is recommend that that cat be

19· ·placed in a working cat program, or relocated based on

20· ·availability.· I think there's an acknowledgment right now that

21· ·there is a limited availability about those opportunities, but

22· ·that's the goal and the vision in the future.

23· · · · Massively, ESAs in the City will be provided for reference

24· ·in the city shelters and on Animal Service's website for

25· ·downloading and printing, and we've brought them here tonight as
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·1· ·well, so you get a sense of where they're located in the city.

·2· · · · Related to responsible feeding and care, the guideline is

·3· ·no feeding within one mile of an ESA, except when used for bait

·4· ·traps for TNR purposes.· Feeding should also not occur at

·5· ·locations where vulnerable populations are present, and that is

·6· ·related to the children, elderly, and those with compromised

·7· ·immune systems.

·8· · · · To avoid attracting wildlife and discourage overfeeding,

·9· ·feeding should be supervised and limited to 30 minutes.· No free

10· ·access to any food should occur or be facilitated.· I just want

11· ·to say that any of these guidelines were created to strike a

12· ·balance between all of the competing interests and goals that we

13· ·have in addressing public health concerns, addressing wildlife

14· ·advocacy concerns, addressing animal advocacy concerns, and also

15· ·in concert with other published management practices that are

16· ·out there.· I anticipate getting some feedback on these, so

17· ·please, feel free to do that during the public comment period.

18· · · · Feeding time should only occur between 6:00 a.m. and 8:00

19· ·p.m. to help avoid conflicts with nocturnal wildlife.· Feeding

20· ·locations should be kept clean so that no traces of food or

21· ·refuse are left before or after feeding events.· Fecal matter

22· ·accumulation near feeding or shelter areas should she monitored

23· ·and removed.· Contaminated surfaces should be disinfected as

24· ·needed to help maintain cleanliness and maintained and contain

25· ·the potential spread of disease.
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·1· · · · ·Related to medical treatment:· Free-roaming cats should be

·2· ·sterilized and ear tipped, and microchipped were funding is

·3· ·available.· Free-roaming cats that will be placed in a working

·4· ·cat program will be microchipped.· What that means is the City

·5· ·would be paying for microchipping of cats in the working cat

·6· ·program, but if additional available funds are found, we can

·7· ·microchip the free-roaming cats, otherwise, we are recommending

·8· ·that the people using the vouchers consider having that done, if

·9· ·they can afford to do that.

10· · · · Feline viral rhinotracheitis vaccines should be

11· ·administered, along with flea treatment and deworming at the

12· ·time of the sterilization.· Participants are requested to

13· ·provide ongoing flea treatment and vaccination updates as

14· ·necessary.

15· · · · A few more related to public education engagement and

16· ·outreach:· Noticing effort related to code updates, the TNR

17· ·program, working cat program, and related conservation and

18· ·responsible management guidelines could occur through press

19· ·releases, posting on Animal Service's website, posters at city

20· ·shelters, flyers, mailers, advertisements on social media posts

21· ·and ads.· The information shared will be multilevel as needed.

22· · · · Please, understand a lot of this is coming from the fact

23· ·due to the injunction, this type of communication is not

24· ·occurring right now, so we are spelling out if the CEQA document

25· ·is approved and the project moves forward, this is the type of
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·1· ·education outreach that could occur going forward.

·2· · · · Communication could occur through community meeting hosted

·3· ·by local city shelters and prior to mobile clinics.· City

·4· ·shelter volunteers, can learn about the Citywide Cat Program and

·5· ·City measures through shelter orientations and volunteering

·6· ·on-boarding processes.· The City would collaborate with

·7· ·non-profit organizations, including wildlife and cat advocacy

·8· ·groups, to share information about how the Citywide Cat Program

·9· ·can reduce the existing free-roaming cat population and their

10· ·effects on sensitive biological resources present in the city.

11· · · · So with that, we are going to move on to talk about the

12· ·environmental issues that are focused in the Draft EIR.· So the

13· ·EIR analyzed biological resources, water quality, and clean

14· ·health hazards in detail.· So related to biological resources, I

15· ·paraphrased what are the thresholds under the California

16· ·Environmental Quality Act that you look at in terms of making a

17· ·decision whether there is an environmental impact not related to

18· ·the proposed project.

19· · · · So we look at the loss of individuals or reduction of

20· ·habitat of a state, federal, or locally listed species of

21· ·habitat.· So the question is would the project have the

22· ·potential result in a loss of -- would the project have a

23· ·potential to interfere with wildlife movement, migration

24· ·corridors, habitat areas, such that normal species behavior are

25· ·disturbed in ways that may diminish the chances from long-term
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·1· ·survival of sensitive species.· We also look at if the project

·2· ·would alter existing wet habitats.

·3· · · · Related to water quality:· We are considering potential or

·4· ·creating contamination and other discharges that might occur.

·5· ·Related to human health hazards, we looked at the threshold

·6· ·increase in the probable frequency or severity of consequences

·7· ·to people from exposure to the health hazards.· So those are the

·8· ·standards of thresholds that we looked at when we made these

·9· ·determinations.

10· · · · What the finding is in the EIR was that the project would

11· ·not have any significant impacts on the environment related to

12· ·biological resources, water resources, or human health hazards.

13· ·And the remaining environmental health issues were screened out

14· ·in Chapter 3, and found to have a less-than-significant impact

15· ·or not impact.

16· · · · I want to spend a little bit of time talking about how that

17· ·occurred.· And so what is the process that you follow when

18· ·making an impact determination through the CEQA framework?· So

19· ·we analyze the existing environmental conditions and what the

20· ·expected future conditions would look like without the proposed

21· ·project, so those are known as the baseline conditions.

22· · · · The baseline conditions for this EIR are the conditions at

23· ·the time the Notice of Preparation was provided to the public,

24· ·so that was in 2017, and the expected future conditions of the

25· ·next 30 years without the proposed project being implemented.
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·1· ·So what would the existing conditions look like now and in the

·2· ·future if the Citywide Cat Program never happened, and to get

·3· ·our arms around that.· Then analyzes what the environmental

·4· ·conditions would look like over the life of the proposed

·5· ·project, so those are known as project conditions, and then you

·6· ·compare those conditions and you compare that with the

·7· ·thresholds under CEQA.· And it's a little easier if you are

·8· ·looking at something like air quality, knowing there's a number

·9· ·there, are you above or below the threshold.

10· · · · Basically, you are looking at the delta between the

11· ·existing conditions and the project conditions and you are

12· ·comparing that to the thresholds, and if the delta exceeds the

13· ·threshold, the impact is considered significant; and if the

14· ·delta does not exceed the threshold, the impact is considered

15· ·less than significant, so those are the types of determinations

16· ·you would see in the CEQA document.

17· · · · Here is something even more wonky, and what I really want

18· ·you to understand is the baseline assumptions and how we came to

19· ·our understanding of the existing conditions.· We used several

20· ·tools and approaches to help us understand the existing

21· ·conditions in the city related to city resources and the impacts

22· ·related to free-roaming cats and current and future free-roaming

23· ·cat populations.

24· · · · One of them was the literature review.· So to form our

25· ·baseline assumption in the environmental impact analysis, we
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·1· ·conducted an extensive review of scientific literature through

·2· ·machine learning and targeted keyword searches, relevant

·3· ·articles were identified and reviewed.· Literature data from

·4· ·secondary citations and public scoping comments were also

·5· ·reviewed and incorporated into the analysis.· We did receive

·6· ·articles during the scoping process, and we were sure to look at

·7· ·those as well.

·8· · · · In order to establish a CEQA baseline for existing

·9· ·free-roaming cat population in the City of LA, data on

10· ·free-roaming cat density was compiled as part of the literature

11· ·review.· This data found that densities of free-roaming cats

12· ·vary as a function of land cover types because of the varying

13· ·availability of food, prey, water, cover, and shelter.

14· · · · Urban/suburban land cover types were found to be the most

15· ·dense, with a .98 free-roaming cat per acre, versus agriculture

16· ·or open land or woodland land cover types, which were much less

17· ·dense.· Based on this analysis of land cover types and cat

18· ·density, we estimate that the current free-roaming cat

19· ·population in the city is approximately 226,970.· And there's a

20· ·Table, 4.972, if you would like to look at that for reference in

21· ·the Draft EIR.· This also goes into more detail in the

22· ·appendices related to the literature review and the model, if

23· ·you want to dig in a little bit more, but those are some of the

24· ·highlights.

25· · · · We also used matrix population dynamics model to help us
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·1· ·understand what the free-roaming cat population might look like

·2· ·over the next 30 years, and how it might change with the

·3· ·implementation of the proposed project.· Information gathered as

·4· ·part of the literature review helped inform the model

·5· ·assumptions.· The effects of free-roaming cats on environmental

·6· ·resources are assumed to be proportional to their population

·7· ·size; therefore, the results of the population dynamics modeling

·8· ·and projected population trends under the proposed project and

·9· ·future baseline without project provided an important context on

10· ·understanding how the existing effects of free-roaming cats on

11· ·environmental resources will change under the proposed project.

12· · · · And just to briefly talk about the model results, the

13· ·proposed project would result in an approximately 13 percent

14· ·decrease in free-roaming cats in the city in total population at

15· ·the end of 30 years if the Citywide Cat Program was implemented

16· ·and in effect over 30 years.· So you would see at year 30,

17· ·29,607 fewer free-roaming cats than the baseline conditions,

18· ·that's year 30, if the project was not implemented at all and

19· ·existing conditions were to continue over the next 30 years.

20· · · · You can see a summary of the modeling results in table

21· ·4.1-2 of the Draft EIR, if you want to dig into that further.

22· ·Lastly, I did want to talk about the environmentally sensitive

23· ·areas.· We want to be mindful of the sensitive biological

24· ·resources in the city, there are various federally and state

25· ·listed plant species and wildlife present in the city and you
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·1· ·can see critical habitat and vegetation, and that's identified

·2· ·in Figure 4.2-2(b), and we have copies of those here.

·3· ·There's also a really neat table in the appendices that lists

·4· ·the assumed presence of many of the critical listed species that

·5· ·are on any local, state, or federal list.· So really interesting

·6· ·to see.· You have heard that Los Angeles is a biodiversity

·7· ·hotspot, and I think this document is probably one of the first

·8· ·in the city that identifies all of the environmental sensitive

·9· ·areas within the city limits, so it will be a good resource for

10· ·the City going forward as well.

11· · · · Okay.· So with that, the summary and environment impacts

12· ·that are included in the Draft EIR, we looked at biological

13· ·resources, water quality, and human health hazards, those are

14· ·all found to be less than significant.· And then if you look at

15· ·Chapter 3, which is the screening chapter, there is a discussion

16· ·on these various environmental resource areas that were found to

17· ·have no impact or a less-than-significant impact, but the more

18· ·detailed involved discussions are in Chapter 4.

19· · · · I do want to acknowledge that we did a robust project

20· ·alternatives analysis, and there's a neat summary table for that

21· ·as well, that also discussed our screening process, but we did

22· ·consider several alternatives to the proposed project.· The

23· ·potential alternatives were developed and identified means other

24· ·than the proposed project to attain key project objectives,

25· ·while lessening or avoiding potentially significant impacts,
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·1· ·which we have already discussed there were found to be none.

·2· · · · Many of these were also added to the list and looked at

·3· ·because we received them through the scoping process.· Again,

·4· ·the proposed project did not result in significant impacts on

·5· ·the environment, so a reduction of significant impacts was not

·6· ·necessarily a factor in the development of the alternatives, but

·7· ·we did look at all the comments received, and we also did look

·8· ·at what alternatives potentially would lead to an increased

·9· ·reduction in the overall relative size of the free-roaming cat

10· ·population as well.· So those are in the alternatives analysis.

11· · · · So I noticed that we did have some people join us a little

12· ·later, so I do want to say we do want to hear from you tonight.

13· ·You are welcome to fill out a written comment card; if you do

14· ·want to speak at tonight's meeting, please, fill out a speaker

15· ·card there in the back of the room so you can get one, and that

16· ·way I know to call your name up to get to the podium so you know

17· ·when it's your time to speak.· And you can also submit written

18· ·cards.· We want your comments.· Comments are due on

19· ·October 28th.

20· · · · So with that, I think we are going to transition to the

21· ·public comment period.· If you give us a few minutes, I'll ask

22· ·for the speaker cards to be brought up to the front, please.

23· · · · · · ·(Pause in the proceedings)

24· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.· I think we are ready to

25· ·resume the meeting and the public comment session.· If anyone
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·1· ·would like to speak and hasn't filled out a comment card or a

·2· ·speaker card, please, get one at the back of the room.

·3· · · · So the first speaker this evening is going to be Diana

·4· ·Mendoza, followed by Dale Bartlett, so if you could come up.

·5· ·I'll call your name ahead of time.· Aimee Gilbreath will be the

·6· ·third speaker.

·7· · · · Again, we are having a transcript of the public meeting, so

·8· ·when you speak, please, state your name, speak slowly for the

·9· ·transcriptionist, and speak clearly.· Each speaker will have two

10· ·minutes.· We do have a clock, so we will just keep an eye on the

11· ·clock here.· Thank you.

12· · · · DIANA MENDOZA:· Hi.· My name is Diana Mendoza from PETA.

13· ·We oppose the Citywide Cat Programs as it is currently written,

14· ·as it is bad for cats, very bad for wildlife, and is fiscally

15· ·irresponsible.· LA must focus its efforts on prevention on

16· ·vigorous spay and neuter and enforcement and not a program that

17· ·will lead to the more homeless animals and suffering.

18· · · · This program, as it is written, is cat abandonment.

19· ·Homeless cats live short lives that are plagued by infections,

20· ·diseases and internal injuries, broken bones and much more.

21· ·They are at the mercy of cruel people and other animals.

22· ·Outdoor cats also kill an estimated 2.4 billion birds and 12.3

23· ·billion animals every year.· And the cats at the feeding

24· ·stations lure in coyotes, resulting in inhumane coyote killing

25· ·programs we are now seeing in places like Torrance.
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·1· · · · Finally, studies show TNR programs actually result in an

·2· ·increase in homeless and abandoned cats.· It is critical that

·3· ·this program --

·4· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Please, if you are yelling out, the

·5· ·transcriptionist will not be able to have a clear record, so

·6· ·please, respect everybody's time to speak.

·7· · · · DIANA MENDOZA:· It is critical this program be revised to

·8· ·include common sense regulations and restrictions, such as

·9· ·requiring feeders to provide ongoing vet care, a no-roaming

10· ·ordinance, and removing language that allows for the abandonment

11· ·of cats who are not feral, along with more suggestions that we

12· ·have previously admitted.· We all want a world with no more

13· ·homeless animals, but abandoning cats to the streets will only

14· ·lead to more animal homelessness and suffering.· Thank you.

15· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Again, I'm going to ask everyone to be

16· ·respectful and not have any outbursts.· Let everybody have their

17· ·time to speak with no commentary.· Thank you.

18· · · · The next speaker is Dale Bartlett.

19· · · · DALE BARTLETT:· Hi.· I am Dale Bartlett and I am here on

20· ·the behalf of LA Cat Rescue.· We are a national cat protection

21· ·organization based in Maryland and have programs based here in

22· ·Los Angeles.· We support, in very large measure, the proposed

23· ·programs.· We suggest some tweaks, specifically, we would like

24· ·to see the environmentally sensitive areas removed from the

25· ·proposal.
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·1· · · · The efforts to manage any free-roaming cat colonies that

·2· ·exist and are adjacent to any of those areas needs to be

·3· ·prioritized and not hamstrung by well-intentioned restrictions.

·4· ·At a minimum, the feeding restrictions need to be amended.· As a

·5· ·practical matter, you can't get cats to come and go in a trap

·6· ·unless you get them used to eating, so if we limit the food to

·7· ·just bait in traps, then we are not going to catch any cats in

·8· ·the environmental sensitive areas, which is not the bulk.

·9· · · · If, for some political or legal or whatever reason, the

10· ·ESAs have to stay in, then, at a minimum, we suggest

11· ·liberalizing the language on the feeding to say something along

12· ·the lines of, Except when a feeding occurs as a necessary

13· ·component of active TNR, instead of limiting it to just be

14· ·baiting inside of traps.

15· · · · The proposal already says that the feeding has to be

16· ·supervised and limited to 30 minutes.· If you're there, you can

17· ·make sure there are no coyotes eating the food.· We hope that

18· ·the City accepts our suggestions in the cooperative spirit in

19· ·which they are offered.· We think the proposed program is

20· ·terrific, and we just want to make these few minor changes to

21· ·make it easier to implement and make its goals more achievable.

22· · · · We love the idea that the City is saying that TNR is the

23· ·preferred method in dealing with the free-roaming cat

24· ·population, and we look forward to actively working with the

25· ·Department of Animal Services to help the cats and kittens of
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·1· ·wildlife and Public Health.· Thank you.

·2· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

·3· · · · The next speaker is Aimee Gilbreath, followed by Claire

·4· ·Daigle.

·5· · · · AIMEE GILBREATH:· Good evening.· Thank you for having us.

·6· ·I am with the Michelson Found Animals Foundation.· We run a

·7· ·kitten nursery that handles anywhere from 1,500 to 2,000 kittens

·8· ·a year, and we also provide grant funding to a lot of the groups

·9· ·in the room who do spay and neuter and other work with cats in

10· ·the City of LA.

11· · · · I am very glad to see this program coming out and moving

12· ·along.· I have a few comments, tweaks, that we think should be

13· ·made.· I want to take a minute to put cats in a broader context

14· ·of our environment now, versus our environment when these ESAs

15· ·were created in the '70s and '80s.· Much has changed, and I

16· ·would love to know which threatened species are precisely where,

17· ·even within the ESAs, so that we can make efforts to protect

18· ·them.

19· · · · I would also like us to think about coyotes, which are now

20· ·in Los Angeles in enormous numbers, and in practically every

21· ·neighborhood in which coyotes and cats are present together.

22· ·Cat behavior changes drastically and the coyotes may actually do

23· ·a better job in patrolling the environmentally sensitive areas

24· ·than we have a chance to.· Further, cat home range -- I know

25· ·that there is some information in the report, I'm familiar with
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·1· ·other information that indicates that cat home ranges are about

·2· ·a third of a mile square, particularly when they are in the

·3· ·presence of coyotes, so I suggest shrinking that protective zone

·4· ·to allow us to put cat management programs in place across most

·5· ·of the city so we have the most impact possible.· Because that's

·6· ·the thing I think we all agree on, is we would like there to be

·7· ·less free-roaming cats.· We may disagree on how to do that, but

·8· ·we do actually all want the same thing.

·9· · · · I will say, unfortunately, in Los Angeles right now, we are

10· ·failing.· Cat intake has been up every year in the past several

11· ·years, and it is up dramatically this year, particularly for

12· ·kittens, which we know to be the offspring of those free-roaming

13· ·cats.· So there are many examples of other cities that implement

14· ·these programs and succeeded, and I look forward to Los Angeles

15· ·being the next.· Thank you.

16· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Next up we will hear from Claire

17· ·Daigle, followed by Zoey Knittel.

18· · · · CLAIRE DAIGLE:· Thank you.· I'm in support of the proposed

19· ·program.· I just wanted to say a couple of things, any of us

20· ·trappers feeders, we know that -- I wanted to mention about the

21· ·vulnerable populations, little kids, the schools, and seniors,

22· ·any of us that trap and feed cats know that there are people

23· ·feeding at schools all the time.· People feed at the senior

24· ·centers too, kind-hearted people that feed, but we are cleaning

25· ·up the mess of the over population.
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·1· · · · I did want to mention that, you know, there's a rat

·2· ·explosion in the City of Los Angeles, so the public health

·3· ·crisis that's being promoted by that.· There's also human feces,

·4· ·that's, like, the elephant in the room.· Cats are not causing a

·5· ·public health crisis.· And also maybe Google the number of birds

·6· ·that are killed by windmills every year, it's thousand, if not

·7· ·millions.· Basically, I wanted to say about the so-called

·8· ·vulnerable populations, I don't think that's valid, and many of

·9· ·us trappers are trying to clean up those messes.

10· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

11· · · · Zoey Knittel, followed by Christi Metropole.· I think we

12· ·need our timekeeper back.

13· · · · ZOEY KNITTEL:· Hello.· My name is Zoey Knittel.· And I am

14· ·the executive director of the Spray and Neuter Project of

15· ·Los Angeles.· We've made such tremendous progress over the last

16· ·10 years at SNP/LA, we have spayed and neutered 200,000 pets in

17· ·Los Angeles and we have helped to reduce the city shelters in

18· ·half; however, the TNR injunction has had a tremendous impact on

19· ·SNP/LA, all three of our clinics operate on City property.

20· · · · We also operate one of LA's largest kitten nurseries, and

21· ·we have seen the dramatic increase in kitten intake over the

22· ·last couple of years; it's up 20 percent this year.· We

23· ·definitely support the Citywide Cat Program, however, we do hope

24· ·that the buffer zones can be examined a bit more closely because

25· ·as we know, spay and neuter is the best way to control the cat
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·1· ·population.

·2· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

·3· · · · Next we have Christi Metropole.

·4· · · · CHRISTI METROPOLE:· Hello.· I am Christi Metropole with

·5· ·Stray Cat Alliance.· We are the 30 largest cat advocacy and

·6· ·rescue organization in the county.· While we all want less cats

·7· ·on the streets, we all want them spayed or neutered everywhere,

·8· ·we are very glad that the City of Los Angeles is looking at this

·9· ·for spay and neuter and legitimizing it, but we are very

10· ·concerned with the ESAs and the one-mile buffer zones, which

11· ·scientists have looked at and that could be up to 40 percent of

12· ·the City of Los Angeles.

13· · · · You cannot have an effective TNR program when 40 percent of

14· ·your city is off the table.· So I think it's very important that

15· ·everybody looks at that.· Cats are already there; we are not

16· ·putting cats in ESAs, they're there right now, so why would we

17· ·be stopped from spaying and neutering them?· And there are going

18· ·to be feeders who feed, you can't legislate for compassion, and

19· ·so why not have less cats in those areas.

20· · · · I live just outside of a one-mile buffer zone, in Mar

21· ·Vista, of an ESA, I wouldn't be able, if I live two blocks

22· ·south, to feed and spay and neuter in my own neighborhood; I

23· ·would be a criminal.· So I don't think it's practical, there's

24· ·all this, you know, years and years of fighting with the

25· ·environmentalists and bird people and cat people.
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·1· · · · I love all animals.· I want birds to live, I want cats to

·2· ·live; it's not either/or, it's what is practical.· What's going

·3· ·to work.· And somebody else said it, you have to feed cats

·4· ·regularly in order to be able to TNR them.· So you're

·5· ·hamstringing people who are out here, most of these people,

·6· ·night after night, trapping and spaying and neutering cats for a

·7· ·better community, 20,000, 40,000 spayed and neutered is awesome,

·8· ·but the ESAs and the one-mile buffer zone and the time, it's got

·9· ·to be taken out of the EIR.· Thank you.

10· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

11· · · · ROBERT ARAGON:· Robert Aragon, Pet Assistance Foundation.

12· ·I have three questions and one statement.· Why are many of the

13· ·vouchers are aimed at low-income cat owners being diverted as

14· ·opposed to the free-roaming cat program?· I can't find anything

15· ·in the EIR to answer that question.

16· · · · Second, why can't some of the funds be used to pay for more

17· ·enforcement of the City's spay and neuter accordance?

18· · · · Third, what about humane education, K through 12.· Building

19· ·pet owner responsibility.· My only comment is that it's going to

20· ·take 30 years to reduce the feral population under the proposed

21· ·program.

22· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Okay.· Wendy Aragon, follow by Jeffrey

23· ·Mausner.

24· · · · WENDY ARAGON:· Wendy Aragon; president of Pet Assistance

25· ·Foundation.· We were founded in 1956 to curtail the tragic pet
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·1· ·overpopulation, and here we are, decades later.· And if I can

·2· ·say, you are proposing a modified TNR program, yet all elements

·3· ·of sound TNR are necessary.· Releasing cats in contained areas

·4· ·where they were found and only if the location is relatively

·5· ·safe and not hostile to them.

·6· · · · Providing feeders and ensuring they are well-supplied,

·7· ·monitoring the colonies for new arrivals, and educating all

·8· ·residents of effective areas about the program, and ensuring

·9· ·they realize the cats are being cared for so you don't send the

10· ·message that cats can take care of themselves, or that

11· ·abandoning them is okay.

12· · · · Dedication to the goal of gradually reducing colonies

13· ·through attrition, so that animals that we have domesticated and

14· ·owe a debt of support to, no longer have to live in danger and

15· ·discomfort.· The neglecting of any of these measures results in

16· ·hazardous and inhumane conditions for the cats you are claiming

17· ·to be helping, and is, in fact, in violation if California

18· ·animal abuse and cruelty laws, specifically Penal Code 597 (s)

19· ·and 597.1.

20· · · · If you plan to add homeless cats to outside TNR groups who

21· ·specifically will be responsible for overseeing these groups and

22· ·ascertaining that they are not simply abandoning cats without

23· ·providing feeders and continued colony management.· We are

24· ·seeing similar programs yield tragic results for cats and

25· ·kittens, and therefore, strongly opposing the
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·1· ·institutionalization of animal abandonment by the City of

·2· ·Los Angeles.· We will be watching.· Thank you.

·3· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Next speaker is Jeffrey Mausner,

·4· ·followed by Lauren Laster.

·5· · · · Jeffrey Mausner?· I did see him here; we will return to

·6· ·him.· At this point, I do want to take the opportunity to remind

·7· ·anyone who hasn't signed in to do so before you leave so you get

·8· ·the notice when the EIR comes out.· So when you leave, make sure

·9· ·and do that.

10· · · · Lauren Laster, followed by Dona Cosgrove.

11· · · · LAUREN LASTER:· Hi.· I am Lauren Laster; I am the

12· ·vice-president of the Feral Cat Caretakers Coalition.· We have

13· ·an educational hands-on based workshop that goes on every year

14· ·in Los Angeles.· We are caretakers dedicated and educated.· We

15· ·do not have feeder/breeders in our group.· If we could only turn

16· ·the clock back to the day they said cats could roam and dogs

17· ·could not, the nightmare began for cats that day.

18· · · · All that being said, TNR with oversight is the only

19· ·solution to get us back to a more humane Los Angeles.· I have

20· ·been a colony caretaker for over 25 years and I know that TNR

21· ·works, and that aging in place is as important for four-leggeds

22· ·as it is for two-leggeds.· Cats who have a caretaker remain most

23· ·invisible, but we know our cats, we know how they are, we know

24· ·where they move to, and we know what is wrong with them.

25· · · · Humans do way more damage to the environment than feral
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·1· ·cats could ever do.· And abandonment, where does that fit in

·2· ·with this project?· Thank you.

·3· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

·4· · · · Jeffrey Mausner will take his time now, followed by Dona

·5· ·Cosgrove, and then the following speaker will be Anna Yeutler.

·6· · · · JEFFREY MAUSNER:· Hi.· I actually get five minutes because

·7· ·there's a community statement, but I'll try to finish in two.

·8· ·Okay.· I'm Jeffrey Mausner; I'm the animal representative for

·9· ·the Valley Alliance Neighborhood Council, the second

10· ·vice-president and chair of the Animal Welfare Committee for the

11· ·Tarzana Neighborhood Council, and I volunteer at the West Valley

12· ·Animal Shelter.· Thank you for your work on the EIR.· We

13· ·wholeheartedly support it.

14· · · · I submitted some materials in support earlier, and I

15· ·noticed two things about the EIR.· First, the letter and

16· ·resolution from the Valley Alliance of Neighborhood Councils

17· ·supporting the EIR was not included in the report or the

18· ·appendix materials.· The Valley Alliance of Neighborhood

19· ·Councils, VANC for short, consists of representatives of all 34

20· ·neighborhood councils in the San Fernando Valley, so this is

21· ·significant, and I'm not sure why it wasn't included.

22· · · · As stated in the resolution, VANC supports the City Council

23· ·File 17-0413 for the EIR.· Very importantly, as stated in the

24· ·resolution, quote, "VANC supports trap-neuter-return as the

25· ·humane way to deal with free-roaming cats rather than mass
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·1· ·extermination.· VANC requests that the EIR include consideration

·2· ·of the morality of the proposed Citywide Cat Program utilizing

·3· ·trap-neuter-return as opposed to the alternative.· This should

·4· ·include consideration of the damage to the reputation of

·5· ·Los Angeles and potential resulting loss of revenue if the City

·6· ·engages in the extermination of free-roaming cats."

·7· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

·8· · · · I respectfully ask that you allow us to get to the rest of

·9· ·the comment cards because we do need to leave the facility at

10· ·8:00 at night; however, I would will make sure that the scoping

11· ·comment is included in the final EIR, and we definitely want to

12· ·hear all of your comments in written form.· So thank you so

13· ·much.

14· · · · Next, we have Dona Cosgrove.

15· · · · DONA COSGROVE-BAKER:· Hi.· My name is Dona Cosgrove-Baker;

16· ·I'm president and founder of the Feral Cat Caretakers Coalition.

17· ·We have workshops once a year, and we are the gold standard of

18· ·caretaking.· Steven Latham, who is Latham Production, chose our

19· ·workshop this year for the new PBS shelter series.· We will be

20· ·having a workshop in July of 2020, and we ask everyone to sign

21· ·up.· We have room for 100 people.

22· · · · I take issue with the ESA summaries about feeding.· So

23· ·basically feeding times are constraints that are

24· ·counterproductive to adequate feeding situations, population

25· ·control, cleanliness, availability to oversight and imagine
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·1· ·care.· You can see my detailed e-mail, I sent it off to Dr.

·2· ·Rebstock.· If you would like a copy, we brought some with us.

·3· · · · So I feel that the time constraints about feeding are

·4· ·counterproductive.· People work, get up in the morning at 6:00,

·5· ·come home at 8:00 -- 6:00 or 7:00 or 8:00 at night -- and they

·6· ·do not have time to feed cats in between with any kind of

·7· ·quality of care.· So we need to release the time constraints.

·8· ·Nobody is going to stand out there with a stop watch for the

·9· ·hundred and hundreds of people that are out feeding and saying

10· ·your 30 minutes are up.

11· · · · So I think that it's counterproductive.· And plus, they're

12· ·cats that come to your feeding area that are critical for

13· ·population control and quality control.· You will have mothers

14· ·with their kittens that are not too sure about coming to the

15· ·feeding area where there's six aggressive males there.· So

16· ·anyway you can have a copy of the rebuttals that I sent to

17· ·Dr. Rebstock, and we have brought them with us, and also some

18· ·information about our workshops.· Thank you.

19· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

20· · · · Our next speaker is Anna Yeutler, followed by Ben Lehrer

21· ·and Sharon Logan.

22· · · · ANNA YEUTLER:· Hi.· My name is Anna Yeutler.· I am someone

23· ·who's been involved with various cat rescue groups for all of my

24· ·adult life.· I also have an environmental engineering degree and

25· ·I have been in the field since graduation.· We've been ignoring
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·1· ·the problem and allowing the TNR injunction to remain in place,

·2· ·will, in fact, cause more long-term negative environmental

·3· ·impacts.· I support the implementation of the proposed Citywide

·4· ·Cat Program and the TNR should be the preferred method for

·5· ·managing free-roaming cat population.

·6· · · · I also would like to see more acknowledgement of the

·7· ·existing feeding efforts that other people have discussed, some

·8· ·of the sensitive areas that are not associated with organized

·9· ·rescues and how you would deal with that issue.· Additionally, I

10· ·would like to see more details on the working cat program and

11· ·the expansion of the target placement of 75 cats per year, I

12· ·believe this avenue for housing some of those cats and

13· ·preventing them from being free-roaming.· Thank you.

14· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

15· · · · Ben Lehrer, followed by Sharon Logan.

16· · · · BEN LEHRER:· Thank you.· My name is Ben Lehrer; I'm the

17· ·president of Kitten Rescue, also, that is what we do.· So the

18· ·community cat program has got a number of goals, three of which

19· ·are facilitating the spay and neuter of cats, reduce the number

20· ·of free-roaming cats, and help them with the City's no-kill

21· ·policy.· These are good goals.

22· · · · There is a legion of people in the city and organizations

23· ·very interested in achieving these goals.· We want the reduction

24· ·of the free-roaming cat population, and we wanted free-roaming

25· ·cats treated humanely.· I do have some concern that some of the
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·1· ·guidelines in the Draft EIR that have been trying to get into

·2· ·the cat program may sabotage these goals.· In particular, the

·3· ·different standards for free-roaming cats in and around

·4· ·environmentally sensitive areas is quite troublesome.

·5· · · · It's a practical matter these large buffer zones will be

·6· ·carving out 40 percent of the city and keep those pockets closer

·7· ·to the baseline then where TNR doesn't have special

·8· ·restrictions.· Since the goal of the community cat program is to

·9· ·facilitate improvements over baseline, keeping the areas that

10· ·are considered the most environmentally sensitive areas, seems

11· ·like the opposite of what should be happening.· There is a lot

12· ·of us here, we want fewer free-roaming cats everywhere and we

13· ·hope that the community cat program will allow us to make that

14· ·possible.· Thank you.

15· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

16· · · · Our next speaker is Sharon Logan, followed by Gail Raff.

17· · · · SHARON LOGAN:· Good afternoon members of the general

18· ·public.· My name is Sharon Logan.· I am the plaintiff in Logan

19· ·versus OC Animal Care.· Since 2011, I have worked ceaselessly,

20· ·tirelessly, and have fought arduously for shelter reform at OC

21· ·Animal Care.· I successfully sued OC Animal Care over their high

22· ·euthanasia rates of 700 to 900 healthy, adoptable animals that

23· ·were being killed there.

24· · · · As an animal advocate, our main goal is to prevent animal

25· ·abuse and suffering.· We are here to educate the public about
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·1· ·the difference between TNR and RTF.· On October 4, 2019,

·2· ·Christine Kelly, one of the nation's leading animal rights

·3· ·attorneys, issued an 8-page cease and desist against OC Animal

·4· ·Care challenging the legality of their controversial practice of

·5· ·RTF.· And MEOW Cat Rescue, founded in 2000, is currently the

·6· ·largest cat and kitten foster base in California, joined our

·7· ·cease and desist.

·8· · · · Let me be 100 percent clear, we support true TNR, it is

·9· ·much needed in our community.· We are all aware that feral is a

10· ·behavioral characteristic, not a biological one.· RTF is a

11· ·strict knock off trap and release.· It is a feature of TNR when

12· ·it comes to justify adoptable domestic cats back into the

13· ·community.· Their return to field implemented, currently, OC

14· ·Animal Care shifts the responsibility and burdens from OC

15· ·leadership and OC staff to the community.

16· · · · TNR, we will always support.· RTF, we will always oppose

17· ·and challenge the legality.· The future of progressive animal

18· ·shelters demands more of the focusing on dishonest numbers and

19· ·dishonest statistics for shelter directives.· Thank you.

20· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Our next speaker is Gail Raff,

21· ·followed by Laura Velkei.

22· · · · GAIL RAFF:· It's been a long time coming for this.· My name

23· ·is Gail Raff.· First of all, I want to say something, one of the

24· ·reasons why we are here is in June, 571 cats and kittens of LA

25· ·Animal Services were euthanized, and in July, it was 537, and in
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·1· ·August 518.· The next thing I want to do is thank everyone doing

·2· ·the TNRs because TNR, right now, is making that number one

·3· ·eighth of what's coming into this shelter system.· And another

·4· ·thing, I don't believe in what she said, which is totally true,

·5· ·they should never just be released.· I'm so happy and I'm so

·6· ·excited.

·7· · · · LAURA VELKEI:· Good evening.· I am Laura Velkei.· I'm the

·8· ·treasurer and founding member of Our Sister Community Council in

·9· ·Los Angeles, and I support the portion of the EIR that states

10· ·that the City is declaring that TNR is the preferred method of

11· ·dealing with the free-roaming cat population and the City's

12· ·official policy.· However, I oppose any restrictions pertaining

13· ·to ESA buffer zones, feeding times, or containment requirements.

14· · · · The City needs to study an alternative that its own TNR

15· ·does not include any restrictions.· The City should also study

16· ·and also work with non-profits to find and create real data on

17· ·the number of cats in the city with a community cat structure

18· ·and support a meaningful collection of data points.· Our

19· ·organization will be drafting a full response to the Draft EIR

20· ·for the deadline of October 28.· Thank you.

21· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

22· · · · Cheri Shankar, followed by Stephanie Albrycht, followed by

23· ·Molly Armas.

24· · · · CHERI SHANKAR:· Hi.· Cheri Shankar here.· So it's simple,

25· ·we have three choices to deal with free-roaming cats.· We can do
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·1· ·nothing, we can catch and kill, or we can do the humane thing

·2· ·and do the TNR.· We've been catching and killing for decades and

·3· ·decades, that, obviously, isn't working.· There's over 200,000

·4· ·cats in Los Angeles.· The amount of cats that we have to catch

·5· ·and kill to make a real impact on the population is mind

·6· ·boggling and it would not be acceptable at all.

·7· · · · This injunction has actually done the opposite of what they

·8· ·wanted, which is we have more cats now because of the

·9· ·injunction.· So let's do the logical thing and go the humane way

10· ·because the way we've been doing it obviously doesn't work.

11· ·That's it.

12· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Stephanie Albrycht, followed by Molly,

13· ·and then Claudia Armas.

14· · · · STEPHANIE ALBRYCHT:· Hi.· I'm Stephanie Albrycht, and I've

15· ·lived in the City of Los Angeles for about 17 years now.· When I

16· ·saw the problem firsthand of the population of cats in our city,

17· ·I became a rescuer.· I am speaking on behalf of myself, I do not

18· ·belong to a particular organization, although I do foster,

19· ·volunteer, and trap on behalf of a few organizations here in LA.

20· · · · I just want to say that LA needs to continue to make

21· ·decisions, programs, and policies that are founded in sound

22· ·research, science, and evidence, and not on hunches or

23· ·fear-based anecdotal evidence.· As we know by now, from the

24· ·studies and we can see from the EIR, the research is quite clear

25· ·that TNR work s and reduces the population of the stray cats.
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·1· ·This is a win-win situation.· It is a win for those community

·2· ·members who may hate cats and don't want them in their yards,

·3· ·and it is also a win for those who care about animals and want

·4· ·to reduce suffering.

·5· · · · This program and solution may not be perfect, however, we

·6· ·rescuers and everyone must remember that we cannot let

·7· ·perfection mean it's not good.· When we start looking for

·8· ·perfection in our programs, we get nowhere with the policies and

·9· ·no one wins.· I want to the thank the City for consider this

10· ·program.

11· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

12· · · · MOLLY ARMAS:· Hi, there.· My name is Molly Armas, I am a

13· ·staff attorney with Alley Cat Allies.· We are a global advocacy

14· ·organization, and we advocate for the humane treatment and

15· ·protection of all cats.· We specialize in the promotion of the

16· ·trapping, neutering, and returning since 1990.· Thank you so

17· ·much for this opportunity to comment on this draft EIR.

18· · · · We are definitely going to say more in our written

19· ·comments, but we want to say that we are excited to be here, we

20· ·support the objectives of the Citywide Cat Program, particularly

21· ·adopting TNR as the preferred policy to humanely control

22· ·community cats.· It is the present and future of animal control

23· ·and we are so glad that Los Angeles is one step closer.

24· · · · I think we do echo a lot of the concerns about the program

25· ·implementation guidelines particularly about feeding, where it
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·1· ·can happen.· Legally, the TNR is the single best way to manage

·2· ·populations of community cats, and therefore, we believe that

·3· ·program money should be used to do TNR across all of

·4· ·Los Angeles, including in and around environmentally sensitive

·5· ·areas.

·6· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

·7· · · · Claudia Agraz, followed by Jacquie Navatil, followed by

·8· ·Laura Lampley.

·9· · · · Claudia, are you with us?· Okay.· We will put her to the

10· ·side for now, maybe she stepped out for a moment.

11· · · · Jacquie, if are you with us.

12· · · · JACQUIE NAVATIL:· Hi.· My name is Jacquie Navatil; I'm the

13· ·founder of a tiny little grassroots TNR group here in Highland

14· ·Park and Silver Lake, they call us PAWS.· Thank you so very much

15· ·for putting this together.· To me, as an animal advocate, again,

16· ·animal advocate, not just a cat advocate, I think about spay and

17· ·neuter and I think we need to stop discriminating, these are

18· ·cats.

19· · · · We need to bring the spay and neuter to any animal that

20· ·isn't fixed, in order to reduce the suffering on our streets,

21· ·the horrors that happen in our city shelters that are going to

22· ·happen because we are disposing animals there, and really start

23· ·to use our shelters as a safety net for animals, not to just

24· ·dispose of, that's what TNR is to me, to our group.

25· · · · Environmentally sensitive areas, if there are cats there,
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·1· ·we need to fix them all the more.· I do believe this is

·2· ·something that LA needs to step into 2019.· Spay and neuter was

·3· ·invented on in 1971.· Let's jump, you know, and get this done.

·4· ·Thank you.

·5· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

·6· · · · Laura Lampley, followed by Jeffrey Kardatzke.

·7· · · · LAURA LAMPLEY:· Hi.· I'm Laura Lampley.· I'm a private

·8· ·citizen; I volunteer for PAWS.· I just wanted to comment on

·9· ·bringing an outside perspective.· I had the pleasure of living

10· ·in Colorado and I was there for five years before I moved to LA.

11· ·I moved there in 2010, and it was a catch-and-kill state for

12· ·cats.· City shelters did not accept feral cats.· They had no

13· ·widespread TNR or access to spay and neuter at the time.

14· · · · Over the five years that I spent there, I saw the city

15· ·transform.· All city shelters take feral cats, you can trap and

16· ·fix a cat for free anywhere in Denver.· Also, you have access

17· ·to free spay and neuter for any cat, owned or not.· There is

18· ·hope and there is a path forward and I encourage everyone to

19· ·read the success stories.

20· · · · When I moved to LA, I was totally horrified, to be honest,

21· ·being an animal advocate and immediately being faced with

22· ·finding community cats and feral cats and kittens in the

23· ·neighborhood and then having trouble being able to find programs

24· ·to help them.· Luckily, I found PAWS, they were one of the only

25· ·groups that e-mailed me back when I reached out for help.· There
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·1· ·is tons of groups out there trying to find and fix these cats,

·2· ·but what the solution long-term is access to spay and neuter for

·3· ·everyone, free or very low cost, and also a comprehensive TNR

·4· ·program.· This is a step in the right direction, and I'll be

·5· ·happy when this injunction can be lifted.

·6· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

·7· · · · Jeffrey Kardatzke, followed by Paula Laura Gibson.

·8· · · · JEFFREY KARDATZKE:· Hi.· Jeffrey Kardatzke, I am on the

·9· ·Board of Directors for the Peter Zippi Memorial Fund that has

10· ·provided over a million dollars in spay and neuter vouchers to

11· ·the City of Los Angeles over the past many years.· I'm also on

12· ·the Board of Directors for SNP/LA of Los Angeles.· We have done

13· ·over 200,000 spay and neuter surgeries for the City of

14· ·Los Angeles.

15· · · · I am finding a very big problem in terms of that when you

16· ·try to give vouchers out for spay and neuter to feral feeders,

17· ·trappers and others -- I am also on the SNP Board -- and that I

18· ·can't send them to SNP because there is an injunction in the

19· ·way.· Please, the EIR is very clear, ask the judge to lift the

20· ·injunction now.· We need to get rid of that immediately.

21· ·There's no reason to wait for the ordinance to get passed, we

22· ·can lift the injunction now at the judge's request.

23· · · · The ESAs in the EIR are clearly a big problem, as we have

24· ·been discussing.· Now, they're very difficult in terms of the

25· ·timing that people have to deal with.· Not everybody can feed
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·1· ·cats between 6:00 and 8:00.· People have other things to do.

·2· ·They work days and have nights free.· People have lots of

·3· ·restrictions, so we cannot make things arbitrary like this.

·4· ·There is also a lot of stuff in terms of areas are ESAs; we are

·5· ·misinformed.· You don't need to have them all widespread like

·6· ·this, ideally, they would be eliminated.· However, I understand

·7· ·politicians aren't dealing with this stuff.· You had a good word

·8· ·you can use, "Recommended," "Recommendations."

·9· · · · If you want to keep the ESAs and call them recommendations

10· ·because you think that would be better, that would be acceptable

11· ·because then it is not actually stopping people from doing this.

12· ·If we notice that there are problems over time, then maybe

13· ·things could be changed, but initially, they should not be

14· ·anything illegal.· We should not be making anything anyone is

15· ·doing illegal because they are currently trying to do the best

16· ·things to help the animals.

17· · · · When you start pulling those strings here and there, saying

18· ·you've got to change your times or do it in this area, you're

19· ·are closing the gap for success.· So please, really consider

20· ·what is happening here, you can make this super successful, and

21· ·I strongly encourage you to.· Thank you.

22· · · · PAULA LAUREN GIBSON:· Hi.· My name is Paula Lauren Gibson,

23· ·and I am here as a private citizen.· I think that the

24· ·trap-neuter-release program, without restrictions, is the best

25· ·way to go here, and it will result in the most success for the
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·1· ·greatest number of cats in the various neighborhoods around

·2· ·Los Angeles.

·3· · · · The other thing I want to address is the vouchers.· I live

·4· ·in Moorpark; I'm constantly advocating with my neighbors to get

·5· ·your cat fixed, get your dog fixed, but a lot of people don't

·6· ·have the resources that I have and can't afford to take their

·7· ·animals to the vet and pay $200.00 to get them fixed.

·8· · · · And for some people, I try to tell them there's this place

·9· ·called Fix Nation, it's only about 30 miles away from here, but,

10· ·you know, I can't get there.· But some people don't want their

11· ·cats to have ear tips, and that's what's required in order to

12· ·have them for free.· I think that reinstatement voucher programs

13· ·to allow people to go get their pets fixed is very significant.

14· ·Primarily because your cat is going to escape from you house at

15· ·some point in time.

16· · · · Even this morning, I was chasing my Blue Russian down the

17· ·streets because the contractor left the gate open and, Oh, the

18· ·gate is open, let me get out of here.· So I'm running after him

19· ·because of that.· You can't control things like that, you could

20· ·want to keep your cats locked up, but the reality is as long as

21· ·doors are open in houses, cats are going to escape.

22· · · · Therefore, I think it's very important that the resources

23· ·be put into these programs that would allow lower income people

24· ·to have access to this very vital care for their animals.· Thank

25· ·you for the opportunity to speak.
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·1· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

·2· · · · Claudia Agraz, have you joined us?

·3· · · · Again, the next speaker is Whitney Smith, followed by

·4· ·Robert Aragon, followed by Jennifer Pimentel.

·5· · · · WHITNEY SMITH:· Hi.· My name is Whitney Smith.· I'm with

·6· ·the Baker Foundation.· I have been going TNR for over 22 years.

·7· ·And I think first of all, we need to all understand our failure.

·8· ·The number of cats and kittens being killed is staggering and

·9· ·unacceptable in a first-world city.

10· · · · First of all, we don't do any education in schools, and

11· ·without educating all of the students of all different

12· ·ethnicities and different face and values, we all have to have a

13· ·community standard that we here in LA spay and neuter; it's the

14· ·law.· Okay.· You also need to think about law enforcement.· The

15· ·reason why all of us are running around, the symbol for a

16· ·rescuer should be a bloom because all we do is clean up after

17· ·the citizens who don't listen or have any care of law

18· ·enforcement because law enforcement has decided to just bathe on

19· ·this; they don't care, they don't enforce, they don't even give

20· ·a simple citation.

21· · · · We all kill ourselves and go broke and try to fix and spay

22· ·and neuter.· Thank God for non-profits who have done the work

23· ·load for the City.· If the City wanted to know how to run a good

24· ·program, why don't you sit down with the rescuers that do it,

25· ·and the old ladies and the Latinas that don't belong to any
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·1· ·high-profile group, busting their asses to trying to make their

·2· ·communities better without your help.

·3· · · · So I do thank the City for losing that injunction in the

·4· ·first place.· Their damned lawyers should have won.· They didn't

·5· ·even care.· So for 20 years or something, we have all been

·6· ·sitting here carrying the water for the City.· Sorry, but LA has

·7· ·failed.· Go look at the amount of animals you are killing.· If

·8· ·you had no restrictions, you could get the vouchers in the hands

·9· ·of the people that need it.· Learn from us; we know how to do

10· ·it, you don't.

11· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

12· · · · The next speaker is Jennifer Pimentel, followed by Chilly

13· ·Nathan.

14· · · · JENNIFER PIMENTEL:· My name is Jennifer Pimentel, and I am

15· ·the director of LA Programs for Best Friends Animal Society.

16· ·Thank you for the opportunity to speak this evening.· Best

17· ·Friends is a nationally-known organization with a strong

18· ·presence in LA for over 20 years.· We operate many large-scale

19· ·TNR programs across the county, and know firsthand of the many

20· ·benefits.

21· · · · We agree with the Draft EIR's conclusion that the proposed

22· ·program will produce no significant and unavoidable impacts, and

23· ·welcome the allocation of funding of the surgical sterilization

24· ·of 20,000 free-roaming cats in Los Angeles.· As the Draft EIR's

25· ·analysis will indicate, the result is the significant reduction
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·1· ·in the population of these cats throughout the city.· We are

·2· ·asking the consultants to revisit their recommendation for the

·3· ·one-mile buffer zone around the ESAs that we believe could deter

·4· ·targeted TNR in parts of the city where it is most needed.

·5· · · · We should be focusing on TNR in these areas and not

·6· ·creating additional barriers.· We see this as a missed

·7· ·opportunity since it's a potential area of agreement, possibly

·8· ·even collaboration between the conservation and animal welfare

·9· ·communities.· This has the potential to contribute to even

10· ·larger impact reductions.

11· · · · We are excited to see the publication of the Draft EIR for

12· ·the Citywide Cat Program, as it represents a critical step in

13· ·Los Angeles becoming a no-kill community; a goal we share with

14· ·LA Animal Services, as well as the City's animal welfare

15· ·organizations, elected officials, and residents.· Thank you for

16· ·your consideration.

17· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

18· · · · The next speaker will be Chilly Nathan, follow by Pam

19· ·Wilkinson.

20· · · · CHILLY NATHAN:· Hi.· Good evening.· My name is Chilly

21· ·Nathan.· I trap cats as a hobby, as community service, in my

22· ·spare time.· I want to say I support any and all TNR services

23· ·that the City of LA can provide.· I'm feeling good about this

24· ·positive step that we are going in, but what I really want is I

25· ·want anybody that lives in the city or the county of LA to be
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·1· ·able to walk into any animal shelter and get their cat or dog

·2· ·spayed or neutered for free.· And if it's sterile, let's ear tip

·3· ·it, if it's not, let's spay and neuter it anyway.· Because the

·4· ·problem is, it's not all feral cats, it's Betty's cat down the

·5· ·street that got out and hooked up with George's cat.

·6· · · · What I really want is I want it to be anybody's problem,

·7· ·Hey, I'm out on the street, there is a lot of people who don't

·8· ·know how to get their cats fixed, they don't have access to

·9· ·education programs.· It's the first time they have ever heard of

10· ·what we are doing.· All of these people would stay busy every

11· ·single night.· We would load up busfulls of cats.

12· · · · We need help.· We are overworked.· We need the City of LA

13· ·to help us.· We work for free and we work for you guys.· We are

14· ·actually doing your work in our spare time.· We would like you

15· ·to open your doors, you can do 9:00 to 5:00, 8:00 to 4:00,

16· ·whatever, but we want the City of LA to provide spay and neuter

17· ·services to us for free.· Thank you.

18· · · · PAM WILKINSON:· Hi.· My name is Pam Wilkinson; I am with

19· ·the Coalition for Pet and Public Safety.· We have three mobile

20· ·spay and neuter clinics throughout the City of LA.· The City of

21· ·LA does not fund us, they haven't been able to fund us since the

22· ·injunction, for feral cats, which is a real crime.

23· · · · Everybody in this room, even the people who caused the

24· ·injunction, they all want fewer cats in the city.· The person

25· ·who just spoke is correct, I have been doing TNR for 22 years
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·1· ·and the biggest culprit of all is not government, it's the

·2· ·people who have the little kitten, it goes into heat, or he's

·3· ·trying to go out and roam around, and the in-heat kittens that

·4· ·are now five months old, the people let them out the door.

·5· · · · So possibly, a really strong public service announcement

·6· ·that would play on all radio stations throughout LA that there

·7· ·is free spay and neuter available.· Once that injunction is --

·8· ·once you guys fix it, and I know you are going to fix.· I don't

·9· ·think restructuring it is going to fix it.

10· · · · This is an army you have right here.· These guys are all an

11· ·army.· We all need to work together with the City and the

12· ·County.· We are going to be so strong.· We are not going to do a

13· ·little spay and neuter here and there, it's not going to fix the

14· ·cat problem.· It's huge.· We need to hit it hard.· Lots of spay

15· ·and neuter.· Please, pass that injunction.· Thank you.

16· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

17· · · · The next speaker is Esmeralda Alvarez, followed by Kara

18· ·Odenbaugh.

19· · · · ESMERALDA ALVAREZ:· Hi.· Good evening.· My name is

20· ·Esmeralda Alvarez.· Thank you for the opportunity to speak here.

21· ·I have lived in LA my whole life, and I volunteer and I foster

22· ·and I do TNR.· I know firsthand that LA has a crisis that needs

23· ·to be addressed.· I fully support the Citywide Cat Program.· TNR

24· ·is the solution, has been the solution, should have never been

25· ·taken off the table as the solution.· It will reduce the cat
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·1· ·population, it will reduce the shelter intake, which will reduce

·2· ·euthanasia rates, which will actually get us to a truly no-kill,

·3· ·which we are all trying to work towards.· A no-kill that

·4· ·includes all populations, including feral cats.

·5· · · · Feral cats are often seen as a throw-away population, and

·6· ·I'm not okay with that.· And I don't think any of us here, who

·7· ·TNR, are okay with them being ignored and unacknowledged.  I

·8· ·love all animals.· I am vegan, and my life is a testament of my

·9· ·love for all animals, and that includes the ones that are not

10· ·represented, and ferals are not represented.

11· · · · In order for TNR to work, the feeding bans needs to be done

12· ·away with, no feeding times.· And in the environmental sensitive

13· ·areas, cats are already there.· This will not encourage more

14· ·people to abandon cats.· That is the situation, they are there.

15· ·We're here to help them; animals deserve better.· We need to do

16· ·better by them.· They deserve that.

17· · · · In addition to that, it will include the community, it will

18· ·get involved, it will create empathy.· Hopefully, it will create

19· ·a world in which people look outside themselves and participate

20· ·to make it a better place for all.

21· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· Thank you.

22· · · · Kara Odenbaugh, followed by Claudia Agraz, and then the

23· ·last speaker of the evening is Nick Brokaw.

24· · · · KARA ODENBAUGH:· Hi.· My name is Kara Odenbaugh.· I have

25· ·worked for two of the largest kitten nurseries in Los Angeles,
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·1· ·and I also own a nonprofit organization based on educating the

·2· ·public about this injunction, in particular, and TNR in the LA

·3· ·community.· I have spent over four years trying to combat this

·4· ·problem, and my fellow rescuers out here, the biggest thing I

·5· ·would recommend about this EIR -- somebody already said it

·6· ·earlier, the injunction needs to be lifted as soon as possible.

·7· · · · Lots of big name organizations in LA are already willing to

·8· ·help.· There is a whole army of TNR trappers that are ready to

·9· ·help.· What we need the help with is making it not illegal.· We

10· ·also need help making spay and neuter be for free.· There are so

11· ·many people trapping their cats and having to pay for it on

12· ·their own because Fix Nation is overbooked with appointments for

13· ·three months.· Because they call the city shelters and they

14· ·can't get any help besides, You can go ahead and bring the cat

15· ·in and have it euthanized.· That's the biggest thing.

16· · · · I also wanted to comment that I think your estimates as far

17· ·as the total number of feral cats that are outside is a bit low.

18· ·One cat per acre -- anybody that has ever worked with cats know

19· ·that's a bit ridiculous.· I want to warn you that there is lot

20· ·more feral cats out there that you realize.

21· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· I'm going to give Claudia one more

22· ·opportunity, and the last speaker is Nick Brokaw.

23· · · · NICK BROKAW:· Hello.· Thank you for holding this meeting.

24· ·My name is Nick Brokaw.· I am citizen.· I'm a life-long cat

25· ·lover, and I have no prepared statement at all, but I want to
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·1· ·first off, second everybody whose spoken tonight except for the

·2· ·first lady.· In addition to that, I would like to state that I'm

·3· ·a taxpayer.· As a citizen and taxpayer of this city that I love

·4· ·dearly, all of us who are taxpayers are paying the salaries of

·5· ·the people who make decisions on this situation, and I would

·6· ·like to request that one day of your salary goes towards

·7· ·spending time at any city shelter, county shelter, any kind of

·8· ·shelter or rescue.· I request that the money that we pay you for

·9· ·your salary would be spent with your hand on these animals in

10· ·these shelters.· I want you to look at them, touch them, feel

11· ·the life in them, and then watch them as they're put down

12· ·against their will.· Because that is happening every single day.

13· ·Right now, a few hours ago, when the shelters closed, animals

14· ·were killed today.· Tomorrow, that will happen again and again.

15· · · · In 30 years, the animals who are not TNRd now -- we all

16· ·know how many kittens are born from un-spayed and un-neutered

17· ·cats every year.· There's no such thing as kitten season, it's

18· ·year round.· So in 30 years, think about the hundreds of

19· ·thousands, if not millions, of innocent animal's lives will be

20· ·impacted by your decision in this.· Please, put you hands on

21· ·them and see them as living creatures and make the right

22· ·decision.· Thank you.

23· · · · JAN GREEN REBSTOCK:· I have a few comments before we close

24· ·our meeting for the evening.· A couple of things I did want to

25· ·highlight, first of all, thank you for all the feedback that you
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·1· ·have given us on the proposed guidelines and conservation

·2· ·measures.· It's important that we come to some understanding of

·3· ·what the final version of that is going to look like, which will

·4· ·be reflected in the Final EIR, which would need to have a

·5· ·certification action to complete the CEQA process for there to

·6· ·be a consideration from lifting the injunction by the court.

·7· · · · Just the fact that the Draft EIR is on the street, that's a

·8· ·midpoint in the process.· To actually have the completed CEQA

·9· ·document, there needs to be an approval action by the lead

10· ·agency, so in this case, it's the City of Los Angeles.· The

11· ·Final EIR will need to be certified by the City for the City to

12· ·them move forward to seek relief from the injunction.

13· · · · We are not there yet; those are the next steps in the

14· ·process.· It sounds like for implementation of the program,

15· ·there needs to be a finalization of those programs guidelines,

16· ·so that's one thing.

17· · · · The other thing is I just wanted to highlight -- if it

18· ·wasn't clear in the draft, I apologize -- but the funding for

19· ·the proposed project for free-roaming cats to spay and neuter,

20· ·the vouchers for free-roaming cats would be separate and in

21· ·addition to the money that Animal Services is already spending

22· ·for pet cats.· Okay.· And my understanding is there quite a bit

23· ·of outreach of letting people know about the discounts, and

24· ·there should be discussion of that in there.· We will make sure

25· ·that it's included in the final, if there's not.· But I know we
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·1· ·spend some time in learning about the public outreach that

·2· ·Animal Services currently does to let people know that those

·3· ·vouchers for their own pets are available.

·4· · · · I think that's it.· So I would like to encourage everyone,

·5· ·if you haven't already, please, sign in so that we can receive

·6· ·notification moving forward with the Final EIR, so that all of

·7· ·you will have access to that, and know when it's posted on the

·8· ·website.

·9· · · · Please, get your comments in.· We will take them tonight at

10· ·the back of the table.· You can e-mail them to me, you can mail

11· ·them.· They are due October 28th.· Thank you so much for coming.

12· · · · · · ·(Meeting concluded at 8:00 p.m.)
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·1· · · · · · · · · · REPORTER'S CERTIFICATION

·2

·3· · · · · · I, the undersigned, a Hearing Reporter for

·4· ·the State of California, do hereby certify:

·5· · · · · · That the foregoing proceedings were taken before

·6· ·me at the time and place herein set forth; that any

·7· ·witnesses in the foregoing proceedings, prior to

·8· ·testifying, were duly sworn; that a record of the

·9· ·proceedings was made by me using machine shorthand, which

10· ·was thereafter transcribed under my direction; that the

11· ·foregoing transcript is a true record of the testimony

12· ·given.

13· · · · · · Further, that if the foregoing pertains to the

14· ·original transcript of a deposition in a federal case,

15· ·before completion of the proceedings, review of the

16· ·transcript [] was [] was not requested.

17· · · · · · I further certify I am neither financially

18· ·interested in the action nor a relative or employee of any

19· ·attorney or party to this action.

20· · · · · · IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have this date subscribed

21· ·my name.

22· ·Dated: October 7, 2019
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Appendix Q 
Citywide Cat Program Environmental Impact Report 

Public Comments on Draft EIR:
State and Local Government Agencies 
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October 24, 2019 
 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles, Public Works Bureau of Engineering, EMG 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th floor, MS939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock: 
 
Thank you for providing an opportunity for the Los Angeles County Department of Public Health (DPH) 
to review and comment on the draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) released on August 29, 2019, 
related to the proposed Los Angeles Citywide Cat Program. Upon review of the report, references, model, 
and evaluation by individuals experienced with the development and use of population models, we are 
unable to support the declaration that the proposed project would be less than significant in its impact on 
human health. Our lack of support is based on problems identified with the model utilized for this DEIR 
and the known human health risks associated with free-roaming cats. 
 
The report correctly identifies potential human health hazards related to free-roaming cats and notes best 
practices that could mitigate some of these hazards. However, the recommended practices are not 
mandatory since the report states that there are minimal health risks associated with the program. Some 
key preventive measures such as vaccinating, deworming, and treating cats for external parasites were 
noted as being provided after trapping if funding was available, rather than being required or mandatory 
for the Program. This is concerning as the department regularly receives complaints from residents who 
are having difficulty addressing excessive feces or fleas in their yards due to the presence of free-roaming 
cats in their neighborhoods.  
 
Trap/Neuter/Release (TNR) programs must, but frequently do not, address the problems of fecal 
accumulation and of fleas associated with colonies supported by the program and ensure that wildlife is 
not attracted by the feeding station, all of which may increase associated human health risks for flea-
borne diseases and other issues associated with wildlife.  Without requiring all TNR groups to address 
these issues, such problems and the associated human health risks could increase as the City uses TNR as 
the preferred method of dealing with local feral cats. 
 
The determination that the human and environmental risks of the program would be less than significant 
hinge on data from a cat population dynamics model that has multiple and significant weaknesses, which 
render it unreliable to inform decision-makers. The input values were developed based on estimates 
provided by various individuals and published articles related to surveys conducted around the world, and 
thus are assumptions rather than concrete facts. Few of the referenced studies are related to areas with a 
climate similar to Los Angeles, where moderate temperatures are the norm year-round. The population 
estimates also assume that cat density only varies based on land use type and don’t take into account 
variations related to human intervention (e.g. feeding, health care, abandonment). The model used in the 
DEIR is a deterministic model, a model that is not useful when looking at real-life conditions as it lacks  

BARBARA FERRER, Ph.D., M.P.H., M.Ed. 
Director 
 
MUNTU DAVIS, M.D., M.P.H. 
County Health Officer 
 
313 North Figueroa Street, Room 808 
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TEL (213) 288-8769 • FAX (213) 975-9601 
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Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
October 24, 2019 
Page 2 
 
assessment of uncertainty in the parameter estimates, random variation in the environment and random 
variability in the population.  
 
The authors did not conduct any sensitivity analysis to determine the level of impact for this random 
variation as well as varied baseline assumptions (i.e. initial values inputted into the model). The model 
also assumes that there is a certain carrying capacity that will limit population growth, but this doesn’t 
take into account the impact of feeding, shelter and health care which could increase carrying capacity, 
reproductive rate, and survival.  
 
In addition, there was a grave error in the model used as the DEIR model authors switched the juvenile 
sterilization rate for adult sterilization rate in two formulas meaning their model assumed juvenile cats are 
sterilized at the much lower adult sterilization rate in the case of owned cats and at the much higher adult 
sterilization rate in the case of stray and feral cats. While this error has no direct effect on the shelter 
population, the increase in the owned cats has a considerable effect on the stray and shelter 
subpopulations. The authors likely made this mistake by copying a typographical error in Figure 7 of the 
Flockhart and Coe 2018 paper upon which this model was based, but had they checked any of their 
assumptions and each parameter against expected and realistic outcomes, they would have seen the error. 
Finally, notwithstanding the error, the original developers of the model noted in their paper that “in its 
current form the model is not ready for immediate use.” Please see attached addendum for further details 
on the model errors. 
 
Again, based on the problems with the model utilized for this DEIR and the known human health risks 
associated with free-roaming cats, we disagree that there would be less than significant human health 
impacts if the program is implemented.  
 
DPH recommends that any proposed approach to address free-roaming cats include: 
 

• Working with well-established academic animal modelers to ascertain the impact of this program 
under various LAC specific scenarios; 

• Formation of an oversight committee that includes public health; 
• Mandatory education/training for shelters and other stakeholders 
• Inclusion of enforcement (for example, fines for feeding violations) 
• Creation of a complaint system in collaboration with appropriate agencies to address complaints 

(impounding, etc.)  
• Mandates for those that support outdoor cats (individually and in colonies) to take steps to 

minimize human and animal health risks, such as the key preventive measures mentioned above 
 
Thank you again for letting our department comment on the DEIR. If you have any questions about our 
comments or related public health issues, please contact Dr. Karen Ehnert at (213) 288-7060 or via email 
at kehnert@ph.lacounty.gov.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Muntu Davis, M.D., M.P.H. 
County Health Officer 
 

   Attachment 
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Appendix R 
Citywide Cat Program Environmental Impact Report 

Public Comments on Draft EIR: 
Non-Profit Organizations and Neighborhood Groups 
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SENT VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

October 28, 2019 

Jan Green Rebstock, Ph.D.  
City of Los Angeles   
Department of Public Works   
Bureau of Engineering, Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor   
Los Angeles, CA 90015   
Jan.Green.Rebstock@lacity.org    

Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

Thank you for giving Alley Cat Allies the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) 
prepared to evaluate the potential environmental effects of the proposed Citywide Cat Program (Program) that 
addresses community cats in the City of Los Angeles (City) through Trap-Neuter-Return (TNR). We are pleased 
that the analyses in the DEIR have concluded that the proposed Program would result in either no environmental 
impacts or less-than-significant impacts on the environmental resource areas examined since cats already live 
outdoors in the environment and the intent of the Program is to manage the population of outdoor cats.  

We support the objectives of the Citywide Cat Program, particularly the decision to adopt TNR as the preferred 
policy for managing populations of free-roaming cats. We believe that by embracing TNR, Los Angeles is making 
the soundest possible public policy decision. TNR is effective, humane, and politically palatable. The public 
overwhelmingly supports non-lethal cat population management. This point is abundantly clear in a nationwide 
Harris poll from 2017 showing that 84 percent of Americans prefer that their community use tax dollars to adopt 
sterilization as its cat control policy instead of bringing cats found outdoors into shelters to be killed. 

We do have concerns about the Program Implementation Guidelines and Ecological Conservation Measures, 
which we have detailed below.  

Alley Cat Allies is the global engine of change for cats. We protect and improve cats’ lives through our innovative, 
cutting-edge programs. We are seen around the world as a champion for the humane treatment of all cats. 
Founded in 1990, today Alley Cat Allies regularly works with lawmakers, animal shelters, and the public to change 
attitudes and advance lifesaving laws and policies that best serve the interest of cats. 

Free-Roaming Cat/Trap-Neuter-Return Guidelines 

As part of the TNR guidelines, the proposed Program recommends that free-roaming cats not be returned within 
one mile of environmentally sensitive areas (ESAs). The Responsible Feeding and Care Guidelines similarly state, 
in part, that there should be “no feeding within 1 mile of ESAs except when used for baiting traps for TNR 
purposes.”  

As we have mentioned previously, we believe strongly that it is a mistake to create a buffer around ESAs. 

The DEIR was created to “evaluate the potential environmental effects of the proposed Citywide Cat Program” 
inclusive of TNR. It is not an evaluation of free-roaming cats, as free-roaming cats are already present throughout 
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the City. There is no evidence that more TNR in Los Angeles will result in any environmentally negative impacts, 
and this conclusion is as true in and near ESAs as it is elsewhere in the City.  The DEIR itself concludes that existing 
effects of TNR activities on sensitive biological resources “do not pose a conservation concern for sensitive 
biological resources within the study area.”1  Given this and given that there is no evidence that TNR results in 
more free-roaming cats (in fact, the opposite is true), the recommendation in the DEIR that TNR not be conducted 
within one mile of ESAs is illogical and without scientific support. 

The proposed buffer has not been added to the Program as a result of concern about TNR, but rather, is in 
response to concerns raised by people who believe that cats kill vast amounts of wildlife and on a belief that 
a buffer will reduce numbers of free-roaming cats in these areas. As we will detail below, both of these beliefs 
are false.  Your team has explained that the thinking behind the proposed creation of ESA buffers is to relieve 
predation pressure on wildlife caused by cats.  To recommend that program-supported TNR not take place 
within one mile of each ESA, one would need to be confident that the various assumptions here are valid.  Yet 
none of the three assumptions at the heart of proposed buffer zones stand up under scrutiny.   

There is no proof that: 

• free-roaming cats are a net-cause - or even a likely net-cause - of environmental harm in any of the ESAs
found in Los Angeles;

• less TNR in the buffer zones around the ESA will reduce the number of free-roaming cats in ESAs;
• the buffers will relieve predation pressure on wildlife caused by cats.

If people are interested in reducing the growth in free-roaming cat populations in Los Angeles, more - not less -
TNR is needed across Los Angeles, including in areas near ESAs.  The DEIR has concluded this for all areas but those 
close to ESAs, and the decision of the DEIR’s drafters to disconnect zones around ESAs from the logic applied 
elsewhere in Los Angeles has more to do with attempting to placate a small but vocal group of people than it does 
with sound science.  The bitter irony is that if Los Angeles decides to establish the buffer zones in the final EIR, it 
will result in exactly the opposite outcome from what the people pushing for it are hoping – there will be more, 
not fewer, free-roaming cats in ESAs. 

As for the two chief false assumptions on which the buffer zone concept is based, let us start with the first, inflated 
cat predation rates. Figures regarding cat predation on wildlife are reached by taking estimates of how much 
wildlife the average cat is thought to kill and multiplying it by estimates of the number of cats thought to spend 
some or all of their time outdoors. However, it is unknown in the United States (and every other nation) how many 
cats live outdoors, and there is a great paucity of information about how many and which wildlife the “average 
free-roaming" cat kills.  The handful of studies that attempt to figure out the predation patterns of free-roaming 
cats are geographically limited, and most are over 60 years old.  The age of the studies matters, because our nation 
has undergone dramatic changes in the interim.  All cats spent at least some of their time outside before 1947, as 
there was no kitty-litter.  We have knocked down and paved over endless acres of land.  Over 60% of Americans 
live in cities now.  Cats – both owned and unowned – are heavily concentrated in urban areas as well.  One is right 
to wonder what relevance the predation patterns of cats in rural Oklahoma during the Great Depression have to 
discussions of the eating patterns of free-roaming cats in downtown Los Angeles in 2019. 

What all of this adds up to is a formula for calculating cat predation rates in which the two bits of input data – the 
number of free-roaming cats and the amount of predation per cat - are highly speculative. We don’t know how 
many cats are outdoors, and we don’t know enough to make a reasonable assumption about how much predation 
of wildlife is undertaken by the average free-roaming cat. An international group of leading conservationists have 

1 Draft Environmental Impact Report page 4.2-82. 
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concluded that the cat predation studies commonly cited in the media are deeply flawed.  

In a paper entitled “A moral panic over cats,” they detail both the faulty science and anti-cat bias of the authors – 
Scott Loss and Peter Marra - of the most widely-quoted cat predation studies in the United States.2  The global 
team of experts conclude in their essay that Loss and Marra allowed their anti-cat biases to unfairly and 
inappropriately cloud their thinking and sully their results. 

Any evaluations of the impacts of cat predation on wildlife need to be done on a site-specific basis with careful 
examination of the web of interconnected forces in play in that location’s micro-ecosystem.  To simply declare 
upward of 40% of the land in Los Angeles to be an area in which the City recommends that City-supported TNR 
not be conducted is ludicrous.  We understand that the ESA designations are decades old in many cases and that 
no assessment has been made of the impacts – positive and negative – of free-roaming cats in these areas.   

Wildlife species are under a great many threats – top among which, according to experts, is habitat loss.  Birds, 
small mammals and other wildlife die of many causes.  Some are killed by cats.  But the first important question 
with regard to cat predation on wildlife is whether enough individual members of a given species are killed by cats 
that it is impacting the species negatively.  On this point, even Peter Marra, one of the scientists mentioned above 
as having been called out in a scholarly journal by an international group of his peers for grossly inflating cat 
predation figures, has acknowledged that “information is not complete for tying the population decline of a given 
species to cats at large scales.” 3  

The next equally important question is what to do if a species in a given location is, in fact, facing species-wide 
negative impacts from cat predation.  The solution in that scenario has to be to employ the most effective means 
of cat population control possible. It is our studied opinion that the most effective method for managing 
populations of free-roaming cats is TNR and that if at some future point in some location or another we are faced 
with a scenario in which cat predation is found to be causing species-wide negative impacts, the best conservation 
plan will involve TNR as well as the employment of measures designed to deter the cats from frequenting that 
area.   

Our view is that: 

(1) pressure on wildlife from cat predation has been greatly exaggerated.  This view is supported by a wide
number of leading conservationists globally, as exemplified in the Moral panic essay noted above;

(2) ecosystems are complex, and in some cases, cats have a net positive impact, some neutral and some
negative. Studies of individual ESAs need to be done to determine if, in any of the areas granted this
designation, there is evidence that the net effect of cat predation is a decrease in populations of endangered or
threatened species;

(3) TNR is the most effective means of bringing cat populations down in a given micro-ecosystem. It can and
should be implemented in all areas where there is a desire to lower cat populations, including areas near to ESAs.

Responsible Feeding and Care Guidelines 

The first provision of the Responsible Feeding and Care Guidelines states in part: “Feeding should also not occur 
at locations where vulnerable human populations are present (children, the elderly, and those with compromised 
immune systems).”  

2 Lynn, William et al., “A Moral Panic Over Cats,” Conservation Biology 33 (2019) 
3 Marra, Peter and Santella, Chris, Cat Wars, 2016, page 74. 
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Community cats are everywhere. People, including elderly and children, are all over Los Angeles. Additionally, 
many elderly people feed cats. It seems almost impossible to not feed where these individuals exist. This provision 
should be narrowed or eliminated. 

Maybe the best proof that feral cats are not a health risk is that feral cat caregivers are healthy. Deborah L. 
Ackerman, M.S., Ph.D., an adjunct associate professor of epidemiology at the UCLA School of Public Health, makes 
this point very well. “If feral cats transmitted disease to humans,” says Ackerman, “colony caregivers, who spend 
more time around feral cats than most people, would experience a heightened rate of disease, and this simply 
isn’t the case.” None of the many caregivers Ackerman has interviewed have ever reported becoming sick from 
their work with feral cats.4 No study has ever shown that colony caregivers have any increased risk of disease, 
despite their regular contact with feral colonies. 

We are also concerned about time restrictions provided in the responsible Feeding and Care Guidelines. We 
encourage you to listen carefully to the needs, requests, preferences and requirements of the scores of 
compassionate citizens who donate so much of their time, energy, money and hearts to undertaking TNR and to 
caring for community cats in the City.  If they feel more time is needed (and they do!), please listen to them. 

Conclusion 

In conclusion, let me reiterate how very happy we are to reach this point and that we look forward – with a handful 
of important changes to the Program Implementation Guidelines – to the Program getting up and running.  We 
are pleased that the analyses in the DEIR have concluded that the proposed Program would result in either no 
environmental impacts or less-than-significant impacts on the environmental resource areas examined since cats 
already live outdoors in the environment and the intent of the Program is to manage the population of free-
roaming cats.   

With regard to the Program Implementation Guidelines, we have noted several concerns above, and we hope our 
suggestions to address each of these concerns are implemented. The concern about the buffer ESAs is our greatest 
concern, as such an enormous amount of territory would be impacted were the buffers to become a reality. We 
ask that the recommendations found in the DEIR that TNR and feeding not be conducted within a mile of each 
ESA be removed.  The recommendation that Program-supported TNR not be undertaken in a host of enormous, 
arbitrarily established buffer zones has no scientific backing. In fact, the ESA buffer zone recommendation runs 
counter to the logic, principles and goals of the program. The buffer recommendations run a great risk of 
increasing the population of free-roaming cats in and near ESAs, which is exactly the opposite of their intended 
result.   

We believe the decision to make TNR the preferred cat population management policy of the City is a wise one.  
It is sound public policy to embrace TNR, as it is effective, humane and in line with the wishes, values and 
expectations of the vast majority of voters.  Let’s get it up and running as soon as possible, and let’s make sure 
that it is recommended throughout the City including in areas within one mile of ESAs.  The wider the 
implementation of City-supported TNR, the better the results will be. 

Sincerely, 

Becky Robinson, President & Founder 

4 “Feral Cats and the Public—A Healthy Relationship,” Alley Cat Allies, https://www.alleycat.org/resources/feral-cats-and-the-public-a-
healthy-relationship/ 
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October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Via Electronic Communication:  jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 

Re:  City of Los Angeles Draft EIR Citywide Cat Program 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

On behalf of the American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA), I am pleased to 
submit comments to the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Citywide Cat Program. 
Founded in 1866, the ASPCA was the first humane society to be established in North America and is, 
today, one of the largest in the world. Our organization was founded on the belief that animals are 
entitled to kind and respectful treatment at the hands of humans and must be protected under the law. 
Consistent with this mission, the ASPCA supports humane, lawful, and effective strategies for managing 
community cat populations, including programs involving trap-neuter-return-monitor (TNRM) for 
unadoptable cats. 

To achieve the goal of decreasing the overall size of the community cat population, research has shown 
that a critical number of cats in a colony, neighborhood or other defined location must all be sterilized 
within a relatively short time period.  We applaud the City’s proposed sharing of information about 
TNRM.  We suggest that information emphasize the critical importance of getting most or all of 
the cats in a given colony, neighborhood or other manageable sized location sterilized within a 
6 to 1-month window.  This approach will not only improve the welfare of the cats but also 
decrease the population of cats in that location more quickly. 1 

It is important that community cat programs be considered as just one component of a multi-pronged 
approach to cat issues in the community served.  A comprehensive approach requires that community 
cat stakeholder groups be engaged and any program be implemented in partnership with other TNRM 
or relocation programs, and with low/no cost sterilization programs. Any cat program implemented in 
isolation is less likely to be successful and often will not efficiently utilize whatever resources are  

1 Budke, C.M. & Slater, M.R. (2009) Utilization of Matrix Population Models to Assess a 3-Year Single Treatment 
Nonsurgical Contraception Program Versus Surgical Sterilization in Feral Cat Populations. Journal of Applied Animal 
Welfare Science, 12:4, 277—292; Miller PS, Boone JD, Briggs JR, Lawler DF, Levy JK, et al. (2014) Simulating Free-
Roaming Cat Population Management Options in Open Demographic Environments. PLoS ONE, 9(11): e113553. 
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0113553. 
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available to support cats, whether community cats or owned cats. For this reason, we fully support the 
comprehensive nature of the City’s approach to the problem. The inclusion of an increase in the number 
of permissible cats per household, definitional changes, and the inclusion of a working cat program, for 
example, will exponentially increase the opportunity for success of the program. 

In spite of rigorous debate between advocates of cats and advocates of wildlife and the environment, 
the desired outcome for each of these groups is the same – a reduction in the population of community 
cats. The ASPCA does not support the management of cat colonies in ecologically sensitive areas; in 
areas where demolition or development is likely to cause harm or where cats are being subjected to 
harm or abuse.  However, questions have been raised as to the accuracy of the boundaries of the City’s 
designated Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs). Furthermore, the proposed 1-mile buffer may 
compromise the efficacy of the program if cats are found there and cannot be returned.  Recent work in 
the conservation field has supported the recognition of the societal and ecological complexity of the 
environment and the imperative for evidence-based approaches.2  Black and white decisions and 
protocols don’t properly address this.  Rather, these conservationists have recommended flexible 
systems like adaptive management and targeting specific individuals of concern.  In this location, this 
could take the form of some simple data tracking of numbers of cats returned as part of TNRM and 
cameras or walking transects on the boundaries of the ESAs.  Individual cats who repeatedly enter the 
ESA could then be trapped and removed for working cat programs.   

The ASPCA believes that programs, such as TNRM, are the most effective, humane and responsible ways 
to manage or lower the community cat population over time in conjunction with programs for owned 
cats including easy access to free/low cost sterilization services and free collars and identification tags 
with the owner’s phone number. We believe that the draft program makes significant strides in all of 
these areas.  

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  

Sincerely, 

Susan Riggs 
Sr. Director of State Legislation 

2 Doherty, T.S. & Ritchie, E G. (2017) Stop jumping the gun: a call for evidence-based invasive predator control 
management. Conservation Letters 10(1): 15-22. 
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BALDWIN HILLS CONSERVANCY 
5IZO West Goldleaf Circle, Suite Z90 

Los Angeles, CA 90056 

Ph: (3Z3) Z90~5Z70 
Fx: (3z3) Z90~5z78 
www. bhc.ca.gov 

October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM - DEIR 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

The Baldwin Hills Conservancy writes in support of the City's recommendations to not feed or 
return cats to within 1-mile of environmentally sensitive areas such as State Parks that sustain 
the region's native biodiversity. The BHC recommends extending these terms to the boundaries 
of its statutory territory to help stem the degradation of the unique ecosystems that reside in 
these County, Federal and Municipal lands. Making the City's recommended terms binding 
and enforceable in State Park and other natural open space areas within the Conservancy's 
boundaries would be consistent with the DEIR's analysis supporting protection of 
environmentally sensitive areas. 

The BHC's State directed mission includes management of public lands within the Baldwin Hills 
area and the protection of wildlife habitat within the territory. As the Baldwin Hills are the last 
large open space in the Ballona Creek Watershed, they hold significant ecological value and 
serve as part of a wildlife corridor leading from the hills to the Ballona Wetlands. Native species 
monitoring for preservation of the region's biodiversity has been a priority and is ongoing. With 
the addition of the BHC territory, the City's ordinance can help minimize the impact of non-
native predators such as feral cats on the California's native sensitive species of small 
mammals, birds and reptiles. 

Please accept the above recommendations in support of preserving all environmentally 
sensitive areas with an enforceable 1-mile buffer prohibiting feeding or release of feral cats. 

Sincerely, 

David McNeill 
Executive Officer 

State of California· The Natural Resources Agency 
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October 27, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am writing on behalf of Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the 
request for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the 
proposed Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. 

We are encouraged that the City is taking the steps necessary to implement a Citywide Cat Program 
that, through its support of Trap, Neuter and Return (TNR) efforts, will allow public and private entities 
and individuals to humanely control and reduce the population of unowned cats and kittens. It is not a 
coincidence that the population of stray and feral cats has grown ever since the issuance of the 
injunction in 2010 prohibiting the City from implementing a TNR policy, and we hope that a final EIR will 
finally allow the injunction to be lifted.  

We are concerned, however, that some elements of the EIR would limit the ability of the City and 
private individuals and organizations to effectively manage the stray and feral cat population.  

The most significant problem is the recommendation in Section 2.5.2.1 of the Citywide Cat Program 
(“Free-Roaming Cat Trap/Neuter/Return Guidelines”) that recommends cats trapped within one mile of 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) not be returned to where it was trapped, but rather removed 
and relocated. Because the supply of unwanted feral cats vastly outnumbers the demand for them, the 
idea that ESA cats could readily be placed into working cat programs or sanctuaries is not realistic. The 
most likely result of this recommendation, if it ends up codified in an enforceable ordinance, is that TNR 
practitioners will be forced to avoid trapping and fixing cats in nearly 40% of the city. Since the entire 
goal of the Citywide Cat Program is to achieve a reduction in the numbers of stray and feral cats all 
across the city, this recommendation is counterproductive; it will end up ensuring that the areas 
deemed most environmentally sensitive will have more, rather than fewer, unaltered and hungry stray 
and feral cats living in them. It would make more sense and align with the purpose of the Program to 
simply proscribe the relocation into an ESA any free-roaming cats trapped in an location outside that 
ESA. 

In addition, the recommendations in Section 2.5.2.2 of the Program (“Responsible Feeding and Care 
Guidelines”) prohibit feeding within one mile of ESAs as well as at locations where vulnerable human 
populations are present, and states that feeding times should only occur between 6 am and 8 pm. We 
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recognize that the City has an interest in establishing standards for feeding and cleaning up after 
managed stray and feral cat colonies, but these restrictions are onerous and impractical. First, for the 
reasons stated above, people should be allowed to responsibly care for feral cats in and near ESAs by 
means of TNR and by providing ongoing care, which will reduce the population of and predation by feral 
cats in the city’s most environmentally sensitive areas. Second, it is not entirely clear how a person 
caring for a population of stray and feral cats would assess the level of vulnerability of the nearby 
human population, nor is it clear how it would benefit those populations to reduce TNR efforts in their 
environs. As with ESAs, it would make sense to discourage the relocation of free-roaming cats to areas in 
the immediate vicinity of vulnerable populations, as contemplated by the criteria for appropriate 
locations of working cat programs (Section 2.5.3.3).  Third, the restriction on permitted feeding times is 
too narrow and does not take into account the fact that we don’t live in a world of 9-to-5 jobs any more. 
Caretakers of free-roaming cats should not be punished for having different schedules than those 
fortunate enough to have traditional workdays. 

Last, while unrelated to the environmental impact of stray and feral cats, the draft EIR recommends 
amending the Los Angeles Municipal Code to increase the number of cats that a person may have in 
their household from 3 to 5, but also recommends that anyone with more than three cats register with 
the Department of Animal Services. We could not find any justification – environmental or otherwise – 
in the draft EIR for singling out people who have either 4 or 5 cats and requiring them to register with 
the Department. Such a registration requirement was not a part of the Final Council Action re the 
Citywide Cat Program Project Description (Appendix D), but was added by the Bureau of Engineering. 
Obviously, the Board of Commissioners of the Department can choose to impose whatever 
qualifications it wants on cat households, but that discussion should be decoupled from a report meant 
to demonstrate the impact of the Citywide Cat Program on the environment.  

Thank you for your work in helping the City implement a Citywide Cat Program that recognizes the value 
of TNR as a humane means of controlling the population of stray and feral cats. 

Sincerely, 

Ben Lehrer 
President, Kitten Rescue 
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October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles, Public Works  
Bureau of Engineering, EMG  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, MS 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213  

Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

Best Friends Animal Society (“Best Friends”) is pleased to see the publication of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (“DEIR”) for the Citywide Cat Program (“Program”). The release 
of the DEIR represents a milestone in the City of Los Angeles (the “City”) becoming a no-kill 
community—a goal we share with the City’s animal welfare organizations, elected officials, and 
residents.  

Best Friends agrees with the DEIR’s conclusion that the proposed Program will produce “no 
significant and unavoidable impacts.” Indeed, as we’ve noted throughout the EIR process, the 
environmental effects associated with spaying and neutering L.A.’s community cats are, if not 
negligible, more than offset by the numerous well-documented benefits of a robust trap-neuter-
return (“TNR”) program. 

We particularly welcome the Program’s allocation of funding for the surgical sterilization of 
20,000 free-roaming cats annually in Los Angeles. This, as the DEIR’s analysis indicates, will 
likely achieve a notable reduction in the population of these cats throughout the City. 

Best Friends does, however, have three primary concerns with the proposed Program. First, we 
believe that the one-mile buffers surrounding Environmentally Sensitive Areas (“ESAs”) should 
be eliminated, and that the boundaries of the ESAs should be reviewed and updated. Second, we 
believe that the limitations on feeding will likely undermine TNR efforts and be 
counterproductive to the Program’s effectiveness. And finally, we believe the indoor-only 
requirement will undermine the success of the proposed Working Cat Program. These concerns 
are further described below. 

1. One-mile buffers around Environmentally Sensitive Areas

According to the DEIR, the Program Implementation Guidelines recommend against “release of 
free-roaming cats within 1 mile of ESAs. If a free-roaming cat is trapped in or within 1 mile of an 
ESA, it is recommended the cat be placed in a [Working Cat Program] or relocated, based on 
availability” (DEIR Sect. 2.5.2.1).” The Guidelines would (again, according to the DEIR’s 
description) further prohibit “feeding within 1 mile of ESA, [sic] except when used for baiting 
traps for TNR purposes” (DEIR, Sect. 2.5.2.2). Best Friends disagrees with these 
recommendations as they apply to the buffer areas and believes that establishing one-mile 
buffers around ESAs is both excessive and inconsistent with the Program’s objectives. 
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1.1 Best available science suggests a smaller home range of domestic cats in urban 
areas 

Best Friends has reviewed the DEIR analysis and believes the proposed buffer zones are 
inappropriate. According to the DEIR, the one-mile “buffer zones” were determined on the basis 
of “estimated free-roaming cat home range.” Specifically: 

“As part of literature research on feral cat home ranges reported in literature, free-roaming 
cat home range data from various locations around the world were compiled. The reported 
home ranges were highly variable and ranged from 1.58 acre to 3,503 acres. Mean male free-
roaming cat home range was 996 acres and mean female free-roaming cat home range was 
468 acres. Mean overall free-roaming cat home range was 697 acres” (DEIR, Appendix J, 
Sect. J.8). 

There are several issues with this analysis. First, it is well understood that the distribution of 
home range for a given population of cats is highly skewed: relatively few cats will roam far and 
most will stay close to home [see, for example, 1–3]. It is also well understood that using 
arithmetic means to describe such skewed data results in an inflated average, which can be 
misleading. The preferred technique is to either first transform the data before calculating 
descriptive statistics (e.g., via log-transformation), or to use medians instead. Unfortunately, 
much of the DEIR’s analysis of home range data uses arithmetic means, thereby inflating its 
home range estimates.  

Second, the DEIR relies on 22 empirical research studies investigating the home range of 
domestic cats as well as two reviews on the subject. Unfortunately, 12 of the 22 studies (55%) 
investigated cat populations having little or no contact with humans. Gillies et al. [4], for 
example, “monitored the movements of 21 feral cats” in New Zealand’s Trounson Kauri Park, 
where they were observed “in cover in pastureland or near the edge of larger tracts of forest.” 
Goltz et al. studied feral cats in the “dry sub-alpine woodland of Mauna Kea, Hawaii,” where the 
cats “live in low density and exhibit some of the largest reported home ranges in the literature” 
[5, emphasis added]. And the home ranges described by Edwards et al. from “central Australia 
were much larger than those recorded elsewhere” [6, emphasis added]. Best Friends believes 
that the results of such research have little relevance for free-roaming cats in Los Angeles; their 
inclusion in the DEIR’s analysis inflates its average home range estimates.  

In addition, even if one were to accept at face-value the 697-acre home range referred to in the 
DEIR, this corresponds to a radius of 0.59 miles (assuming a circular area), a significantly 
shorter distance than that imposed by a one-mile buffer. Moreover, our own review of the 
literature (including the works cited in the DEIR) suggests that the proposed buffers are 
significantly larger than what can be justified by the best available science. 

Reviewing 19 studies spanning a wide range of contexts, Liberg et al. [7] “found a significant 
negative correlation between female home range size and [cat] density,” hypothesizing that this 
relationship was, in fact, the result of both home range and density being “correlated to a third 
factor, namely food abundance and distribution.” In other words, the size of a cat’s home range 
tends to be smaller when food is plentiful and in close proximity; when food is scarce and widely 
distributed, a cat’s home range tends to be larger. Density, by contrast, increases when food is 
abundant and easily accessible and decreases when it is not (see Figure 1 below). This strong 
relationship has been corroborated by Bengsen et al. [8] using satellite imagery of “landscape 
productivity data.” 
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Figure 1. Relationship between density and home range size in male and female cats (from Liberg et al. 
2000). Purple diamonds represent home range and density data corresponding to proportions of land 
cover type, as estimated in the DEIR (see text for details). 

Unfortunately, the DEIR’s estimated home range area (697 acres) and the proposed buffer zone 
distance (1 mile) fail to adequately consider the relationships described by Liberg et al. [7] 
(whose work is cited in the DEIR). Of the 19 studies Liberg et al. [7] reviewed, only eight 
reported home range areas comparable to the DEIR’s estimated 697 acres, each of them situated 
in very remote terrain. In all cases, the density of cats observed (no more than 0.03 cats per 
acre, as shown in Figure 1 above) was significantly lower than even the lowest density estimates 
described in the DEIR for the City (DEIR, Fig. 4.1-1).  

Figure 1 above illustrates the shortcomings of the DEIR’s approach. First, the compilation 
of studies from Liberg et al. [7] is plotted in orange (males) and blue (females) to reveal the 
strong inverse relationship between density and home range. Next, the estimated cat densities 
for each of the five land cover types (pulled from the DEIR, Table 4.1-1) are plotted against the 
average home range of 697 acres (purple diamonds). The horizontal arrangement that results 
clearly does not reflect the empirical observations described by Liberg et al. [7]. 

For our analysis, we estimated more appropriate home ranges by extrapolating from the best-fit 
lines provided by Liberg et al. [7] using density estimates for each of the five land cover types 
identified in DEIR, Table 4.1-1 (see Figure 1 above). 
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Land cover type Proportion of total 
land area (%) 

Estimated home 
range (acres) 

urban/suburban 73.9 9 
trees/woodlands 5.2 32 
scrublands 14.4 50 
open/open vegetated 6.2 79 
agriculture 0.3 90 

Table 1. Corrected estimated home range by land cover type (see text for details). 

As shown in Table 1 above, the largest estimated home range for the densities estimated in the 
DEIR is just 90 acres. If this home range is assumed to be circular, the corresponding radius 
would be 1,117 feet—roughly one-fifth of the one-mile buffers being proposed in the DEIR. And 
this home range of 90 acres still exceeds the observed home ranges for cats living in proximity to 
humans, as reported by studies included in the DEIR’s literature review [1,9–15]. Moreover, the 
estimated home range corresponding to the urban/suburban land cover type that accounts for 
nearly three-quarters of land in the City—including many areas adjacent to ESAs—is just 9 acres. 
For the many reasons enumerated above, Best Friends believes the one-mile buffers are too 
expansive and inappropriate for a largely urban/suburban environment like Los Angeles. 

1.2 Protecting ESAs through targeted TNR efforts may be more effective than 
enforcing one-mile buffer zones 

Best Friends believes that restricting TNR near ESAs may end up discouraging management 
efforts in the areas where they are most needed. As an initial consideration, it is important to 
recognize that TNR success rates are likely to be relatively low in ESAs whether or not there is a 
prohibition on trapping within a one-mile buffer zone. This is a function of two factors: (1) feral 
cats exist only at low densities in ESAs, largely because of the lack of resources and abundance 
of predators, and (2) such low densities make any successful trapping effort labor-intensive. 

Indeed, a study investigating possible connections between Toxoplasma gondii infection in 
felids (wild and domestic) and California sea otters provides important insights into the 
relatively low numbers of cats found in natural areas. Researchers collecting domestic cats from 
within 50 miles of Moss Landing and Morro Bay, along the California coast, obtained 720 serum 
samples from “managed feral cats” over three years compared to just 16 from “unmanaged feral 
cats” [16]. Note that the term “managed feral cats” was used to describe cats collected from local 
animal shelters,  

“the majority [having been] collected from small to large colonies in close proximity to 
people, where they had access to provided food sources (e.g., commercial cat food or 
discarded human foods). Animal control staff and local residents captured these cats in 
developed coastal areas” [16].1   

The term “unmanaged feral cats,” by contrast, was used to describe cats that were 

1 It’s worth noting that cats in the “unmanaged” category were nearly five times more likely to be exposed 
to the T. gondii parasite than those in the “managed” category, and nearly 12 times more likely to shed 
infectious spore-like oocysts in their feces. These findings demonstrate another benefit of feeding cats, 
especially near areas of environmental concern.   
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“removed from critical shorebird habitat by specialists through intensive trapping… These 
solitary, feral domestic cats living in undeveloped landscapes likely subsisted primarily on 
wild prey and had minimal association with humans” [16]. 

Translating these findings to Los Angeles, it seems that cats living in natural areas are unlikely 
to end up in one of the city’s six shelters, or to be captured by TNR groups. If, however, cats 
living within ESAs roam beyond their borders—and again, such cats do tend to have larger home 
ranges—then it is especially important that these cats be trapped and sterilized.  

However, the proposed one-mile buffers around ESAs are likely to deter targeted TNR efforts in 
the areas where they are most needed, thereby increasing the potential threat to wildlife species 
of concern. Moreover, these buffers—combined with the ESAs—comprise an estimated 39% of 
the City’s land area.2 Best Friends believes the proposed restrictions present a significant barrier 
to TNR efforts in a large part of Los Angeles, including many areas of dense residential 
development where there are high cat densities. 

Two related studies demonstrate the benefits of allowing TNR in areas adjacent to ESAs. In 
2008, Tennent and Downs described the approach adopted on the University of KwaZulu-
Natal’s Howard College campus (Durban, South Africa), which is recognized as an “urban 
conservancy… interspersed with conservation-sensitive natural bush habitat and a nature 
reserve on the northern border” [11]. The density of cats on campus was estimated to be about 
0.13 cats/acre, roughly comparable to densities referenced in the DEIR for L.A.’s scrublands and 
tree/woodland land types (DEIR, Table 4.1-1). In 2009, the same researchers recommended that 
“a suitable and ongoing sterilization program, which is run in conjunction with a feral cat 
feeding program, needs to be implemented” [17] to control the population of feral cats. Removal, 
on the other hand, would likely create the “vacuum effect,” thus: 

“encourag[ing] subsequent reinvasion of the area. It may be more costly both financially in 
the long-term and in terms of effects on the indigenous wildlife populations if immigration 
of new, unsterilized cats were to take up residency on the campus” [17].  

A related study published in 2011 revealed a 38% reduction in the number of cats on campus, 
from 55 to 34 cats, following four years of TNR effort [11,18].  

Best Friends shares the City’s commitment to protect wildlife by not returning Program cats to 
areas where they are a known threat to protected species. However, rather than restricting TNR 
efforts adjacent to ESAs, the Program should recognize the importance of effectively managing 
these cat populations. Cats living within the one-mile buffers should be a priority for TNR 
efforts (and ongoing care/monitoring, as described below). This proactive, realistic approach to 
managing free-roaming cats in the urban-wildland interface is likely to be more effective at 
protecting ESAs than the one-mile buffers proposed as part of Citywide Cat Program. 

1.3 ESA designations should be reviewed and updated 

According to the DEIR, “ESAs include, but are not limited to, areas designated as Significant 
Ecological Areas by the County of Los Angeles (Los Angeles County Significant Areas Study, Los 
Angeles County Department of Regional Planning (1976) and amendments)” (DEIR, Sect. 
4.2.2.1). It is unclear whether the ESAs described in the DEIR (illustrated in DEIR, Fig. 4.2-2a) 

2 Based on analysis using Geographic Information System data obtained from the Los Angeles County GIS 
Data Portal (https://egis3.lacounty.gov/dataportal/).  
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accurately reflect their most up-to-date geographic boundaries. It seems likely that development 
may have reshaped areas within these boundaries in the years since their original designation as 
ESAs. 

Recommendations:  1. Remove all references to one-mile buffers around ESAs. 
2. Ensure that the boundaries of all ESAs referenced in the DEIR

are up-to-date. 

2. Restrictions on feeding free-roaming cats

According to the DEIR, the Program Implementation Guidelines prohibit the feeding of free-
roaming cats “within one mile of ESAs, except when used for baiting traps for TNR purposes” as 
well as “free access to any food.” (DEIR, Sect. 2.5.2.1). These Guidelines will (again according to 
the DEIR’s description) impose further restrictions by recommending against feeding “at 
locations where vulnerable human populations are present (children, the elderly, and those with 
compromised immune systems),” and encouraging that feeding be “supervised,” “limited to 30 
minutes,” and “occur between 6 a.m. and 8 p.m.” (DEIR, Sect. 2.5.2.2). 

Although Best Friends understands the concerns underlying the restrictions on feeding, we also 
recognize the essential role of feeding in the effectiveness of TNR efforts. Best Friends believes 
responsible feeding practices can help to minimize potential risks [19]. 

2.1 The ban on feeding within one mile of ESAs will undermine TNR efforts in 
critical areas 

In the absence of ongoing feeding, it will be very difficult to trap cats in and around ESAs (see 
Sect. 2.2 below). The proposed feeding ban is therefore likely to discourage TNR efforts in areas 
adjacent to ESAs, the parts of Los Angeles where effective management of free-roaming cats is 
most needed. 

2.2 The importance of feeding to TNR success 

It is well understood that regular feeding of free-roaming cats significantly improves trapping 
efficiency. Two researchers undertaking a detailed study of TNR in Randolph County, North 
Carolina, noted, for example: 

“Perhaps because of the nature of the colonies we were trapping (well acclimated to humans 
and used to being fed in particular locations) and less likely because of our trapping 
acumen, we had remarkable success trapping feral cats, compared with other wildlife. In one 
study, we trapped 107 cats from 9 colonies with 98% trapping efficiency and 98% of the cats 
were captured in less than 9 trap-nights/cat…” [20, emphasis added]. 

Indeed, a number of studies reporting trapping efficiency data indicate that cats living in 
proximity to humans—generally as a result of being fed—are much easier to trap than those 
living in remote areas. The study of a TNR program on the Texas A&M campus, for example, 
revealed trapping efficiencies comparable to those reported in Randolph County: approximately 
9.5 trap-nights per cat [21]. Similarly, Normand reported an overall trapping efficiency of 25 
trap-nights per cat in Russellville, Arkansas, noting that “catch per unit effort was three times 
lower in natural areas (1 cat/50 trap-nights) than urban areas (1 cat/16.7 trap-nights)” [22]. 
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Others, too, have reported low trapping efficiencies in natural areas. For example, on North 
Mauna Kea and West Mauna Kea, for example, in Hawaii Volcanoes National Park, researchers 
observed an average of 39 trap-nights per cat trapped, failing to capture a single cat “at 62 of the 
152 trap locations” [23]. And on Ascension Island, where leg-hold traps were used as part of 
eradication efforts, 298 trap-nights resulted in the capture of just three feral cats (i.e., 99 trap-
nights per cat) [24].  

Given the difficulty of trapping in the absence of regular feeding, responsible feeding of free-
roaming cats should be permitted in Los Angeles in order to maximize the effectiveness of the 
Program’s TNR component. 

Recommendations:  1. Remove all references to one-mile buffers around ESAs. 
2. Remove all restrictions on feeding free-roaming cats.

4. Limitations of the proposed Working Cat Program

The domestic cat’s role as rodent deterrent dates back an estimated 9,500–10,000 years, when 
the “origin of agriculture and of permanent human settlements create[d] opportunities for cats 
willing to get close enough to humans to hunt house mice” [25]. Today, this role as “working cat” 
is valued in a broad range of contexts (e.g., barns and farms, horse stables, warehouses, 
breweries, etc.). And for unsocialized cats impounded by shelters—unlikely to be adopted—this 
is often the only live outcome available.  

The proposed Citywide Cat Program aims to “facilitate the relocation of free-roaming cats from 
the streets and into indoor/enclosed sites,” by way of a Working Cat Program (“WCP”), 
prioritizing the “admission of cats found in or [within one mile of] ESAs, in unsafe locations, or 
when it is undesirable to return a free-roaming cat to its found location” (DEIR, Sect. 2.5). More 
specifically: “Cats participating in the WCP would be processed and treated similar to adoptions 
under LAAS protocols. Exceptions include that the WCP cats would be placed in pairs and 
would be required to remain in an enclosed space without access to the outdoors” (DEIR, Sect. 
4.2.3.2, emphasis added).  

Because the one-mile buffers and ESAs make up an estimated 39% of the City’s land area, it’s 
likely that the number of cats being “prioritized” for the WCP will far exceed the available 
placement opportunities. And the requirement to keep WCP cats indoors is likely to limit 
available placement opportunities, further exacerbating the problem. Moreover, this 
requirement is inconsistent with the City’s current ordinance provisions, which allow owned 
cats to roam freely outdoors. 

Recommendations:  1. Remove all references to one-mile buffers around ESAs. 
2. Remove indoor-only requirement from WCP.

Summary 

Again, Best Friends appreciates the considerable work that has gone into the DEIR and agrees 
with its general conclusion that the proposed Program will produce “no significant and 
unavoidable impacts.” We encourage the Department of Engineering to adopt the 
recommendations outlined here, which will likely contribute to optimizing the effectiveness of 
the Program in meeting its objectives. 
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Respectfully,   
  
  
 
  
 
  

Elise Traub  
Senior Director, Legislation and Advocacy  
Best Friends Animal Society 
5001 Angel Canyon Road 
Kanab, UT, 84741 
  
  
About Best Friends Animal Society   
Best Friends Animal Society is a leading national animal welfare organization dedicated to ending the 
killing of dogs and cats in America's shelters. In addition to running lifesaving programs in partnership 
with more than 2,700 animal welfare groups across the country, Best Friends has regional centers in New 
York City, Los Angeles, Atlanta and Salt Lake City, and operates the nation's largest no-kill sanctuary for 
companion animals. Founded in 1984, Best Friends is a pioneer in the no-kill movement and has helped 
reduce the number of animals killed in shelters nationwide from an estimated 17 million per year to 
around 733,000. That means there are still about 2,000 dogs and cats killed every day in shelters, just 
because they don’t have safe places to call home. We are determined to bring the country to no-kill by the 
year 2025. Working collaboratively with shelters, rescue groups, other organizations and you, we will end 
the killing and Save Them All. To check out our community lifesaving dashboard and for more 
information, visit bestfriends.org.  
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Best Friends Animal Society
5001 Angel Canyon Road, Kanab, UT 84741 
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October 28, 2019	
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
Re: CAT PROGRAM 
 
We, the undersigned residents of Los Angeles, support lifting the injunction on city-
supported trap-neuter-return (TNR) for free-roaming cats. We also support making 
the proposed Citywide Cat Program more effective by incorporating these research-based 
recommendations: 
 

• Remove the proposed 1-mile buffer zones: Buffer zones around 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) will deter targeted TNR in the parts of the 
city where it’s most needed. We should be focusing TNR efforts in these areas; not 
creating additional barriers. 

 
• Remove the proposed feeding restrictions: Without regular feeding, cats can be 

very difficult to trap, thereby reducing TNR’s efficiency and effectiveness. Regular 
feeding also facilitates monitoring — caregivers can quickly identify any new cats 
and arrange for them to be either pulled for adoption or trapped, sterilized, 
vaccinated, and returned.   

  
Please adopt these changes to make the Citywide Cat Program more effective. 
 
Thank you.  
 
List of supporters attached. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



SIGNED: ADDRESS: ZIP CODE:
Amanda Abel 4610 Fulton Ave, Apt 207 91423-5150
Hiyam Abousaidq 3400 Ben Lomond Pl 90027-2919
Rene Adamo 610 S Main St 90014-2009
Rebecca Adams 3946 Marathon St 90029-3602
Gina Addison 20107 Livorno Way 91326-4090
Barbara Adlig 269 South Beverly Drive 90212-3851
Natalie Aharonian 5343 Lexington Ave 90029-1111
Cansu Akalin 5641 San Vicente Blvd 90019-2517
Aida Akopyan 340 S La Fayette Park Pl, Apt 313 90057-1639
Shan Albert 4425 Babcock Ave 91604-1302
Tara Albright PO Box 93961 90093-0961
Karen Alfan 5255 Bellingham Ave, Unit 214 91607-2679
Carrie Alfaro 14333 Van Nuys Blvd 91331-5146
Keren Alvarez 4544 Saturn St 90019-5847
Carolyn Alvarez 11168 Blucher Ave 91344-4309
Mia Amabile 1600 Taft Ave 90028-3707
Kate Andersen 12049 Beaufait 91326-1303
Beverly Anderson 12601 Milton St 90066-6724
Bonnie Anderson 15232 Foothill Blvd, Unit 110 91342-8364
Nancy Anderson 12021 Bambi Pl 91344-2315
Marylou Anderson 7831 W 83rd St 90293-7920
Junet Ando 3701 Overland Ave, Apt 271 90034-6389
Donna Angelillo 22928 Crespi St 91364-2807
Michelle Angelini 1612 1/2 N Harvard Blvd 90027-5010
Michael Antin 16565 Park Lane Dr 90049-1148
Amy Arce 7014 Lanewood Ave, Apt 1 90028-7066
Jordana Arkin 5042 Matilija Avenue 91423-1238
Angela Armijo 950 Venice Blvd 90291-4962
Jocelyn Armour 2213 S Longwood Ave 90016-2225
Maya Arnaout-Gurrin 6226 Crestwood Way 90042-1352
Maria Ascoli 12558 Henzie Pl 91344-1522
Mari Asim 20921 Community St, #2 91304-2764
Stephanie Aston 9151 Collett Ave 91343-2905
Charmaine Atherton 333 S Hope St 90071-1406
Susanne Ault 11947 Salem Dr 91344-2348
Christina Ayala 7908 Stewart Ave 90045-1058
Stephanie Babcock 1507 Ellsmere Ave 90019-3825
Julie Bach 13449 Azores Ave 91342-3079
Lindsay Backer 330 De Neve Drive 90024-8301
Marilyn Bagley 11953 Kling St 91607-4083
Yesenia Bahena 540 W Imperial Hwy 90044-4250
Kirstie Baker 3319 Paola Ave 90032-1925
Keshav Balasubramanian 2522 N Via Artis Ave 90039-1356
Traci Balzarett 1115 N Flores St, Apt 8 90069-2998



Maria Barakos 9173 Beachy Ave 91331-5702
Diane Barber 1750 N Serrano Ave, Apt 401 90027-3431
Beverly Barker 12715 Bradley Ave 91342-4612
Janel Barlongo 8101 Hanna Ave 91304-3833
Maryanne Barrett 11930 El Oro Way 91344-2301
Lauren Barturen 2639 Queen St 90039-3822
Candace Batten 2431 Altman St 90031-1048
Jessie Baude 12005 Albers St, Apt 136 91607-2154
Ellen Baymihr 11401 Topanga Cyn. Bl., Space 11091311-1046
Shari Becker 23724 Sandalwood St 91307-1333
Ann Bein 2216 Overland Ave 90064-2026
Marissa Bell 614 N La Peer Drive 90069-5602
Brett Bell 10177 Silverton Ave 91042-2456
Hilarey Benda 1142 S Clark Dr, Apt 1 90035-1418
Dotsie Bennett 4239 S Harvard Blvd 90062-1737
Annie Bennett 14248 Dickens St. 91423-4158
Arthur Berg-Bochner 4240 Laurel Canyon Boulevard 91604-2049
Theodore Bergmann 2950 Motor Ave 90064-4529
Diane Berliner 2160 Laurel Canyon Blvd 90046-2004
Cathy Berry 5140 Nagle Ave 91423-1518
Nina Berry 14230 Cohasset St 91405-1426
Mark Betti 3490 Coy Dr 91423-4530
Ames BH 2658 Griffith Park Blvd 90039-2520
Erik Bianchi 17452 Califa St 91316-1341
Alice Bickers 7735 Hosford Ave 90045-1144
Oriana Bielawski 8870 Crescent Dr 90046-1811
Olga Birov 4915 Tyrone Ave, Apt 112 91423-1135
Linda Bladen 4048 Abourne Rd 90008-3245
Abby Blum 4022 Berenice Pl 90031-1619
Jen Bochner 7220 Alverstone Ave 90045-1306
Nadia Bohr 4317 Westlawn Ave 90066-6137
Sally Boldt 1135 S Windsor Blvd 90019-3158
Stephaine Boltjes 10984 Grape St 90059-2020
Gloria Borysewicz 11959 Hatteras St 91607-1218
Jessica Bowers 11374 Dream Lane 91331-8400
Laura Brassard 7001 S La Cienega Blvd, #305 90045-2065
Lisa Brehm 10423 Collett Ave 91344-7011
Susan Brennan 12550 Moorpark St, Apt 5 91604-1358
Elyane Bretherton 1375 Londonderry Pl 90069-1352
Alysia Bright 10009 De Soto Ave 91311-3102
Blanca Briones Pena 20655 Plummer St 91311-5112
Julie Broadfoot 551 Crane Blvd 90065-5019
Sarah Brockman 6901 Laurel Canyon Blvd, Apt 209 91605-6843
DedricklBrown Brown 4305 Esmeralda St, 4305 90032-1801
Jim Brown 3701 Glendon Ave, Apt 3 90034-6251



Christine Brown 2029 S Beverly Glen Blvd 90025-5155
Kim Brown 4834 Stansbury Avenue 91423-2318
Jasmine Brownfield 652 Veteran Ave, Apt 9 90024-1904
Jennie Buchheit 16722 Nicklaus Dr, Unit 44 91342-1677
Samuel Buckner 5357 Norwich Ave 91411-3911
Shannon Bullock PO Box 27955 90027-0955
Cindy Burgess 828 N Curson Ave 90046-7402
Alexis Burgess 800 Westbourne Drive 90069-4602
Margaret Burzachiello 7013 Jamieson Ave 91335-4817
Krystle Busch 1124 N la Cienega Blvd, Apt 107 90069-2496
Jeanie Butler 7925 Naylor ave 90045-2910
Patrick Butler 7925 Naylor Ave 90045-2910
Shannon Butynski 735 S St Andrews Pl 90005-3175
Karen Byrd 10419 Almayo Ave 90064-2301
Greta Cabrera 6555 La Mirada Ave, 1 90038-1414
Cheryl Caiger 8700 Willis Ave 91402-2147
Caitlin Caldwell 1334 N Las Palmas Ave, #211 90028-7780
Isabella Camara 642 Palisades Dr 90272-2852
Candace Campbell 13167 Ortley Pl 91401-1329
Nicole Cappas 8067 McDermott Ave 91335-1533
Paul Carden 1235 N Avenue 63 90042-1411
Sarita Carden 1235 N Avenue 63 90042-1411
Tracy Carey 3321 Alana Dr 91403-4702
Kevin Carle 500 N Alta Vista Blvd 90036-1967
Anne Carlile 10037 Langdon Ave 91345-2904
Patricia Carlson 3668 Motor Ave, Apt 107 90034-5799
Marge Carlson 23306 Cohasset St 91304-5367
Kriss Carlson 14925 Oswald Street 91342-3840
Katie Carmody 4320 S Centinela Ave, #203 90066-7103
Jenny Carroll 2134 Beverwil Dr 90034-1032
Amanda Carrozza 5037 Rosewood Ave, Apt 102 90004-1784
Cassie Carter 20268 Allentown Dr 91364-3514
Elizabeth Casale 5100 O Sullivan Dr 90032-4014
Bianca Castro 1655 Greenfield Ave, #21 90025-7543
Matthew Celard twoleftlans@yahoo.com 90032
Alejandra Centeno 13762 Filmore St 91331-3501
Carina Chadwick 1517 Hauser Blvd 90019-3900
Martha Chaffin 7815 Encino Ave 91325-4335
Erin Chance 14500 Sherman Circle 91405-6209
Cate Chang 9420 Reseda Blvd, #500 91324-2932
verena chatfield 6721 Leland Way 90028-7739
Manuela Chavez 5139 Melrose Ave, Apt 102 90038-4129
Larilynn Chemas 16728 Lahey St 91344-4211
Ann Cherry 1650 W 23rd St 90007-1523
Gina Chiarolla 10985 1/2 Roebling Ave 90024



Susan Ciaramella 13983 Astoria St 91342-2920
Geraldine Clark 16764 Calle De Marisa 90272-1959
Lauren Coggiola 1759 N Wilton Pl 90028-5729
Phyllisa Cohen 4015 Woodcliff Rd 91403-4335
Kim Cohen 12629 Riverside Dr 91607-3488
Sarah Cohen-Arazi 5047 Veloz Ave 91356-4514
Zora Colakovic 18375 Ventura Blvd, 240 91356-4218
Kristine Colarossi 10416 Yolanda Ave 91326-3440
Flynn Coleman 12021 Wilshire Blvd, Apt 450 90025-1206
Blanca Coleman 16443 Armstead St 91344-2905
Jennifer Colin 2038 S Holt Ave 90034-1436
Gina Collura 2077 Ridgeview Avenue 90041-3018
Lisa Conaty 7713 Hindry Avenue 90045-3225
Patricia Connolly-Sito 20426 Clark St 91367-6819
Jeremy Connors 11362 Missouri Ave. 90025-6848
Arlene Cook 12771 Lemay St 91606-1230
Fredrica Cooper 1930 Hillcrest Rd 90068-3117
Claire Cordary 3605 Buckingham Rd 90016-5709
Issa Cordova PO Box 950872 91395-0872
Yvette corona 4700 Los Feliz Blvd 90027-1949
Jim Coronado 5175 Mecca Ave 91356-4133
Crystal Cortez 2923 Carmona Ave 90016-3213
Kimberly Cortez 12608 Tonopah St 91331-4327
Erin Coughlin 1235 N Kings Rd, Apt 208 90069-2834
Barbara Courtois 705 Westmount Dr, Apt 207 90069-5139
Christine Covella 23307 Windom St 91304-5357
Janell Cox 2514 Mayberry St 90026-2320
Shawna Crabill Crabill 19524 Ballinger St 91324-2101
Patricia Crais 10866 Wilshire Blvd, FL 10 90024-4350
Julia Creal 1351 S Tremaine Ave 90019-1725
Bill Crowe 15917 Acre St 91343-4819
Bill Crowe 15917 Acre St 91343-4819
Natalie Culbreth 7702 Aldea Ave 91406-2107
Joseph Dadgari PO Box 492205 90049-8205
claire daigle 16127 Rayen St 91343-4815
Linnea Dakin 15425 Sherman Way, #209 91406-4226
Brittany Daley 19841 Sierra Meadows Ln 91326-4127
Isabel Daly 3325 Bagley Ave, Apt 107 90034-2848
Bonnie Dantzscher 5057 Bluebell Ave 91607-2937
Jessica Dardarian 14929 Dickens St, Apt 15 91403-3493
Aimee Darrow 920 Venice Blvd, Apt 215 90291-4966
Diana Davidson 2434 Purdue Ave, Apt 15 90064-5121
Sandra Davis 13691 Gavina Ave, #417 91342-2660
Dan Dawidowicz 10201 Lindley Ave, Apt 159 91325-1081
Robert Dayton 1600 West 47 90062-2303



Gina De La Meza 9730 Reseda Blvd, Apt 106 91324-2034
Dora De Leon 7355 Balboa Blvd 91406-2796
Gina De Pasquale 6549 Babcock Ave 91606-2308
Delia De Sasia 3724 Beverly Ridge Dr 91423-4509
Marilyn Deguzman 4125 Inglewood Blvd, Apt 4 90066-5269
Tina Dehghani 6001 Maury Ave 91367-1052
Roya Dehghani 6001 Maury Ave 91367-1052
Maryana Delossantos 7342 Fulton Avenue 91605-4113
Melissa Deni 2369 S Beverly Glen Blvd 90064-2466
Lesly Derbyshire 143 E 61st St 90003-1229
Karen Deukmejian 7718 Beckett St 91042-2104
Maggie Devcich 925 Palm View Drive 90042-1438
Sylvia Diaz 145 S Robertson Blvd 90048-3207
Derek Dishman 639 S Spring St 90014-1933
Laura Divenere 456 S Norton Ave 90020-4609
Lori Dixon 17710 Devonshire St, Unit 5 91325-1217
Elizabeth Donis 19318 Wyandotte St 91335-3526
Louise Donovan 15640 Blandin Street 91342-3610
Daniel Donovan 15640 Blandin Street 91342-3610
Shannon Donovan 15640 Blandin Street 91342-3610
Ara Donoyan 11835 Gerald Ave 91344-2850
L.L. Dored 8630 Skyline Dr 90046-1420
Brandi Douglas bedouglas92@gmail.com 91505
Andreea Doxton 7855 Vantage Ave 91605-2409
Gillian Doyle 4675 Willis Ave, Unit 301 91403-2605
Paulina Drake 4301 Colfax Ave, Apt 210 91604-2831
Rachel Dunn 4656 Oak Grove Cir 90041-3114
Derek Duszynski 13175 Fountain Park Dr, Apt A120 90094-2296
Lisa Dutton 11726 San Vicente Blvd, Ste 400 90049-5047
Lyda Eddington 8404 Reading Avenue 90045-4328
Gail Edenson 11760 National Blvd, Apt 14 90064-3634
Howard Ekerling 10860 Alta View Dr 91604-3901
Laura Elias 11501 Autumn Glen Ct 91326-4199
Julie Elkins 6645 Norwich Ave 91405-4537
Samantha Elliott 14220 Burbank Blvd, Apt 208 91401-4904
Caleb Ellis 7560 Hollywood Blvd, Apt 108 90046-2828
Gesa Engel 2700 Lake Hollywood Dr 90068-1630
Christina Eppleston 11817 Magnolia Blvd, Apt 3 91607-2801
Jeff Esterby 3946 Marathon St 90029-3602
Fielding Etheridge 11201 Otsego St, Apt 408 91601-3779
Josephine Eure 4137 Don Tomaso Dr, Apt 4 90008-5334
J. Scott Evans 11744 Tennessee Ave 90064-1315
Sarah Evans 11218 Morrison St, Apt 1 91601-4455
Monica Evenson 12810 Meadowlark Ave 91344-1209
Cecelia Faigin 17122 Chatsworth St, Apt 1 91344-5754



Jessica Faires 5537 Blackwelder St 90016-3209
Mary Farrell 4076 Redwood Ave, 10 90066-5140
Kimberly Faulhaber 2039 N Las Palmas Ave Apt 118 90068-4105
John Fekete 207 N Glenroy Ave 90049-2417
Amy Ferguson-Wolf 8621 Keokuk Ave 91306-1126
Ally Ferke 880 W 1st St, Apt 408 90012-2430
Sandra Figge 4127 Lyceum Ave 90066-5709
Mindy Fink 8234 Nestle Ave 91335-1329
Irma Finn 616 1/2 N. Wilton Pl. 90004-1617
Allison Fischer 1015 W 34th Street 90089-2508
Diana Fitzgerald 10635 Ledeen Dr 91342-6847
Lindse Fletcher 6036 Romaine Street, #5 90038-3038
Colin Flynn 7226 Pomelo Dr 91307-1221
Yasaman Ford 1811 Corinth Ave, Apt 103 90025-5566
Judith Forman 5841 Burnet Ave 91411-3020
Gabrielle Forman 3507 Madera Avenue 90039-1929
Alicia Forrest 3205 Los Feliz Blvd, Apt 3-20 90039-1523
Caroline Fraissinet 4000 Sequoia St, Apt 14 90039-1149
Liz Frankfather 1246 S Victoria Ave 90019-3155
Constance Franklin 808 1/2 Laguna Ave 90026-6197
Emily Franklin 644 S Ridgeley Dr, Apt 2 90036-3826
Kelly Freedman 2230 Hillsboro Avenue 90034-1123
Kayley Freshman-Caffrey 3707 Motor Ave, Apt 104 90034-6487
Cheri Friedman 4012 Hilton Head Way 91356-5706
Tracy Friedman 5215 Balboa Blvd 91316-2704
Gary Friedman 4729 Firmament Ave 91436-1603
Maggie Friedman 5320 Norwich Ave 91411-3912
Emily Funke 1176 Fiske St 90272-3845
Marianne Gadhia 12701 Moorpark St, Apt 112 91604-4530
Donna Gagnon 1826 W 70th St 90047-1825
Lyndsey Gago 8330 Willis Ave, Apt 1 91402-3515
Barbara Gale 5015 Doman Ave 91356-4313
Stephanie Gans 10144 Woodley Ave 91343-1348
Heather Garcia 8145 Redlands St, Apt 303 90293-8261
Jennie Garcia 330 De Neve Dr, SAX-H12 90024-8301
Pat Garling 2135 Whitley Ave 90068-2738
Maureen Garrett 14340 Valley Vista Blvd 91423-4028
Claudia Garzel 1262 Barry Ave, Apt 6 90025-5289
Hollie Gelberg 10749 Esther Ave 90064-3222
Janna Gelfand 960 S Westgate Ave, Apt 108 90049-5665
Vincentia Geraldine 3764 Delmas Terrace, Apt 21 90034-8905
Inna Gergel 17169 Simonds St 91344-3510
Catherine Gershman 312 S Chadbourne Ave 90049-3709
Susan Gesshel 5853 Cedros Ave 91411-3114
Jill Gettelson 929 Larrabee St, Apt 21 90069-3910



Alice Gheorghiu 2804 Kelton Ave 90064-4238
Erin Gilmore 5439 Ben Ave 91607-2110
Danielle Gilmore 11733 Cochise Pl 91311-8617
Miriam Giordano 6939 Hazeltine Avenue, #17 91405-3272
Laura Gladwin 4123 Griffin Ave 90031-1628
Mark & susan Glasser 3660 Barry Ave 90066-3202
Jerome Glassman 11960 Magnolia Blvd, Apt 8 91607-2886
David Glazer 21328 Providencia St 91364-3223
Melissa Godlash 3939 Blue Canyon Dr 91604-3806
Angela Golden-McCord 3207 Rosewood Ave 90066-1735
Linda Goldin 10032 Pinewood Ave 91042-2428
Aldo Gomez 18551 Dearborn St, Apt 57 91324-3019
Maria gonzalez 12300 El Dorado Ave 91342-5050
Diane Good 11910 Goshen Ave, Apt 2 90049-7308
Katherine Good 1609 N Normandie Ave, Apt 512 90027-5162
Luna Gooding 12025 Washington Pl, Apt 5 90066-5355
Victoria Gordon 1223 N Las Palmas Ave, Apt 306 90038-1276
Kelsey Gordon 6642 Woodlake Ave 91307-3420
Linda Gorman 3684 Wrightwood Dr 91604-3946
Carey Gosa 2031 Dracena Dr, Apt 214 90027-2679
Christina Gout 3075 Wilshire Blvd, Apt 311 90010-1287
Aly Graiwer 15213 Burbank Blvd 91411-3505
Lauren Green 6323 Reseda Blvd ,Unit 35 91335-6957
Palmela Green 7120 Ramsgate, Ave Apt 102 90045-2288
Laura Green 7106 Saint Estaban St 91042-3140
Diane Greenwaldt 8961 Haddon Ave 91352-2419
Christy Gregory 11550 Kling St 91602-1054
Tina Grinager PO Box 922851 91392-2851
Lynn Grosch 1619 Westmont Dr 90732-1305
Megan Grosz 16060 Ventura Blvd, 472 91436-2761
Debbie Gruber 2000 Avenue of the Stars, Fl 3 90067-4704
Lorraine Grzena 2051 S Bentley Ave, Apt 304 90025-5638
Rick Guardino 6028 W 85th Pl 90045-4207
Felipe Guilhermino 1616 N Fuller Ave, Apt 328 90046-3892
Stella Gusman 5333 Repetto Ave 90022-2615
Pamela Hackeman 12237 Windmere Ave 91342-5157
Linda Hackett 3434 Gardenside Ln 90039-1618
Michelle Hala 336 N Palm Drive 90210-5931
Laura Halladay 7100 Alcove Ave 91605-5005
Amy Halpern 10751 Wilshire Blvd, Apt 509 90024-4421
Susan Hamernik 10050 Remmet Ave 91311-3854
Nichole Hamilton 318 S Detroit St, Apt 405 90036-3583
Gina Hammerle 10407 Cozycroft 91311-2412
Destiny Haney 11418 Freedom Ln 91331-1565
Corrine Hanley 10945 Canby Ave 91326-2811



Rian Hardie 7850 Oso Ave 91306-2236
Sam Hare 990 Palm Ave 90069
Siri Harkins siri.harkins@gmail.com 91505
Carina Haro 16061 Tulsa St 91344-5339
Lily Harrell 854 Keniston Ave 90005-3823
Charles Haspel 3251 Military Ave 90034-3025
Kaylee Hawkins 17452 Califa St 91316-1341
Justine Heller 1026 S Broadway, Apt 301 90015-4088
Kara Hena 1418 Venice Blvd, #304 90291-5949
Belle Henderson 14675 Sherman Way 91405-2213
Helene Hendrickson 1658 Camden Ave, Apt 108 90025-7550
Deana Hendrickson 18716 Romar Street 91324-1333
Dorothy Henry 17537 1/2 San Jose St 91344-6053
Joyce Hernandez 10636 Woodley Ave, Unit 36 91344-6929
Maria Hernandez 6262 Reseda Blvd, Apt 106 91335-6998
Stephanie Hernstadt 419 N Larchmont Blvd, #306 90004-3013
Patricia Hess 17816 Merridy St 91325-4637
Jan Heuer 10824 Bloomfield St, #308 91602-3918
John Hewett 7779 Veragua Drive 90293-7942
Kathy Hicker 2129 Roscomare Rd 90077-2220
Janine Hicks 19800 Ahwanee Ln 91326-4121
Marlon Hidalgo 11483 Lev Ave 91345-1228
Chin Hiransomboon 17171 Roscoe Blvd, Apt 220F 91325-5228
Sandra Hitt 8527 Walnut DR 90046-1949
Judi Hochman 410 S Barrington Ave 90049-6436
Jill Hoffman 8075 Willow Glen Rd 90046-1616
Julie Hoffman 18643 1/2 Calvert St 91335
Stacey Holderbach 444 S Kingsley Dr, Apt 305 90020-3238
Jamie Holeman 741 N Avenue 63 90042-2136
Marta Holt 15210 Sherman Way Apt 17 91405-2025
Dominique Holy 11400 National Blvd 90064-3766
Brandi Horan 13773 De Foe Ave 91342-1141
Susan Horns 1665 Mandeville Canyon Rd 90049-2523
Meredith House 1951 N Beachwood Drive, 206 90068-4076
Beverly Houwing 702 N Linden Dr 90210-3226
Karen Howard 12132 Monogram Ave 91344-2609
Haley Hrncir 10746 Francis Pl, Apt 112 90034-6231
Christine Hsia 4065 Kraft Ave 91604-3036
Kristin Hucker 6450 Aldea Ave 91406-5401
Lisa Hughes 17624 Strathern St 91325-4354
Christina Hughes 7851 Shoshone Ave 91325-4347
Scott Humphreys 12360 Riverside Dr, Apt 241 91607-3659
Michelle Hunter 6700 Independence Ave, #314 91303-2905
Gillian Hurley 4475 White Oak Pl 91316-4332
Amina Hussain 219 N Ave 51, Apt 301 90042-3979



Mary Huth 344 S Sycamore Ave 90036-3006
Gaeum Hwang 11446 Etiwanda Ave 91326-2014
Cherry Hwang 1311 W 5th Street 90017-4918
Kyle Hyatt 900 S Figueroa St, Apt 2106 90015-3926
Janice Hynek 2407 Lyric Ave 90027-4654
Martina Ibanez 2101 E 2nd St 90033-3921
Angela Ibarra 650 S Spring St, Apt 1110 90014-1964
Barbara Ige 1642 S Centinela Ave 90025-3608
Bonnie Ikemura 8400 Bleriot Ave 90045-3027
Susan Inaba 1630 Granville Ave, Apt 106 90025-1830
RoLiDes Inc 639 W 53rd St 90037-3713
Gayle Insel 4332 Agnes Ave 91604-1701
Grace Iwashita 9854 National Blvd 90034-2713
Jodie Jacobs 20425 Sorrento Ln, Apt 306 91326-4585
January Jain 612 Cochran Terrace 90036-5900
Sana Jamil 19010 Los Alimos St 91326-3020
Mali Janati 3232 Bennett Dr 90068-1702
Marianne Jarc 456 Arbramar Avenue 90272-4213
Sanda Jasper 1478 Palisades Dr 90272-2161
Anne Jaude 408 N Bowling Green Way 90049-2820
Marisol Jimenez 13515 Filmore St 91331-2906
Mariana Jimnenez 14710 Blythe St 91402-5849
Jeri Johns-Sugarman 23819 Tiara St 91367-2952
Chad Johnson 5051 Rosewood Ave, Apt 201 90004-1689
Jill Johnson 6610 Matilija Ave 91405-4836
Lauren Johnston 624 Hilgard Ave 90024-3225
Janet Jones 382 Canyon Vista Dr 90065-3913
Susanna Jones 834 South Mansfield Avenue 90036-4900
Kimberly Jones 12318 La Maida St 91607-3606
Christina Jones 1081 Nowita Pl 90291-3518
Donna Jones 8712 Wentworth St 91040-2333
Sylvia Jones 10906 Exposition Blvd 90064-3125
Katie Jordan 1149 Gordon St 90038-1901
William Josephs PO Box 16670 91416-6670
Krista Joyner 13763 Glamis St 91331-5462
Lisa Juarez 3241 Veteran Ave 90034-3038
Dr. Mary Ann J. Kaczmarski 1634 Kilbourn St 90065-2614
Lucille Kadota 18728 Covello St 91335-2745
Thomas Kalinowski 14409 Vanowen St. 91405-4038
Pamela Kalmus 6343 Ivarene Ave 90068-2821
Paige Kamin 15515 W Sunset Blvd, Unit 113 90272-3530
Elise Kaplan 18170 Andrea Cir N, Unit 3 91325-1106
Lynda Karabensh 11810 National Blvd, Apt 19 90064-3666
Batsheva Kasdan 1543 S Canfield Ave 90035-3217
Megan Kastner 8530 Holloway Dr, Apt 422 90069-2478



Jane Kaufman 14646 Morrison St 91403-1649
Jill Kaufman 5405 Lindley Ave, Apt 117 91356-3739
Sierra Kay 12956 Vanowen St, #201 91605-4841
Erin Keegan 1844 Obama Blvd 90018-4443
Amber Keggler 8039 Selma Ave 90046-2508
Lori Kegler 810 W 27th St 90731-6213
Maria Keller 707 Wilshire Blvd 90017-3501
Kristine Kelly 9903 Santa Monica Blvd, #474 90212-1671
Allison Kelly 11741 Gilmore St, #136 91606-2871
John Kelson 7249 Franklin Ave, Unit 406 90046-8331
Carltn Kessler 15007 Archwood St 91405-4504
Brian Kessler 14340 Addison St, Apt 109 91423-1800
Emily Ketchum 405 Landfair Avenue 90024
Sarah Kett 13138 Moorpark St 91423-3353
Katie Kevorkian 5708 Tujunga Ave, Apt 13 91601-1836
Kenley Kidd 644 S Ridgeley Dr, 2 90036-3826
Mary-Catherine Kielkopf 843 N Citrus Ave 90038-3403
Yvonne Kimman 21474 Salamanca Ave 91364-4310
Karilyn Kirsch 335 S Berendo St, Apt 202 90020-2020
Cathleen Kisich 2318 Lyric Ave 90027-4657
Genevieve Kiuchi 4150 4th Avenue 90008-3902
Elizabeth Klein 1834 Camden Ave, Apt 5 90025-4466
Martin Klein 5520 Rhodes Ave 91607-1656
Maggie Kleinman 7930 Beland Ave 90045-1133
Lisa Klink 333 N Citrus Ave 90036-2633
Holly Klotzly 8022 Hollywood Blvd 90046-2556
Diane Knight 22801 Marlin Pl 91307-2516
Zoey Knittel 957 N Gaffey 90731-3518
Kelsey Knox 2956 Tilden Ave 90064-4040
Laura Kody 1151 N Sycamore Avenue 90038-1003
Eva Koehler 6014 Graciosa Dr 90068-3015
Robin Kohn 7120 Arizona Ave 90045-1319
Virginia Kokubun 4933 W 20th St 90016-1401
Deborah Konitsney 7714 W 83rd St 90293-7919
Alison Korgan 11000 Weyburn Ave 90024-2832
Amber Koshofer 105 S Hayworth Ave, Apt 12 90048-3626
Jeanette Kozlowski 1712 S Barrington Ave 90025-8703
Teresa Kratzer 7059 Owensmouth Ave 91303-2006
Andrea Kraus 1120 3/4 Hacienda Place 90069-2703
K. Krupinski 6124 Buena Vista Ter 90042-1348
Amber Krzys 5120 Gloria Ave 91436-1531
Anita Kuhn 909 S Cloverdale Ave 90036-4816
Gloria Kumferman 5118 De Longpre Ave 90027-5747
Ruby Kuratomi 4235 Lyceum Ave 90066-5713
Sheldon Kurz 15351 Hart Street 91406-5225



Karen Kutzin 15020 Archwood St 91405-4550
Michele Lacher 3252 Bennett Dr 90068-1702
Jessie LaFave 1959 Grave Ave 90068
Jenna Lamica 6554 Balcom Ave 91335-6203
Marilyn lampel 11968 lLouise Ave 91344-2461
Tracy Landau 850 Lachman Ln 90272-2205
Matthew Lang 18333 Hatteras St, Unit 101 91356-1625
Robert Langone 1418 Venice Blvd, Apt 304 90291-5949
Lilianna Laouri PO Box 480054 90048-1054
Katie Larkin 1834 S. Gramercy Place 90019-6321
Dianne Larson 1318 N Crescent Heights Blvd Apt 20690046-4555
Lindsey Larson 752 Sunset Ave 90291-2735
Sheryl Lashauer 7821 Sancola Ave 91352-4363
Melissa Laskin 1132 S Shenandoah St, Apt 202 90035-2274
Cynthia Lauran 11037 Monogram Ave 91344-5217
Kristin Laurene 13691 Gavina Avenue, Unit 509 91342-2666
Alexa Laversa 1438 N Kings Rd 90069-1908
Stefanie Lawson 5420 Sylmar Ave 91401-5141
Diana Lawton 1230 Horn Ave, Apt 102 90069-2116
Judy Layland 3435 Wilshire Blvd, #121 90010-1902
Cheryl Leach 1611 S Point View St 90035-4507
Tess Lecklitner 6905 Camrose Drive 90068-3110
Marlene Lee 1091 S Plymouth Blvd 90019-6824
Suzanne Lee 17431 Arminta Street 91325-4415
Andrea Lee 4420 Mammoth Ave 91423-3608
Esther Lee 6103 Horner St 90035-3703
Kathryn Lee 8319 Berger Ave 90293-8480
Rebecca Lehrmann 11552 Terra Bella St 91342-6139
Laurie Lerner 12262 Richwood Dr 90049-2309
Jeff Levicke 12445 Albers St 91607-1612
Katie Levine 5083 Aldama St 90042-3220
Joyce Levine 415 S Willaman Dr, Apt 203 90048-6706
Sandra Levinson 3901 Los Feliz Blvd, Apt 311 90027-2369
O. Lewis PO Box 881075 90009-7075
Donna Lewis 12921 Oxnard St, Apt 10 91401-4106
Angela Lewis 6627 Lennox Ave 91405-4745
Ginneh Lewis ginnehlewis@hotmail.com 91506
Angela Li 4928 4th Ave 90043-1933
Laurie Liles 5304 1/2 Village Green 90016-5105
Leah Lindamood 10350 Gaynor Ave 91344-7022
Cheri Linder 826 Leonard Rd 90049-1326
Kim Lindsey 1050 Le Claire Pl 90019-6809
Chloe Little 330 De Neve Dr, Acacia 519 90024-8301
Lupita Loop 9920 Sepulveda Blvd 91345-2948
Tracy Lopez 3507 Federal Ave 90066-2810



Jessica Lott 11835 Gerald Ave. 91344-2850
Cynthia Lucero 7936 Woodley Ave, Spc 7 91406-1247
Christopher Lucio 5707 1/4 Fayette St 90042-2605
Emily Lucitt 17413 Blythe St 91325-4419
Teresa Luna 1017 Cresthaven Drive 90042-1429
Jessica Lupo 14319 Dickens St, Apt 209 91423-4194
Rebecca Luxton 8800 Ramsgate Ave 90045-4660
W Lynch 3562 Mandeville Canyon Rd 90049-1022
Victoria Lynch-Knight 2177 Mandeville Canyon Rd 90049-1824
Donna Lyons 610 Hauser Blvd 90036-3707
Kathy Lyons 10730 Woodley, #2 91344-5347
Sunny Maddrix 4851 Hazeltine Ave, #311 91423-2328
Karen Magarian PO Box 25978 90025-8995
Janet Maker 925 Malcolm Ave 90024-3113
Jamie Malarsky 1708 Upperton Ave 90042-1156
Grace Maldonado 4346 Matilija Ave 91423-3602
Barbara Malin 16545 Bircher St 91344-2920
Jennifer Maltin 1160 W 11th St 90731-3445
Rose Maly 3315 Malcolm Ave 90034-4410
Elle Maney 12120 Terra Bella St, Unit 2 91331-1407
Marilynn Maravilla 13616 Franklin St 90602-1868
Jeanie Marcum 10611 Landale St, Apt D 91602-2300
Diane Marshall 11679 Montana Ave, Apt 1 90049-4622
Terry Marshall 4118 Berenice Ave 90031-1612
Kathi Martin 9928 La Canada Way 91040-1617
Birgitta Martinez 4658 Loleta Ave 90041-3144
Sophia Martinez 11150 Glenoaks Blvd, Unit 207 91331-6657
Mayra Martinez 421 W 62nd St 90003-1005
Michelle Martinez 18653 Ventura Blvd, # 313 91356-4103
CJ Maruyama 2820 Sawtelle Blvd, Apt 201 90064-3783
Leah Marx 12854 De Haven Ave 91342-4058
Natalie Masini 13951 Moorpark St 91423-3453
Debbie Massey 3712 Sheridge Dr 91403-5005
Claire Mathiot 2893 Acresite St 90039
Catherine matsuda 6936 Kentwood Ct 90045-1262
Vanessa May 1036 W 22nd St 90007-1858
Susan Mayer-Zeitlin 17353 Martha St 91316-1320
Annette Mayorkas 10619 Blythe Ave 90064-3313
Christina McCarthy 15014 Magnolia Blvd 91403-1398
Sari McConnell 2539 Elsinore St 90026-2222
David McCracken 1338 N Sierra Bonita Ave, #306 90046-4174
Laurel McCulloch 132 N Western Ave, Apt 1 90004-4106
Margaret McEldowney 624 Oleander Dr 90042-1316
Azita Mcgarigle 4835 Corbin Ave 91356-4918
Betsy McGowen 417 S Hill St, Apt 742 90013-2371



Kimzey McGrath 9854 National Blvd 90042-2236
Michael Mcilhenny 4928 4th Ave 90043-1933
Cynthia mcinnis 6234 Crestwood Way 90042-1352
Kaylisa McKeever 12775 Pacific Ave, Apt 208 90066-4251
Maureen McLaughlin 4949 Rubio Ave 91436-1120
Annie Mclaughlin 12024 Kling St 91607-3941
Kinsey McLean 1629 1/2 Lyman Place 90027-5434
Leslie McMahon 2240 Federal Ave 90064-1404
Mallory Mead 2555 S Sepulveda Blvd 90064-3147
Jean Meadows 10855 Woodward Ave 91040-2535
Christina Medina Pine Creek Ln 90744
Denise Meier 1673 N Avenue 46 90041-3336
Ana Melendez 9063 Costello Ave 91402-1931
Laura Melnick 3211 Rowena Ave 90027-2514
George Melrod 2135 N Beachwood Dr, Apt 4 90068-3419
KylieRose Melville 8838 Zelzah Ave 91325-3139
Alyssa Melville 8838 Zelzah Ave 91325-3139
Miriam Melville 8838 Zelzah Ave 91325-3139
Regina Melzer 3008 S Victoria Ave 90016-4220
Greg Mendez 11962 Miranda St 91607-1223
Jennifer Menjivar 8123 Langdon Ave, Apt 30 91406-1583
Rose Merino 9642 Natick Ave 91343-2447
Ana Merkulova 12762 Meadowlark Ave 91344-1207
Kathy Mescheder 25509 Pine Creek Ln 90744-1838
Barbara Mesney graymez@yahoo.com 90066
Tricia Meyer 308 N Arden Blvd 90004-3022
Sue Michelson 4240 Fulton Ave Unit 102 91604-1803
Kirsten Milaney 10125 De Soto Ave, Unit 29 91311-3253
Christin Miller 2419 Westridge Rd 90049-1230
Taylor Miller 312 W 5th St, Apt 719 90013-1749
Brenna Miller 11027 Aqua Vista St 91602-3709
Victoria Miller 15857 Moorpark St 91436-1541
Lesley Minich 4206 Michael Ave 90066-5618
Jocelyn Minton 511 lillian Way, Apt 508 90004-1105
Shari Minton 1045 N Edinburgh Ave, Apt 10 90046-6020
Karen Mishkin PO Box 55305 91413-0305
Marilyn Missman 16255 Devonshire St 91344-6936
Nichole Mitchell 10001 Topanga Canyon Blvd, Unit 1891311-3668
Eliana Mizrahi 9709 Cresta Dr 90035-4005
Negar Modgeddi 10741 Ohio Ave 90024-5031
Patricia Moguel 12535 Gilmore Ave 90066-6426
Carlos Montenegro 11418 Freedom Ln 91331-1565
Mara Moon 1158 N Westmoreland Ave 90029-1909
DiAnna Moore 17438 Sunburst St 91325-2927
Isabella Moore 6305 Yucca St 90028-5057



Evelyn Moore 6025 W 86th Pl 90045-4202
Julie Moore-Lewis 11573 Riverside Dr 91602-1079
Drusilla Moorhouse 8710 Delgany Ave Unit 5 90293-6105
Gia Mora 13571 Rye St 91423-3143
Caroline Moss 4528 Gaviota Ct 91436-2739
Madhu Mukherjee 8610 Santa Susana Pl 91304-2341
John Muller 1226 N Fuller Ave, Apt 20 90046-5745
Bernice Munoz 2837 Ganahl St 90033-2020
Marty Munoz 851 S Mansfield Ave, Apt 201 90036-4978
Thalia Munoz 9337 Obeck Ave 91331-5519
Marth Murakami 6735 Elmer Ave, Apt 6 91606-1984
Janine Murillo 9924 Provo Ave 91042-2832
Maxamina Muro 6241 Glade Ave, Apt L215 91367-0804
Janet Murphy 2436 1/2 North Beachwood Drive 90068-3075
Valaer Murray 2251 S Bentley Ave, Apt 108 90064-1971
Ellen Musgrave 19442 Kittridge St 91335-4927
Nicole Muzsnai 17412 Klee St 91325-3235
Melissa Myers 6506 W 86th Pl 90045-3709
Patty Naegely 707 W Hamilton Pl 90731-6345
Ani Nahmias 17621 Delano St 91316-1219
Madeline Nanas 921 S Wooster St 90035-1603
Shady Nassiri 7733 Yolanda Ave 91335-1854
Anthony Nava 693 Shatto Pl, Apt 107 90005-1340
Debra Neckanoff 11510 Riverside Drive 91602-1027
Jordan Neiman 2553 Canyon Dr 90068-2415
Shanon Nevens 1616 N Poinsettia Pl, Apt 316 90046-3593
Diana Nguyen 3502 Jasmine Ave, Apt 102 90034-4914
Tam Nguyen 5020 Obama Blvd 90016-4760
Simon Nichiolson 11718 Montana Ave 90049-6728
Nancy Nickerson 900 Oneonta Dr 90065-4217
Ellen Niit 7240 Corbin Ave, Apt 437 91335-3485
Christina Nillo 728 N Doheny Dr 90069-5525
Ann Nordahl 6556 W 85th St 90045-2814
Michelle Nordon 3857 Minerva Ave 90066-4022
Lidia Nunez 14155 Magnolia Blvd, Apt 129 91423-1150
Sharon O'Brien 10965 Glenoaks Bl, #40 91331-7540
Kerry O'Rear 24223 Highlander Rd 91307-1245
Rick Obryan 12607 Brooklake St 90066-1811
Stephanie Ochoa 1204 W Jefferson Blvd, Apt 19 90007-2927
Heidi Okuhara 10403 Variel Ave 91311-2355
Anne Oliver 7714 Waring Ave 90046-7318
Holly Ollis 9000 Vanalden Ave, Unit 119 91324-4837
Frank Ondre 4071 Woodman Canyon 91423-4738
Brian Oost 10251 Jardine Ave 91040-3321
Elizabeth Oreck 15321 Brand Blvd 91345-1438



Susan Orenstein 640 Resolano Dr 90272-3032
Denise Orzel 11410 Aqua Vista 91604-2965
Suzan Oslin 2261 Silver Ridge Ave 90039-3641
Alison Osment 14848 Gilmore St 91411-1512
Michelle Osterman 9930 Genesta Ave 91325-1621
Sue Otto 5018 Clinton St, Apt C 90004-1728
Nancy Pagani 2236 San Marco Dr 90068-2733
Romeo Palacios 2029 W 35th Pl 90018-3832
Lisa Paperno 7000 Beverly Blvd 90036-2636
Valoree Papsidera 8112 Laurelmont Drive 90046-1512
Grant Pardee 1724 S Highland Ave 90019-5507
Alana Parness 5132 White Oak Ave 91316-2427
Jennifer Parsignault 10905 Peach Grove St, Apt 3 91601-4654
Victoria Partin 817 N La Fayette Park Pl 90026-2919
Liz Pashley 7342 Fulton Ave 91605-4113
Mamta Patel 7254 Foothill Blvd 91042-2741
Carol Patrick 6607 Firmament Ave 91406-6225
Ayesyz Patterson 1226 W Gage Ave 90044-2732
Amy Pawlukiewicz 5475 Maemurray Dr 90041-1450
Adrienne Pellegrini 5200 Wilshire Blvd, Apt 487 90036-4884
Margarita Perez 13859 Graber Ave 91342-2623
Cosette Perez 4205 Arch Dr, Apt 19 91604-3260
Wendy Perez 8746 Burnet Ave, Unit 207 91343-5661
Laura Perry 11050 Landale St 91602-2108
Kara Peterson 8700 Franklin Avenue 90069-1409
Nicole Petschauer 9736 Marcus Lane 91042-3130
Mackenzie Peykov 2813 S West View St 90016-3517
Alex Peykov 2813 S West View St 90016-3517
Jeany Pfaff 23108 Lull St 91304-4520
Wendy Phillips 2371 Midvale Ave 90064-2103
Frank Picard 12047 Redbank St 91352-3034
Patrick Pineda 17251 Haynes Street 91406-5421
Maile Pingel 360 S Burnside Ave 90036-5471
Steven Piorkowski 6250 Nagle Avenue 91401-2409
Sara Plaisted 5600 Saturn St 90019-3838
Marisol Plaza 4571 N Figueroa St 90065-3051
Heather Plott 9300 Aldea Ave 91325-2502
Kathy Polanco 15321 Brand Blvd 91345-1438
Annie Pollak 714 Hilgard Avenue 90024-3226
Lindsey Pollock 375 E 2nd St, Apt 631 90012-4156
Shelley Pong PO Box 31616 90031-0616
Donna Pono 7718 Calvin Ave 91335-2308
Elena Popovici 11438 Moorpark St, Unit 4 91602-2030
Silvia Porras 18252 Chase St 91325-3763
Elizabeth Prater 4019 S Centinela Ave 90066-4951



Lynne Praver 10560 Wilshire Blvd, Apt 1604 90024-4583
Laura Presse 1635 N Martel Ave, Apt 510 90046-3503
Jennifer Price 416 Spring St, Apt 909 90013-1971
Mary Proteau 147 1/2 S Sycamore Ave 90036-2926
Julie Puckett 4313 Chase Ave 90066-6120
Danny Pulley 2044 High Tower 90068-3132
Jarin Purchas 1108 South Cloverdale Avenue 90019-6737
Paulina Quaranta 8516 Cadillac Ave, Apt 104 90034-1600
Katharine Quarrie 5711 Fulcher Ave #102 91601-1948
Rebecca Quesada 8601 Sunland Blvd, Unit 47 91352-5410
Chieko Quigley 8101 Langdon Ave, Apt 104 91406-1520
Elizabeth Quinonez Hernandez 9241 Natick Ave 91343-3421
Chuck Quon 11406 Montalcino Way 91326-4428
Nancy Rachilewski 9452 Petit Ave 91343-2728
Maria Ramirez 1930 N Vermont Ave, Apt 108 90027-1860
Jennifer Ramirez 9041 Cedros Ave 91402-1669
Natalia Ramos 800 Westbourne Dr 90069-4602
Lindsey Reich 14721 Sherman Way 91405-2215
Rachel Reuben rachel.lynne.reuben@gmail.com 90041
Beatrix Reyes 6350 Vicland Pl 91606-3716
Stephanie Reyes 1537 S Cloverdale Ave 90019-4010
Carol Reynes 1344 Glenavon Ave 90291-2910
Shannon Rhoades 16176 Sunset Blvd 90272-3435
Katherine Rhodes-Long 3752 1/2 Westwood Blvd 90034-6705
Chris Rice 11738 Goshen Ave, Apt 9 90049-6114
Kimberly Rice 2811 Bellevue Ave 90026-3815
Leanne Richardson 1015 El Medio Ave 90272-2420
Angela Richardson 6359 Primrose Ave 90068-2887
Ashleigh Richman 7356 Sylvia Ave 91335-2554
Jeannie Rickard 17720 Chase Street 91325-3807
Barbara Riedling 9860 Tujunga Canyon Blvd 91042-2800
Maggie Riley 16639 Covello St 91406-2813
Olivia Riopelle 11345 Berwick St 90049-3413
Russell Riopelle 11345 Berwick St 90049-3413
Kelly Riopelle 11345 Berwick Street 90049-3413
Camille Riopelle 11345 Berwick St 90049-3413
Russell Riopelle 11345 Berwick St 90049-3413
Elizabeth Rios 13701 Hubbard St, Unit 61 91342-0338
Janet Ripsco 18821 Hatteras St, Unit 5 91356-1350
Victoria Risko 9665 Wilshire Blvd, 400 90212-2340
Dennis Rivas 13571 Rye Street, Unit 5 91423-3143
Annette Rivezzo 21673 Burbank Blvd 91367
Kathryn Roberts 11111 Venice Blvd 90034-6941
Rita Roberts 20730 Devonshire St 91311-3273
Barbara Robinne 5421 Kester Ave, Apt 113 91411-4204



Kristen Robinson 6120 Laurelgrove Ave 91606-4619
Scot Robinson 6120 Laurelgrove Ave 91606-4619
Kristen Robinson 6120 Laurelgrove Ave 91606-4619
Deb Robinson 6861 Orion Ave 91406-5224
Lauren Robinson 415 N Sycamore Ave, Apt 206 90036-2697
Ayelette Robinson 4970 Kester Ave, Apt 12 91403-1687
Samantha Robson 3352 Atwater Ave 90039-2204
Candace Rocha 4423 Alpha St 90032-1308
Debra Rocker 8711 Dorrington Ave 90048-1725
Jonne Rodarte 15321 Brand Blvd 91345-1438
Terrell Rodefer 13609 Valerio St, Unit B 91405-2797
Sara Roderick 3462 Vista Haven Rd 91403-4925
Devorah Rodgers 5342 Village Grn 90016-5105
Rebecca Rodriguez 1845 Canyon Dr 90028-5602
Angie Rodriguez 1022 S Arizona Ave 90022-3003
Brandon Romero 22184 Bauhinia Court 91367-7202
Jazmine Romero 2715 W Ave 31 90065-1329
Angie Romo 19100 Salt Lake Pl 91326-2343
Joei Roos jazi@dog-walk.org 90011
Meghan Rose 3149 Ellington Dr 90068-1738
Carla Roselli 13505 Burbank Blvd, Apt 5 91401-5203
Eric Rosenblatt 3786 Latrobe St 90031-1444
Joan Rosenthal 20950 Oxnard St, Apt 56 91367-5228
Elizabeth Ross 424 S Sherbourne Dr, Apt 4 90048-4028
Emmanuel Ross Hartway 833 North Alexandria Avenue 90029-2503
Alexis Roth 17239 Archwood St 91406-5415
Lauren Rothstein 712 N Curson Ave 90046-7416
Reda Rountree 1022 Milwaukee Ave 90042-1908
Aimee Rousey 2658 Griffith Park Blvd 90039-2520
Hilary Rowe 10312 Almayo Ave, Apt 1 90064-2628
Jodi Rowe 7040 Deveron Ridge Rd 91307-1807
Nicole Rowley 6371 Adelaide Pl 90042-1401
Jerry Roxas 11341 Hunnewell Ave 91342-7217
Carol Royce-Wilder 445 28th Ave 90291-4645
Anita Rubenstein 11760 Exposition Blvd 90064-1337
Gina Rubenstein 12 23rd Ave, Apt 1 90291-4357
Cynthia Runyan 8801 Eton Ave, Spc 58 91304-0896
Bridget Russell 13378 Berg St 91342-2441
Margaret Russell 8019 Reading Ave 90045-4345
Michelle Saalfeld 3447 S Walker Avenue 90731-6041
Amanda Sabo 11620 1/2 Riverside Dr 91602-4605
Ada Saei 7878 Hollywood Way 91352-4219
Adriana Salazar 13885 Filmore St 91331-3522
Aileen Saldana 12907 Gladstone Ave 91342-4522
Maria Salgado 13150 Carl St 91331-2565



Adriana Sanchez 1223 South Eastman Ave 90023-3318
Lisette Sanchez 9481 Beachy Ave 91331-5510
Colleen Sandland 5233 Tilden Ave, Apt 8 91401-5600
Ana Santiago 4707 S Van Ness Ave 90062-1942
Vanessa Sax 269 S La Fayette Park Pl, Apt 249 90057-1338
Zoe Schack 1124 W 37th Pl 90007-4217
Jocelyn Scharoun 6513 Gaviota Ave 91406-6407
Becca Scheuer 444 N Stanley Ave 90036-6218
Denise Schlatter PO Box 7848 91327-7848
Heather Schlichter 4238 Lobos Rd 91364-5915
Carolyn Schuetz-O'Keefe 21500 Lassen St, Spc 56 91311-7221
Tracey Schuster 1550 Amherst Ave, Apt 102 90025-3698
Emily Schwartz 688 Bienveneda Ave, Apt C 90272-3340
Everett Scofield 17802 Los Alimos St, Unit B 91344-4511
Lisa Scott 16886 Charmel Ln 90272-2216
Marjie Seagoe 12001 Collins St 91607-1805
Lizet Serrano 7734 Agnes ave 91605-2726
Giselle Serrano 4314 New York St 90022-1427
Mauricio Serrano 17450 Horace St 91344-4719
Alison Servidio 1535 Granville Ave 90025-2807
Arlene Shapiro 7343 Katherine Avenue 91405-2437
al shayne 126 N Martel Avenue 90036-2716
Melanie Shell 6447 W 82nd St 90045-2883
Judith Shelton 9725 Hensal Rd 90210-1209
Xiang Shi 3150 Wilshire Blvd, Apt 1023 90010-1380
Lilah Shmeleva 14554 Killion St 91411-3731
Christine Shon 4475 Victoria Park Dr 90019-4209
Katya Si 10201 Lindley Ave 91325-1010
Olivia Silensky 1411 Silver Lake Blvd, Apt 2 90026-1300
Loretta Simon 917 West 17th St, 109 90015-3317
Kali simons 1415 N Mansfield Ave 90028-7660
Devon Sinks 6830 Woodley Ave 91406-4846
Leno Sislin PO Box 39817 90039-0817
Johanna Skytt 6235 Beck Ave, Apt 216 91606-5804
Katrina Slemmons 1034 N Martel Ave, Apt 8 90046-6661
Leslie Sloan 4544 Kingswell Ave 90027-4406
Lee B. Slocum 2509 Rinconia Dr 90068-2223
Emily Smetanka 330 De Neve Drive 90024-8301
Denise Soderstrom 20711 Lemarsh St, Unit F 91311-7336
Gary Solomon 10732 Westminster Ave 90034-5516
Shirley Sorenson 5922 Julian Ln 91356-1148
Deborah Soukup 15459 Wyandotte St 91406-3334
Patti Spalding 11134 Hortense St 91602-1730
Rick Sparks 4634 Beck Ave 91602-1002
Sheila Sperber 2048 Veteran Ave 90025-5722



Sharon Sperber 13949 Riverside Drive 91423-1942
Emily Spiegel 11745 Montana Ave, Apt 203 90049-6747
Evan Spiliotopoulos 4176 Farmdale Ave 91604-3016
Gayla Spohr 11320 Jellico Ave 91344-3303
Bonnie Spolin 21050 Vanowen St, Apt 407 91303-3070
Elaine Stathis 4534 Argentine Rd 91364-5321
Neal Steiner 2706 Castle Heights Pl 90034-1841
Ben Stephen 12030 Rochester Ave, 204 90025-2166
Jenna Stepp 3418 6th Ave 90018-3716
Bonnie Stern 5236 La Roda Ave 90041-1325
Serita Stevens 11863 Hoyt Ln 91342-8229
Virginia Stevenson PO Box 572080 91357-2080
Staci Stewart 1260 N Kings Rd 90069-2850
Edi Stiles 544 N Laurel Avenue 90048-2323
Bonnie Stoddard 6061 W 83rd Pl 90045-3064
Steve Stone 3537 E 16th St 90023-3905
Doug Stone 8931 Beverly Blvd, #465 90048
Jack Stone 527 Midvale Ave 90024-2374
Season Straaberg 11485 Moorpark St, #11 91602-2061
Elisabeth Streland 3600 Gurnard Ave 90732-4718
Molly Stretten 18207 Osborne St 91325-2737
Linda Stude 6227 Tujunga Ave 91606-4207
Taylor Stuewe 386 S Burnside Ave, Apt 2L 90036-6909
Karolina Stumpf 20726 Dumont St 91364-3401
Susan Sullivan 5844 Bowcroft St Unit 2 90016-4924
Robyn Sumners 5638 Lemp Avenue 91601-1754
Michelle Sztraicher 11002 Ayres Ave 90064-1913
Lilah Taber 1323 3/4 N Orange Dr 90028-7566
Charlene Talbot 8331 Creighton Avenue 90045-2713
David Tanner 21021 Erwin St, Apt 477 91367-3846
Terance Tashiro 8036 Westlawn Ave 90045-2751
Donna Tate 7041 4th Ave 90043-5117
Lucy Taylor 8216 Zitola Terrace 90293-7834
Piper Taylor 8006 Zelzah Ave 91335-1549
Jessica Taylor 12946 Walsh Avenue, #3 90066-6570
Terri Telligman 9747 Gothic Ave 91343-1812
Martha Tello 11667 1/2 Magnolia Blvd 91601-3065
Ruth Temple 1856 Kimberly Ln 90049-2221
DM Thayer 432 Carroll Canal 90291-4682
Brianna Thielen 11720 Bellagio Rd, Apt 101 90049-2136
Aileen Thomas 1542 W 122nd St 90047-5311
Mary Lou Thomas 10385 Keswick Ave 90064-2557
Charlotte Thomas 15226 Otsego St 91403-1511
Marina Thompson 1576 Linda Rosa Ave 90041-2244
Laurie Thomson 5555 W 8th St, Apt 104 90036-4762



Cheryl Tiano 3646 Mandeville Canyon Rd 90049-1024
Nathan Tilleman 11377 Osborne Pl, #6 91342-7359
Jennifer Tomassi 3780 Edgehill Drive 90018-4026
Phoebe Torsilieri 200 N Rampart Blvd, Apt 3 90026-5250
Dominique Toscano Cobos 10762 Pala Ave, #278 91331-2585
Stephanie Towne 1455 S Wooster St, Apt 16 90035-3466
Rebecca Traba 13377 Borden Avenue 91342-2804
Lindsey Traub 8223 Pershing Dr 90293-7839
Yael Trock 19155 Arminta St 91335-1106
Judith Trujillo 8825 Willis Ave, Unit 3 91402-2197
Lindsay Tsai 1730 Glendon Ave, Unit 6 90024-5741
jackie Tse 820 S Bedford St 90035-1895
Vicky Tseng 14673 1/2 Sherman Way 91405-2213
Alyss Tsukayama 1845 Pontius Ave 90025-4305
Helena Turbin 7045 Eitwanda Ave 91335-4557
Theresa Uhrig 11644 Montana Ave, #103 90049-4613
Ayako Ungureanu 18901 Kilfinan St 91326-1019
Jayne Ure 1140 W 25th St, Apt 3 90731-4937
Jolene Uyehara 3169 Dona Marta Dr 91604-4327
Giselle Vasquez 2737 San Marino St, Apt 102 90006-1822
Courtney Vaudreuil 7231 N Cedar Rd 91405-5473
alejandro Vazquez 12044 Hoyt St 91342-6441
Luis Vazquez 8746 Burnet Ave, Apt 207 91343-5661
Denice Velasquez 7128 Mammoth Ave 91405-3329
Heather Velkes 2540 s Centinela Ave 90064-2784
Amy Veloz 6814 Texhoma Ave 91406-4344
Olivia Vera 11033 12 Strathmore Drive 90024
Victoria Vertuga 4308 Don Arellanes Dr 90008-4205
Tracy Vignati 3241 Military Ave 90034-3025
Anaiz Villa 129 W 79th St 90003-2415
Aleksandra Visser 12955 Short Ave 90066-6442
Joyce Voletti 16857 San Fernando Mission Blvd, Unit 4391344-4261
Shamaa von Spindler 2065 Glencoe Way 90068-3129
Kristin Voss 900 S Figueroa St, Apt 2106 90015-3926
Katherine Wallace 18400 Collins St, Apt 49 91356-2330
Matt Wallenstein 12629 Riverside Dr 91607-3488
Lily Washington 12701 Rose Ave 90066-1730
Barbara Wasserman 10201 Mason Ave, Unit 117 91311-3343
Rita Webber 12120 Chandler Blvd 91607-2002
Diana Weihs 2200 4th Ave 90018-1236
Ken Weil 1230 Horn Ave, Apt 102 90069-2116
Merissa Weiland 10350 Almayo Ave, Apt 4 90064-2630
Caitlin Weissman 407 S Kenmore Ave, 201 90020-2415
Betty Sue Weitkamp 10052 Vanalden Ave 91324-1235
Kedren Werner 11400 Ayrshire Road 90049-3006



James Werner 11400 Ayrshire rd 90049-3006
Rochelle Werner 8180 Manitoba St, Apt 113 90293-8621
Nina Weston 16900 Simonds Street 91344-3618
Sheri Williams 3249 Bennett Dr 90068-1701
Sara Williams 19143 Victory Blvd, Apt 232 91335-6429
Emily Wilson 1714 Sunset Plaza Dr 90069-1312
Kym Wilson 4860 Vanalden Ave 91356-4717
Marie Wilson 9660 Quartz Ave 91311-5636
Pamela Wiltz 8000 Naylor Avenue 90045-2913
Michelle Wing 10946 Otsego St 91601-3979
Margaret Winn 6051 Romaine St, Apt 10 90038-3043
Tina Winters 7172 Hawthorn Ave, Apt 104 90046-3282
Lisa Wohl 3711 Beverly Ridge Dr 91423-4508
Jenn Wolfe 7240 Shirley Ave 91335-3479
Julie Wright 2835 N North Coolidge Ave 90039-3409
Madeline Wright 6727 W 87th Pl 90045-3729
Rita Wright 5724 Hollywood Blvd, Apt 203 90028-8359
Barbara Wrzesiski 16175 Meadowcrest Rd 91403-4719
Debbie Wu 1700 Sawtelle Blvd, #204 90025-6292
Zachary Wunder 17094 Palisades Circle 90272-2170
Kathy Wyatt 20429 Blythe St 91306-2238
June Wynn 626 1/2 Hauser Blvd 90036-3707
Robert Wynne 10905 Peach Grove Street, #3 91601-4654
Youming Yang 1663 Veteran Ave, #202 90024-5542
Kyle Yaskin 1751 Laurel Canyon Blvd 90046-2133
Meliza Ybarra 9953 WILLIS AVE 91345-3124
David Yocom 13425 Dyer Street 91342-2412
Brian Young 12947 Bonaparte Ave 90066-6527
Whitney Young 2580 Nottingham Ave 90027-1039
Marjorie Young 8756 Quartz Ave 91324-3336
Noah Youngelson 2449 Walgrove Ave 90066-4134
Richard Yun 840 Larrabee St, Apt 2-324 90069-4528
Sandy Zalagens 3661 3rd Ave 90018-4246
Katelyn Zavatto 9745 Oakdale Ave 91311-5629
Ingrid Zeno 4419 Fulton Ave, Apt 30 91423-5116
Ingrid Zeno 4419 Fulton Ave 91423-3273
Esther Zepeda 232 Belmont Ave, Apt 15 90026-5530
Emmy Zhin 310 S. Virgil Avenue, Apt 408 90020-1338
Rebecca Zhou 1663 Veteran Ave, Apt 202 90024-5542
Alyson Zillner 5436 York Blvd 90042-2400
Diana Zimmerman 5777 W Century Blvd 90045-5600
Jamie Zitle 1652 Cortez St, Apt D 90026-5037
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Jan Green Rebstock <jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org> 

LA Feeders Comments on DEIR 

Mark Legassie <marklegassie@gmail.com> Wed, Oct 30, 2019 at 8:31AM 
To: Jan.Green.Rebstock@lacity.org 
Cc: Brenda Barnette <brenda.barnette@lacity.org>, Brenda Barnette <losangelescityanimals@gmail.com>, Mark Legassie 
<marklegassie@gmail.com> 

To: Dr Jan Green Rebstock, Dept of Public Works, City of LA 

Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

Note: Brenda Barnette approved via email below the submission of these comments after the prescribed due date. We 
apologize for the delay but due to illness LA Feeders could not submit them until today 

Below please find our group's comments on the City of LA's Citywide Cat Program Draft Environmental Impact Report 
Executive Summary dated August 2019. Some LA Feeders associates submitted their own comments directly to LAAS; 
therefore, those comments have been omitted from these comments to avoid duplication of effort. 

Overall, a commendation is in order for the well-written report. The majority of the report's content is agreeable to our 
organization, LA Feeders, whose 300 members provide TNR and maintenance care to over 10,000 community (aka 
stray) cats on the streets of LA. We have collectively TNR'd thousands of cats over the past 5 years and have lots of 
experience with issues surround com-cats on the streets of LA as well as the TNR gag order and restrictions imposed by 
LA Superior Court. 

Note: From this point on, we'll refer to community cats as "com-cats". 

Comments from LA Feeders: 

1. General comment- the DEIR should mention that it is illegal to harm or neglect any free-roaming cat (and highly 
not recommended to turn in unadoptable cats to shelters) and that guidelines will reinforce this policy since this 
happens all too often in the real world. 

2. Front Cover- Image of com-cat with dead mouse in its mouth should be replaced with an image that doesn't add 
fuel to anti-TNR folk's notion that com-cats are bad for the environment by killing natural wildlife, no matter how 
unpopular mice may be. 

3. ES.2 Proposed Project Summary- Which board is being referred to in the statement " ... is guided by actions by the 
Board and LA City Council"? Specific name of board should be referenced. 

4. ES.2.a- It would be beneficial to provide reason(s) why com-cats may be returned to where they were found, 
which is specifically in the cases where cats are not adoptable due to their fright of humans and/or because some 
cats that have never lived indoors would be overly stressed if forced into confinement in an unfamiliar place. 

5. ES.2.b - states the Sterilization Fund will now be used for com-cats although money for pet cats would not be 
reduced. How can this be possible and/or economically feasible? It should state how the fund would be able to 
cover the additional spay-neuter costs for com-cats (either by allotting more money to the fund, or reducing the 
City's discount amount for each spay-neuter) 

6. ES.2.c.v- should include the possible relocation and not just the release of com-cats after capture and sterilization. 
7. ES.2.d - should include that TNR groups may also have the intent of adopting out certain com-cats (including the 

friendly ones and young kittens which can be tamed). This will also provide a basis for the City's desire to increase 
permitted cats from 3 to 5. 

8. ES.2.d - LA Feeders objects to the restriction that for more than 3 cats, all must be kept indoors at all times and 
must be registered as having more than 3. These restrictions if forced onto households defeats the program's 
intent of reducing free-roaming population since owners will be less likely to adopt more than 3 cats. Plus why 
put into law a rule that it's necessary to confine 4-5 cats solely indoors but not necessary if you have 3 or less? 
Too confusing, almost impossible to enforce, and more costly since City must track new 4 and 5-cat homes. 
Therefore, LA Feeders recommends removal of these two restrictions requiring households with greater than 3 
cats to 1) keep the animals indoors, and 2) register these cats with the city 

9. ES.2.e- Description and location of "environmentally sensitive areas" (ESAs) are needed since LA Feeders 
members don't know where these areas are located or how to identify an ESA. If not specifically defined, anti-TNR 
groups can declare that ALL areas within the city are environmentally sensitive. 
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LAF-11

LAF-12

LAF-13

LAF-14

LAF-15

10. ES.2.f- should add "as appropriate" to end of first sentence since current wording implies ALL free-roaming cats 
will be relocated . 

11. ES.6 Issues to Be Resolved - First sentence needs updating since it implies that there ARE significant effects. 
Easiest way is by changing wording to "how to mitigate significant effects (if any)". 

12. ES.6- Second sentence should say "No significant or unavoidable impacts ... " (replace "and" with "or") 
13. ES.8.1 Alternatives Considered - Under No Project Alternative, reference is made to an aforementioned affidavit, 

but this affidavit has not been mentioned at all in the Exec Summary prior to this paragraph. 
14. ES.8.1 - None of the Alternatives is acceptable, especially Alternative 6 which prevents returning trapped cats to 

the environment. This would effectively kill all TNR efforts by organizations since most com-cats are not 
considered adoptable and therefore trapping would equal a death sentence. 

15. ES.8.1 -Alternative 7 is not a viable alternative since reducing the number of cats per residence will only increase 
the number of free-roaming cats, at least temporarily, and does not fulfill the Project goals. 

16. ES.8.2 -Analysis of Alternatives Carried Forward - should explain at a high level why Alternatives 1 and 6 were 
carried forward, and why the other Alternatives were not carried forward and instead discarded. No explanations 
exist in current version . 

17. ES.8.2 -Alternative 1 analysis should be reworded to downplay zoonotic diseases by rewording to something like 
"proposed Project could increase the potential risk of exposure to zoonotic diseases (albeit a very small risk since 
zoonotic diseases are very rare in free-roaming cats in LA)" 

18. ES.8.3 - implies that Alternative 6 is the superior option since mandatory removal of free-roaming cats will reduce 
any environmental impacts although it would impede the attainment of certain project objectives outlined in Para 
ES.2.1. The only objective that would be impeded directly is implementing a no-kill policy since euthanasia rates 
and costs would increase. But this no-kill policy is in contradiction with the desire to reduce environmental 
impacts and impedes other project objectives including reducing the number of free-roaming cats. 

19. Table ES-3 Summary of Citywide Cat Program Implementation Guidelines - Limiting feeding times to only between 
6am and 8pm MUST be removed since com-cats are nocturnal by nature and generally won't come out from hiding 
during the day. This time limit would actually be in conflict with the supervised 30-minute limit for leaving food 
since during the day the cats probably won't come out, leaving the food uneaten after 30 minutes and forcing the 
removal of it before the cats eat a single morsel. 

20. Table ES-3 - Spell out the acronym CCP here since it's the first time used. A glossary of acronyms would also be 
helpful. 

21. Table ES-3- Explain "code updates", such as saying "municipal and administrative code updates" to dispel any 
perception that "code updates" pertains to software, a phrase commonly used in today's technological society. 

22. Table ES-3 - last bullet under Public Education/Engagement/Outreach appears to be worded incorrectly. Possible 
suggestion is to state "can reduce the existing free-roaming cat population and therefore reduce their effects on .. . " 

Feel free to contact me via email or phone if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Legassie 
Chairman, LA Feeders 
1526 N St Andrews PI 
Hollywood CA 90028 
323-895-6275 

From: Brenda Barnette <brenda.barnette@lacityorg> 

Date: Tue, Oct 29, 2019 at 6:37PM 

Subject: Re: Missed deadline 

To: Mark Mignier-Lagace <marklegassie@gmail.com> 

Hi Mark, 

Yes. Send it ASAP and we 'll get it in. 

Brenda 

Brenda Barnette 

General Manager 

Los Angeles Animal Services 

>On Oct 29, 2019, at 4:49PM, Mark Mignier-Lagace 

<marklegassie@gmail.com> wrote: 
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> 
>Hi Brenda, 

> 
> Hope all is well. We just realized that the deadline has been missed 

for feedback to the DEIR. Would it be possible to extend the deadline 

or allow our LA Feeders' response to arrive a day late? I can get it to 

your coordinator by midnight tonight or first thing tomorrow morning. 

> 
> Mark Legassie 



CPP-1

Dr. Jan Geen Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering environment Management 
Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6 th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 

RE: City Wide Cat Program 

Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

In 2008, the City of Los Angeles had an estimated 50,000 outdoor 
cats. In 2009, an injunction prevented assistance from the city to 
sterilize cats. In 2019, there is now an estimate of over 250,000 cats 
roaming Los Angeles per a current Environmental Impact Study. 

Without steril ization, the 250,000 cats can produce approximately 
500,000 within just one heat cycle. Cats have 3 heat cycles per year 
therefore, within 1 year these stray cats will produce an 
estimated 8,000,000 cats if not sterilized. Now that's a problem for 
the community, the cats and animal services who spends millions of 
dollars to euthanize unwanted cats, year after year, after year. Since 
the injunction was mandatory for the city to not assist with sterilizing 
stray cats, rescue orgs and non profit funding tried to step in. Some 
cats got sterilized others rehomed. Though after 1 0 years, cats 
continued to reproduce thus creating an epidemic. Both county and 
city shelters currently see an unprecedented increase of cats in the 
past 3 months. 
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CPP-1

The Coalition of Pets & Public Safety is dedicated to reduce the 
cat/dog population and assist Los Angeles residents with fewer cats 
and dogs roaming the streets of Los Angeles as well as reducing 
animal controls euthanasia costs. 
In 2001, we purchased the first mobile spay and neuter clinic for the 
City of Los Angeles, now we have 3 mobile spay and neuter clinics. 
The dog population has decreased to where euthanasia and strays 
are reduced by 80%. 

Before the injunction, the cat population was declining. The cat 
population has now accelerated and will exponentially continue 
to accelerate until spay and neuter is supported by the city with 
the injunction lifted. There are hundreds of humane cat caretakers 
in Los Angeles who are willing to volunteer to get cats sterilized and 
they should be treated well, and funded. This is a team of dedicated 
people who should not be ignored, rather utilized as a resource to 
rectify the problem of cat over population. Everybody agrees, we all 
want fewer cats. Sterilization is the only solution to reduce cat 
breeding, thus reducing the population. Simple as it sounds. Let's 
work together to reduce the cat population. That's what both sides 
want and the cats will like it too! 

Please see the attachments from various scientists, mathematicians 
and former animal managers. 

q::e0,L(L~ 
Pam Wilkinson 
310-471-4140 
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FERAL POPULATION FORMULA 

Many animal welfare advocates contend it is impossible to 
determine feral cat populations. An inability to determine feral 
populations would require any strategic planning effort to rely on 
guess work. All programs must produce measurable resul ts to 1 

ensure continued funding. To measure the success of any fe ral 
cat initiative a reliable feral cat baseline population is imperative. 

We are fortunate that a reasonable formula has been developed 
that estin1ates the feral cat population equals three times the number of cats killed in shelters plus net 
cat acquisition (i.e., number of cats added to households) less pet cat mortality. 

The formula evolved from a 1996 survey48 of7,399 U.S. households. The survey found a crude birth 
rate of about 11.2 kittens per 100 cats in households and an attrition rate that included a death rate of 
8.3 and a disappearance rate of 3%. In other words, it was found that cat births in households equaled 
attrition. It was further found that the movemen t of feral/stray cats into homes and shelters was 
approximately equal to the net growth in the household population plus the number of cats killed in 
shelters. 

This suggests the number of feral/stray cats can be estimated by adding net cat acquisition to shelter 
killing and multiplying by three (to account for the one queen, one tom, and at least one sibling not 
entering homes o r shelters who must exist to produce these known feral/stray cats) . 

In the targeted area 3,917 cats were impounded and 2,212 cats died or were euthanized in LA shelters 
in 200849

. The targeted area has an estimated 1.25 million people living in 397,433 households50
• 

According to an A VMA formula 51 this area has 128,768 cat-keeping households, with a total of 283,290 
cats among them. 

The combined mortality (8% or 22,663 cats) and disappearance (3% or 8,500 cats) rate of 11% per year 
is equal to the estimated number of births annually. This means there is a net self-replacement of an 
estimated 32,000 cats per year. 

According to the U.S. norm for pet cat population increase over the past 20 years, the Los Angeles pet 
cat population is increasing at about 1% per year. Thus net acquisitions in Los Angeles exceed attrition 
by about 2,850 additional cats per year, beyond births. 

Of these 2,850 acquired cats, 1,705 come from LA Animal Services (3,917 impounds minus 2,212 
killed). Ano ther 1,114 (2,850 minus 1,705) come from other sources. Based on national averages, no 
more than 290 come from breeders, leaving 824 acquired from other sources like pet stores . 

48 Birth and Death Rote Estii!Jntts of Cats and Dogs in U.S. Households and Relnkd Factors published in 2005 in volume 7.4 of the Journal of 
Applied Animal Welfare Science, co-autho red by John C. New J r. and William Kelch of the University of Tennessee, J ennifer Hutchison 
of the Australian D epartment of Agriculture, Fishe ries, and Forestry, Mo Salman and Mike King of Colorado State University, Janet 
Scarlett of Cornell University, and Philip Kass of the University of California at Davis, established this formula from a 1996 survey 
of7,399 U.S. households. 
49 LA Animal Services 2008 Statistical Report 
50 Esli111ated Residmt Populations and Households I?J District provided by the Los Angeles P lanning and Demographic Research Unit (December 
2009) 
51 AVMA Formula: number of cat-owning househo lds = .324 x total number of households 
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LA cat acquisitions include LA shelter adoptions including feral-born kittens, and impounded stray cats, 
both kittens and tamed strays. The annual adjustment to the feral / stray population is 2,529 (1705 
placed by shelters + 824 placed by other sources + the 2,103 who were killed. This totals 4,632 cats. 
Assuming that each cat had a mother, a father, and at least one surviving sibling, a crude total for the 
feral/stray cat population in the targeted area can be estimated at 13,896. 

According to the Fibonacci Rttle,52 70% of all feral cats must be sterilized before the successful breeding 
encounters of the remaining 30% are reduced to a rate sufficient only to replace normal attrition . This 
means 9,927 (or rounding up for good measure, 10,000) feral/ stray cats must be spayed or neutered just 
to stabilize the feral/stray cat population in the targeted area. Meaningful and sustained reductions will 
occur only when that rate is exceeded. 

SZ Leonardo Fibonacci: considered greatest Eu ropean mathematician of the middle ages, born in Pis a, Italy about 1175 AD. Developed a 
formula relating to agriculture productivity; later used by Pasteur to predict 70% o f a susceptible population has to be vaccinated to 
prevent an epidemic. Fibonacci's 70% Rule is recognized by World Healtb OtgallizntiotJ and Cmterfor Distnse Co11/Jvl. 
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LA CITY DATA-ANIMALSAT RISK 
--------------------
All the City of Los Angeles data3 is assessed because LA Animal Services rotates animals throughout its 
shelter system to affo rd them the best opportunities for live placement. Therefore, this Business Plan 
builds on the best practices of LA Animal Services with a goal o f reducing the overall intake and 
euthanasia numbers in LA Animal Services generally and in the South LJ\ Animal Care Center 
specifically. 

Assessment: LA Animal Services saw a 20.5% increase in cat and dog intakes in 2008. Home 
foreclosures hi t new highs and home equity reached new lows as the housing crisis escalated across the 
United States. The economic crisis in Los Angeles resulted in a sharp increase in the number of pet 
relinquishments in 2008 and 2009. 

Table 1: Cat and Dog Intake Combined 

70,000 
Cat & Dog Intake 

60,000 
2001 62,536 

50,000 

40,000 
2002 55,203 

30,000 
2003 53,722 

20,000 2004 47,594 

10,000 2005 47,39 1 

0 2006 46,272 
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 

2007 44,964 

Table 2: Cat and Dog Intake Separated 2008 54,19 1 

Blue= Cat Intakes; Red= Dog Intakes: Note- Dogs represent 57% of intakes in 2008; cats represent 43% 

45,000 
Year Cats Dogs 

40,000 2001 22,094 40,44" 

35,000 2002 20,908 34,2')5 

30,000 
2003 23,117 30,605 

25,000 

20,000 2004 20,645 26,'H9 

15,000 2005 21,651 25,740 

10,000 
2006 

5,000 
21,273 24,999 

0 2007 19,172 25,79" 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
2008 23,378 30,813 

3 Dota provided by Lo s Angeles Animal Services 
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Cat and Dog Euthanasia Rates 

The 2008 euthanasia rate for dogs and cats rose 30% compared to 2007 and the trend continued as of 
this writing, through the first eleven months o f 2009. 

Table 3: Annual Cat and Dog Euthanasia Rates 

Dog &Cat 
40,000 Euthanasia 

r-

35,000 f- 2001 37,818 

30,000 - _r--
2002 31,151 

r--
25,000 - - -

r-- 2003 27,955 

20,000 - - - - - 2004 23,111 

15,000 - - - - t-- t-- - 2005 20,56 1 

10,000 - - - - 1--- 1--- - - -
2006 19,226 

5,000 - - - - t-- t-- - - -
2007 15,009 

0 

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 
2008 19,6 1"' 

Table 4: Cat and Dog Euthanasia Rates Comparison 

Blue = Cats E uthanized; Red = Dogs E uthanizerl: N ote- While dogs represent 57% of all intakes they represent only 38% of all 
animals killed. Cats represent 62% of animals killed, but only 43% o f all intakes. · 

Year Cats Dogs 
25,000 

2001 15,143 22,67S 

20,000 2002 13,816 I ,335 

2003 
15,000 

15,134 12,82 1 

2004 13, 126 9,911S 

10,000 2005 12,434 8,12" 

5,000 
2006 12,277 6,9·W 

2007 8,96 1 6,051 

0 
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2008 12,099 ~,518 

DRAFT- DO NOT COPY 8 



Cat Intake Rates 

The cat intake rates from 2002 through 2008 demonstrate that the neutering assistance programs 
funded by the City are not as effective as they could be. To maximize effectiveness requires targeted 
spay / neuter programs to no t only offset the increased intakes caused by the current economic climate 
but to overcome the long standing stability of the cat intake rate. 2008 saw nearly a 22% increase in the 
number o f cats taken in. The last time d1e City took in this many cats was in 2003. The unbalanced 
ratio of cat intakes (38%) to the overall eudnnasia rate (62%) makes cats a primary target for 
spay I neuter efforts. 

Table 5: Annual Cat Intake Rates 

Cat Intakes 

25,000 
r-- r-- 2001 22,094 - r-- r--

20,000 - 1--r--- _....-_ f-- - - 2002 20,908 

15,000 - r-- - - - r-- - - - 2003 23,117 

2004 20,645 

10,000 - r-- - - - 1-- - - - 2005 21,651 

5,000 - r-- - - - r-- r-- - - 2006 21,273 

2007 19,172 

0 
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2008 23,378 

Neonate Kitten Intake Rates 

O rphaned Neonate Kittens on average represent nearly 40% of all cats taken in by LA Anin1al Services 
and is a clear indicator o f the free roaming cat problem in LA and tl1e need to target feral and stray cats 
for spay / neuter. ·O rphaned Neonate Kittens cannot survive for long without a surrog~tte mot11er or 
foster care-giver. Even then, their mortality rate can be high. 

Table 6: Neonate Kitten Intake Rate Compared to Cat Intake Rate 

Blue = Neonate Kittms Taken In; Red= !Weaned and Adult Cats Takm In 

Year Neonate Mature 

18,000 2001 7,574 14,520 

16,000 

14,000 
2002 7,651 13,25~ 

12,000 2003 9,364 13,753 

10,000 2004 8,027 12,6 18 

8,000 

6,000 
2005 7,749 1.3,902 

4,000 2006 7,236 1·1,037 

2,000 2007 5,355 n,sr 
0 

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2008 7,327 16,051 
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Cat Euthanasia Rate 

The 2008 cat euthanasia rate rose 35%. TI1is follows a steep 2007 decline, the steepest decline in cat 
euthanasia since the City began collecting this data. The increase in cat euthanasia underscores the fact 
that cats must remain a prin1ary target for spay/neuter efforts until No-Kill is achieved and sustained. 

Table 7: Annual Cat E uthanasia Rates 

Cat Euthanasia 
16,000 

r- r-
14,000 - 2001 15,143 

-
12, 000 - - r--- - · --r---~ 2002 13,816 

10,000 - - r--- - - r--- - 2003 15,134 

-
8,000 - - r--- - - r--- r--- r--- - 2004 13,126 

6, 000 - - r--- - - r--- r--- r--- - 2005 12,434 

4,000 - - r--- - - r--- - r--- - 2006 12,277 

2,000 - - I-- - - r--- - r--- -
2007 8,961 

0 
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2008 12,099 

Euthanasia Rate for Neonate Kittens 

The 2008 Neonate Kitten euthanasia rate rose 45%. Neonates represent 35% of the cat euthanasia rate 
and 22% of the to tal euthanasia rate. An effective, targeted spay / neuter program will reduce the 
number of unwanted kittens born only to die in LA shelters. 

Table 8: Neonate Kitten Kill Rate Compared to Total Cat Intakes 

Blue = Neonate Kittw.r Euthallized; Red= fF7eaNed a11d Adult Cats Euthallized 

Year Neonates Cats 

9,000 
2001 6,959 8,184 

8,000 

7,000 2002 6,767 ~.<WJ 

6,000 2003 8,0ll ... ,1"3 

5,000 2004 6,866 6,260 

4,000 
2005 

3,000 
5,857 6,57 

2,000 2006 5,591 6,686 

1,000 2007 2,918 6,043 

0 
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005• 2006 2007 2008 2008 4,243 ~,856 
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ANALYSIS OF FERAL/STRAY CAT SOLUTIONS 

In addition to d1e number of pets belonging to residents on Public 
Assistance and/or senior citizens on fixed income, a subst;mtial number 
of animals euthanized in animal shelters each year are feral cats and their 
neonate offspring. A program to control the homeless cat population 
by neutering instead of culling cats in shelters is critical. 

Overpopulation must be curtailed at its source; sterilization is the only 
humane, non-lethal solution to unchecked reproduction. TNR 
(Trap/Neuter/Return) is designed to achieve this goal by reducing the 
stray and feral cat population through attrition by trapping, sterilizing, 
and inoculating feral and stray cats against distemper and rabies, and 
d1en returning d1em to d1eir already established territory, where they are 
monitored by feral cat colony managers.28 The sterilization prevents tl1e cats from reproducing while 
inoculations prevent disease. Ear-no tching provides an easy way to identify cats in a TNR program. 

TNR has a history in Denmark, England, Israel, and the United States,29 is endorsed by ilie A merican 
Veterinary Medtl:al Association and is currently being implemented wid1 local governments' approval in 
many communities. Humane organizations have endorsed TNR, including the Humane Sociery qf the 
United States, Fn.ends qf Animals, Al/q Cat Allies, Be.rt Frietzd.r Animal Socie(Y in Utah, Ttfft.r Center for Animals 
and Public Poliry,30 the A.rsociation qf Veten.nariallJ for Animal Right.r (A V AR) and d1e Cat Fancier/ 
A.r.rociation.31 A recent national opinion poll conducted by Allq Cat A llie.r in May 2003 found that out of 
24,599 respondents, 94% supported TNR as an effective tool in addressing feral and stray cat 
population.32 Since 1t[arch 2002, d1e Journal qf tbe Amen·catl Vetenlrary Medical A JJociation has published 
four articles in favor of TNR. 

TN R has proven to be an effective and workable program for long-term population control and is 
increasingly being utilized by public and private entities to address feral cat populations and the 
concomitant problems o f protecting the public health from rabies and cat nuisance complaints. It has 
been demonstrated to reduce overpopulation, complaints about roaming and the number of cats in 
shelters in communities in d1e United States and abroad .33 It reduces euthanasia rates, and costs less 
d1an half of d1e cost of traditional trap and kill programs. D r. Julie Levy, DVM, Ph.D., monitored an 
eleven-year TNR project tl1at involved eleven feral cat colonies on a central Flo rida campus. D r. Levy 
concluded that "a comprehensive long-term program o f neutering followed by adoption or return to 
d1e resident colony can result in reduction of d1c free roaming cat population in urban areas."34 

TNR is working successfully in New Jersey in model TNR programs in Cape Nlay, Atlantic City (at the 
Boardwalk), Phillipsburg and Bloomfield. In addition, support for TNR was one of d1e top three 
recommendations of ew Jerseyans in comments received at public hearings on d1e topic.35 

28 Clifton, Merritt, F.dito r, (1993), Can We Outlaw Pe t Oveq>opulation?, A11i111al Ptoplt, May 1993. 
29 Ibid. 
30 Ibid. 
31 The Cat Fanciers' Association, Inc ., (1998), CFA G11idn11u Sta/tJ/IfiJI: Fm RM111i11g/ UIIOJVIItd/ f "tml Ct11s, February 8, 1998. 
32 Alley Cat Allies, (2003), N atio11al OpiiiLOII Poll. May 2003. 
33 .Johnson, Karen, (1995), National Pet Alliance Report on Trap/ Alter/ Release Programs. Cal Fa11ciers' A ssoriatio11, l11r. Abllallac,.July 1995, 
pages 92-94. 
34 Levy, .Julie K., DVM, Ph.D., DACVIM; Gale, David W.; G ale , Leslie A, B.S., (2003), Evaluation of the effect of a long-term trap
neuter-return and adoptio n p rogram on a free-roaming cat population,JA V.MA, Vol. 222, No. !,January 1, 2003. 
35 Animal Welfare T askforce Report - New Jersey, 2004 
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Elsewhere in the country, the Orange County, Florida, Animal Services Department, the San Francisco 
SPCA, and statewide programs in California and Utah have successfully implemented TNR programs.36 

Maricopa County, Arizona and correctional institutions in Ohio, Montana and New York State have 
also officially approved TNR as a means to feline population control. These programs are additionally 
beneficial to local governments, as volunteers can often be found to assist governments in managing 
feral cat colonies but are generally not willing to assist in trapping and removing cats for euthanasia. 

Examples of successjiJl INR programs include: 

Alachua County, Florida: A program called Catnip was implemented in 1998 and is responsible for 
sterilizing more than 22,000 cats since then. The program decreased shelter intake of cats by 61% since 
2000. 

Maricopa County, Arizona: Ed Boks, former Director of Animal Care and Control, Maricopa 
County, Arizona/7 studied conventional methods of feral cat control for over 20 years. He determined 
that these methods do not properly regulate the population and, consequently, initiated a TNR program 
tl1at is operated by the county animal control department. Within eight years the euthanasia rate 
dropped from 23 cats per 1,000 county residents to only eight cats per 1,000 countyresidents.38 

Orange County, Florida: Orange County, Florida has a population of 700,000 people. Its animal 
control department incurs costs of approxin1ately $105 per animal when it must respond to a complaint 
and impound and eutha.nize the animal. Before its TNR progran1 was introduced, there were 
approximately two hundred complaints per year, resulting in as many animals being captured, with a 
cost of $21,000 to the county. Within six years after the introduction of TNR by animal control 
services in 1995, complaints decreased by approximately 10% as did the number of impoundments, 
with a total savings to animal services of over $100,000.39 Within the six years of the start of the 
program, euthanasia decreased by 18%.40 

San Diego, California: Founded in 1992 by Dr. Rochelle Brinton, the Feral Cat Coalition (FCC) 
introduced TNR to San Diego on a countywide basis. FCC is an all volunteer organization that 
provides free sterilization procedures for feral and stray cats. In addition to sterilization procedures, the 
cats are vaccinated for rabies and treated for fleas and any in1mediate medical problems. FCC 
volunteers monitor the feral cats after they are returned to the outdoors. The local anin1al control 
departments support the program as it has had a positive impact in reducing the feral population, thus 
reducing the number of cases to which they would have otherwise been required to respond. By 1994, 
two years after the stat.t of the TNR program, the total number of cats brought into San Diego shelters 
dropped over 34% and the euthanasia rates in county shelters for all cats dropped 40% (instead of the 
usual 10% increase). San D iego euthanized 8.0 shelter animals per 1,000 people in 1997; 4.9 in 2002. 
The reduction in tl1e euthanasia rate translated to an estimated tax savings of$795,976.41 

San Francisco, California: The San Francisco SPCA initiated a citywide TNR program in 1993. The 
SPCA has been working with feral cat caregivers to control the feral cat population, provide some 
medical care, keep the cats adequately fed and, when possible, adopt tl1em into homes. There are three 
aspects to the program. The first is "feral fix," a program through which the SF / SPCA provides 
vaccinations and spay I neuter surgery for San Francisco feral cats, all at no charge to their caregivers. 

36 Krebsbach, Susnn B., D.V.M, (2003), TNR-The Most Viable Option for Expedient Reduction of Stray and Feral Cat Populations, 
February 1, 2002. 
37 Maricopa County, Arizona is approximately 9200 square miles and has approximately 3 million residents. 
38 The Proof is in-TNR Works, Neighborhood Cats, August 24, 2003, www.neighborhoodcats.org. 
39 Orange County, Fla.: A Model Animal Services Program, Allry Cat Alats (fact sheet 2003). 
40 Hughes, KL., Slate r, Margaret R., Haller, Linda, (2002), The Effects oflmplementing a Feral Cat Spay/ Neuter Program in a Florida 
County Animal Control Service, Joumal of AppliedA11ima/!Y/e(fan Scimce, Vol. 5 No. 4, page 292. 
41 Chappell, Michelle S., DVM (1999), A Model fo r Humane Reduction of Fe ral Cat Populations, Califomio V eteri11aria11, 
September/ October 1999. -
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Since the program began they report altering over 10,000 cats. The second aspect of the program is 
"Cat Assistance Teams." In neighborhoods throughout the City, CAT members work together to 
humanely trap feral cats, transport them to Feral Fix, provide post-surgety recovety care, and socialize 
feral kittens before placing them in homes. CAT members also provide expert advice and assistance to 
novice caregivers in their neighborhoods. Finally, there is 9 Lives™ Humane Feral Cat Management 
Video Series including nine comprehensive videos that cover all aspects of caring for feral cats. 42 

Within six years of commencing the TNR program, euthanasia rates dropped 70%.43 

New York City, NY: The Ne1v York Ciry Feral Cat Council ("NYCFCC") is a coalition of NYC animal 
groups working to humanely reduce the City's feral cat population through the use of TNR. They 
established a TNR program on the Upper West Side of Manhattan in 1999. Based on statistics 
compiled by New York City's Animal Care and Control, the number of stray cat intakes from the 
Upper West Side was reduced 73% in the first three years of the program. During the first year of the 
program, there was a 59% reduction in the number of cats arriving in shelters. 

Cape May, New Jersey: In 1995,John Queenan, with the Cape May City Animal Control, proposed 
an ordinance to facilitate TNR and the feeding of feral cat colonies. Queenan based his proposal on 
similar regulations in Santa Ctuz County, California. Because pick-up and euthanasia had not resolved 
the city's overpopulation problem, the ordinance focused on preventing reproduction. As a result of 
Cape May's ordinance change, 200 cats were altered in 1997. Based on the number of nuisance 
complaints, litters of kittens and visual sightings of the colonies, it is estimated that the feral cat 
population, which was between 500 and 800 cats in 1994, has been reduced by 50%.44 

Atlantic City, New Jersey: The Humane Society of Atlantic County, in conjunction with the Health 
Department o f Atlantic City and local volunteers, has used TNR successfully and with municipal 
approval. Through kitten adoptions and natural attrition (since these cats no longer reproduce), the 
feral cat population under the Atlantic City boardwalk was reduced by more than 70% within three 
years. Cat related nuisance complaints, common before enactment of the TNR ordinance, are now 
rare.45 · 

Phillipsburg, New Jersey: Phillipsburg, Warren County also authorized TNR. Dr. Robett Blease, a 
veterinarian and foundef'of Common Sense for Animals ("CSA''), a non-profit organization that receives 
no public funding, initiated the municipality's TNR ordinance in 2001. All feral cats that are brought to 
CSA are vaccinated, sterilized, and identified by way if ear notching. Cats that are infected with 
FIV /FEI-IV, unhealthy or vicious, are humanely euthanized. Since Phillipsburg authorized TNR the 
stray cat population has reportedly dropped an estimated 350 cats in the first year alone, and citizen 
complaints about stray cats have dropped to zero.46 

Bloomfield, New Jersey: The Friends of the Bloomfield/ Buko1Vski AnimalS he Iter (FOB AS) initiated a TNR 
program September 2003 with two colonies. The program has been endorsed and supported by the 
mayor, the town council and the Bloomfield Department of Healtl1. Neighborhood Cats, a New York 
City-based volunteer non-profit organization, provides advice and assistance to the town, which 
adopted TNR as its official feral cat program.47 

42 www.sfspca.o.g/ fecal/index.shtml. 
43 The Proof is in-TNR Works, Neighborhood Cats, August 24,2003, www.neighborhoodcats.o.g. 
44 John Queenan, ACO / ACI, Cape May, New Jersey. 
45 Report on Atlantic City's Fecal Cat Colonies, Ally CatAIIiu, Vol. 11, I ssue No. 4, Winter 2001. 
46 www.commonsensefocanimals.o.g. 
<7 The Proof is in-'INR Works, Neighborhood Cats, August 24, 2003, www.neighbochoodcats.org. 
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Date:  21 October 2019 
From:  Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council 

1840 S. Gaffey St. Box 34, San Pedro, CA 90731 
cspnclive@gmail.com   310-918-8650 

To:  City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Re:  Citywide Cat Program, Draft Environmental Impact Report, SCH#2013101008 

Please note: these comments to the Draft EIR are sent by the Board of the Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood 
Council based on unanimous adoption of this motion at its 21 October 2019 Board Meeting: 

Motion to file comments on the “Citywide Cat Program” Draft Environmental Impact Report. 

The Coastal San Pedro Neighborhood Council shall file formal comments to the recently-released Draft Environ-
mental Impact Report (DEIR) on the "Citywide Cat Program" to point out numerous technical and scientific 
flaws in the report's analysis (including but not limited to provisions that appear to violate California State law, 
lack of required monitoring of proposed mitigations, and significant errors in the population model that forms the 
core of the analysis) that are sufficiently severe that the report must be substantially overhauled before it can be 
acceptable as advice to policymakers. 

Environmental impact reports (EIRs), required by California State Law under the California Environmen-
tal Quality Act (CEQA), as described in this Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), page ES-1, re-
quire: 

… preparation of an objective, full-disclosure document to (a) inform agency decision
makers and the general public of the direct and indirect environmental effects of a pro-
posed project, (b) identify, where feasible, mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate any 
identified significant adverse impacts, and (c) identify and evaluate alternatives to the 
proposed project that might lessen or avoid some or all of the identified significant im-
pacts of the project.  

Unfortunately, this DEIR has sufficient flaws and unaddressed issues that, in its present state, it cannot ful-
fil the mandate of providing decision makers with adequate information on which to base decisions. The 
proposed project contains policies that appear to violate City and California State law. The core population 
model that justifies much of the DEIR’s evaluation is grossly misused. The inevitable environmental effects 
of the proposed program are incorrectly classified as “part” of the program, rather than effects of it, and 
hence are neither monitored or mitigated over the 30-year program.  
Those problems with the current DEIR are sufficiently extensive and fundamental that they cannot be cor-
rected with minor revisions and responses to comments as the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) 
is issued.  
Therefore, we request substantial revision of this DEIR, presumably in the form of a Revised Draft Envi-
ronmental Impact Report, that addresses the numerous flaws in the current draft. Such a draft will permit 
the public and interested organizations a chance to see a reasonably analyzed set of proposed actions, un-
derstand their actual expected environmental impacts, and evaluate their desirability as a matter of City 
policy.  
We highlight a few of the more obvious problems in the DEIR here, but note that many others remain.  
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Potential violations of City and State law in the proposed programs 
It is not reasonable to base an analysis of the impacts of proposed policy if that policy would be in viola-
tion of City or State law. Without an articulated strategy of how those laws will be changed to accomodate 
the proposed policies, there is no stable basis for evaluating adoption of the proposed policies.  
The DEIR proposes to encourage the feeding of stray and feral cats as a signficant part of the Cat Program 
(e.g Section 2.5.2.2).  
Section 53.06.5 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code prohibits feeding non-domesticated mammalian 
predators, which the City acknowledges includes feral cats, as evidenced by signs posted by City agencies 
citing that section of code stating that it is illegal to feed cats. 
The State of California’s Department of Fish and Wildlife has pointed out (in responses to the project’s No-
tice of Preparation) that State law (14 CCR §251.1) also prohibits the feeding of stray and feral cats — this 
is acknowledged in the DEIR, but no strategy is outlined for complying with State law.  
California State law, as part of littering ordinances (Penal Code §374.4), specifically prohibits distributing: 

… beverage containers and closures, packaging, wrappers, wastepaper, newspapers, and
magazines, in a place other than a place or container for the proper disposal thereof, and 
including waste matter that escapes or is allowed to escape from a container, receptacle, or 
package.  

That description quite accurately describes the way feral cats are generally fed. The only strategy proposed 
that would permit compliance with that State code is a recommendation (not requirement) that all feral 
and stray cat feeding should be actively monitored for 30 minutes.  
The proposed feeding and maintenance of stray and feral cats outdoors appears to violate the City’s ordi-
nance on cat-keeping (“Cat Kennel Ordinance”, LAMC 53.00). That ordinance specifies that only a very 
small number of cats (3, proposed to be increased to 5) can be “kept or maintained” at a location (whether 
indoors or outdoors). However, the program recommended in the DEIR explicitly provides for public edu-
cation on care and maintenance of populations of cats at feeding stations (section 2.5.2.4 on education; 
section 2.5.2.2 on the feeding guidelines that would be promulgated). Maintaining a large population of 
cats clearly violates the ordinance on how many cats can be maintained (whether the current 3 or the pro-
posed 5).  

Issues with the population model 
The program as proposed in the DEIR is based on a 30-year projection of its effects on cat populations, 
based on a population model, and summarized in table 4.1-2 (page 4.1-11). Significant claims in the DEIR 
regarding environmental impact (or lack of impact) are based directly on outputs of the population model. 
Put concisely: the outputs of the model form the core of the claim that there are no significant environ-
mental impacts of the proposed program. The model’s projections are the basis for comparison between 
the selected program and the No-Program Option.  
However, the model’s projections cannot in any way be relied upon, regardless of whether the model itself 
is a good choice for the application. This is because: (a) model parameters are unrealistically set to fixed 
values for the entire 30-year projection; and (b) no analysis of parameter accuracy or sensitivity is per-
formed.  
Dynamic models such as this are built around a set of parameters that summarize the relevant characteris-
tics of the environment and the modelled animal. Table J-2 (DEIR Appendices) lists the model parameters. 
These include quantities such as “Pregnancies per year”, “Adult fecundity”, “Kittens/litter [Feral & Stray]”, 
“Kittens/litter [Owned]”, “Adult Survival [Feral & Stray]”, “Adult Survival [Owned]”, etc. The model results 
depend, in non-linear ways, on each of the 31 (thirty-one) parameters listed.  
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In all cases, a single value was chosen for each parameter. Furthermore, that value was assumed to remain 
unchanging throughout the 30 year timespan of the program.  
The model appears to have been run with that one set of fixed values for the No-Project projection, and the 
same fixed set with four (fixed) changes for the Project projection.  
As an example of fixed parameters that should not be assumed to be fixed, if this program changes the way 
the City handles feral and stray cats in the way that is proposed, by applying “trap, neuter, and release”, it is 
patently unrealistic to expect proportions of sterilized cats to remain fixed over 30 years. These are fixed at 
2.3% of feral cats, 93% of owned and stray cats, and a sterilization rate of 0.1% of juvenile feral and stray 
cats sterilized each year, and 0.25% of adult feral and stray cats sterilized each year. The program itself is 
expected to change those numbers, making a fixed selection of those parameters obviously incorrect.  
No attempt was made to supply estimates of the accuracy (correctness) or precision (exactness) of each (or 
any) of the model parameters and no analysis of variability in these parameters was performed. Most of 
the parameters are derived from a single source, and no discussion of accuracy is provided. Dynamic 
models such as this would normally be run through a “sensitivity analysis” that would provide insight into 
how sensitive the model outputs are to each of the model parameters. That sensitivity, and an understand-
ing of the accuracy of the model parameters, is critical to trustworthy interpretation of model outputs. In 
the absence of a sensitivity analysis it is impossible to evaluate whether the model outputs would be radi-
cally different if, for example, the “Juvenile survival [Feral & Stray]”, fixed at 21%, was actually 10%, or 30% 
(and note that this parameter was chosen from a single published paper). There are 31 parameters whose 
variability was not analyzed — a gross misuse of this kind of model to inform management decisionmaking. 

Lack of monitoring and enforcement of de facto mitigation measures 
CEQA requires that unavoidable enviromental effects must have a mitigation plan approved that includes 
monitoring and enforcement. This DEIR attempts to skirt this requirement by proposing project actions 
that would have unavoidable effects, and handling those effects by a proposed distribution of “Program 
Implementation Guidelines” and “Ecological Conservation Measures”. The claim is that, since “… these 
guidelines are part of the proposed Project, they are not mitigation measures as defined under 
CEQA.” (Section 2.5.2, page 2-15). Further, adherence to those guidelines is optional (“recommended”) by 
the third-party organizations that the proposed program expects to carry out significant parts of the pro-
posed policies.  
The importance of these guidelines is clearly stated: “The proposed Program Implementation Guidelines 
and Ecological Conservation Measures aim to protect ESAs [Environmentally Sensitive Areas], special-
status species, and public health.” (Section 2.5.2, page 2-15). These concerns are exactly the kinds of con-
cerns that CEQA-mandated mitigations are put in place to address.  
Choosing to classify impacts as “parts” of the proposed project, rather than impacts of the proposed 
project, appears to be a deliberate attempt to avoid having to design, require, and monitor mitigation for 
the environmental effects the project will cause. The actions recommended in the “Program Implementa-
tion Guidelines” and “Ecological Conservation Measures” are mitigations (though the DEIR does not 
identify them as such) and must be analyzed and handled as CEQA requires for mitigation measures.  
In fact, without a monitoring program, it will be impossible to determine if the goals of the program are 
achieved during and by the end of the 30-year proposed timespan, let alone whether the assertion of “no 
impacts” is even remotely correct.  

We thank you for your consideration of these comments, and urge that they trigger substantial reevalua-
tion of the DEIR as presently drafted. 
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Flea-Borne Typhus 

What is flea-borne typhus?  

Flea-borne typhus is a disease caused by Rickettsia typhi and possibly Rickettsia felis 
bacteria. Human cases of flea-borne typhus are reported worldwide, but mainly in 
tropical and coastal areas. In the United States, most cases occur in Texas, California, 
and Hawaii, with an average of about 300 cases every year. In California, flea-borne 
typhus is considered endemic (always present) in areas of Los Angeles and Orange 
counties, but cases sometimes are also reported from other parts of California.  

How do you get flea-borne typhus?  

A person can get typhus by coming in contact with infected fleas. The bacteria that 
causes typhus can be found in the feces of some fleas, and this bacteria can spread to 
the skin surface when the flea bites. If the person scratches the flea bite area, some of 
the bacteria in the flea feces can enter the person's blood stream and infect them. 

What animals can carry the bacteria that causes typhus?  

In the United States, rats, opossums, and other small mammals can carry the bacteria 
that causes typhus. Rat fleas (Xenopsylla cheopis) and cat fleas (Ctenocephalides felis) 
are most commonly associated with the spread of flea-borne typhus. Fleas may become 
infected when they bite these animals, and the fleas can then spread the bacteria to 
humans, dogs, and cats.  

What are the symptoms of flea-borne typhus?  

Although most people have mild or no symptoms at all, many people infected with flea-
borne typhus may have fever, headache, chills, and muscle aches 6 - 14 days after the 
flea bite. Some people may also get a rash that may begin on the chest and spread to 
the sides and back. Most of the reported flea-borne typhus cases in California have 
required hospital care.  

How is flea-borne typhus diagnosed?  

Healthcare providers can diagnose flea-borne typhus by evaluating clinical symptoms 
and testing a patient's blood.  

How is flea-borne typhus treated?  

Flea-borne typhus is treated with antibiotics. Most people recover in a few days. Death 
from typhus is rare (worldwide, about 2 - 4% without treatment).  

How can you prevent getting flea-borne typhus?  



The key to preventing flea-borne typhus is to avoid direct contact with fleas. Use flea 
control products on pet dogs or cats, and keep cats indoors. Prevent rats, opossums, 
stray (feral) cats, and other wild animals from visiting or living around your home. 

• Do not leave pet food outside 
• Keep garbage containers tightly covered 
• Trim and remove plants around buildings 

Where can I get more information about flea-borne typhus?  

Visit the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention murine typhus website 
(https://www.cdc.gov/typhus/murine/index.html). 

Updated February 2019 

 

https://www.cdc.gov/typhus/murine/index.html
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Jan Green Rebstock <jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org> 

CAT PROGRAM 

jeanmarie wisniewski <jellybeanjr23@gmail.com> 
To: jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
Cc: Brenda Barnette <brenda.barnette@lacity.org> 

Dear Ms. Green, 

I implore you to please not place such harsh restrictions on the Cat Program. 

I TNR a lot of cats in spite of the fact that I am unable to receive any help from the 
City due to this very long ongoing lawsuit. Most of us trappers rely on programs 
such as Fixnation to fix AND vaccinate our cats. Otherwise I pay for this service 
out of pocket which can cost me $300 plus! But if I had not, and other trappers 
such as myself, this city would be literally be overrun with kittens. What your 
now proposing will indeed ensure that we will have an even larger population of 
unwanted cats (that you may plan for extermination). More hungry cats to feed. 

Thu, Oct 24, 2019 at 11 :56 AM 

We will have to drive further away and most of us have schedules and are unable to fit all into one timeline for feedings. 

We have started programs for barn cats, we have adopted some out, all kittens 
are scooped up and adopted out. Through no fault of their own, 67% of stray cats 
had previous owners and were abandoned and half the time abandoned without first fixing them. 

We work hard spending alot of money and alot of our own personal time. This being done 
to keep our stray population down. And they are not going to kill our birds into extinction so 
please, work with us and not against us! 

Thank you for your consideration, 

JeanMarie Wisnewski 
DAWS of Atwater Village 
Director of Animal Welafre Services 
3713 Edenhurst Ave. 
Los Angeles, CA90039 
jellybeanjr23@gmail.com 
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Jan Green Rebstock <jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org> 

Comments on the DEIR 

Karn Myers <karn@fixnation.org> Sun, Oct 27, 2019 at 9:08PM 
To: Jan Green Rebstock <Jan.Green.Rebstock@lacity.org> 

Dear Ms. Rebstock, 

I am writing on behalf of FixNation, the first spay/neuter clinic in LA devoted to sterilizing community cats 
(feral/stray/homeless). As co-founder of this clinic, I sincerely appreciate this opportunity to provide public 
comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (DEIR). 

I am pleased the DEIR finds no significant environmental impacts associated with the proposed Program. I 
have been a passionate advocate of trap-neuter-return (TNR) for nearly 20 years (as was my late husband, 
Fix Nation co-founder Mark Dodge), primarily for its ability to humanely stop the breeding cycle, improve 
cats' quality of life and prevent reproduction. Removing and killing outdoor cats has been shown NOT to 
constructively impede cat reproduction. It facilitates a never-ending breeding cycle well known in nature and 
thus is completely futile for protecting wildlife as well. 

TNR has been used now for decades in the US and in Europe for many years before that. It not only 
improves the lives of the cats, it improves their relationships with the people who live near them and 
decreases the size of colonies over time. TNR is definitely the only logical, effective and science-based 
means of controlling the population of free-roaming and feral cats and it is wonderful to see that the DEIR 
reached the same conclusion. 

I do have some concerns about the restrictions included in the DEIR that may reduce the overall impact of 
the proposed Program. It would be a huge disappointment and missed opportunity if we fall short of our 
collective goal - establishing Los Angeles as a no-kill community- a goal whole-heartedly supported by 
local residents, elected officials and almost all animal welfare organizations. My specific concerns include: 

Restricting TNR from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and related one-mile buffer zones, which would 
effectively put a significant portion of the City of Los Angeles (39%) off limits. It's likely that these areas have 
the greatest need of TNR activities; 

Restricting feeding times, which overlooks an important aspect of successful TNR: colony management, is 
provided on a volunteer basis by local residents. Feeding schedules need to be adaptable and convenient 
for their schedules and unique circumstances. Regular feeding times and consistent monitoring of 
community cats is also a key part of any successful TNR program, but a "one size fits all" approach is not; 

Restricting TNR to areas without "vulnerable populations" (children, elderly and people with weak immune 
systems), which potentially puts the entire city off limits to TNR and will be a very difficult standard to 
ascertain and enforce. Children and elderly live throughout the city, and how would it be possible to 
determine whether someone with a weak immune system lives in any given residence in a 400 square mile 
city?; 

Restricting the proposed Working Cat Program to indoor-only facilities, which will severely limit the number 
of potential placements. It also seems inconsistent with other City policies that allow at least some pet cats 
to free-roam without restriction. 

Of equal concern is standard for the allocation of funding for surgically sterilizing 20,000 free-roaming cats 
in Los Angeles, as proposed by the DEIR. The Project Description refers to the fact that "LA Animal 
Services has contracts with several low-cost spay and neuter providers". FixNation has never signed a 
formal contract with the City yet has a pre-injunction history of providing surgeries funded by LA Animal 
Services, and I want to be assured that our high-quality/high-volume spay/neuter clinic will indeed be 
allowed to participate in the post-injunction voucher program. 
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Fix Nation sterilizes and provides basic medical care to approximately 100 cats each and every day the 
clinic is open (4 days per week). This adds up to 17,000+ cats per year and nearly 170,000 cats to date. 
The demand the past few years has only increased and we are currently booked out two full months in 
advance. It would be a significant blow to our vast network of volunteer trappers and community cat 
caregivers - and to the proposed program itself- if our clinic cannot be a part of the City's proposed TNR 
program due to an arbitrary stipulation regarding which providers are eligible and which are not. That 
should be left to the department's discretion. 

FixNation encourages the Bureau of Engineering to adopt the recommendations outlined above as part of 
the Final EIR, which I sincerely believe will help ensure the overall success of this ambitious and long-
awaited TNR plan. Thank you for your consideration and for putting our collective and compassionate goal 
of a no-kill Los Angeles within reach at last. 

Best regards, 

Karn 

Karn Myers 

Co-Founder & Executive Director 

FixNation, Inc. 
7680 Clybourn Ave. 
Los Angeles, CA 91352 
T 818.524.2287 ext. 5 
www.fixnation.org 
Committed to Cats. It Starts with One. 

Like us on Facebook I Follow us on Twitter I Review us on GreatNonprofits 

~ 
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October 27, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Fl, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA  90015-2213 

RE:  CITY-WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and 
Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle 
free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 
and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats 
by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who 
respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about 
the following areas of the DEIR: 
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• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire
city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 

Monica Mestas 
Founder 
FTAspay

FTAspay is a 501©3 nonprofit organization, Federal Tax ID No. 36-46-73985.  P.O. Box 244, Wildomar, CA 92595 ~ 951 200 4224 
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October 22, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 

PAUL KORETZ 
Councilmcmber, Fifth District 

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: Citywide Cat Program Draft EIR (E1907610) 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

Suite 800 
Los Angeles, CA 90048 

(323) 866-1828 
(321) 852-1129 Fax 

lam writing to offer my comments on the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Citywide 
Cat Program. 

First, let me offer my congratulations and thanks to the Bureau, its consultants, you personally, 
and the City's own Cat Program advisors for preparing a pioneering and thorough document that 
I believe is more than responsive to the requirements of the California Environmental Quality 
Act. I know it's been a team effort thus far and will continue to be as the process heads toward a 
conclusion. 

The constrained scope of the EIR as determined by the Initial Study actually confirms the 
wisdom of the Bureau's original decision to prepare a Mitigated Negative Declaration in 2012-
13 because of the limited number of mandated issue areas the Proposed Project potentially 
impacts. 

My specific comments on Sections of the document are as follows: 

2.3.1 -Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) 

The incorporation and use of ESAs in the EIR raises a couple of issues. First, the ESAs denoted 
on maps in Section 4.2-2a and b have existed for a number of decades. Given that these ESAs 
are likely to have been encroached upon and/or altered by development or natural changes over 
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the years, I question whether they should be rigidly adhered to for the purpose of excluding cat 
colonies unless and until their boundaries are reviewed and updated by the City. 

Second, more effort should be given to determining what wildlife exists in each given ESA and 
whether there actually are threatened or protected species in them for which colony cats could 
pose a problem. If there are not, the Trap-Neuter-Return (TNR) restrictions should be 
reconsidered for those locations. This should not be a one-size-fits-all consideration. 

Third, there appears to be a relationship between ESAs and the County's Sensitive 
Environmental Areas (SEAs) described in Section 4.2.2.1. I have been unable to identify 
whether that relationship has any direct bearing on the Cat Program and whether any program 
restrictions are prescribed for SEAs in addition to those prescribed for ESAs. This should be 
clarified. 

Last and most important, I believe that keeping TNR out of these areas is a completely absurd 
and boned-headed approach, that accepts the value of this concept as advanced by Travis 
Longcore. While he is a leader in the Urban Wildlands group which teamed with local Audubon 
Society chapters in the litigation which led to this EIR, other Audubon leaders in other places 
support TNR. No other place in the country has required an EIR for something that can only be 
helpful in reducing the number of stray and feral cats. 

By creating ESA's which could cover as much as 40% of our city, we are likely to be creating 
huge Cat Reproduction Zones! We have already done so citywide due to the injunction that has 
halted our efforts to spay and neuter free-roaming cats for a decade. Under the current proposal, 
60% of the city will have a slow but steady reduction, while in 40% we will continue shooting 
ourselves in the paw with a steady, unnecessary increase. This is all brought on by Longcore's 
Fantasyland beliefs. His alternative is to create ESA's (preferably for him the whole city) where 
we would go in, trap and execute thousands of cats, rather than spaying/neutering and returning. 
This is NOT going to happen. We would be the worldwide standard in cruelty, and a worldwide 
laughingstock. This would be a cat Holocaust, a citywide "catastrophy." This whole study is 
premised on his hallucinations. So, based on the reality of the situation, nothing will be done in 
the 40% (hopefully a lower percentage because those areas are overly broad and outdated) that 
are ESA's and cats will increase exponentially there. If their presence indeed poses any threat to 
fauna, that unfortunate situation will be exacerbated, not mitigated. 

I could see a couple of wildlife refuge areas where we could trap a hundred or so cats and 
remove them from the area, and adopt them out as working cats. But that is probably the extent 
ofhow many we could successfully enroll in the program. For anything beyond those numbers, 
we would be talking about Longcore's cat mass execution fantasy. 

We were forced by the court to ultimately allow Longcore to waste one million dollars of city 
funds on a cat EIR, and the accompanying criticism we received, because we believe this will be 
a net savings in our efforts to reduce cat overpopulation. Please do not let one man's lunacy 
devastate a critical program, and the very birds he is trying to save. 
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2.5.1 - Implementation 

The. text refers to "pre-qualified spay-and-neuter veterinarians" being eligible to participate in the 
Task Order Solicitation process. I presume the pre-qualification process is undertaken by the 
Department of Animal Services (LAAS), but I believe that what that constitutes should be made 
clear. There are a variety of spay-neuter providers in the city, including some very reputable, 
experienced ones who have provided LAAS with their services in the past, which are under the 
impression that for some reason they may not be eligible to participate because for some reason 
they are not currently providing such services. The EIR should not be conveying any 
misimpressions with regard to that important matter. The program should allow any spay-neuter 
provider deemed qualified by the Department to participate at the Department's discretion, no 
matter when the Department makes that decision. 

2.5.2- Program Implementation Guidelines, etc. 

It appears that the Implementation Guidelines allow for TNR-related trapping to take place in 
both ESAs and in the proposed one-mile buffer zones around them, which I support. The 
recommendation that the cats, after being sterilized and treated, not be returned to colony sites in 
those locations raises issues I allude to in my mention ofESAs above and is problematic. 

As I mentioned above, attempting to eliminate or prohibit colonies in those areas eliminates a 
substantial portion of the city's acreage from the Cat Program and runs the risk of creating 
conditions whereby trappers will not trap in those areas. That, in tum, means that potentially 
thousands of free-roaming cats will live and breed unabated in precisely the areas we'd rather 
they not do so. 

As noted above, the ridiculous ESA prohibition should at a minimum be fine-tuned to 
acknowledge ESA locations wherein maintaining colonies would not create meaningful impacts 
on flora and fauna. Likewise, the one-mile buffer recommendation, while apparently derived 
from "best practices," is based on free-roaming cat range estimates that are contested by 
experienced TNR practitioners. I am aware of arguments that one-third of a mile would be more 
realistic, especially considering that a managed colony with regular feedings is likely to motivate 
the cats to remain relatively close to their primary food source (which in the case of a colony is 
going to be the feeding site). Additionally, it is a known fact that male cats roam much further 
than females in search of potential mates and neutering them would have a mitigating impact on 
their likelihood to wander for a full mile in such a search. I recommend that appropriate 
reductions to the buffer zones be considered, which I believe will cause no additional impacts, 
especially if done in conjunction with a fine-tuning of the ESA restrictions as I've suggested, or 
even better, eliminating them. 

Regarding feeding hours, I am concerned that the suggested 6 a.m.- 8 p.m. and 30-minute 
limitations could prevent working persons who manage colonies and also have to deal with 
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congested commutes to and from work will not be able to effectively carry out the tasks 
necessary to effectively feed the cats. I recommend that this be adjusted at least to 5 a.m. - 9 
p.m. and 1-hour, respectively, or made even more flexible so as to accommodate the needs of 
colony managers who will be the engine driving the success of the program. 

Regarding the Working Cat Program, I am very supportive as long as it's implemented in 
manageable locations. I am aware that the concept has been successful in a variety of locations, 
including several Los Angeles Police Department stations, the Downtown L.A. Flower Mart, 
barns and so on. I believe we will have some work to do to convince "non-believers" to allow 
the program to be installed in buildings they manage, but I am hopeful it can be accomplished. 

4.2.2.9- Biological Resources 

As noted above, the evolving nature ofESAs and SEAs suggests that the analysis of predation 
can lead to the more nuanced treatment of those locales I've previously set forth, at a minimum. 

4.2.2.10- Cat Density 

The analysis of cat density implicitly argues that the population control offered by the 
implementation ofTNR would be beneficial to the fauna in ESAs, SEAs and buffer zones. 

4.2.3.2- Impacts Analysis 

Because trapping for TNR is non-lethal, it should not place small wildlife in mortal danger 
should non-feline animals venture into the cage traps. And trappers will be able to release them 
promptly, so the risk to these animals should be minimal. 

The expressed concern regarding the potential for trappers to trample vegetation can be mitigated 
by providing trappers with instructions and guidelines for avoiding disruption of flora. Because 
trappers are trying to lure cats, not frighten them away, disrupting vegetation would be 
counterproductive. 

BI0-3 -Interference with Wildlife Movement, etc. 

As the author of the City's proposed Wildlife Corridor plan, I am very sensitive to the potential 
for disrupting the safe movement of wildlife in the urban setting. I believe the EIR's analysis of 
the risks associated with the presence of free roaming cats is at least slightly exaggerated. 
Clearly small felines are not a threat to larger animals ranging from bobcats and servils up to 
deer and mountain lions. They may pose a modest threat to birds, rodents and other small 
animals smaller than themselves, but that threat should recede as TNR population controls are 
asserted. I support the EIR's conclusion that this likely is to be the case. Additionally, I believe 
those birds and smaller animals undertake movement that is not restricted to corridors, per se, so 
the risk posed by outdoor cats is further dissipated. And the choice is a program to reduce free
roaming cats, or to do nothing and INCREASE their numbers. So how could having fewer free
roaming cats impact wildlife movement anyway? 
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BI0-4 - Wetlands Habitat, etc. 

I support the EIR's conclusion that the impact ofTNR on wetland habitats will not be 
significant, and if anything would be positive, with a number of cats being reduced. However, I 
could see identifying a wetlands area and removing a small cats for use in the working cats 
program. 

5.2- Alternatives 

The array of project alternatives presented primarily includes useless proposals that will not have 
the beneficial impact for free roaming cat population control that the Cat Program provides. 
Two alternatives, number 6 (free trapping and surrender) and number 12 (free trapping and 
euthanization) are objectionable as a matter of City policy and because the City's reliance on 
volunteer trappers makes them impractical and indeed impossible. The City's trapping partners 
will not undertake the activity if it leads directly or indirectly to killing cats. Thus, they become 
comparable to the No Project alternative, which straightforwardly ensures that every negative 
impact the critics ofTNR warn of is essentially guaranteed to occur. The alternative proposing a 
reduction to the household cat limit is directly in conflict with an aspect of the Citywide Cat 
Program calling for an increase in that limit which already has been approved in concept by the 
Los Angeles City Council. Requiring a lower number of indoor cats one can own will simply 
make adoption of cats through our shelters more difficult, and more of them euthanized, a result 
desirable only to Mr. Longcore and the rare, out-of-step animal activist organization. 

In conclusion, with significant modifications to the guidelines and mitigation measures, I believe 
this EIR paves the way for an effective Cat Program that will reduce environmental impacts as 
well as the number of cats (especially neo-natal kittens) killed in the City animal shelters. 
Absent the kinds of implementation modifications I suggest, however, I believe the City may be 
setting itselfup to fail with regard to controlling the population of free roaming cats. That would 
be an unacceptable outcome for the City, the cats, the birds and the people who care about them. 

Councilmember, 5th District 
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BACKGROUND 

Pet Assistance Foundation (PAF) has been a humane presence in 
Southern California communities for more than sixty-three years.  Our hotline 
connects compassionate residents and pet guardians with information, 
resources, and/or direct support to address the needs of companion animals in 
five Southern California Counties.  We have worked with shelters, legislators, 
schools, veterinarians and private citizens to improve the plight of companion 
animals with a focus on curtailing pet overpopulation and the rampant 
suffering it creates. 

As a grassroots organization operating twelve branches throughout 
Southern California, we have become very aware of the negative impact of TNR 
in terms of animal suffering, environmental, public health, and private property 
rights. TNR, as widely practiced, is an outgrowth of the No Kill movement that 
is based on the premise that any kind of life and eventual death is better for 
unwanted animals than a peaceful and painless death.  Experiences on our 
hotline and in the field as rescue workers tell us pet overpopulation, in spite of 
decline in shelter euthanasia statistics over the past 5 decades, is still a tragic 
reality.  Sadly, the No Kill movement has done a great disservice to animals and 
the public by mis-educating them that we can adopt, foster, and TNR our way 
out of pet overpopulation. because for them, pet overpopulation is nothing 
more than a myth, a fraud that has been perpetrated upon the public by the 
animal welfare community.  There is abundant evidence that No Kill operations 
throughout the nation are failing in public shelters and private rescue groups 
due to overcrowding, hoarding, and inept adoption and rescue practices to 
increase live release rates. TNR, as widely practiced is simply “outdoor 
hoarding.”  

Pet Assistance Foundation
A compassionate presence in the community since 1955 
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PAF subsidizes feral spay/neuter for clients requesting financial help 
who, after our substantial screening, state that they are competent caretakers 
who will feed and care for a small number of ferals in safe areas, usually in 
backyards or in contained areas near the caretaker’s residence or business.   
Our policy on TNR mirrors that of PETA and we attach their policy for your 
perusal. 

The LA Citywide Cat Program is a massive undertaking that involves 
significant public funding, $60 million dollars over 30 years, and that will 
negatively impact the environment, create quality of life issues for people and 
for tens of thousands of feral cats.  PAF firmly believes TNR, unless carried out 
in a safe setting with careful supervision and monitoring to abate animal 
suffering, amounts to animal abandonment, which is illegal in the State of 
California, and raises significant issues of environmental impact, public health 
and intrusion on property rights  

I. PAF OPPOSES THE CITYWIDE CAT PROGRAM BECAUSE IT DOES NOT
COMPREHENSIVELY ADDRESS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT.

On page ES-7 of the Executive Summary, you state that “the proposed 
Project would not result in any significant environmental impacts. No 
mitigation is required for the following resource areas: Biological Resources, 
Water Resources, Human Health Hazards.”  Our LA urban environment is 
fragile due to over population and over development.  We need to make every 
effort to conserve what little natural plant and wild animal life we have left as 
well as preserve our water supply from contamination. We do not believe that 
the EIR has seriously considered the scientific reports on the connection 
between the parasite Toxoplasma gondii and the fatal infection of sea otters, 
the dynamics of which are not completely understood, but have been found to 
be related to cat feces. The run-off of water contaminated with cat feces 
seeping into the underground water supply is another concern.  We are equally 
concerned about the decimation of millions of birds, many of them 
endangered, by free-roaming owned and feral cats. Many cats will exhibit 
hunting behavior, even when they are fed.   We do not understand how you will 
prevent free roaming TNR cats from migrating to sensitive environmental 
areas.  
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II. PAF OPPOSES THE CITWIDE CAT PROGRAM BECAUSE IT DOES NOT
COMPREHENSIVELY ADDRESS PUBLIC HEALTH AND PROPERTY RIGHTS
ISSUES.

A. Public Health Concerns - Citizens have the right to not be 
subjected to excessive flea and feces proliferation, especially in 
public areas like parks where children play and people gather for 
recreation.  Typhus can be spread by fleas and coccidia in cats can 

  lead to a toxoplasmosis infection in humans, e.g., children playing 
in sand boxes or play areas where infected cats have defecated. 
Furthermore, feral cats often contract head mange, caused by 
mites that spread rapidly from one animal to another and lead to 
great suffering for the cat if it is not treated. Treating is possible 
in a feral colony by adding ivermectin to the infected cat’s food: 
however, this is a hit and miss approach and very labor intensive.  
This parasitic infection is contagious to humans and is known as 
Scabies.  

B. Property Rights - Residents have the right not to want nuisance 
cats on their property for whatever reason: they don’t want cat 
feces in their yard, they don’t like cats climbing on their cars or 
causing their dogs to bark excessively.  Many residents resort to 
trapping the cat and taking it to the shelter where the owner may 
be contacted, or sadly, a resident may simply abandon the cat.  
What happens in the case of a feral cat turned in to the shelter?  
Will it continue to be abandoned somewhere else to be 
victimized?  This is why we stress Keeping Your Cat Indoors when 
we do adoptions.  We encourage LAAS to do the same.  

III. PAF IS OPPOSED TO THE CITYWIDE CAT PROGRAM BECAUSE IT DOES
NOT ADEQUATELY ADDRESS THE SAFETY AND WELFARE OF THE CATS.

A. TNR programs can only achieve their original purpose, which is to 
humanely reduce feral cat populations over time through attrition 
if they adhere to a carefully structured program with diligent 
follow through.  Improperly applied, especially on a wide scale, it 
can increase animal suffering and actually add to the problem of 
pet overpopulation because it has the effect of sending the wrong 
message to the public that it is okay to abandon an animal when 
it is no longer wanted.  
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B. TNR can so easily morph into a Return to Field (RTF) program
where any cat or kitten not considered adoptable is altered,
vaccinated, and then dumped in its original or unfamiliar location,
often with no caretaker to provide food, shelter and monitoring of
the cats’ well-being. We have witnessed this time and time again
and are often involved in rescuing or caring for these neglected
cats.  TNR cats are often abandoned in neighborhoods where
residents do not want the cats released, or whole colonies are
abandoned because a caretaker becomes ill or dies.  Proponents
of the RTF and TNR programs, mainly Stray Cat Alliance, the
organization that carries out RTF and TNR programs in local
shelter jurisdictions, maintains that these cats will somehow
survive even without a dedicated caretaker. RTF is a truly
adulterated form of TNR practices, which we categorically
oppose.

PAGE ES-3 “D” of the Executive Summary states: “Release free-
roaming cats that have been spayed and neutered from animal 
service centers’ custody to TNR groups that have the intent of 
returning the animal to free-roaming status.” This statement has 
us very worried because there is a loophole here for any free-
roaming cat, whether tame, semi-tame or feral, to fall victim to 
indiscriminate abandonment in a loosely defined TNR program, 
especially one that takes on RTF characteristics.  This is especially 
true when dealing with vast numbers of feral cats whose handlers 
are committed to an impressive “live release rate.”  

C. The Citywide CAT Program does not comprehensively address the
following humane TNR practices. As already pointed out, TNR
programs are best carried out in confined areas where dedicated
caretakers assume custody for a small colony from 1 to 10 cats
under these conditions:

1. Cats must be released in a safe, contained area that is
free from coyote intrusion and heavy traffic.

2. Dedicated caretakers must agree to monitor the cats
and formally register with the shelter to oversee the
cats’ needs: mainly food, shelter, safety from
predators, and medical conditions, should they arise.
Food must be placed in an area where and when it does
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not attract wildlife.  Obviously, prior arrangements 
must be made to provide funding for a comprehensive 
TNR program, including food for the cats and a 
replacement caretaker in case the current caretaker is 
indisposed.  

3. Local residents must be in agreement about cats being
released. Residents must be provided with information
about the specific cats released: sex, breed,
approximate age, and microchip numbers.

4. The local municipal shelter must maintain a strict
monitoring policy regarding the cats and caretakers
involved in caring for the TNR cats, including receiving
a timely report from caretakers.

D. The Citywide Cat Program Fails to Adequately Address the
Negative Effects of TNR, especially when practiced on a Wide
Scale.

1. Feral cats are often the progeny of owned, intact cats
that are not kept indoors by their owners or which have
been abandoned to fend for themselves after owners
move out of apartments or homes.  The persistent myth
that cats can take care of themselves feeds this tragic
pattern, and, unfortunately, the presence of free
roaming- cat colonies can help perpetuate it, leading to
even more abandonment.   In the case of small TNR
colonies in enclosed areas, public education is needed,
as well as prominent signs at contained colony sites
that this is a managed colony of Community Cats and
abandoning an animal here is a crime.

2. In their quest for food, starving, free-roaming cats
often fall victim to rat poisoning because they eat
tainted prey or they are attracted to food that has been
purposefully baited with rat poison.  We often hear
about occurrences of this slow and painful death on our
hotline. Even some mountain lions have fallen victim to
rat poison.

3. Outdoor feeding stations and the cats themselves also
attract and increase the breeding behavior of coyotes
which view cats as a food source and adjust their own
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population to available food supply.  This is one of the 
main reasons why we stress maintaining TNR cats in a 
safe, contained area for the cats’ welfare and to lessen 
their predation on wildlife. 

4. Though the working Cat program may sound viable, we
must be assured the cats WILL be cared for under the
guidelines above as well as those mentioned on page
ES-2 in the Executive Summary.

E. The Citywide Cat Program turns over responsibility for much of 
its responsibility to outside organizations that DO NOT HAVE a 
comprehensive approach to curtailing pet overpopulation. 

PAF has deep concerns about turning over the free roaming cat 
component of cat rescue to TNR organizations, many of whom are 
“No Kill” zealots in the extreme.  We have witnessed the animal 
suffering they have caused on many fronts. We need to know how 
they are vetted, since under the Citywide Cat Program, they will be 
undertaking a great part of the City Shelters’ job. Their contracts and 
assigned duties must be made public. From all appearances, they will 
be greatly subsidized by taxpayer generated spay/neuter funds to 
carry out their mission with little LAAS oversight.   

The Citywide approach to cat overpopulation, which is part of the No 
Kill agenda, undermines public trust in the shelter. We can empathize 
with compassionate people who might not want to turn a stray cat in 
to the shelter because it is likely to end up abandoned somewhere.  
The LAAS abdication of its MANDATED responsibility for the welfare 
of feral cats under the Citywide Cat Program is really a ploy to 
improve the “live release rate.”  

The primary mission of any shelter should be to reduce animal 
suffering while considering the needs of each animal that enters the 
shelter.  Sadly, LAAS, has become fixated on the “live release rate” 
that is evidenced not only in its Citywide Cat Program, but also in its 
“Clear the Shelter Days” where animals are adopted with little 
screening and very low cost.  

Of course, we advocate massive low cost spay/neuter programs, but 
we firmly believe there has to be a comprehensive approach to 
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solving the pet overpopulation problem in LA City, not just a touted 
“live release rate” to address the complex, societal problem of pet 
overpopulation.  Every animal welfare advocate looks forward to the 
day when every adoptable animal will find a loving home with 
responsible guardians: however, WE ARE NOT THERE YET – NOT EVEN 
CLOSE, CONTRARY TO THE CONTENTION OF THE NO KILL 
MOVEMENT. Thus, we have serious reservations about the No Kill 
stance of LAAS and its methods to address the pet overpopulation 
problem 

IV. SOLVING THE TRAGIC PET OVERPOPULATION PROBLEM: PAF
advocates a synergistic, three-pronged approach-Legislation,
Education, and Low-cost sterilization (LES). The plan to allocate all of
the $60 million dollars in public funds exclusively for the Citywide Cat
Program leaves no money with which to address other desperately
needed programs, such as humane education, and increased
enforcement of the city’s spay neuter/licensing ordinances that could
have a significant effect on curtailing pet overpopulation.

A. Legislation - LA City already has breeding control/licensing laws
with incentives to spay and neuter, but these are pointless unless
they are enforced. Why can’t some of these funds be used to
enforce these ordinances and introduce cat licensing? When
rigorously enforced, these laws can substantially reduce
backyard breeding of pets. Educational outreach about the laws
and enforcement of existing ordinances is especially critical in
lower socio-economic/culturally diverse areas where there is
indiscriminate breeding of animals that results in a high impound
rate.

B. Humane Education/Community Outreach - Why can’t some of
these funds be used to implement widespread humane education
in schools and in the community in concert with qualified
humane organizations and the LAUSD? Humane education
promotes empathy and compassion, which lays the foundation
for the strengthening of the human-animal bond as well as the
human-to-human bond.  There is substantial evidence to support
the correlation between cruelty to animals and violence toward
humans.  The California State Legislation passed a Resolution in
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2016 (HR 28) which advocates the development of humane and 
environmental education in the schools.  

C. Low Cost Sterilization Programs - LA City has several  programs
for low cost spay and neuter including the voucher and mobile
unit programs; however the City desperately needs more
community outreach and mobile units in lower-socio economic
areas, culturally diverse areas where much of the indiscriminate
breeding of pets takes place, especially cats that, if left intact,
will produce generations of feral cats.  Mobile operations must
be combined with enforcement and community outreach as well
as humane education. Spend public funds allocated for the
Citywide Cat Program on more mobile low cost spay/neuter
services in lower socio-economic areas.

V. FINAL THOUGHTS

Organizations, such as Best Friends, the ASPCA and others have 
substantial endowments.  We assume one of the main objectives of 
the well-endowed animal welfare organizations, such as Best Friends, 
that in 2018 alone received revenue close to $140 million, is to 
comprehensively address pet overpopulation.  We wonder why they 
require LA City taxpayers to fund the total cost of the TNR program 
they so ardently promote. Why are they unwilling to share the 
burden? 

 As we have tried to make clear in our comments, we maintain that 
the thirty year, $60 million allotted for this project is unacceptable 
because it does not represent the comprehensive approach REQUIRED 
to address the tragic pet overpopulation problem in its many facets 
and complexities. 
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October 28, 2019 

Jan Green Rebstock, D.P.P.D. 
Environmental Supervisor 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 

Via e-mail: jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 

Re: Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report Evaluating 

Implementation of a Proposed Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

The enclosed comments are submitted on behalf of People for the Ethical 
Treatment of Animals (PETA) and our more than 6.5 million members and 
supporters, including hundreds of thousands of Los Angeles–area residents. We 
believe that the draft environmental impact report conducted to evaluate the 
potential environmental effects of the proposed Citywide Cat Program in Los 
Angeles erroneously concludes that the project wouldn't result in any 
significant environmental impacts and thereby fails to consider alternatives in 
an adequate manner and to offer any measures to mitigate those impacts. The 
proposed program would also conflict with state and federal laws.   

In the enclosed comments, we've detailed the significant specific 
environmental effects that the Citywide Cat Program, if approved, would 
undoubtedly have on the environment. It would have negative effects in the 
following areas: 

 Biological resources
 Human health
 Public services
 Hazards and hazardous materials
 Hydrology and water quality
 Land use and planning
 Transportation and traffic
 Aesthetics
 Noise
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We're available to provide additional information on the potential impacts to any 
of these environmental areas at your request. I can be reached at 443-320-1277 or 
TeresaC@peta.org. Thank you for your time and consideration.  

Sincerely, 

Teresa Chagrin 
Animal Care and Control Issues Manager 
Cruelty Investigations Department 

~~~~~ 

Comments of People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA) on the 

Draft Environmental Impact Report Evaluating Implementation of a  

Proposed Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 

The Los Angeles Department of Public Works' Bureau of Engineering's ("the Bureau") draft 
environmental impact report (DEIR) has based many of its conclusions about the prospective 
impacts of the proposed Citywide Cat Program ("the Program") on the erroneous assumption that 
the free-roaming cat population in Los Angeles ("the city") would necessarily decrease over a 
30-year period.1 This assumption isn't supported by substantial evidence. Multiple studies and
real-world experiences indicate that the implementation of similar programs has resulted in an

increase in homeless-cat populations. A 2013 study authored by researchers with the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention, the U.S. Department of Agriculture, and the American Bird
Conservancy found that "TNVR has not been shown to reliably reduce feral cat colony

populations because of low implementation rates, inconsistent maintenance and immigration of
unsterilized cats into colonies. For these reasons, TNVR programmes are not effective

methods for reducing public health concerns or for controlling feral cat populations.
Instead, responsible pet ownership, universal rabies vaccination of pets and removal of strays
remain integral components to control rabies and other diseases"2 [emphasis added].

For decades, the city has failed to enforce in an adequate or substantial way existing laws and 
regulations that prohibit cat abandonment, require that owned cats be sterilized, and require city 
workers to pick up stray cats. Using the destructive environment that the city has helped to 

create as a baseline to determine whether the continued conduct is harmful to that 

environment is unreasonable.  

1City of Los Angeles, "Citywide Cat Program: Draft Environmental Impact Report" (DEIR), Aug. 2019, at ES-8 
<http://eng2.lacity.org/techdocs/emg/docs/citywide_cat/CatProgramDEIR.pdf>.  
2A.D. Roebling et al., "Rabies Prevention and Management of Cats in the Context of Trap-Neuter-Vaccinate-
Release Programmes," Zoonoses and Public Health, 2013, at 1 
<http://www.coloradonativebird.org/uploads/3/3/7/5/3375180/catsrabiestnvr-article.pdf>. 
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The initial study on the Program indicates that Los Angeles is experiencing an increase in feral 
or free-roaming cats.3 While a solution is needed, evidence suggests that implementing the 
Program would only add to the problem. "Trap, neuter, return" (TNR) programs have been 
shown to be ineffective, so the Program would not only divert funds from the city's Animal 
Sterilization Fund—an initiative that has real potential to decrease the number of homeless 
cats—but also leave and/or put cats on the streets and encourage residents to feed them, which 
has been shown to increase the feral and stray cat populations. As one concerned citizen wrote, 
"Diverting and depleting [the City's Animal Sterilization Trust Fund] would only add to the 
[feral cat] problem. The more logical solution to the feral cat problem is to increase the number 
of owned cats that are spayed/neutered and therefore more likely to be kept indoors (especially in 
lower-economic areas). An unaltered cat can exhibit very obnoxious indoor behavior. For that 
reason, they are likely to be put outside and be abandoned and become feral."4 

A.D. Roebling, et al., said, "A Tel Aviv, Israel study similarly showed that two colony
populations continued to grow even at 73–75% sterilization, mostly due to immigration from
surrounding cat populations …. Likewise, managed cat colonies in two Florida parks increased 
in size despite TNR programmes."5 Instead of decreasing cat populations, TNR programs have 
repeatedly led to an increase in homeless cat populations as a result of the supplemental feeding 
of the cat colonies.6 "Feeding of feral cat colonies sustains their populations, and it likely 
subjects them to increased disease transmission by increasing cat densities and contact rates at 
feeding sites."7 In other words, TNR programs―as well as TNVR programs—do not "adequately 
meet feral cat population control needs that public health and animal welfare necessitate."8 

Further, TNR "creates an attractive nuisance and has been hypothesized to act as a classic 
enabler, encouraging people to abandon cats instead of taking them to animal shelters. … Trap-
neuter-return advocates admit that posted locations where TNR programs are being conducted 
regularly experience substantial and repeated influxes of cats."9 According to the National 
Association of State Public Health Veterinarians, "reports suggest that support of 'managed cat 
colonies' may increase the public's likelihood of abandoning unwanted pets in lieu of more 
responsible options."10 

3City of Los Angeles, "Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration for Citywide Cat Program (W.O E1907610)," 
Oct. 2013, at 10 <http://eng2.lacity.org/techdocs/emg/docs/citywide_cat/Citywide_Cat_IS_NMD.pdf>. 
4Phyllis M. Daugherty, "LA Animal Services: Would You Buy a 'Feral Cat Program' From Brenda Barnette? (Part 2 
of 3)," OpposingViews.com, 22 Oct. 2013 
<http://www.opposingviews.com/i/society/animal-rights/la-animal-services-would-you-buy-feral-cat-program-
brenda-barnette-part-2-3>. 
5Roebling et al., supra note 2 at 4. 
6Ibid. 
7Ibid. at 5. 
8Ibid. 
9David A. Jessup, D.V.M., M.P.V.M., D.A.C.Z.M., "The Welfare of Feral Cats and Wildlife," Journal of the 

American Veterinary Medical Association, 2004, 225.9, at 1381 <https://abcbirds.org/wp-
content/uploads/2015/07/Jessup-2004-Welfare-of-feral-cats-and-wildlife.pdf>.  
10National Association of State Public Health Veterinarians, Inc., "Free-Roaming/Unowned/Feral Cats: Position 
Statement," Sept. 1996 
<http://www.tnrrealitycheck.com/media/NASPHV.pdf>. 
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David A. Jessup, D.V.M., M.P.V.M., D.A.C.Z.M., executive manager of the Wildlife Disease 
Association (an international nonprofit scientific organization), and former senior wildlife 
veterinarian and supervisor of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife's Marine Wildlife 
Veterinary Care and Research Center—who refers to TNR as "trap, neuter, and reabandon"—
says, "[I]n most locations where TNR has been tried, it fails to substantially or quickly reduce cat 
numbers and almost never eliminates feral cat populations."11 He indicates that he has "seen 
multiple feral cat colonies on state property and park lands and in a number of sensitive habitats 
on private lands in California where various levels of TNR (from casual to serious efforts) have 
gone on for many years. None of these efforts, by themselves, eliminated the feral cat 
population."12 Furthermore, "[t]he largest TNR program in the nation, which neutered and 
reabandoned 180,000 cats, is not expected, even by its proponents, to reduce the number of feral 
cats in California. Despite articles claiming success, a follow-up study on one of the largest and 
most active TNR programs in California has revealed no demonstrable effects at the population 
level after nearly a decade of effort."13 Dr. Jessup indicates that "TNR is not sustainable, does not 
generally reduce feral cat populations in a reasonable period of time (5 years or fewer) … and 
almost never results in the elimination of feral cat colonies."14 

There are many examples of incidents in which TNR resulted in an increase in homeless cat 
populations as well as an increase in complaints and risks. Chaminade University in Hawaii tried 
a TNR management program for over 20 years with no success―and according to a news story, 
"The school says the stray cat population continued to thrive and claims feeders were just 
throwing the food around the campus, making a mess."15 A school spokesperson said, "It just 
didn't work, I wish it did work."16 The borough council of Seaside Heights, New Jersey, voted 
unanimously to disband the town's TNR program after receiving resident complaints, including 
those describing contaminated soil and the near-destruction of a home.17 Phoenix College in 
Arizona decided to end its TNR program because, according to a spokesperson, "Instead of 
stabilizing the population, it has doubled, creating an unhealthy situation for the cats and the 
community."18 And after experimenting with a pilot TNR program, the city of Parry Sound, 
Ontario, was reconsidering allowing the practice, because "the number of feral cats appears to be 
increasing—as does the noise, smell and general nuisance."19 

A 2005 study conducted "[t]o evaluate 2 county trap-neuter-return (TNR) programs for feral cat  
population management via mathematical modeling"20 found that "[i]n both counties, results of 

11Jessup, supra note 9 at 1380. 
12Ibid. 
13Ibid. 
14Ibid. at 1380–81. 
15Lynn Kawano, "Cat Lovers Protest Chaminade Policy for Feral Felines," HawaiiNewsNow.com, 19 Oct. 2013 
<http://www.hawaiinewsnow.com/story/23737344/cat-lovers-protest-chaminade-policy-for-feral-felines>.  
16Ibid. 
17Daniel Nee, "Seaside Heights Disbands Feral Cat Group, Looks to Find New Solution," Lavallette-Seaside.Shorebeat.com, 2 June 
2016 <http://lavallette-seaside.shorebeat.com/2016/06/seaside-heights-disbands-feral-cat-group-looks-to-find-new-solution/>.  
18Eugene Scott, "Phoenix College Ending Feral-Cat Program, to Remove Animals," AZCentral.com, 7 Feb. 2014 
<http://www.azcentral.com/community/phoenix/articles/20140129phoenix-college-ending-feral-cat-program.html?nclick_check=1>. 
19Stephannie Johnson, "Town Council Tires of Feral Cat Problem," ParrySound.com, 15 Oct. 2014  
<http://www.parrysound.com/news-story/4915139-town-council-tires-of-feral-cat-problem/>. 
20Patrick Foley, Ph.D.; Janet E. Foley, D.V.M., Ph.D.; Julie K. Levy, D.V.M., Ph.D., D.A.C.V.I.M.; Terry Paik, 
D.V.M., "Analysis of the Impact of Trap-Neuter-Return Programs on Populations of Feral Cats," Journal of the
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analyses did not indicate a consistent reduction in per capita growth, the population 
multiplier, or the proportion of female cats that were pregnant"21 [emphasis added]. A 2003 study 
conducted "[t]o evaluate the effect of a long-term trap-neuter-return program, with adoption 
whenever possible, on the dynamics of a free-roaming cat population"22 noted the following: "A 
1-year study of TNR programs in 2 southern Florida parks revealed that the presence of well-fed
cat colonies encouraged illegal abandonment of additional cats. … [T]he arrival of new cats

prevented reduction of the colonies …. Results of the study also refuted an oft-cited claim that 
an established colony of cats will defend its territory and prevent the immigration of new 
arrivals"23 [emphasis added]. 

A 2009 study revealed the following: 

A study of TNR implemented countywide in San Diego showed that feral cat populations 
had not decreased after 10 years, and a similar result was found after 7 years in Alachua 
County, Florida, where feral cat populations increased (Foley et al. 2005). . . . Two 
colonies subject to TNR in Florida were tracked for over a year and population size of 
both colonies increased owing to the influx of new cats dumped at the highly visible sites 
(Castillo & Clarke 2003). 

Peer-reviewed reports of TNR decreasing the size of feral colonies (e.g., Levy et al. 
2003) derive in part from intensive efforts to remove cats for adoption as part of the TNR 
program. In a TNR program on a Florida university campus, 73 of 155 cats (47%) were 
removed for adoption during the study period (Levy et al. 2003). In another program, 
during 2–3 years of TNR, 270 of 814 cats (33%) were captured and adopted, without 
which the number of cats at the 64 sites would have increased as a result of 87 cats 
joining the colonies while 50 died (Stull 2007). . . . Assertions of colony declines often 
are supported only by reference to Web sites, even in peer-reviewed articles (Gibson et 
al. 2002). Few published scientific studies document the actual disappearance of a colony 
through TNR and then only after many years of constant effort (e.g., Levy et al. 2003; 
Stoskopf & Nutter 2004).24 

It's troubling that the DEIR appears to have cherry-picked data and skewed information in order 
to promote cat abandonment, despite clear and well-established scientific evidence that roaming 
domestic animals, particularly cats, are having a significant detrimental impact on ecosystems 
and on the environment worldwide. Recently, in "Merchants of Doubt in the Free-Ranging Cat 
Conflict," researchers Scott Loss and Peter Marra explained some of the dangers posed by 

American Veterinary Medical Association, 2005, 227.11, at 1775 
<https://www.avma.org/News/Journals/Collections/Documents/javma_227_11_1775.pdf>.  
21Ibid.  
22Julie K. Levy, D.V.M., Ph.D., D.A.C.V.I.M.; David W. Gale; Leslie A. Gale, B.S., "Evaluation of the Effect of a 
Long-Term Trap-Neuter-Return and Adoption Program on a Free-Roaming Cat Population," Journal of the 

American Veterinary Medical Association, 2003, 222.1, at 42  
<https://www.avma.org/News/Journals/Collections/Documents/javma_222_1_42.pdf>.  
23Ibid. at 45. 
24T. Longcore, C. Rich, and L.M. Sullivan, "Critical Assessment of Claims Regarding Management of Feral Cats by 
Trap-Neuter-Return," Conservation Biology, 2009, 23.4, at 891 <doi: 10.1111/j.1523-1739.2009.01174.x. Epub 
2009 Feb 24>. 
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allowing misinformation that's spread by special interest groups to dictate public policy 
regarding domestic cats:  

Separating fact from misinformation is a major barrier to public understanding of science 
and institutional adoption of evidence-based policy (UCS 2017). As described 
in Merchants of Doubt (Oreskes & Conway 2010), there are myriad examples of industry 
and special interests manufacturing doubt about scientific consensus to keep 
controversies alive and hinder policy changes regarding environmental and public health 
issues such as DDT, cigarette smoking, and climate change. 

Another issue for which organized misinformation has clouded consensus and misled 
policies affecting human health and biodiversity conservation is free-ranging domestic 
cats. Free-ranging cats unquestionably threaten humans as hosts of zoonotic disease 
(CDC 2016), threaten biodiversity by causing tremendous wildlife mortality (Loss 
et al. 2013), have contributed to at least 63 extinctions (Doherty et al. 2016), and 
negatively affect vertebrate populations globally (Loss & Marra 2017). Yet, campaigns to 
fabricate doubt about cat impacts have entered conservation science (Wolf 2017) and 
policy arenas (CODC 2015) due to no-kill agendas of animal-rights advocates who 
support nonlethal management (e.g., trap-neuter-return [TNR]).25 

Dr. Joel McNeal, a biology professor at Kennesaw State University, explains, "TNR doesn't 
work and leads to more cats in areas where it is practiced than simply leaving the population 
untouched. Reducing carrying capacity by limiting food sources is the most effective way to 
limit the cat population. TNR advocates take advantage of the lack of population biology 
knowledge in the general public to sell neutering as population control, while their feeding has a 
much more profound effect on populations. Reduced intake rates at shelters are often promoted 
as successes, but this simply means there are more cats on the streets rather than coming through 
shelters and says nothing about population increase or decrease."26 

In concluding that the Program would "result in no impacts or less-than-significant impacts for 
all resource areas,"27 the Bureau explicitly relies on the assumption of a "projected net decrease 
in the free-roaming cat population."28 The fact that peer-reviewed research belies this critical 
assumption entirely undermines the DEIR's conclusions as to the significance of the prospective 
environmental impacts of the Program. Alternatives and mitigation must be considered, as 
discussed below.  

In contrast, several of the alternatives suggested in the DEIR, if implemented and rigorously 
carried out, actually have the potential to reduce the number of free-roaming and homeless cats 
in the city and, therefore, the number of homeless and unwanted cats who require sheltering and 
euthanasia, while also reducing the environmental effects of the Program. The following 

25Scott R. Loss, Peter P. Marra, "Merchants of Doubt in the Free-Ranging Cat Conflict," Conservation Biology, 
2018, 32.2 <https://conbio.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/cobi.13085>.  
26Joel McNeal, Ph.D., "Trap-Neuter-Return Perpetuates Artificially High Densities of Feral Cats," PowerPoint 
presentation, 2015. 
27DEIR pp. ES-8 
28Ibid. 
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alternatives can and should be carried out in conjunction with each other to prevent cats from 
becoming homeless in the first place, decrease the number of cats roaming and breeding on the 
streets, and provide for the humane, legal treatment and care of cats who may become lost or 
homeless in the city:  

 Alternative 1: Provide the public with an additional 20,000 free/discounted sterilization
vouchers for owned cats. Unspayed and unneutered cats exhibit behavior that can lead to
their abandonment or surrender to shelters. The American Veterinary Medical Association
reports that "[r]emoving a female … cat's ovaries eliminates heat cycles and generally

reduces the unwanted behaviors that may lead to owner frustration. Removing the testes
from male … cats reduces the breeding instinct, making them less inclined to roam and more
content to stay at home"29 [emphasis added].

 Alternative 2: Prohibit cat owners from allowing their feline companions to roam at large.
Cats who are allowed to roam outdoors without supervision can become lost when chased by
dogs, other animals, or people. They are also often left behind when owners move and are
unable to locate them and are captured and abandoned far from home by neighbors who
perceive them to be a nuisance. These are three ways homeless-cat colonies begin.

 Alternative 3: Establish a cat-licensing program. Cat-licensing and -microchipping
ordinances have been shown to increase greatly the number of lost cats who are reunited with
their guardians, reducing the need for adoption and euthanasia services at animal shelters.
For example, after Calgary, Alberta, implemented a cat-licensing bylaw in 2006, it drastically
increased the number of cats reclaimed from the community's animal shelter: Within seven
years, nearly half of all cats admitted to the shelter were reunited with their guardians, which
is well above the average rate.30

 Alternative 4: Prohibit the outdoor feeding of owned or roaming cats. Food set out for
"managed" colonies attracts more cats (as well as wildlife, including coyotes, foxes,
raccoons, skunks, and rats). It also makes unsterilized cats better able to reproduce, creating
more homeless cats.

 Alternative 5: Increase enforcement of the city's spay/neuter ordinance. Preventing cat
owners from allowing their feline companions to reproduce is the most effective way to
prevent cats from ending up abandoned and surrendered to shelters.

 Alternative 6: Facilitate free trapping/certified trapping, and streamline the permit process to
surrender homeless cats to shelters without "return to the environment."31 Making it easier for
residents to trap homeless cats and remove them from their properties is critical to getting the
community's help in reducing the number of homeless cats roaming the city.

 Alternative 7: Reduce (or at least don't increase) the number of cats allowed at any one
property. Strictly regulating the number of cats allowed at a property can prevent complaints
from neighbors, who often resort to capturing animals and reabandoning them in other areas,
where they form or join colonies of homeless cats.

29American Veterinary Medical Association, "Spaying and Neutering," AVMA.org, 2019 
<https://www.avma.org/public/PetCare/Pages/spay-neuter.aspx>.  
30Stephen Burns, "Cat Licence Aims to Cut Euthanization," WinnipegFreePress.com, 9 Dec. 2014  
<http://www.winnipegfreepress.com/local/cat-licence-aims-to-cut-euthanization-285181221.html>. 
31 DEIR pp. 5-23 
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 Alternative 8: Provide peaceful, painless euthanasia for cats for whom no homes can be
found. Abandoning domestic cats on the street because of an aversion to euthanasia is cruel
and likely illegal.

I. IMPACTS ON BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The Program would have a substantial adverse effect on the city's biological resources,
including, but not limited to, the city's stray and feral cat population, the city's animal companion
population (primarily canine and feline companions), and the city's wildlife population, including
species identified as candidates for sensitive or special status and those species in sensitive
natural communities and environmentally sensitive areas. The Program would also interfere with
the movement of native resident and migratory wildlife species. Furthermore, it may conflict
with laws already in place to protect biological resources.

While the DEIR only considers the impact of the Program on wildlife, the feral and stray cats 
themselves as well as animal companions are important biological resources who must be 
considered under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The CEQA defines the 
environment as "the physical conditions which exist within the area which will be affected by a 
proposed project, including land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, noise, [and] objects of historic 
or aesthetic significance."32 Cats (including feline companions) and dogs are, of course, fauna.33 
The CEQA guidelines ("the Guidelines") only address concerns with fauna that are related to 
"any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional 
plans, policies or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service" and "any native resident or migratory fish,"34 but the Guidelines specifically 
state that the "sample questions" listed in Appendix G "are intended to encourage thoughtful 
assessment of impacts, and do not necessarily represent thresholds of significance" and that 
"[s]ubstantial evidence of potential impacts that are not listed [in Appendix G] must also be 
considered." Because there is substantial evidence to indicate that the Program would 
significantly affect feral and stray cats as well as animal companions—i.e., fauna―the impacts 
on these animals must be considered. 

Impacts on Feral and Stray Cats 

Although altering homeless cats prevents future generations from suffering, it doesn't 
significantly improve the quality of life of the cats who remain outdoors. Free-roaming homeless 
cats don't reach old age. They commonly suffer and die as a result of highly contagious diseases, 
infected puncture wounds, broken bones, urinary tract infections, brain damage, internal injuries, 
attacks by other animals or cruel humans, being hit by automobiles, hostile living conditions like 
lack of adequate shelter from the elements (including wildfires, floods, and landslides), and 
hunger and dehydration. They're considered by many to be a nuisance, through no fault of their 
own. 

32Cal. Pub. Res. Code § 21060.5. 
33The common definition of "fauna" is "animal life." Merriam-Webster, "Fauna" <http://www.merriam-
webster.com/dictionary/fauna> (last visited on Oct. 27, 2019). 
34Cal. Code of Regs., Tit. 14, Ch. 3, App. G. 
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Michael W. Fox, B.Vet.Med, Ph.D., D.Sc., M.R.C.V.S.,35 a veterinarian, bioethicist, and 
syndicated columnist, has stated that TNR programs are "unconscionable," saying that "[a]fter 
release, the cats cannot be guaranteed appropriate veterinary care when needed, and not all 
volunteers can get out to inspect and feed [the cats] at least once a day and provide fresh water 
and shelter as needed. The cats also kill songbirds and other precious wildlife and can harbor and 
transmit several diseases, some of which are communicable to humans and to other domestic and 
wild animals."36 He further states, "TNR is mistreatment of cats considered unadoptable."37 

To protect cats and native wildlife, the California Veterinary Medical Association (CVMA) 
advises, "Should managed cat colonies be established, natural or artificial restrictive barriers 
should be employed to protect both cats and native wildlife."38 Regarding homeless and feral cat 
populations, the CVMA Policy on Free-Roaming, Abandoned, and Feral Cats explains: 
"Unfortunately, most of these cats will suffer premature mortality from disease, starvation, or 
trauma. Their suffering is of sufficient magnitude that it constitutes a national tragedy of 
epidemic proportions. These free-roaming abandoned and feral cats also represent a significant 
factor in the mortality of hundreds of millions of birds, small mammals, reptiles, amphibians, and 
fish. This population of cats also poses a zoonotic disease risk for the public."39 

Dr. Jessup wrote the following regarding feral cats: "Many feral cats live short, brutal lives. 
Figures vary, but the AVMA has used the figure of 2 years as opposed to 10 for the mean 
lifespan of owned cats; others estimate that feral cats live approximately half as long as owned 
cats. Mortality rates for feral cats can be up to 80%/y [annually]. Feral cats suffer considerably 
higher rates of injury and disease. Many feral cats succumb to vehicle trauma, predation, disease, 
or severe weather."40 

Cats who are abandoned in TNR face endless dangers on their own. One such danger is posed by 
humans. The Program would leave many property owners and renters without adequate legal 
alternatives to removing cats from their property and prohibiting feeding in their community. 
When property owners and renters are denied assistance with the removal of cats who are 
damaging their property and considered a nuisance, they may become frustrated and take matters 
into their own hands, often resorting to cruel means of population control. Recent cases of 
cruelty to free-roaming cats reported by the news media just in California include the following: 

 In May 2019, BakersfieldNow.com reported that a roaming cat had been found covered with
blood and with "a gaping hole in her skin." She was taken to a veterinary hospital, where X-
rays revealed that she'd been shot with a BB gun and that two pellets remained inside her. It

35Dr. Michael W. Fox―author of a newsletter and books on animal care, welfare, and rights and honor roll member 
of the American Veterinary Medical Association—is a veterinarian with doctoral degrees in medicine and animal 
behavior. You can write to him at United Feature Syndicate, 1130 Walnut St., Kansas City, MO 64106. 
36Dr. Michael W. Fox, "TNR Hurts Cats, Others," PilotOnline.com, 13 Jan. 2013 
<https://www.pilotonline.com/opinion/letters/article_8f74ee39-f823-513d-8294-f7908530eaaa.html>. 
37Ibid.  
38California Veterinary Medical Association, "CVMA Policy on Free-Roaming, Abandoned, and Feral Cats," 
CVMA.net, 23 June 2016 <https://cvma.net/resources/cvma-policies/feline/cvma-policy-on-free-roaming-
abandoned-and-feral-cats/>.  
39Ibid. 
40Jessup, supra note 9 at 1379. 
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wasn't known if she would survive. It wasn't reported whether authorities were notified, but 
no suspects were identified. 

 In April 2019, KCBSRadio.Radio.com reported that several homeless cats had been found in
Oakland after they were "shot by someone with a pellet gun." At least four cats had been
found with injuries. One had to be euthanized because of the extent of the damage, and
another had to undergo a leg amputation.

 In February 2019, ABC10.com reported that a roaming cat in North Highlands had been
found panting and in pain. She was admitted to a veterinary hospital in critical condition. X-
rays revealed that she'd been shot and that two pellets were lodged in her body, one of which
had punctured her intestines. She underwent surgery, required blood transfusions, and
remained in critical condition.

 In February 2019, LosAngeles.CBSLocal.com reported that police in Oxnard had arrested a
man who was allegedly captured on video surveillance shooting a roaming cat with a
crossbow. The footage reportedly showed him shooting the weapon in an alley, picking up a
cat who had been killed, and putting his or her body in a trash receptacle. He was charged
with cruelty to animals.

 In July 2018, TheCatalinaIslander.com reported that four cats who were part of a "colony"
had become ill or died. One cat, who'd been found dead, appeared to have been attacked by
another animal. A second cat had been found "in pain … acting very sluggish and obviously
mortally sick." He or she was taken to a veterinary hospital and died. A third cat showed
similar symptoms and "eventually died." A postmortem examination revealed that he or she
had died from antifreeze poisoning. A fourth cat had been found exhibiting similar symptoms
and was taken to a veterinary hospital for treatment.

 In December 2017, ModBee.com printed a letter to the editor alleging that more than 100
homeless cats who were part of a colony of cats who'd been sterilized and abandoned at a
shopping center in Modesto had been killed. Dead felines were reportedly found "scattered
throughout the bushes" at the site, and the writer believed that a company had been hired to
remove the animals. It was also reported that "[p]eople continue to dump cats in this area
thinking they are safe; but in fact, they are tortured and mutilated by some very sick people."
It wasn't reported whether authorities had been alerted, but no suspects were identified.

On a daily basis, feral and stray cats face innumerable other dangers, such as diseases, infections, 
and other illnesses and injuries, including those caused by attacks by predators. PETA's 
Emergency Response Team has handled numerous calls from Los Angeles–area residents 
desperate to get help for free-roaming cats suffering from painful health conditions. Here are just 
a few examples: 

 PETA was contacted by an El Monte resident reporting that the cat in the photo below—who 
had recently been sterilized, ear-tipped, and abandoned—was found lying motionless and 
appeared to be dying. PETA paid to have the animal examined by a veterinarian, because the 
so-called "colony caretaker" refused to take him to a shelter. He was diagnosed with feline 
panleukopenia (aka "feline parvo" and "feline distemper") and provided with a painless end 
to his suffering through euthanasia at the hospital. 
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 A PETA staffer responded to a Los Angeles resident's call for help after she found the cat 
in the following photo in her yard. She said that he'd been attacked by a gopher. It 
appears that he may have been suffering from an advanced case of eosinophilic 
granuloma complex lesions, a somewhat common condition in cats with poor or 
depressed immune systems. He was provided with a peaceful end to his suffering.  

 Although the cat in the photo below appears to be dead, he was not. Our national emergency 
pager was called when two Los Angeles residents found him severely injured under a car 
but couldn't or wouldn't take him to an animal shelter. A PETA staffer rushed to the scene 
and transported him to a city shelter, where he received a painless end to his suffering. 



 A resident called PETA's national emergency pager about this homeless, suffering cat in 
South Los Angeles. After LA Animal Services wouldn't give confirmation that the city 
would help this dying animal (we were told only that it might respond)—we found a 
PETA activist to rush him to a veterinary hospital. An examination determined that he 
had a broken jaw, likely as a result of having been hit by a car several days earlier, and 

his mouth was filled with maggots. PETA paid for his merciful euthanasia. 

 A PETA staffer was alerted to a homeless cat with a tail injury at a dry cleaning 
business—workers said that he'd become caught in one of the machines, where he'd tried 
to warm himself. A PETA staffer was given permission to trap him. Once he was 
contained, his tail was discovered to be scabbed, bloody, and degloved. 



 The homeless cat in the following photo was found under a car in San Pedro suffering 
from facial cancer. PETA ensured that he was provided with euthanasia. 

 The badly injured homeless cat in the following photo was found unable to move in a 
gutter in the city. He'd apparently been attacked by one or more dogs. PETA was asked to 
intervene when city officers' response time was poor, and we ensured his safety until 
officers arrived.   



Other animals—particularly dogs—also present a constant danger to outdoor cats. Stories that 
have made the news in California about roaming cats who were injured or killed by dogs have 
recently been published in Bakersfield, Sonora, East Davis, Winters, and Lodi. 

Cats relegated to an outdoor existence have nowhere to go when the temperatures drop or they 
become frightened and need cover. They often seek shelter by crawling into car engines, where 
they can be severely mangled or even killed when the car is started. For example, good 
Samaritans in Perris found an apparently homeless kitten badly mangled in some bushes. One of 
them said that "it looked like [her] guts were sticking out—that's how bad it was. … Her arm was 
just bones and tissue hanging. It was really, really bad."41 The kitten was taken to a public animal 
shelter, where veterinarians amputated her leg. It was suspected that she had crawled inside a 
car's engine for warmth and safety and was injured when the vehicle was started.  

Similarly, cats can get hyperthermia and may die from heat stroke or heat exhaustion in the 
summer—in fact, hundreds of cats and dogs do each year. In April, ChicoER.com published a 
letter to the editor written by a resident who'd found an apparently homeless cat on his property 
who was described as "[h]ot, injured, dehydrated and hungry."42 The CVMA advises, "Pets 
spending time outdoors in any activity should be carefully monitored for overheating."43 In a 
news release, the agency explained, "Hot weather increases the risk of mosquito, flea, and tick 
bites, which can be fatal in cats and dogs."44 A VetStreet.com article reports, "Even cats [who] 
are used to being outside can suffer during hot weather. Remember that young, elderly, or sick 

41Peter Surowski, "Perris: Badly Mangled Kitten Recovers From Long-Shot Surgery," PE.com, 23 Dec. 2015 
<https://www.pe.com/2015/12/23/perris-badly-mangled-kitten-recovers-from-long-shot-surgery/>.  
42Adam Ghiorso, "Letter: A Big Thank You to Workers at Animal Shelter," ChicoER.com, 30 Apr. 2019 
<https://www.chicoer.com/2019/04/30/letter-8/>. 
43California Veterinary Medical Association, "Keeping Pets Safe During Summer Heat," CVMA.net, 2017 
<https://cvma.net/publications/press-releases/keeping-pets-safe-during-summer-heat/>.  
44Ibid. 
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cats are more likely to become dehydrated or otherwise ill as a result of heat exposure. If a 
severe heat advisory is issued in your area and humans are advised to stay indoors, it is a good 
idea to bring your cat indoors, too. … Cats should also be brought inside if severe weather is 
expected, as heavy rain, flooding, and high winds can be hazardous, especially for cats [who] are 
hiding under cars or in other low-lying areas."45  

Natural disasters, including wildfires, floods, and landslides, pose a danger to homeless cats who 
are impossible to evacuate effectively even if people try to do so. After the Camp Fire last year, 
it was reported that staff at the "VCA Valley Oak Veterinary Center in Chico … canceled regular 
appointments so doctors could focus on wildfire victims. Hundreds of pets, mostly cats, were 
dropped off over the course of five days. … Injuries include[d] smoke inhalation, dehydration 
and severe burns. … The animals in the worst condition, with third-degree burns all over their 
bodies … had to be euthanized" [emphasis added].46 

The risk of disease is ever-present for homeless cats—rabies is prevalent.47 In addition to rabies, 
homeless cat populations also harbor "bartonellosis, toxoplasmosis, plague, endo- and 
ectoparasites, feline immunodeficiency virus (FIV), feline leukaemia virus (FeLV) and rickettsial 
diseases."48 Feline immunosuppressive diseases such as FIV and FeLV "may predispose infected 
cats to developing additional viral, bacterial or parasitic diseases that can be passed to humans or 
owned cats," and "[m]any of these diseases are prevalent at higher levels in feral cats compared 
with the owned pet population because outdoor access poses the greatest risk of infection."49 Cats 
can also carry cutaneous larva migrans because of various nematode parasites, tularemia, and 
murine typhus.50 

Additionally, "[g]roup feeding of cats by colony caretakers puts cats at greater risk for 
contracting diseases whose transmission is augmented by increased animal density and contact 
rates among cats," such as feline respiratory disease complex, which has led to high morbidity in 
shelters, catteries, and colony feeding sites.51 Last year, more than 36 cats at four locations where 
a group had been trapping, sterilizing, and reabandoning homeless cats in Oregon reportedly died 
from panleukopenia.52 Painful symptoms of the fatal disease "range from diarrhea and vomiting 
to seizures."53 

45VetStreet, "Summer Hazards and Your Cat," VetStreet.com, 31 Aug. 2011 
<http://www.vetstreet.com/cats/summer-hazards-and-your-cat>.  
46Angela Fritz, "Surviving the Camp Fire Was Hard Enough. Now These Animals Have to Find Their Humans," 
WashingtonPost.com, 17 Nov. 2018 
<https://www.washingtonpost.com/science/2018/11/17/surviving-camp-fire-was-hard-enough-now-these-animals-
have-find-their-humans/>.  
47Roebling et al., supra note 2. 
48Ibid. at 3. 
49Ibid. 
50R.W. Gerhold and D.A. Jessup, "Zoonotic Diseases Associated With Free-Roaming Cats," Zoonoses and Public 

Health, 2012 <https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/681002-zoonotic-diseases-associated-with-free-
roaming.html>. 
51Roebling et al., supra note 2 at 3. 
52Buffy Pollock, "Heartbreaking Outbreak," KTVL.com, 16 Nov. 2018 <https://ktvl.com/news/local/heartbreaking-
outbreak?fbclid=IwAR3H4DncnwbAOfZIf9lfwhBIcfTejTVgHaNEHQmH_2DLu7IOaDzkClbcR0o>. 
53Ibid. 
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In 2017, Calaveras County authorities had to seize and euthanize more than 20 cats fed in a yard 
by a resident after "[t]hey contracted chlamydia, a buildup of bacteria in cats, and other diseases 
common among smaller, communal spaces similar to the one they lived in. Visual symptoms 
were apparent; many of the felines had droopy eyes, snotty noses and respiratory issues. 
'They were sickened from there being too many in too small of a lot,' [animal services manager 
Henning] Schreiber said. 'They were not malnourished or neglected.'"54 

Jan Bellows, D.V.M., diplomate A.V.D.C. and A.B.V.P. (canine and feline), reports that "[t]ooth 
resorption in cats is prevalent, affecting 28% to 68% of mature cats."55 Bemidji Veterinary 
Hospital & Boarding Kennel explains on its website, "Feline tooth resorption is a painful and 
common condition. It is the most common cause of tooth loss in cats. Greater than half of all 

domestic cats over three years of age will have at least one tooth affected. . . . Since cats are 

talented in hiding their pain, owners are often unaware of the problem until it is severe. 
This is one reason why yearly physical exams by a veterinarian are so important. A complete, 
sedated, oral exam with dental radiographs is essential to diagnose and grade the severity of the 
disease. . . . In cats [who] have been previously diagnosed with tooth resorption, it is 
recommend[ed] that oral exams be done every six months and dental prophylaxis with full mouth 
radiographs done at least yearly by a veterinary professional"56 [emphasis added]. Homeless cats 

suffer in silence from a lack of basic and needed veterinary care and treatments.  

Feral cat's mouth/PETA 

Homeless cats also face the pain and suffering caused by starvation. Simply enacting a TNR 
program doesn't ensure that stray and feral cats will be fed. People feeding them move, forget, 

54Jason Cowan, "Cat Colony Euthanized Near Valley Springs," CalaverasEnterprise.com, 21 Dec. 2017 
<http://www.calaverasenterprise.com/news/article_2c77a05c-e69e-11e7-90c9-97e9e9493ed0.html>.  
55Jan Bellows, D.V.M., Diplomate A.V.D.C. and A.B.V.P. (Canine and Feline), "External Tooth Resorption in 
Cats," TodaysVeterinaryPractice.com, Jan./Feb. 2016, at 20 <https://todaysveterinarypractice.com/wp-
content/uploads/sites/4/2016/05/TVP_2016-0102_Feline-Tooth-Resorption-Pt1.pdf>.  
56Bemidji Veterinary Hospital, "Feline Tooth Resorption," BemidjiVetHospital.com, 13 Feb. 2018 
<https://www.bemidjivethospital.com/blog/?p=807>. 
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tire of the responsibility, or run out of sufficient resources for the ever-growing feral cat 
colonies.  

Homeless cats also run the risk of getting caught in devices. For example, ABC7.com reported 
that an apparently homeless kitten had been found by a Hawthorne resident stuck to a glue board 
that had been set out to trap and kill other animals. In February 2019, it was reported that an 
apparently homeless cat in Riverside had been heard crying under the hood of a pickup truck. 
Authorities were called and found her "hanging upside down"57 in the vehicle's engine 
compartment with a steel-jaw trap clamped onto one of her legs. In July, a PETA staffer 
responding to concerns about injured homeless kittens found several kittens in box traps that had 
apparently been set to trap skunks at the Metrolink Central Maintenance Facility. PETA had to 
track down a worker to address the situation immediately, as the kittens were in the full sun 
during the summer with no food or water.  

Another concern regarding homeless cats is that the Program relies on members of the public to 
catch cats in traps and then take them to be spayed or neutered. However, lending out animal 
traps presents a danger to homeless cats, as individuals must not only set out a trap but also 
remember to check it often and regularly during the day and, once a cat is caught, provide him or 
her with immediate care or bring the animal to LA Animal Services. California law defines feral 
cats as "completely unsocialized" cats "whose usual and consistent temperament is extreme fear 
and resistance to contact with people."58 They are therefore resistant to human handling and, even 
when caged, can be intimidating to people not trained in animal handling. Animal traps still 
allow cats to reach through the wire and bite and/or scratch the individual picking up the cage. It 
can therefore be difficult for a person renting a trap to bring the cat to LA Animal Services once 
the animal is caught, and embarrassment or lack of time or initiative may prevent an individual 
from reaching out to the department for help. LA Animal Services General Manager Brenda 
Barnette has frequently stated that the department is so understaffed that it can only respond to 
the top six emergencies each day, throughout the entire city. Even if it's contacted, it may not be 
able to reach the trapped animal in time, as a cat can quickly perish trapped in a cage without 
water. Stranded cats endure a slow, painful, lonely death. For example, a TNR program in 
Portland, Oregon, was suspended after a cat who'd been stuck in a trap for weeks was found 
dead. 

Because TNR programs have repeatedly resulted in an increase in homeless cat populations, as 
outlined above, domestic cats would be significantly impacted by the Program. 

Impacts on Companion Animals 

As noted above, cats can carry rabies, bartonellosis, toxoplasmosis, plague, endo- and 
ectoparasites, FIV, FeLV, rickettsial diseases, cutaneous larva migrans because of various 
nematode parasites, tularemia, and murine typhus, and viral, bacterial, or parasitic diseases that 
can be passed to humans or owned cats—and many of these diseases are more prevalent in feral 
cat populations than in owned cat populations since "outdoor access poses the greatest risk of 

57City News Service, "Riverside County Animal Services Officers Save Cat Caught in Illegal Wildlife Trap," 
PE.com, 13 Feb. 2019 <https://www.pe.com/2019/02/13/riverside-county-animal-services-officers-save-cat-caught-
in-illegal-wildlife-trap/>.  
58Cal. Food & Agric. Code § 31752.5. 
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infection."59 Dogs, too, can contract diseases such as rabies, bartonellosis, toxoplasmosis, plague, 
endo- and ectoparasites, rickettsial diseases, cutaneous larva migrans, tularemia, murine  
typhus, and viral, bacterial, or parasitic diseases. When homeless cat populations are present, 
dogs and cats who are allowed outdoors―even just for supervised walks—are at an increased 
risk of exposure to these diseases. Feral and stray cats thus present a danger to dog and cat 
companions. 

Feline companions who are kept safe indoors by responsible guardians can experience extreme 
anxiety and stress caused by the presence of roaming and homeless cats outdoors. Wailani Sung, 
M.S., Ph.D., D.V.M., D.A.C.V.B., explains: 

I have certainly encountered many cats who get so upset at the sight of an outdoor cat 
that they fluff out their fur, start yowling and hissing and then may turn on the closest 
living creature standing next to them, whether that's their feline housemate, the 
family dog or the unsuspecting owner. It may sound funny but it is not a funny matter 
when your cats suddenly start fighting with each other after one episode of redirected 
aggressive behavior or when your cat starts to attack you or your dog every time he sees 
you after the incident. Some indoor cats may not become aggressive but still [exhibit] 
signs of stress. They may vocalize and pace back and forth close to the window where 
they last saw the other cat. They may also start to eliminate in inappropriate areas around 
the house. Sometimes outdoor cats may come to your property and deliberately spray 
around the outside of your house. If the outdoor cat sprays, odor molecules can 
sometimes be carried in through vents or open doors or windows. This can cause your 
indoor cat to become even more agitated. Sometimes, indoor cats will spray in response 
inside the house.60 

Both residents who are responsible guardians and their beloved animals would be significantly 

affected by the Program. Stress- and anxiety-induced types of behavior expressed by indoor cats 
as a result of homeless, roaming cats can also lead to an increase in cat abandonment and 
surrender to shelters: Litter box issues are among the leading reasons why cats are given up or 
abandoned.  

Impacts on Wildlife 

We agree with The Urban Wildlands Group that the negative impacts of homeless cats on 
wildlife are severe and substantial. In addition, we add the following brief comments. 

A recent study found that, "[s]ince 1970, the continental U.S. and Canada have lost more than 1 
in 4 birds. The total bird population in the two countries has fallen by almost 3 billion."61 The 

practice of allowing cats to roam outdoors is one of the leading direct human-caused reason 

for the decline.  

59Roebling et al., supra note 2 at 3. 
60Dr. Wailani Sung, M.S., Ph.D., D.V.M., D.A.C.V.B., "Help! My Indoor Cat Is Being Tormented by an Outdoor 
Cat," VetStreet.com, 4 Nov. 2015 <http://www.vetstreet.com/our-pet-experts/help-my-indoor-cat-is-being-
tormented-by-an-outdoor-cat>.  
61Jeremy Deaton, "U.S., Canada Have Lost 3 Billion Birds Since 1970. Scientists Say 'Nature is Unraveling'," 
NBCNews.com, 19 Sept. 2019 <https://www.nbcnews.com/mach/science/u-s-canada-have-lost-3-billion-birds-
scientists-say-ncna1055961>. 
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A 2013 study found that roaming cats account for the majority of human-caused wildlife 

deaths in the U.S., as an astounding "1.3–4.0 billion birds and 6.3–22.3 billion mammals 
annually"62 are killed by them. An increase in the number of free-roaming cats would not only 
reduce the number and restrict the range of wildlife species, including endangered and rare 
species, but also threaten to eliminate animal communities, as they kill countless native North 
American birds, mammals, reptiles, amphibians, and fish each year.  

A study conducted at the University of Georgia in which owned cats allowed to roam were 
outfitted with small video cameras on their collars found that approximately 30% of them killed 
small animals—on average, two per week.63 Reptiles, small mammals, and birds were among 
their common prey. Researchers reported, "Even if an animal was not depredated, indirect 
negative effects on fecundity and behavior (due to cat stalking and chasing) are possible. 
Beckerman et al. (2007) and Bonnington et al. (2013) suggest that there are sub-lethal effects on 
urban birds as a result of cat presence in the system, including: reduced reproductive 
performance, increased nest defense, and reduced parental provisioning (decreasing nestling 
growth rates)."64  

In 2017, SFGate.com reported that although the California Quail—the state bird—was once 
bountiful in San Francisco, these animals are now essentially extinct in the city. Only one bird 
remained at the time of the report, a male named Ishi. The heartbreaking report explains: "'Ishi's 

62Scott R. Loss, Tom Will, and Peter P. Marra, "The Impact of Free-Ranging Domestic Cats on Wildlife of the 
United States," Nature Communications, 2013, 4.1396 <https://www.nature.com/articles/ncomms2380>.  
63Kerrie Anne T. Loyd, Sonia M. Hernandez, John P. Carroll, Kyler J. Abernathy, and Greg J. Marshall, 
"Quantifying Free-Roaming Domestic Cat Predation Using Animal-Borne Video Cameras," Biological 

Conservation, 2013, 160:183–189 < http://www.kittycams.uga.edu/other/Loyd%20et%20al%202013.pdf>.  
64Ibid. at 188. 

PE-37

https://www.nature.com/articles/ncomms2380
http://www.kittycams.uga.edu/other/Loyd%20et%20al%202013.pdf
390503
Line



sorrowful call will likely never be returned by a female mate. The ground-dwelling birds are 
known for their charisma, not their mobility, and a city-slicking bird already has the cards 
stacked against it …. [A]s is true of many localized extinctions, humans are largely at-fault—or 
rather, their pets are. 'Cats are the dagger,' said Cindy Margulis, executive director of the Golden 
Gate Audubon Society. … Felines, whether domesticated or not, are hardwired to pounce, 
Margulis said."65  

Small animals who are caught by cats and not immediately killed are highly susceptible to death 
by pasteurella septicemia after being exposed to the deadly bacteria that naturally occurs in the 
mouths of cats. The American Bird Conservancy reports that "[c]at predation is one of the 
reasons why one in three American birds species are in decline."66 

Additionally, cats can spread diseases to wildlife. The New York Times reported that the results 
of a recently published study determined that Toxoplasma gondii shed in the feces of domestic 
cats was killing California's iconic sea otters. The report explains, "Toxoplasma can also kill 
marine mammals, as scientists who study them have long been aware. It has felled not just sea 
otters but also dolphins and endangered monk seals in Hawaii. Studies over the past two decades 
established that rain can wash Toxoplasma from land to sea, where the parasite accumulates in 
the kelp forests that otters love."67 

Last year, it was reported that "[e]ndangered beluga whales in the St. Lawrence River already 
facing plenty of adversity now have an unlikely foe to contend with—the common house cat. A 
new study suggests the belugas are being increasingly infected with a parasite known as 
toxoplasma gondii, transmitted through the feces of cats."68 Domestic felines (aka felis catus/felis 

domesticus) are commonly referred to as "house," "feral," and "domestic" cats. Whether 
socialized or not, they're the same species. 

The Russian River Watershed Association explains, "Pet waste can be washed by rainfall into 
storm drains and nearby creeks and rivers. Storm drains do not connect to treatment facilities, so 
untreated animal feces end up in creeks and rivers, causing significant water pollution. Decaying 
pet waste consumes oxygen and sometimes releases ammonia. Low oxygen levels and ammonia 
can damage the health of fish and other aquatic life. Pet waste also contains nutrients that 
promote weed and algae growth. The resulting cloudy and green water makes swimming 
and recreation unappealing or even unhealthy."69 

65Michelle Robertson, "There's Only 1 Quail Left in San Francisco, and Cats Are Likely to Blame," SFGate.com, 5 
Nov. 2017 <https://www.sfgate.com/science/article/quail-san-francisco-cats-last-state-bird-12309957.php>.  
66American Bird Conservancy, "'KittyCam' Reveals High Levels of Wildlife Being Killed by Outdoor Cats," 
ABCBirds.org, 6 Aug. 2012 <https://abcbirds.org/article/kittycam-reveals-high-levels-of-wildlife-being-killed-by-
outdoor-cats/>.  
67Francie Diep, "What's Killing California's Sea Otters? House Cats," NYTimes.com, 28 Aug. 2019 
<https://www.nytimes.com/2019/08/28/science/california-sea-otters-cats.html>.  
68Sidhartha Banerjee, "Study Shows Parasite Spread by Cats Threatens Quebec's Endangered Belugas," 
KelownaDailyCourier.ca, 15 Oct. 2018 <http://www.kelownadailycourier.ca/news/national_news/article_c0fc5885-
8542-5f56-955e-61ad8df3c312.html>.  
69Russian River Watershed Association, "RRWA Environmental Column: Pick Up After Your Pet," 
RRWatershed.org, Jan. 2014 <http://rrwatershed.org/sites/default/files/RRWA_EnvCol_Jan2014.pdf>. 
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Another study found that "about a third of raccoons and opossums sharing habitats with feral cats 
showed evidence of past infection with Toxoplasma gondii, a deadly zoonosis that requires felids 
to complete its life cycle."70 Furthermore, "[s]ome diseases carried by feral cats are negatively 
impacting sensitive and endangered wildlife populations. The Alala, or Hawaiian crow, and 
southern sea otter are being seriously affected by systemic and central nervous system disease 
caused by toxoplasmosis linked to cat feces. In a recent publication, [researchers] showed that 
toxoplasmosis was the primary cause of death for 23% of the threatened southern sea otters (n = 
105) … examined during a 3-year period and that it contributed to the death of many others.
There is also reason to believe that feral cats may serve as a source of FeLV for cougars and
Florida panthers."71

Last year, the Western Governors' Association published its Top 50 Invasive Species in the West 
list and explained, "Invasive species pose an enormous environmental challenge to western 
forests and rangelands, water and agriculture. Left unchecked, invasive species permanently alter 
ecosystems and negatively impact the native species and local economies that depend upon 
them."72 Number 13 on the list reads, "Feral (or spay-neuter-release) Cat (Felis 

domesticus)."73 

Through both predation and disease transmission, roaming domestic cats are eradicating wildlife 
species and habitats. Los Angeles County is home to numerous sensitive species and species of 
special concern.74 The DEIR does not propose adequate measures to protect native wildlife from 
cats—a nonnative, invasive species that can permanently alter ecosystems and negatively affect 
populations of native species—especially those who are homeless and abandoned in the 
Program.  

Impacts on Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) 

The DEIR acknowledges that the Program and free-roaming cats in general "have the potential to 
affect sensitive biological resources in ESAs."75 The proposed Ecological Conservation 
Measures, which consist of recommending against the abandonment of cats within one mile of 
an environmentally sensitive area (ESA) and making maps of ESAs available at city shelters and 
online,76 are wholly inadequate to protect ESAs and native wildlife from cats, especially those 
who are homeless and abandoned in the Program. "[M]itigation measures must be feasible and 

70Roebling et al., supra note 2 at 4. 
71Jessup, supra note 9 at 1378. 
72Western Governors' Association, "WGA's 'Top 50 Invasive Species in the West' Offers First Regional Report," 
WestGov.org, 15 Mar. 2018 <http://westgov.org/news/wgas-top-50-invasive-species-in-the-west-offers-first-
regional-report>. 
73Ibid. 
74See Los Angeles County Sensitive Bird Species Working Group, "Los Angeles County's Sensitive Bird Species," 
Western Tanager, Jan.–Feb. 2009, 75.3, at E1 <http://planning.lacounty.gov/site/sea/wp-
content/uploads/2018/08/LA-Countys-Sensitive-Bird-Species.pdf> (listing sensitive bird species in Los Angeles 
County); California Department of Fish and Wildlife, "Species of Special Concern," 
<http://www.dfg.ca.gov/wildlife/nongame/ssc/> (providing lists of California species of special concern, including 
those in Los Angeles County) (last visited on Oct. 27, 2019). 
75DEIR, supra note 1 at 2-10. 
76Ibid. at ES-14. 
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enforceable,"77 and it appears that the proposed Responsible Feeding and Care Guidelines78 are 
infeasible and unenforceable. No methods of enforcing the weak guidelines appear to be 
proposed in the DEIR. Thus, the Bureau has not provided appropriate mitigation measures to 
protect the ESAs from feral cat populations. 

Conflicts With Laws Already Protecting Biological Resources 

Several aspects of the Program also appear to conflict with established laws and ordinances 
protecting biological resources, including the following. 

Perhaps most importantly, releasing cats after taking possession of them for sterilization could 
constitute abandonment. California Penal Code § 597s (a) states, "Every person who willfully 
abandons any animal is guilty of a misdemeanor." There is no exception in this statute for 
abandonment of feral cats. The legislature has determined that abandoning animals, such as in 
TNR programs, is detrimental to animal welfare and, thus, prohibited. The Bureau has not 
attempted to explain how abandoning feral cats wouldn't conflict with this law or how 
abandoning cats under the guise of a TNR program would be any different from abandoning 
cats―even sterilized ones—in any other context. 

Los Angeles Municipal Code § 53.06.5(a) states, "No person shall feed or in any manner provide 
food or cause to be fed any non-domesticated mammalian predator including, but not limited to, 
coyotes, foxes, possums, raccoons and skunks." In an attempt to get around the ordinance, the 
DEIR states, "Cats are domestic animals and not considered to be non-domesticated mammalian 
predators, and thus feeding cats is not currently banned in the City."79 This interpretation is 
directly contrary to state law, which specifically distinguishes between "[d]ogs and other 
domestic animals" and cats, who can be "domestic or feral."80 Furthermore, the DEIR's proposed 
Program Implementation Guidelines and Ecological Conservation Measures don't include an 
enforcement plan to ensure that feeders would comply with Los Angeles Municipal Code § 
53.06.5(a)—guidelines that TNR groups already publicly objected to at the October 8 
community meeting. 

Additionally, a feral cat feeder is likely to be considered either a "keeper" of animals under 
California Penal Code § 597.1 or a "possessor" of animals under California Penal Code § 597f. 
As such, by law, a feral cat feeder can't leave the animals without proper care and attention—and 
simply feeding them doesn't constitute those things. The DEIR has only made recommendations 
and suggested guidelines that aren't enforceable in an attempt to address this important issue. 

Furthermore, should a feral cat feeder deny being the cat's owner, keeper, or possessor—or if 
officials refuse to deem them as such and no other person takes responsibility for the animal—
LA Animal Services' mandatory duty to take possession of abandoned and neglected animals 
would be triggered. Under California Penal Code §§ 597.1 and 597f, peace officers, humane 
society officers, and animal control officers are required to take possession of stray, abandoned, 
and neglected animals and provide for their care. An officer must immediately seize an animal 

77Lincoln Place Tenants Ass'n v. City of Los Angeles, 155 Cal. App. 4th 425, 445 (Cal. Ct. App. 2007). 
78DEIR, supra note 1 at 2-16. 
79Ibid. at ES-9, 2-12, and 5-4. 
80Cal. Code of Regs., Tit. 25, § 1114 [emphasis added]. 
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when he or she "has reasonable grounds to believe that very prompt action is required to protect 
the health or safety of the animal or the health or safety of others."81 This would appear to present 
another legal conflict with the Program, as a homeless cat must be either owned (therefore 
creating more duties for the feral cat feeder) or stray and/or abandoned, requiring LA Animal 
Services to take possession of the cat and provide care. Neither situation would appear to allow 
merely feeding and giving water to homeless cats without providing them with additional care 
(i.e., shelter as well as veterinary and other care). 

Section 2.5.2.3 Free-Roaming Cat Medical Treatment Guidelines of the DEIR states: "Free-
roaming cats should be sterilized and ear tipped. Microchipping is recommended if funding is 

available. … The rabies and FVRCP vaccine should be administered, along with flea treatment 
and deworming, at the time of sterilization. Participants are requested to provide ongoing flea 
treatments and vaccination updates as feasible"82 [emphasis added]. These weak 

recommendations are wholly insufficient from animal welfare and public safety 

perspectives, as well as being unenforceable. No enforcement strategy is even proposed in 

the Program guidelines. 

Another legal conflict may occur with California Code of Regulations, Title 25, §§ 1114 and 
1002, which provide that "[d]ogs and other domestic animals, and cats (domestic or feral) shall 
not be permitted to roam at large (free) in any park," in which "park" is defined as "any 
manufactured housing community or [mobile home] park." Thus, free-roaming cats are 
completely prohibited within manufactured housing communities and mobile home parks. It 
would impossible to restrict the range of feral and stray cats, and the Bureau has not indicated 
how this legal requirement would be satisfied. 

Furthermore, "[i]t is against the law to take protected species of wildlife, which is defined as 
'harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect.' Because cats can and do 
kill, harass, harm, pursue, and wound endangered species, people who reabandon cats [and/or] 
maintain feral cats … appear to be in potential violation of the Endangered Species Act (ESA)."83 
California also has its own ESA, which prohibits the taking of native species except under 
certain circumstances.84 According to Dr. Jessup, "Relatively few species killed by cats can be 
legally taken for any purpose,"85 and "[f]rom a wildlife agency perspective, the release of non-
native predators is just as illegal as poisoning or poaching wildlife or bulldozing their habitat."86  

These legal issues have not been adequately addressed in the DEIR. 

II. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The proposed Citywide Cat Program has the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of wildlife species, eliminate an animal community, reduce the

81Cal. Pen. Code § 597.1(a), (f). 
82DEIR, supra note 1 at 2-16. 
83Jessup, supra note 9 at 1381. 
84Ibid. 
85Ibid. 
86Ibid. 
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number or restrict the range of rare or endangered animals, and cause substantial adverse effects 
for humans, both directly and indirectly. 

As noted in the previous section, the Program would surely degrade the quality of the 
environment by having a significant effect on the welfare of feral and stray cats, animal 
companions, and wildlife. Homeless cats would not only reduce the number and restrict the 
range of wildlife species (including endangered and rare species), but also threaten to eliminate 
animal communities, as they kill billions of native North American birds, mammals, reptiles, 
amphibians, and fish each year.87 As this impact has been discussed above, this section will focus 
on the substantial adverse effects that the Program would have on humans. 

Free-roaming cats are undoubtedly a public health risk, significantly increasing humans' risk of 
contracting disease and illness. Perhaps the most important health concern, because of its near 
100% fatality rate in the absence of pre- and/or post-exposure prophylaxis, is rabies. According 
to A.D. Roebling, et al., trap-neuter-vaccinate-return programs are "not effective methods for 
reducing public health concerns or for controlling feral cat populations. Instead, responsible pet 
ownership, universal rabies vaccination of pets and removal of strays remain integral 
components to control rabies and other diseases."88 The study goes on to state that the 
"interaction between cats and raccoons or other wildlife rabies reservoirs is the source of rabies 
infection by which cats may subsequently infect people. As a rabies vector, cats pose a 
disproportionate risk for potential human exposures compared with wildlife reservoir species in 
part because people, and especially children, are more likely to approach them."89 The DEIR 
recognizes that "[i]ncreased incidence of rabies transmission has been associated with 
unvaccinated animals, exposure to infected wildlife, and feral cat feeding stations, which attract 
wild and domestic animals, increasing species densities and interspecies interactions (Ortiz et al. 
2018)."90 However, the Program guidelines only suggest that cats be vaccinated against the virus 
before they're abandoned.91 The Program proposes no enforceable method of reducing the rabies 
risk posed by roaming cats and their feeding stations.  

In 2011, an 8-year-old girl contracted rabies, likely from an infected homeless cat roaming 

the grounds of her school in Humboldt County, California.92 A study found that "[i]n 2010, 
rabies cases declined in all domestic animals, except for cats, which comprised 62% … of all 
rabies cases in domestic animals."93 Specifically, 303 rabid cats were reported in 2010, compared 
to only 69 dogs.94 A study of 67 counties in Pennsylvania found that 44% of rabies post-exposure 
prophylaxis (PEP) administration―meaning treatment administered after exposure to rabies—
was because of cats, 82% of whom were feral, stray, or unowned,95 and "New York State 

87Loss et al., supra note 59. 
88Roebling et al., supra note 2 at 1. 
89Ibid. at 2. 
90DEIR, supra note 1 at 4.2-62. 
91Ibid. at 2-16. 
92Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, "Recovery of a Patient From Clinical Rabies—California, 2011," 
CDC.gov, 3 Feb. 2012 <http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/mm6104a1.htm>.
93Gerhold and Jessup, supra note 47 at 2.
94Roebling et al., supra note 2 at 2.
95Ibid.
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attributes more PEP administration to cat exposures (32%) than any other species."96 
Furthermore, a study in Montgomery County, Virginia, attributed 63% of PEP recommendations 
to stray cat exposures (compared to only 8% attributed to wild animal exposures)—and the high 
rate of PEP because of cats in this community "resulted in part from the lack of a county animal 
shelter facility for cats, illustrating the need for removal of feral and stray cats as a means of 
rabies control and PEP reduction."97 

A single rabid cat can expose multiple humans to the risk of rabies: "In 1994, 665 persons in 
New Hampshire received PEP following exposures to a rabid stray kitten of unknown history," 
and "contact with a rabid stray kitten found at a South Carolina softball tournament led to 27 
individuals requiring and receiving PEP in 2008."98 In Pennsylvania, 27 elementary school 
students required post-exposure rabies vaccinations after a roaming rabid cat was found dead 
near a playground at the school.99 It's important to consider that "the vast majority of rabies 
victims die,"100 and treatment is expensive, costing $5,000 to $8,000 (or more) per person.101 In 
August 2019, Kaiser Health News published a report discussing a bite by a stray cat that led to 
more than $26,000 in health care costs for one individual in Virginia.102 In February, KPBS.org 
reported that a wildlife biologist in Florida who offered food to an apparently homeless cat was 
bitten by the animal, leading to $48,512 in medical costs.103 

Even if trapped cats are also vaccinated against rabies, achieving appropriate levels of rabies 
vaccination coverage in feral cat populations is unlikely, as most cats are trapped only once and 
"one vaccine dose does not necessarily offer lifetime coverage. Additionally, annual trapping 
rates of less than 10% … cannot reach a sufficient proportion of the population to establish and 
maintain herd immunity,"104 so "maintaining adequate rabies vaccination coverage in feral cat 
populations is impractical, if not impossible."105 In 2017, a cat who'd been sterilized, vaccinated, 
and abandoned as part of a TNVR program in Florida bit a resident who was trying to help the 
animal. The cat tested positive for rabies, and the resident required post-exposure treatment for 
the fatal virus.106 In Amador County, California, two residents required post-exposure treatment 
after coming into contact with a rabid cat. The animal had reportedly been vaccinated two years 
before contracting the virus.107 In Colorado, a kitten was diagnosed with rabies a couple of weeks 
after being vaccinated, exposing 20 people to the virus.  

96Ibid. 
97Ibid. 
98Ibid. at 3. 
99Rebecca Zemencik, "Rabies Concerns Addressed ," CitizenStandard.com, 27 Dec. 2012 (attached). 
100 A.D. Roebling et. al., at 3 
101Gerhold and Jessup, supra note 47 at 2. 
102Caitlin Hillyard, "A Brush With a Notorious Cat, My Rabies Education and the Big Bill That Followed," 
KHN.org, 20 Aug. 2019 <https://khn.org/news/a-brush-with-a-notorious-cat-my-rabies-education-and-the-big-bill-
that-followed/>.  
103Julie Appleby, "Cat Bites the Hand That Feeds; Hospital Bills $48,512," KPBS.org, 26 Feb. 2019 
<https://www.kpbs.org/news/2019/feb/26/cat-bites-the-hand-that-feeds-hospital-bills-48512/>. 
104Roebling et al., supra note 2 at 3. 
105Ibid. at 4. 
106Steve Andrews, "Target 8: Trapped, Neutered, Vaccinated and Released Rabid Cat Bites Victim in Hillsborough 
County," WFLA.com, 7 June 2017 (attached). 
107Ledger-Dispatch.com, "NewsBriefs—Oct. 10, 2014" (attached).  
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In its "Compendium of Animal Rabies Prevention and Control, 2016," the National Association 
of State Public Health Veterinarians (NASPHV) states, "Stray dogs, cats, and ferrets should be 
removed from the community, and mechanisms should be put in place to facilitate voluntary 
surrender of animals to prevent abandonment."108 

In addition to rabies, feral cat populations also harbor "bartonellosis, toxoplasmosis, plague, 
endo- and ectoparasites, feline immunodeficiency virus (FIV), feline leukaemia virus (FeLV) 
and rickettsial diseases."109 A study conducted by researchers at the Stanley Medical Research 
Institute and Johns Hopkins University Medical Center showed that "[t]here is evidence that 
accumulating T. gondii oocysts in the environment"—which cats transmit through their fecal 
matter—"pose a significant public health hazard, especially in the sandboxes of children, 
gardens, and other places favored by cats for defecation. The increasing number of cats in the 
United States, enormous number of oocysts shed by each cat which becomes infected"—a single 
cat can shed between 3 million and 810 million oocysts—"unknown parameters for the viability 
of the oocysts, and the fact that mammals may become infected by a single oocyst should give us 
cause for concern."110 The oocysts of Toxoplasma gondii (or T. gondii) may cause 
"deafness, seizures, retinal damage, and mental retardation in the fetus or neonate" of infected 
pregnant women as well as "severe central nervous system damage" in immunocompromised 
individuals.111 In addition, recent studies have reported correlations between T. gondii 

seropositivity rates and conditions such as "schizophrenia, depression, suicidal behavior, 
obsessive-compulsive disorder, rheumatoid arthritis, brain cancer, and scholastic 
underachievement in children."112 Cats are the only animals known to shed the infectious T. 

gondii eggs, and infection rates "have been shown to be higher in free-roaming cats than pet cats, 
with the lowest prevalence in cats kept indoors."113 

Furthermore, feline immunosuppressive infections like FIV and FeLV "may predispose infected 
cats to developing additional viral, bacterial or parasitic diseases that can be passed to humans or 
owned cats," and "[m]any of these diseases are prevalent at higher levels in feral cats compared 
with the owned pet population because outdoor access poses the greatest risk of infection."114 
Cats can also carry cutaneous larva migrans because of various nematode parasites, tularemia, 
and murine typhus. "Several of these diseases are reported to cause mortality in humans and can 
cause other important health issues including abortion, blindness, pruritic skin rashes and other 
various symptoms."115 Dr. Jessup wrote, "Diseases and parasites affecting feral cats can have 
human health implications. Pregnant women; people receiving chemotherapy for immunologic 
diseases and organ transplants; and those with HIV, AIDS, or other immunologic problems are at 

108National Association of State Public Health Veterinarians, "Compendium of Animal Rabies Prevention and 
Control, 2016," Journal of the American Veterinary Medical Association, 2016, 248.5, at 509 
<http://www.nasphv.org/Documents/NASPHVRabiesCompendium.pdf>.  
109Roebling et al., supra note 2 at 3; See also Gerhold and Jessup, supra note 47 at 1–5. 
110E.F. Torrey and R.H. Yolken, "Toxoplasma Oocysts as a Public Health Problem," Trends in Parasitology, 2013, 
29.8, at 4. 
111Ibid. at 1. 
112Ibid. 
113Grant Sizemore, American Bird Conservancy, "Report to Pompano Beach City Commissioners: The Science of 
Feral Cats," 2013, at 4. 
114Roebling et al., supra note 2 at 3. 
115Gerhold and Jessup, supra note 47 at 1. 

PE-51

PE-52

PE-53

http://www.nasphv.org/Documents/NASPHVRabiesCompendium.pdf
390503
Line

390503
Line

390503
Line



increased risk of clinical disease if exposed to toxoplasmosis. Maintaining feral cats where they 
can deposit cat feces in national, state, county, or city public parks; on campuses; and around 
schools and hospitals constitutes a public health risk. In 1994, 5 Florida children were 
hospitalized with encephalitis that was associated with cat scratch fever. The daycare center at 
the University of Hawaii in Manoa was closed for 2 weeks in 2002 because of concerns about 
potential transmission of murine typhus (Rickettsia typhi) and flea (Ctenocephalides felis) 
infestations afflicting 84 children and faculty. The fleas were from a feral cat colony that has 
grown from 100 to over 1,000 cats, despite a TNR effort."116 

A Los Angeles Daily News report last year, which revealed that "[d]owntown Los Angeles is 
experiencing an outbreak of flea-borne typhus,"117 explained that the county's department of 
public health advised residents to "[a]void being near wild or stray animals" and "[n]ever feed or 
touch wild animals, especially opossums, rats and stray or feral cats"118 [emphasis added]. 
PasadenaNow.com reported that there was an "epidemic-level spread of typhus reported in 
Pasadena, and keeping feral cats … out of yards and away from people is the key to reining in 
the serious disease,"119 according to health officials. At least 20 people in Pasadena contracted the 
disease last fall. In 2015, the Orange County Grand Jury reported that because of "the presence 
of feral cats" around the county animal shelter and nearby jail, "at least one illness ha[d] been 
reported that was attributed to fleas from feral cats."120 An employee of the sheriff's office was 
infected with endemic typhus fever and required hospitalization. 

Additionally, "Group feeding … increases [the] risk of contracting rabies and other wildlife 
diseases by enabling greater contact along the interface between cat colonies and wildlife 
reservoirs."121 For example, a "TNVR study in Florida reported that a feral cat feeding site 
attracted raccoons and opossums" and that "[f]eeding sites that attract raccoons, skunks and 
foxes are particularly dangerous because these species are rabies reservoirs in the United 
States."122 

These numerous and serious health risks are likely to have a significant effect on the 

environment and have not been adequately addressed in the DEIR. 

116Jessup, supra note 9 at 1379. 
117City News Service, "Flea-borne Typhus Outbreak Hits Downtown LA; Rats, Feral Cats and Opossums Can 
Spread Disease," DailyNews.com, 4 Oct. 2018 <https://www.dailynews.com/2018/10/04/flea-borne-typhus-
outbreak-hits-downtown-la-rats-feral-cats-and-opossums-can-spread-disease/>.  
118Ibid. 
119Brian Day with David Cross, "Health Officials: Wildlife, Especially Feral Cats and Opossums, Driving 
Pasadena's Typhus Spike," PasadenaNow.com, 8 Oct. 2018 <http://www.pasadenanow.com/main/health-officials-
wildlife-especially-feral-cats-and-opossums-driving-pasadenas-typhus-spike/#.XZZGnkZKiUm>.  
120County of Orange, California, "If Animals Could Talk About the Orange County Animal Shelter," Grand Jury 
2014–2015 <http://www.ocgrandjury.org/pdfs/2014_2015_GJreport/Shelter_Performance_V8R2_web.pdf>.  
121Roebling et al., supra note 2 at 3; see also Gerhold and Jessup, supra note 47 at 3, stating, "Free-roaming cat 
colony feeding stations attract wild mesocarnivores (Gehrt, 2003), potentially exacerbating human rabies exposure 
incidents. … By attracting mesocarnivores, feeding stations likely increase the potential interaction between humans 
and mesocarnivores, leading to a greater public health risk of exposure to rabies." 
122Roebling et al., supra note 2 at 3. 
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It's worth noting that California has found outdoor cats to be a nuisance in the past. In a 2007 
case,123 plaintiffs brought a nuisance suit against an apartment complex, the city, the county, and 
the garbage disposal company servicing the apartment complex alleging, among other things, 
that failing to keep the trash receptacles closed resulted in a situation in which stray and feral 
cats frequently came onto the property and defecated and urinated there.124 The plaintiff trapped 
15 to 20 cats on her property in three to five days and stated that it was not uncommon to see 20 
to 30 cats on her property at one time.125 An investigator noted that the plaintiff's "side yard 
smelled of cat feces and there were numerous distinctive piles and sweep marks caused by cats 
covering their fecal matter with dirt and leaves."126 The investigator also found "large amounts of 
cat 'sign' on … [the plaintiff's] back fence, including cat hair and scratch marks from cats 
propelling themselves over the fence."127 On appeal, the court noted that the defendants had 
"caused a large number of cats to be attracted to the area and frequent Plaintiffs' backyard," 
thereby interfering with the plaintiffs' use and enjoyment of their property.128 The court also 
allowed the plaintiffs' claim of "severe emotional distress that arises out of the alleged nuisance 
of having to deal with a large number of cats on their property … [to survive] summary 
adjudication."129 

III. IMPACTS ON PUBLIC SERVICES

Implementation of the Program would also result in substantial adverse physical impacts that
would create the need for new or physically altered governmental facilities in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, and performance objectives for public facilities.
Specifically, allowing feral and stray cat populations under the Program would increase the
demand for LA Animal Services' resources, and there's strong evidence to suggest that the
Program would also increase the need for law enforcement and health services resources.

Impacts on Animal Services 

Because the Program would not only divert funds from much-needed spay/neuter programs but 
also be likely (or even inevitable) to increase the feral cat population, the need for animal 
services would increase along with the cat population—requiring more labor, more funding, and 
more facilities for housing animals. It should also be noted that TNR is a slow process and that 
the resources needed to carry out such a program can be extensive. For example, last year, 
Sacramento County's Bradshaw Animal Shelter stopped accepting lost or homeless cats because 
the facility's cages were reportedly filled with 337 of them, and many were on a waiting list to be 
sterilized before being abandoned. Furthermore, Los Angeles Municipal Code § 53.06.3(a) 
already requires a permit to trap animals, so more permits would have to be issued under a robust 

123Kyles v. Great Oaks Interests, No. H028774, 2007 WL 495897 (Cal. Ct. App. Feb. 16, 2007). While this opinion 
is unpublished, it shows the potential for the problems associated with homeless cats to rise to the level at which a 
court of law may find that the cats are impeding on one's enjoyment of their property in such a manner that the cats 
are legally a nuisance. See also State v. Zimmerman, 228 P.3d 1109 (Mont. 2010) (unsuccessful appeal of 
sentencing condition after defendant was convicted for maintaining a public nuisance by feeding feral cats who 
"befoul[ed] the air with their urine, litter[ed] the ground with their excrement, caterwaul[ed], and damag[ed] 
flowerbeds and shrubbery"). 
124Kyles, 2007 WL 495897, at *1. 
125Ibid. 
126Ibid. at *2. 
127Ibid. 
128Ibid. at *13. 
129Ibid. 
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TNR program, meaning that more applications would have to be processed and more traps would 
have to be available for public use. These factors suggest a substantial increase in the need and 
demand for LA Animal Services resources, for which the DEIR does not account.  

Impacts on Law Enforcement Agencies and Personnel and the Court System 

The tension (and on occasion, violence) caused by those who leave food outdoors for free-
roaming cats can't be discounted. A number of recent reports have focused on the fact that 
humans who feed cats sometimes either attack people who object to the activity or are attacked 
themselves. In Campbell, California, police were called after a resident "confronted two suspects 
who ha[d] been feeding feral cats. One of the suspects became irate and tried to hit the victim. 
The suspect also swung a bag of cat food at the victim."130 In 2015, a Los Angeles city firefighter 
was convicted of "assaulting a woman who was feeding stray cats in his neighborhood. . . . The 
incident began when [the firefighter], who was off duty, approached the woman and yelled at her 
about feeding the stray cats, prosecutors said. The woman tossed cat kibble at [the defendant], 
who then began landing blows, prosecutors said."131  

In Florida last summer, a sheriff's deputy was shot several times and fatally returned fire on a 
resident after responding to a report of "[a]n argument over feral cats in the neighborhood."132 A 
woman leaving food out for cats in Orlando, Florida, was recently arrested and charged with 
aggravated assault with a firearm after she pulled a gun on a resident who asked her to stop 
attracting "sick cats"133 to the neighborhood. In Key Largo, Florida, a cat feeder was attacked by 
a man after he refused to stop leaving cat food out in the area.134 An angry Deltona, Florida, 
resident was charged with battery after she pushed a person who refused to stop putting out food 
that was attracting cats to the area.135 And a resident who feeds homeless cats in Los Angeles 
recently contacted PETA for help, saying that her neighbors were angry with her about the 
practice and had poured bleach into water bowls left out for the animals. She believed that the 
neighbors had also trapped and removed some of the cats, and she believed that the animals had 
been killed.  

130Rachel Spacek, "Campbell Crime Report for the Week of July 5," MercuryNews.com, 27 June 2019 
<https://www.mercurynews.com/2019/06/27/campbell-crime-report-for-the-week-of-july-5/>. 
131Matt Hamilton, "Firefighter Is 'Crushed' After Being Convicted of Assault, Attorney Says," LATimes.com, 21 
May 2015 <https://www.latimes.com/local/lanow/la-me-ln-firefighter-convicted-beating-woman-20150521-
story.html>. 
132J.D. Gallop and Tyler Vazquez, "Brevard Deputy Shot Several Times, Suspect Killed After Argument Over Feral 
Cats Escalates," FloridaToday.com, 4 June 2019 
<https://www.floridatoday.com/story/news/crime/2019/06/04/deputy-involved-shooting-reported-near-
indialantic/1347679001/?fbclid=IwAR3e87z-zhMJ2VO2a3CsQPc8GBsCxXKdoUs1-
6wFqt4LiKwxTgeZ3AWDZao>. 
133WFLA.com, "Police: Florida Cat Lover Pulls Gun on Woman Who Asked Her to Stop Feeding Strays," 6 Apr. 
2019 <https://www.wfla.com/news/florida/police-florida-cat-lover-pulls-gun-on-woman-who-asked-her-to-stop-
feeding-strays/>.  
134David Goodhue, "He Was Feeding Cats in the Keys. Another Man Told Him to Stop, Then Beat Him, Cops Say," 
MiamiHerald.com, 16 May 2019 <https://www.miamiherald.com/news/local/community/florida-
keys/article230467239.html>. 
135FOX35Orlando.com, "Fight Over Feeding Feral Cats in Deltona," 2 May 2018 
<https://www.fox35orlando.com/news/fight-over-feeding-feral-cats-in-deltona>.  
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The DEIR fails to address adequately the likely increase in after-hours calls, some possibly 
regarding dangerous situations, that would require response from local law enforcement agencies 
and personnel.  

Impacts on Human Health Services 

The impacts on human health have already been laid out in section II, Mandatory Findings of 
Significance, above, and won't be presented again here. The above-noted potential impacts on 
human health are extensive, so the Program would certainly have an impact on human health 
services and related facilities. As mentioned, the treatment for rabies alone―not to mention the 
many other diseases associated with the feral cat population—costs at least $5,000 per person, 
and most of the cost is borne by public health agencies.136  

It's foreseeable that an increased need for human health services would have a significant impact 
on health services facilities. The DEIR fails to address adequately the Program's significant 
potential impacts on human health services.  

IV. IMPACTS ON HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Based on the above-noted evidence showing the increased potential for disease to be transmitted
to both humans and other animals, as laid out in section I, Impact on Biological Resources, and
section II, Mandatory Findings of Significance, the feral and stray cat population would
undoubtedly create a significant hazard to the public and the environment (i.e., to environmental
fauna). The Program would have a significant impact in the area of hazardous material.

V. IMPACTS ON HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

The Program also has a high likelihood of substantially degrading water quality. As explained in
section II, Mandatory Findings of Significance, T. gondii is a serious health threat carried and
transmitted by cats—primarily free-roaming cats. It may be carried in water and, in fact,
waterborne outbreaks of it are what focused attention on the importance of oocysts shed in the
feces of infected cats.137 An infectious substance in the water would substantially degrade water
quality.

Additionally, cat feces are so substantially degrading water quality that marine mammals, 
including sea otters, dolphins, and whales, are becoming ill and even dying because of it. In a 
six-year study published by the National Institutes of Health in 2011 that monitored marine 
mammals in the Pacific Northwest, more than 5,000 dead marine mammals—including dolphins, 
porpoises, sea otters, seals, sea lions, and three species of whales―were observed, many of them 
having suffered from encephalitis (brain swelling) associated with Toxoplasma gondii.138 The 
threat from T. gondii is substantial. "In just 10 days a newly infected cat can shed up to 100 
million T. gondii oocysts―tiny egglike structures—in its feces," and "a single oocyst ingested … 
can infect a sea animal."139 

136Gerhold and Jessup, supra note 47 at 2. 
137Torrey, supra note 106 at 1. 
138National Institutes of Health, "Dual Parasitic Infections Deadly to Marine Mammals," NIH.gov, 25 May 2011 
<https://www.nih.gov/news-events/news-releases/dual-parasitic-infections-deadly-marine-mammals>.  
139Christopher Solomon, "How Kitty Is Killing the Dolphins," Scientific American, May 2013, at 75. 
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A study of feces deposited outdoors by cat populations in Cayucos, Los Osos, and Morro Bay, 
California, found that "[f]eral cats represented a sizeable proportion (22%) of the free roaming 
cats in this area and could be contributing 30.0 tonnes (29.5 tons) of feces to the environment per 
year."140 A DVM360.com report explains, "One study estimated that in a single community, the 
amount of feces deposited outdoors by the 2046 feral cats living there every year was about 29.5 
tons. A study tracking sources of E. coli in storm sewers feeding rivers and streams demonstrated 
that the highest percentage from any one source came from cats"141 [emphasis added]. 

Despite the claim made in the DEIR that the program would pose "less-than-significant impacts, 
without any required mitigation" regarding water resources, the degradation of water quality 

caused by cat feces is substantial.  

VI. IMPACTS ON LAND USE AND PLANNING

The Program would also conflict with land use plans, policies, and regulations adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect and would conflict with any
applicable habitat conservation plan. As detailed under section I, Impacts on Biological
Resources, the Program would not only have a significant impact on wildlife but also be likely to
affect environmentally sensitive areas. These areas have been set aside to preserve the habitat
and wildlife within—but, as noted, the DEIR has "determined that the … Project would have no
impact"142 on land use and fails to provide practicable, evidence-supported mitigation measures
that realistically detail how to keep freely roaming cats out of such environmentally sensitive
areas. As such, the Program would undoubtedly lead to a situation in which cats would wander
into and roam within these specifically designated areas and destroy the wildlife and habitat that
they were intended to protect.

VII. IMPACTS ON TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

While the DEIR doesn't consider them issues that need to be addressed, common sense dictates
that transportation and traffic would be impacted by the Program. Allowing an increasing
number of stray and feral cats to roam the city would certainly and substantially increase
transportation and traffic hazards and decrease safety, as an increased number of the animals
would be darting into and out of traffic, some being hit by cars along the way, while some
drivers would swerve their cars or slam on their brakes in an attempt to avoid them. In 2017, 18-
year-old Emily Sanchez was struck and killed by a car in Apple Valley after the vehicle in which
she was riding hit a roaming cat. The driver turned around, and Emily "stepped out into the
southbound lane to tend to the cat. She was picking up a small kitten [who] was in the roadway
when she was hit by another car."143 Near Norwalk, a driver who "was trying to avoid striking a

140Haydee A. Dabritz, B.Sc.; E. Robert Atwill, D.V.M; Ian A. Gardner, B.V.Sc., M.P.V.M, Ph.D.; Melissa A. 
Miller, D.V.M, Ph.D.; and Patricia A. Conrad, D.V.M., Ph.D., "Outdoor Fecal Deposition by Free-Roaming Cats 
and Attitudes of Cat Owners and Nonowners Toward Stray Pets, Wildlife, and Water Pollution," Journal of the 

American Veterinary Medical Association, 2006, 229.1:74–81 <https://doi.org/10.2460/javma.229.1.74>. 
141Margaret V. Root Kustritz, D.V.M., Ph.D., D.A.C.T., "Managing Feral Cat Colonies (Proceedings)," 
DVM360.com, 1 May 2011 
<http://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?q=cache:JdXKnVjshKsJ:veterinarycalendar.dvm360.com/managin
g-feral-cat-colonies-proceedings+&cd=1&hl=en&ct=clnk&gl=us>.
142DEIR, supra note 1 at ES-7. 
143Brittny Mejia, "18-Year-Old Woman Fatally Struck by Car While Trying to Rescue Injured Cat," LATimes.com, 
1 Mar. 2017 <https://www.latimes.com/local/lanow/la-me-ln-woman-cat-rescue-20170301-story.html>. 
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black cat on the road … took out a power pole during a violent crash."144 Last year, a San Diego 
limo driver "hit a pickup truck and two motorcycles" when "he swerved to avoid a cat [who] was 
in the street."145 In North Carolina, 14 children were injured when a school bus driver swerved to 
avoid hitting a cat in the road and lost control of the vehicle, which veered off the road and 
crashed into a home.146 

The Bureau must explain what mitigation measures would be taken to keep free-roaming cats 
with access to roads, highways, and interstates from entering traffic and increasing driving 
hazards. 

VIII. IMPACTS ON AESTHETICS

The Program would also substantially degrade the existing visual character and quality of the 
areas surrounding cat colonies. As mentioned, cats kill billions of wild animals each year, and it's 
estimated that half of them are left to rot. The rotting bodies of millions of animals are sure to 
have a substantial adverse impact on environmental aesthetics. In addition, section I, Impact on 
Biological Resources, details the various injuries and illnesses that free-roaming cats may sustain 
or contract, whether because of cruel humans, other animals, or natural causes. Sick, injured, and 
dying cats would adversely affect the visual character of the areas where they roam.  

An Albuquerque Journal article titled "One Giant Litter Box" described one Albuquerque 
resident's experience with the city's homeless cat population: "Mills estimates that … she has 
spent about $1,000 replacing plants and digging out toxic soil. That doesn't include the cost of 
having to discard her outdoor furniture cushions, as well as shoes, jackets and other items left 
outside and sprayed on by feral cats. The biggest insult, she says, is the city's endorsement of 
what it calls the TNR program."147 Another resident said that she no longer allows her 
granddaughter to play outside "because her yard 'is covered in cat feces and urine,'" and a 
frustrated neighbor said, "Just because these cats can't make babies doesn't help my situation, and 
I don't see any evidence that the colony size has been reduced."148  

Another Albuquerque resident described witnessing the slow and agonizing death of a cat who'd 
been abandoned in the city's TNR program:  

One of our volunteers who lives in the Winrock area had to watch one of the city-dumped 
TNR cats die a miserable death for more than an hour in [below freezing] conditions after 
the approximately [5-month-old] female kitten had been hit by a car in the parking lot of 
an apartment complex. When the animal control officer arrived around 11:45 p.m., he 

144ABC7.com, "Black Cat on Norwalk Road Causes Driver to Strike Power Pole," 22 May 2017 
<https://abc7.com/news/black-cat-on-norwalk-road-causes-driver-to-strike-power-pole/2022600/>.  
145Jermaine Ong, "Limo Swerves to Avoid Cat, Hits Parked Vehicles," 10News.com, 30 Oct. 2018 
<https://www.10news.com/news/limo-swerves-to-avoid-cat-hits-parked-vehicles>.  
146WBTV Web Staff, "Report: Bus Driver Swerved to Avoid Cat, Crashed Into Home Injuring 14 Students," 
NewsChannel10.com, 31 May 2016 <https://www.wbtv.com/story/32100950/report-bus-driver-swerved-to-avoid-
cat-crashed-into-home-injuring-14-students/>.  
147Rick Nathanson, "One Giant Litter Box," Albuquerque Journal, 2 June 2014 
<https://www.abqjournal.com/409480/residents-tire-of-yards-being-litter-boxes.html>. 
148Ibid.  
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verified that the cat was indeed a TNR cat because she had a notched ear. He said the 
officers see this [type of] tragedy every day.149 

A recent news report described a colony of homeless cats who are currently fed in Maryland: 

The animals live in a trash-filled, muddy, no-man's land in the forest behind the shopping 
center ….  [Marian] Parker and others have set out overturned plastic storage tubs filled 
with flea-infested straw in the muddy woods to shelter the cats. … Other tubs with access 
holes are used to cover food in a largely unsuccessful attempt to keep other wildlife from 
stealing it. The area is beset by a large flock of black vultures that roosts above the feral 
cat colony to steal the food put out by Parker and others. The birds frequently defecate on 
cars parked too close to the trees. The place stinks of cat urine, vulture feces and rotting 
food. It is a breeding haven for mosquitoes and ticks. The odor drifts toward a fast food 
restaurant and a supermarket where some patrons in the parking lot recoil at the smell and 
the sight of vultures roosting over cats hiding between piles of trash.150  

The Bureau must consider these potential impacts. 

IX. IMPACTS ON NOISE

Finally, it is worth noting that cat colonies containing dozens or even hundreds of cats are bound
to have an impact on noise, as cats' fighting, crying, mating, and other sounds would expose
nearby people to a substantial increase in ambient noise levels. Because homeless cats tend to
congregate around the homes where they're fed, they'd be in residential areas rather than
secluded ones, where their cries and calls would be heard by anyone within earshot. These
impacts on the environment would be significant.

149Barbara Tellier, "Funds Should Focus on Spay/Neuter," PressReader.com, 17 Jan. 2018 (attached).  
150Scott Broom, "Feral Cat Colony Crisis Pits Environmentalists Against Humane Groups," WUSA9.com, 6 May 
2019 <https://www.wusa9.com/article/life/animals/feral-cat-colony-crisis-pits-environmentalists-against-humane-
groups/65-948d1fb1-6bea-4755-89db-
e694ed49589c?fbclid=IwAR2d0QQJSv7Rpt_Ze2u_eMXDaxCW1QtaUiny69wspGJiMNlQgC_P7fsbko4>.  

PE-64

PE-65
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https://www.wusa9.com/article/life/animals/feral-cat-colony-crisis-pits-environmentalists-against-humane-groups/65-948d1fb1-6bea-4755-89db-e694ed49589c?fbclid=IwAR2d0QQJSv7Rpt_Ze2u_eMXDaxCW1QtaUiny69wspGJiMNlQgC_P7fsbko4
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ANIMAL ISSUES MOVEMENT 
420 N. Bonnie Brae Street 

Los Angeles, CA   90026-4925 
(213) 413-2367

animalissu@aol.com 

October 27, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) Comments 

As a former City employee and Los Angeles resident, I am ashamed and distraught that our tax money 
and the expertise and time of City staff has been spent attempting to justify an obvious danger to the 
health and safety of residents, visitors and future generations of humans and animals--including marine 
life--for political purposes.   

I have attended all the Personnel and Animal Welfare Committee meetings on this from the very first 
introduction by then-Mayoral Aide Jim Bickhart and Found Animals representative Aimee Gilbreath 
and the pandering by our elected officials to certain wealthy contributors at the expense of our children 
and their children and the future of Los Angeles is shameful. 

NUMBER OF FERAL CATS 

 The City’s EIR fails to reveal how the number of feral cats was determined by a few City employees to 
be only a little over 200,000, which the feral cat experts (the professionals who will manage the TNR 
programs published in 2015 that there are 3-million feral cats in the city.  This was later changed by 
Found Animal Foundation to “1,000,000 to 3,000,000.   Either the activists who are advocating for this 
program were lying then---or the City is lying now. 

TNR is already legal for private individuals. It is not the City’s responsibility to establish a law that 
allows (and legalizes) trespass by animals or humans on private property AND uses City financial 
resources needed for the homeless, fire victims, stray/owned animals and public safety. 

The issue is not the total number of feral cats; therefore the expensive--and ineffective--sterilization 
proposal will have no effect on curtailing the environmental impact.  There are already changes in the 
city that will automatically decrease the number of feral cats--if the cats are not manipulated and 
maintained in certain locations, the forces of nature.  Some of these are coyotes, disease, hit by cars, 
short life span and early mortality rates--plus the recent increase in development and improvement in old 
neighborhoods which decreases the structural defects which allowed protection under homes in crawl 
spaces, and decreases food supplies due to locked trash/garbage bins, will automatically decrease the 
number of cats. 
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Another factor that is automatically--and will continue--reducing the number of feral cats is the change 
in attitude toward pets of the current and future generations, which does not consider it humane to leave 
pets outside nor unsterilized. 

LOSS OF PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS 

Feral trappers will have to enter adjoining private property to maintain their colonies in a clean and 
healthy condition:  

1. Cats will not be prohibited from entering private property or staying there.  Unless the owner of
the property can justify it being a “nuisance” and then go through the process of applying for a
permit, posting, waiting to get a trap, picking up the trap at the shelter (which may not be near
the property.)

2.
3. They will then have to set the trap, watch the trap so that a cat does not stay in it more than the

legally allotted time and then take personal time or work time to pick up the cat and transport a
trap--that may have already urinated/defecated in—to the shelter.

4.
5. It is very possible that the feeder will identify the cat or be notified by the shelter that the cat is

impounded and release it to the same location.

FERAL CATS ARE NOT INDIGENOUS AND ARE THEREFORE WILDLIFE.  It is outside
the purview of the City to maintain or interfere with wildlife as a governmental agency.

CAT FECES, PARASITES AND TOXOPLASMOSIS 

 Cat feces has a very offensive odor and there will be nothing to keep a colony (10 to 100 cats) from 
using an adjacent or nearby yard as a public bathroom. 

1. This has many health concerns, including worms, parasites that will be shed both in the feces
into the soil and which can be transmitted to humans and other animals.

2. The Toxoplasmosis and feces will be washed into nearby yards, live in the moist soil where the
cats urinate and can create a fatal hazard to immune-suppressed humans and to marine life after
it is washed into the waterways and to the ocean.

3. Cats will defecate on porches, roofs and inside sheds and garages, creating unsanitary and
dangerous health hazards for humans and pets.

PUBLIC HEALTH HAZARD - CATS SHED PARASITES THAT INFECTS OTHER PETS 

2. Both dogs and pet cats suffer from infestation of an area by fleas and other parasites, which are
carried by cats.  The food left/fed to the cats will also cause other animals (wildlife) to gather at
this location and shed additional parasites. These parasites also are transmitted to dogs in the
yards through which the cats pass.

3. Rabies is a major factor of concern to the environment because it can be spread from bats to cats
and then to humans or other species.  Feral cats will not be able to be recaptured for
revaccination and therefore we can expect the current trend in rabid bats to increase and spread.

Additionally, this study completely ignores the fact that during the 30-year period that $60,000,000 will 
be spent to release spayed/neutered cats, the predominant number determined by the City will still be 
reproducing at a much faster rate.  

 Scientific studies have shown that, until 70% of a population is sterilized (without reproduction that 
keeps increasing the number), there is no decrease because the surgeries and attrition do not stop enough 
reproduction to create a decline. 
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MISUSE OF CITY FUNDS AND POSSIBLE COLLUSION 

Best Friends Animal Society owns or is involved in the spay/neuter clinics which will provide feral cat 
sterilization under this program and stand to benefit more than any organization by the use of our 
precious and protected spay/neuter (Pet Sterilization Fund), which was carefully reserved for low-
income, owned animals in the Administrative Code. 

Best Friends Animal Society was also one of the major contributors to the initial $52,000 "study," which 
determined that this EIR was needed to enable government funding of the current recommended 
Citywide Cat Program. There is a traceable connection which will be the subject of investigation if this 
highly flawed EIR is accepted by the City.  City employees should not be involved in any effort--or even 
the appearance of collusion or deliberate misuse of City funds. 

This EIR is shameful and reeks of misuse of City funds and collusion to create a money-source which 
cannot be challenged for 30 years, and where costs can be raised by the provider at will.  It is important 
that the citizens of Los Angeles learn the real reason there is this sudden urgency to put this ordinance in 
place.  

Finally, the City has refused to make it mandatory for pet cats to be microchipped or licensed and does 
not enforce the mandatory spay/neuter law and cats are considered "free roaming"--not subject to the 
restrictions of dogs.  Until the City stops the source, which is abandonment of pet cats and identification 
for their safety, there is no basis to spend tax dollars on this project. 

Sincerely, 

Phyllis M. Daugherty 

PHYLLIS M. DAUGHERTY, Director 
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SEAL BEACH ANIMAL CARE CENTER 
www.sbacc.org 

Sheltering Homeless Dogs and Cats Since 1988 

September 20, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Re: Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 

The Seal Beach Animal Care Center Board of Directors fully supports the 
proposed City of Los Angeles Citywide Cat Program to assist in achieving the 
City’s no-kill goal and support the City’s adoption of TNR as the preferred method
of addressing the free-roaming cat population in the City.  

As a no-kill shelter serving the City of Seal Beach, we have long supported the 
TNR efforts of local individuals and rescue groups. A successful TNR program at 
the Seal Beach Jetty converted an out of control feral cat colony to a small 
managed group of adult cats that have had no negative impact on the 
environment. We believe that TNR is the most effective and humane way to 
reduce the free-roaming cat population over time, and we further applaud your 
intent to implement a working cat program. 

Sincerely, 

Dee Carey, President 
Seal Beach Animal Care Center Board of Directors 
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Founded in 2000 ( STRAY CAT ALLIANCE 
Buddma o I 

President & CEO Christi Metropo~ 
www.straycatalliance.org 

../ PO Box 661277, LA CA 90066 

October 28, 2019 

VL4 U.S. MAIL & EMAIL TO jan.green.rebstock@lacitv.org 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
Environmental Supervisor II 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: DEIR Comment 
LA CITYWIDE CAT PROGRAM 
SCH # 2013101008 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

Stray Cat Alliance submits the following comment in response to the City of Los Angeles 
Citywide Cat Program Draft Enviromnental Impact Repoti {"DEIR"), State Clearinghouse 
number 2013101008, dated August 2019. 

As a preliminary matter, Stray Cat Alliance applauds the City's efforts in furthering its stated 
goal of becoming a "no-kill city" through the implementation of a trap, neuter, and return 
("TNR") program. As demonstrated by the overwhelming majmity of EIR scoping comments the 
City received, this long overdue endeavor has very strong public support. 

The heart of any TNR program is the humane trapping, spaying/neutering, vaccinating, and 
returning of feral and free roaming cats to where they live. TNR is fundamentally and 
significantly different from efforts that "trap-and-remove" or place cats in homes. Unfortunately, 
aspects of the City's proposed TNR program improperly conflates these approaches, 
jeopardizing the program efficacy and introducing potentially significant environmental impacts. 
The unintended consequence may be a significant increase in the number of cats euthanized, in 
direct contravention of the City's "no-kill" goal, or perhaps a decision to abandon the citywide 
cat program to avoid such a tragic, and unnecessary, result. 

While City policy to address the need to neuter and sterilize feral and free-roaming cats is 
moving in the right direction, the proposed action is problematic, and as a result the DEIR is 
inadequate. Stray Cat Alliance sets forth some of the key areas of concern below. The City's 
failure to analyze a TNR Cat program with smaller or even no buffers around Environmentally 
Sensitive Areas ("ESAs") leaves the DEIR with compromised options that do not allow TNR to 
work as effectively as it should, all due to the unsupported assumption that these compromises 
are necessary to protect other species. We urge the City to take a more critical look at the 
available evidence, keeping in mind the goal is for Los Angeles to become a "no-kill" city. 

1 
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Los Angeles Citywide Cat Program - DEIR comment 
Page 2 

I. Background: The City of Los Angeles and TNR 

The City has acknowledged for well over a decade that TNR is a humane and effective method 
for reducing the populations of free-roaming and feral cats through their sterilization. 1 Consistent 
with this view, a primary project objective of the Citywide Cat Program is to "[a]dopt TNR as 
the preferred policy to humanely address free-roaming cats." (DEIR, pp. 2-12, 5-1.) 

The City has never performed TNR. Its previous effort to implement a TNR program was 
enjoined following a legal challenge brought under the California Environmental Quality Act 
("CEQA"). (DEIR, p. 2-3.) As a result of the injunction, community organizations have been 
forced to use limited private resources to pursue private TNR programs for the benefit of Los 
Angeles communities for the past decade. It is incumbent on the City to take on this role to 
support the health and welfare of its human and feline communities. This can best be 
accomplished through implementation of a robust traditional TNR program. The proposed 
program unfotiunately includes limitations and concessions that should be removed. The 
program's DEIR fails to study, even for purposes of comparison, any feasible TNR project 
altematives without these limitations. 

II. The DEIR is Inadequate and Must be Revised and Recirculated. 

Stray Cat Alliance has identified the following major concems in the environmental review for 
the City's proposed TNR program. The City should completely address the following issues, 
which are each discussed in greater detail below. 

• The DEJR fails to study a TNR-only project alternative, meaning an altemative that 
does not differentiate how populations of free-roaming and feral cats found in ESAs 
are treated compared to such populations in other areas, and that does not feature 
buffer zones, feeding time restrictions, or removal (as opposed to retum) of cats. (See 
discussion, Part II.A.) 

• The DEIR does not analyze potentially significant environmental impacts resulting 
from the ESA return restriction and creation of a one-mile buffer zone around ESAs, 
and simply assumes such buffer zones are desirable and necessary. (See discussion, 
Part II.B.) 

• The DEIR does not adequately analyze the environmental impact of restricting TNR 
activities in or near ESAs, and simply assumes such restrictions are favorable and 
necessary. Alternatives limiting proposed feeding times and locations are untenable 
and undermine TNR effmis. (See discussion, Part II.B.) 

1 (See, e.g., Motion ofCouncilmember Janice Hahn, CF 07-3789, available at: 
hrtp://clkrep.lacity.org/onlinedocs/2007/07-3789 mot 11-27-07.pdf(Nov. 27,2007, adopted 
unanimously Dec. 19, 2007).) 
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o The DEIR relies on dated and controversial studies lacking in verifiable methodology 
and reliability. (See discussion, Part II.C.) 

A. The DEIR Fails To Evaluate a TNR-Only Alternative. 

CEQA requires the lead agency, here the City, to select a reasonable range of alternatives for 
evaluation in an EIR. (14 CaL Code Regs. ["CEQA Guidelines"] § 15126.6(a). The DEIR does 
not analyze a TNR-only project altemative,2 even though such an option is clearly feasible and if 
implemented could achieve all of the project objectives. (See DEIR 2-12l No scoping comment 
appears to suggest that any buffer zone for TNR activity around environmentally sensitive areas 
is necessary, but several correctly note that the environmental baseline for the project includes 
free-roaming cats throughout the City. 4 Indeed, the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 
previously published by the City acknowledges this as the correct baseline: 

The effects of free-roaming cats on wildlife are well documented and are a cause of 
legitimate concern to wildlife agencies and groups. However, it is important to draw a 
distinction between such concerns and baseline conditions under CEQA. The presence of 
free-roaming cats, living alone and in aggregations (colonies) throughout the City 
(including natural habitat areas and ESAs) and the existing effects of cats on the 
environment is the pre-existing condition that forms the baseline for this CEQA analysis. 
(City of Los Angeles, Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, p. 12.) 

The DEIR baseline revises the earlier MND baseline, but continues to correctly acknowledge 
that free-roaming cats, including animals located in natural habitat areas and ESAs, represent the 
baseline condition against which project impacts must be studied. It also acknowledges that the 
effects of free-roaming cats are documented only for some locations, and expands the baseline 

2 A TNR-only cat program would be one that does not differentiate how populations of free-roaming and 
feral cats found in ESAs are treated compared to populations in other areas, and that does not feature ESA 
buffer zones, feeding time restrictions, or removal (as opposed to return) of cats. 
3 The stated project objectives of the Citywide Cat Program are as follows: 

• Facilitate spaying and neutering of cats in the City, 
o Reduce the relative number of free-roaming cats in the City over time, 
e Facilitate more public and community education on animal-related topics, including free-roaming 

cats, 
• Train animal services center staff members on cat management programs and engage in 

collaborative efforts with local rescue groups to help respond to and address free-roaming cat 
issues, 

c Further implement the City's no-kill policy by reducing the rate of euthanasia of cats in City 
animal services centers, and 

• Adopt TNR as the preferred policy to humanely address free-roaming cats. 
4 See, e.g., Scoping comments from Best Friends Animal Society, p. 2 (Oct. 27, 2017), Erin Olsen (Oct. 
28, 2017), Janine Hicks (Oct. 21, 2017), The Humane Society of the United States (submitted by Katie 
Lisnik, HSUS's Director of Cat Protection and Policy), p. 2 (Oct. 27, 2017), among others (all available 
in DEIR Appendix B). 
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used for review to include both existing conditions and against futmc conditions assuming no 
project is adopted: 

The effects of free-roaming cats on wildlife are documented for some locations and a 
cause oflegitimate concern to wildlife agencies, non-profit groups, and various members 
of the public at large. However, it is impmtant to draw a distinction among such 
concerns, the existing baseline conditions under CEQA, the appropriate baseline 
conditions under CEQA including expected future conditions in a future baseline •vithout 
the proposed Project [],and the proposed Project. The presence of free-roaming cats 
living alone or in aggregations throughout the City (including natural habitat areas and 
ESAs) and the existing eflects of domestic cats on the environment is the pre-existing 
condition that forms the baseline for CEQA analysis, including the existing conditions 
baseline and the expected futme conditions in a future baseline without Project. 
(DEIR, p. 2-11 [emphasis added].) 

Given that both the MND and DEIR environmental baselines acknowledge the presence of free
roaming cats living alone or in colonies throughout the City, including within ESAs, it is unclear 
what underlies the DEIR's apparent assumption that it is desirable or necessary to include an 
ESA buffer (see DEIR, p. 2-15) or other program limitations without specifically identifying and 
studying the potentially significant environmental impacts such choices may cause. It is as or 
more likely that a TNR-only program without such limitations will be environmentally superior 
to a TNR program that includes features that substantially limit its efficacy in and around ESAs. 

As just one example of an overlooked TNR-only program benefit, TNR is likely to reduce the 
spread of disease among free-roaming cat populations, including within ESA areas, because 
when trapped cats are often vaccinated and treated for certain medical conditions. (DEIR, pp. 2-
3, 2-7.) 

TNR has a proven track record of effectively reducing and controlling the populations of free
roaming and feral cats. The following publications discuss the benefits of TNR programs 
generally and provide examples of successful programs. These and other studies should be 
considered by the City in revising and recirculating its environmental review of the Citywide Cat 
Program. 

• A University of Florida study noted an 85% reduction of the free-roaming cat 
population over a 28-year period, following an unfettered TNR program that included 
feeding and return to the original capture location. Daniel D Spehar and Peter J. Wolf, 
Back to School: An Updated Evaluation of the Effectiveness ofa Long-Term Trap
Neuter-Return Program on a University's Free-Roaming Cat Population, Animals, 
Oct. 2019, available at https://www.mdpi.com/2076-2615/9/10/768. 

• TNR improves cat welfare and reduces the size of cat colonies. J.K. Levy, N.M. 
Isaza, & K.C. Scott, Effect ofhigh-impact targeted trap-neuter-return and adoption 
of community cats on cat intake to a shelter, The Veterinary Journal, Vol 201, Issue 

390503
Line

390503
Line

390503
Line



SCA-12

' ( STRAY CAT ALLIANCE 

Los Angeles Citywide Cat Program - DEIR comment 
Page 5 

3, Sept. 2014, available at 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/sciencc/article/pii/S 1090023314001841 ?via%3Dihub. 

• High-intensity management of feral cat colonies can successfully reduce colonies to 
extinction, but the process requires a long-term commitment of resources. Studies of 
managed and TNR'd feral cat colonies in North Carolina showed "feral cats had 
similar baseline health status to pet cats" in terms of zoonotic diseases. M.K. Stoskopf 
& F.B. Nutter, Analyzing Approaches to Feral Cat Management- One Size Does Not 
Fit All, Journal ofthe American Veterinary Medical Association 225, 1361-1364 
(2004), available at: 
https://www.avma.org/News/Joumals/Collections/Documents/javma 225 9 1361.pd 
f. 

• Study of feral cat colonies showed a decrease in population under TNR programs, as 
opposed to an increase in population in "intact colonies." F.B. Nutter, Evaluation of a 
Trap-Neuter-Return Management Program for Feral Cat Colonies: Population 
Dynamics, Home Ranges, and Potentially Zoonotic Diseases, North Carolina State 
University (2005), available at https:l/repository.lib.ncsu.edulhandle/J.[.4_Q:l§L3&91 

• Study ofTNRprogram through San Jose, CA animal shelter, where 4 years into the 
program researchers observed cat and kitten impounds decreased 29.1 %, euthanasia 
decreased from over 70% of intakes in 2009 to 23% in 2014, euthanasia in the shelter 
for Upper Respiratory Disease decreased 99%, and dead cat pick up off the streets 
declined 20%. K.L. Johnson & Jon Cicirelli, Study of the effect on shelter cat intakes 
and euthanasia from a shelter neuter return project of 10,080 cats ji"om March 2010 
to June 2014, PeerJ 2:e646 (Oct. 2014), available at https://peeij.com/articles/646/. 

• Study ofTNR program in Newburyport, Massachusetts, where 300 cats resided at the 
waterfront at the beginning of the TNR program and none remained 17 years later. 
Daniel D. Spehar and Peter J. Wolf, An Examination of an Iconic Trap-Neuter-Return 
Program: The Newburyport, Massachusetts Case Study, Animals (Basel) (Oct. 2017), 
available at https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih. gov /pmc/articles/PMC570411 0/. 

• Discussion of the increase in rat populations where feral cats are removed from an 
ecosystem, as opposed to returned through TNR, "resulting in almost a total loss of 
the bird population." S.A. Robertson, A review offeral cat control, Journal of Feline 
Medicine & Surgery 10, 366-375 (2008), available at 
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=l 0.1.1.1025.1733&rep=repl&typ 
e=pdf. 

• Study of TNR program in Brazil, which found a decrease in feral cat population, as 
opposed to "capture and euthanize" which does not reduce cat populations. F. 
Mendes-de-Almeida, et al., The impact of hysterectomy in an urban colony of 
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domestic cats (Felis catus Linnaeus, 1758), Inti Journal of Applied Research in 
Veterinaty Medicine Vol. 4:2, 134-141 (2006), available at 
http://www.jarvm.com/articlesNo14Iss2/Mendes.pdf. 

• The success ofTNR has been demonstrated with species other than cats. For 
example, the Humane Society ofthe United States implemented a TNR-type program 
in Pue1to Rico to address equine overpopulation. This follows on the heels of similar 
success1i1l programs reducing the wild horse populations at Assateague Island 
National Seashore in Maryland and Rachel Carson Refuge in North Carolina, the 
white-tailed deer populations at Fire Island National Seashore inN ew York, and the 
American bison populations on Santa Catalina Island in California, among others. 
Humane Society ofthe United States, Questions and Answers About 
lmmunocontraception, available at 
https:/ /www .humanesociety. orglresources/ questions-and -answers-about
immunocontraception. 

The failure to include and analyze aTNR-only alternative makes the DEIR inadequate under 

CEQA Guidelines 15126(a). Without this analysis the DEIR fails as an informational document 
because it does not "provide public agencies and the public in general with detailed information 
about the effect which a proposed project is likely to have on the environment." (Public 

Resources Code § 21 061.) 

B. The DEIR Does Not Address The Environmental Impact of a One-Mile 
Buffer and Other Restrictions 

1. Substantial evidence does not support that ESA return restrictions or 
an ESA buffer zone will protect birds. 

The Cornell Lab of Ornithology program is the pre-eminent ornithological program in the United 
States. Founded in 1915, the $21M annual budget supports the research of250 scientists, 
professors, staff and students who support the Lab' s mission: interpreting and conserving the 
Earth's biological diversity through research, education, and citizen science focused on birds. 
The lab's work is supported by 75,000 members around the globe.5 

A recent paper submitted to the prestigious journal Science (American Association for the 
Advancement of Science) discusses research from the Cornell Lab of Ornithology. (Kenneth V. 
Rosenberg, Adrian M. Dokter, Peter J. Blancher, et al., Decline of the North American Avifi:wna, 
Science (2019).6 Publication of the study was widely reported. 7 Dr. Ken Rosenberg, a noted 

5 For more infonnation, visit https://www.birds.eomell.edu/home/. 
6 The study is available at: https://www.birds.cornell.edu/home/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/DECLINE
OF-NORTH-AMERICAN-AVIF AUNA-SCIENCE-2019.pdf. 
7 See, e.g., Carl Zimmer, Birds Are Vanishing From North America, N.Y. Times, Sept. 19,2019, 
available at: 
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conservation scientist at Cornell University and the American Bird Conservancy, 8 "led an 
intemational team of 12 scientists in an analysis of decades of data on bird population" and 
found that "[p]esticide use and loss ofhabitat to farmland are some ofthe most significant 
contributors to the decline in bird populations."9 Incidental takes by free-roaming cats are not 
mentioned in the study. 

The Rosenberg et al. study has been criticized for over-dramatizing its research (perhaps one 
reason it received so much attention in the popular media). 1° For example, Macroecologist Brian 
McGill ofthe University of Maine notes that 15% of the 2.9 billion birds estimated to be lost 
were accounted for by two species that are not even native to North America. 11 Dr. Rosenberg 
has acknowledged that McGill raised "very good points" and the research team debated whether 
to include invasive species. 12 

The DEIR cites and relies on studies of bird predation that have been heavily criticized as 
inaccurate due to reliance on out-of-date data. EIR scoping comments note that a 2013 paper 
relied on substantially out of date data in extrapolating an extremely high estimate of likely bird 
kills. As the criticism notes, relying on contemporary data from this century rather than 
approximately 70-year old data would dramatically alter the paper's conclusions. 13 As further 
noted in a separate scoping comment, the paper-refetTed to as "Loss (20 13)" in the DEIR-has 
been debunked as a literature review that surveyed unrelated, older studies to frame a ""highly 
speculative conclusion."14 The paper itself acknowledges its quantitative analysis from previous 
data creates an "estimate of bird mortality [that] far exceeds any previous! y estimated US figure 
for cats," strongly suggesting that it is an unreliable outlier. Some data used in the paper were not 
peer reviewed, and as the DEIR acknowledges, data regarding equally outlandish and 
unsupported estimates of cat predation of reptiles comes not from North America but from 
Australia, New Zealand, and Europe. (DEIR 4.2-71.) Upon reviewing the paper, a statistician 

https://www.nytimes.com/2019/09/19/science/bird-populations-america-canada.html. 
8 It is perhaps notable that the American Bird Conservancy was among the petitioners in The Urban 
Wildlands Group et aL v. City ofLos Angeles et al. (LA Sup. Ct. case no. BS115483). 
9 Ari Dubow, Ornithologists, Birdwatchers Uncover Staggering Magnitude of Bird Population Decline, 
Cornell Sun, Sept. 26,2019, available at: https://comellsun.com/2019/09/26/omithologists-birdwatchers
uncover-staggering-magnitude-of-bird-population-decline/. 
10 Michael Schulson, There Lv No Impending Bird Apocalypse, Slate, Sept. 28, 2019, available at: 
https:l/slate. com/technology/20 I 9/09/bird -apocalypse-exaggeration -of-the-research.html. 
11 ld. See also, Brian McGill, Did North America really lose 3 billion birds? What does it mean?, 
Dynamic Ecology blog, Sept. 20, 2019, available at: 
https://dynamicecology.wordpress.com/2019/09/20/did-north-america-really-lose-3-billion-b:irds-what
docs-it-mcan/. 
12 See Schulson, fn. 10. 
13 Scoping Comments from Becky Robinson (Alley Cat Allies) (Oct, 30, 2017), Appendix B, p. 4, note 5, 
criticizing Loss, Will, and Marra, The impact offree-ranging domestic cats on wildlife of the United 
States, Nature Communications (2013). 
14 Scoping comment from Edward Macau (Oct. 11, 22017), DEIR Appendix B. 
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from the University of Massachusetts at Amherst concluded that "[i]f a student turned something 
like this in for a freshman statistics class, he would have failed the assignment."15 

The cat versus bird data is estimates built on guesses built on bad science. For example, a 2014 

Smithsonian/ USFWS study is also co-authored by Loss et al. and references Blancher (2013) 

and Loss (2013) for estimates of cat-related bird deaths.16 But the underlying studies are largely 

inconclusive. Loss (2013) is criticized above. Blancher acknowledges a similar quantitative 
methodology as in Loss (2013): "The objectives of this study were to provide plausible estimates 

for the number of birds killed by house cats in Canada ... The general approach used to estimate 

the number of birds killed by cats in Canada was to multiply estimates of the number of cats in 

Canada by estimates of the average number of birds killed per cat per year, with predation rate 
derived from data outside Canada."17 Loss et al. acknowledge such an approach is "non

scientific": "A major reason for the cunent non-scientific approach to management of free
ranging cats is that total mortality fi·om cat predation is often argued to be negligible compared 

with other anthropogenic threats, such as collisions with man-made structures and habitat 

destruction." (Loss (2013).) 

In fact, there have been no definitive studies linking cat predation to mainland bird population 
trends. The Rosenberg et al. study cited above identifies pesticide use, loss of habitat, and 
anthropogenic causes, not cat predation, as top threats to birds. Rosenberg et al. estimate that up 
to 3 billion birds total may have been lost over the last 48 years, a far lower estimate of total bird 
losses than Blancher (2013) and Loss (2013) calculate based on cat predation alone. Ifthe Loss 
(2013) outlier estimate of cat predation were conect (1 billion birds killed per year), Rosenberg 
et al. would have been expected to find avian loss of 48 billion birds, not less than 3 billion. iS 

This is consistent with information published by bird conservation organization Bird Life 
International, which lists the top five threats to birds as industrial farming, logging, invasive 
species (noting that rats and mice have been responsible for more than 70% of bird extinctions), 
hunting and trapping, and climate change. 19 

15 lbid. 
16 Scott R. Loss et al., Bird-building Collisions in the United States: Estimates of Annual Mortality and 
Species Vulnerability, The Condor: Ornithological Applications (Jan. 2014), available at: 
https://www.audubon.org/sites/default/files/documents/loss et al bird-
building collisons condor 2014.pdf. 
17 Peter J. Blancher, Estimated number of birds ILilled by house cats (Felis catus) in Canada, Avian 
Conservation and Ecology 8(2):3 (2013), available at: http://www.ace-eco.org/vol8/iss2/art3/. 
18 The Blancher (2013) estimate of up to 350 million birds killed annually is lower than Loss (2013 ), but 
iftrue would still have resulted in a far higher number killed over the last 48 years (almost 17 billion). 
Note that Peter Blancher is the third listed co-author of the just-published Rosenberg et al. paper. 
19 Margaret Sessa-Hawkins, The top jive threats to birds may surprise you, Bird Life International (June 
13, 2018), available at: https://www.birdlife.org/worldwide/news/top-five-threats-birds-may-surprise-you. 
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Actual data related to cat predation of birds in North America is remarkably scant. The 
Searchable Orthinological Research ATchive (SORA) is the product of collaborations between 

the American Ornithologists Union, the Cooper Ornithological Society, the Association of Field 
Ornithologists, the Wilson Ornithological Society, and the University of New Mexico 
Libraries. 20 SORA provides access to an extensive library of ornithological literature of 

intemational scope, and detailed material documenting the history of ornithology in North 
America over the last 120 years. Cats are mentioned only a dozen times in the omithological 
publications archive. 

The studies relied on by the DEIR to justifY an ESA retum restriction and one-mile buffer are 
debunked and have been ovetiaken by better information. There is no substantial evidence to 
support the DEIR's contention that the ESA return restriction and one-mile buffer are desirable, 
let alone necessmy to avoid cat predation of birds and other wildlife. But in fact, there is 
substantial evidence suggesting that excluding cats located in ESA and buffer areas from a 

citywide TNR program will have significant negative environmental impacts. (See, e.g., the 
studies cited on pages 4-6 of this comment letter as well as.) 

2. ESA return restrictions and buffers encourage the "vacuum effect." 

The proposed restriction on returning cats to ESAs and buffer zones after spay/neuter poses a 
real likelihood of being undermined by the well-known "vacuum effect."21 If cats are removed 
from ESAs and/or 1 mile buffer zones, but not returned to those locations around them sterilized, 
it is highly probable that a nearby population ofunsterilized cats will move in to utilize the now 
vacant space. This is especially tme given the dense urban surroundings. A managed, TNR 
colony, where newcomers are trapped as soon as possible, is better than unknown incoming cats 
migrating in from neighboring communities. 

The DEIR fails to cite a fairly recent local paper (Catalina Island) that studied the effects of 
sterilization on the persistence of feral cat colonies. 22 The paper notes existing studies arguing 
that "colony-fed sterilized cats pose little threat to native species in the adjacent wildland interior 
and that because sterilized cats roam less than reproductively intact cats but retain their territorial 

20 See https://sora.umn.edu/node. 
21 See Scoping comment from Becky Robinson, supra note 13, p. !("Attempts to remove cats result in 
population increases as new, unsterilized cats move into the same area and reproduce. This well
documented phenomenon is known as the vacuum effect."), citing Zaunbrecher & Smith, Neutering of 
feral cats as an alternative to eradication programs, Journal of the American Veterinaty Medical 
Association, 203(3), 449-452 (1993). 
22 Darcee A Guttilla and Paul Stapp, Effects of sterilization on movements offeral cats at a wildland
urban inte~face, Journal ofMammalogy, Vol. 91, Issue 2, 482-489 (April2010), available at: 
https://doi.org/10.1644/09-MAMM-A-111.1. 
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behavior [citations] they should prevent immigration of new cats (i.e., the vacuum 
effect[ citations]), thereby eventually leading to population decline due to attrition." 

3. Failure to return TNR'ed cats to ESAs and buffer zones would disrupt the 
existing ecosystem, causing potentially significant environmental impacts. 

A 2017 study in the J oumal of Urban Ecology undercuts the reason for use of TNR buffer zones. 
That study shows cat ranges change dramatically in urban settings-while most of the earliet· 
studies were conducted in non-urban settings. 23 

In addition, buffer zones and feeding limitations are counter-indicated by a 2011 study by 
researchers at the University of Illinois, published in the Journal of Wildlife Management. 24 

Owned cats travel less than un-owned cats primarily because of the need to search for food: 

We found that owned and unowned free-roaming cats differed in home range size, habitat 
use, and activity patterns. Unowned cats had larger home ranges than owned cats. 
Schmidt et al. (2007) also reported that home range size decreased with ownership in the 
only other radio tracking study to date that simultaneously monitored owned and 
unowned free-roaming cats. Supplemental feeding generally decreases home range size 
of mammals (Boutin 1990,Koganezawa and Imaki 1999). Unowned cats must search to 
acquire food, whereas owned cats are fed, suggesting supplemental feeding decreases 
home range size in domestic cats as well (Tennent and Downs 2008) .... Calhoon and 
Haspel (1989) reported that supplemental feeding did not affect population density of cats 
in their study area and that the distribution of cats was affected by the availability of 
shelter rather than food .... Space use and behavioral differences between owned and 

- unowned cats . . . influences the impact a cat has on its environment, information that is 
impmiant for making decisions on controlling cat populations. 

Further, the DEIR fails to consider that trapping but not returning cats to the ESAs and buffer 
zones will disrupt the ecosystem in those areas and consequently fails to analyze the potentially 
significant environmental impacts associated with that action. The DEIR fails to consider 
resulting impacts on other species, like rats and mice, in the absence of feline predators. Absence 
of cats may also cause an increase in competitor predator species like raccoons and coyotes. The 
DEIR also fails to consider the benefits of a managed, sterilized/ neutered colony in these areas, 
such as: 

23 Hugh J. Hanmer, Rebecca L. Thomas, Mark D. E. Fellowes, Urbanisation influences range size of the 
domestic cat (Felis catus): consequences for conservation, Journal of Urban Ecology, Vol. 3, Issue 1 (Jan. 
2017), ava11able at: https://doi.org/10.1093/jueliux014. 
24 Jeff A. Hom, et al., Home Range, Habitat Use and Activity Patterns ofFre-Roaming Domestic Cats, 
Journal ofWildlife Management, 75(5):1177-1185 (2011), available at: 
https://www.inhs.Part.edulfiles/2714/9013/0212/Home range habitat use and activity_pattems of free 
-roaming domestic cats .. pdf [sic -link does include 2 periods before thepijsuffix]. 
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o reduction in mating practices (tighting, traveling, raising kittens) which can be 
disruptive to communities, 

• reduction in current cat predation due to regular feeding, 
• benefit over a "vacuum effect" impacted community that lacks a managed dynamic. 

(See discussion of"vacuum eftect" above.) 

In addition, "[e]very prominent environmental group in the state advocates a ban on use of 
anticoagulant rodenticides."25 This session AB 1788 would have banned a class of second
generation rodenticides in California but was defeated in the state senate. The rodenticies have a 
substantial impact on birds and other wildlife, but some argue are needed to control a resurgence 
of rodents-not cats-which are blamed for typhus. In fact, cats provide a natural check on some 
rodents, eliminating or reducing the need to use poison to control rodent populations. As an 
article from the Sacramento Bee describes: 

The state is seeing a troubling resurgence of rodents, which can carry a wide array of 
diseases that have been around since the Middle Ages. The megalopolis of Los Angeles 
County, for one, has seen skyrocketing cases of one such disease, typhus. At the same 
time, researchers are finding widely used rodent poisons at sometimes I ethallevels in the 
bodies of beloved California predators such as birds of prey and mountain lions. 

The DEIR is inadequate because it fails to consider the potentially significant enviromnental 
impacts of disrupting the existing baseline ecosystem by removing feral and free-roaming cats 
fi·om ESAs but not returning them to ESA areas or ESA buffer zones. 

4. The proposed one-mile ESA buffer zone is 25% larger than even the 
DEIR suggests is warranted. 

Stray Cat Alliance disagrees that any ESA buffer zone is warranted or helpful to the success of a 
TNR program, but the DEIR provides no justification to increase the buffer zone to one mile 
based on estimated domestic cat range of0.8 square miles. In DEIR Appendix M, the DEIR 
provides an average estimated range of the domestic cat to be 512.95 acres (approximately 0.8 
square miles). For unknown reason, the DEIR simply rounds up to propose a one-mile ESA 
buffer. The DEIR offers no explanation or justification for this twenty-five percent expansion. 

Using the City's own GIS mapping system tools, Stray Cat Alliance estimates that excluding 
ESAs and the one-mile buffer zone around is an area of almost 40% of the City. If the City is 
approximately 465 square miles (DEIR, p. ES-1 ), this means cats will be restricted from 
returning to more than 180 square miles of it, which will significantly diminish the efficacy of 
the citywide cat program. Even if creation of a buffer zone were supported by substantial 

25 Ryan Sabalow and Phillip Reese, As rats overrun Ca/ij(Jrnia cities, state moves to ban powetful pest
A:illers, Sacramento Bee (July 23, 2019), available at: 
https://www.sacbee.com/news/local/environment/article232687952.html. 
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evidence, and it is not, this means almost forty square miles of the City will be unnecessarily 
excluded from the full benefits of TNR. 

5. Proposed feeding times and location restrictions are untenable. 

Controlled feeding of free roaming and feral cats has at its core a compassionate motivation, but 
also provides real and meaningful environmental impacts. Regular feeding of such cats negates 
the need for them to expand their terri toties in search of food and potentially limits their hunting 
of other species. Buffer zones and limits on feeding are counter-indicated by a 2011 study by 
researchers at the University of Illinois and published in the Journal of Wildlife Management, as 
discussed above in Part II. B. The study showed that owned cats traveled less than un-owned cats 
primarily because of the need to search for food. 

Research indicates feeding times do not affect cat ranges. ''Domestic cats generally show 
reduced tetTitoriality due to the ready availability of supplementary food (Lib erg 1984 ), which 
combined with neutering may reduce behaviours associated with roaming and tenitory 
defence."26 

More important, iii the context of TNR, feedings are essential for successful trapping as it 
establishes trust bonds with free-roaming cats. On its own, the feeding limitations presents a host 
of ethical, moral, and environmental concerns that do not need to be decided. To the contrary, 
inclusion of unwananted feeding restrictions at this stage merely sets up a significant and 
potentially insurmountable hurdle to the implementation of a successful TNR effort. 

If those engaged in TNR activities carmot gain the nust of cats through regular feeding, the 
success of the proposed TNR program will be at great risk. Such restrictions are unnecessary and 
harmful to the program, and not justified by substantial evidence. 

C. The DEIR Relies on Unreliable Evidence and Unsubstantial Evidence. 

1. No substantial evidence links cats to typhus rates in the City. 

As the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Health instructs, flea-borne typhus spread to 
people from infected fleas and their feces, and is not transmitted person-to-person. Typhus 
infection can be prevented through flea control measures on pets, using insect repellent to avoid 
flea bites, and clearing areas that can attract wild or stray animals. 27 

Publicly available data28 shows that from 2013-2017 the average number of reported cases has 
doubled to nearly 60 cases per year. From 2018 to the present, there have been a total of 107 
cases of flea-borne typhus documented by Public Health (excluding Long Beach and Pasadena as 

26 See Hanmer, et al., supra note 22. 
27 See http://publichealth.lacounty.gov/media/typhus/jndex.htm. 
28 See http ://www.pub li chealth.lacounty.gov/acdN ectorTyphus.htm. 
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cases identified in those cities are repmied by their local health departments). In October 2018, 
Public Health announced flea-borne typhus outbreak clusters in the downtown Los Angeles and 
Willowbrook areas. To date, there have been a total of 19 cases in downtown Los Angeles (eight 
out of 19 in people experiencing homelessness) and seven cases in Willowbrook. 

The significance of these outbreaks is twofold. First, typhus is widespread and no more prevalent 
in the ESAs than any other partofthe city. Second, LAPH cites 176 cases in the DEIR since 
2006. County data shows the incidents cited were caused by rats and unsanitary conditions 
caused by homelessness. TNR allows for flea treatment and medical review of collected cats, 
which may mitigate any risks, however small, of flea borne i11nesses fi-om cats. 

h1 addition, deficiencies in the length of TNR studies have led to misunderstandings and 
inaccurate assessments of community cat populations in the City of LQs Angeles and other areas. 
A persistent problem with studies cited in the DEIR is that they are based solely on modeling. 29 

Physical studies conducted by other researchers over much longer periods have shown a massive 
reduction in community cats (85%) making clear that TNR has a profound impact in reducing 
the community cat population. 30 

2. A similar lack of substantial evidence connects free-roaming or feral 
cats to other zoonotic diseases. 

The DEIR identifies the following diseases of concern, none of which are relevant to the 
evaluation of the proposed TNR program: 

• Rabies: the only known animals to routinely carry rabies in Los Angeles County are 
bats. See County of Los Angeles Department of Public Health infonnation page on 
Rabies at: http://publichealth.lacounty.gov/vet/rabies.htm. 

• Pasteurella multocida (from bites or scratches): no cataloged incidents of this found 
for LA City of County. According to the American Pet Products Association, 
approximately I 80 million dogs and cats live in the United States, cats currently 
outnumbering dogs by 12 million. The vast majority (85-90%) of animal bites involve 

29 See, e.g., DEIR pp. 9-12 and 9-22, referencing Loss et al. (2013) ("The impact of free-ranging domestic 
cats on wildlife of the United States") as discussed above. As the criticisms noted in scoping comments 
referenced herein note, no actual study was conducted, and peer review found double counting along with 
a myriad of inconsistencies that were later acknowledged. Moreover, the conclusion of the Loss (2013) 
study is completely eviscerated by the recent Rosenberg et al. study published within the last two months, 
also discussed above. 
30 Daniel D. Spehar and Peter J. Wolf. Back to School: An Updated Evaluation of the Effectiveness ofa 
Long-Term Trap-Neuter-Return Program on a University's Free-Roaming Cat Population, by Daniel D. 
Spehar and Peter J. Wolf, available at https://www.mdpi.com/2076-2615/911 0/768/htm; see also Daniel 
D. Spehar and Peter J. Wolf, An Examination of an Iconic Trap-Neuter-Return Program: The 
Newbw)port, Massachusetts Case Study, Animals (Basel) (Oct. 2017), available at 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC570411 0/. 
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dogs. See What is the incidence of Pasteurella multocide infection in the US?, 
Medscape (Sept. 13, 2018) available at: https://\\rww.medscape.com/answers/224920-
94004/what-is-thc-incidence-of-pasteurella-multocida-infection-in-the-us. 

• Cat Scratch Disease: There are no cataloged incidents of this found for the City or 
County of Los Angeles. 

• Toxoplasmosis: There are no cataloged incidents of this found for the City or County 
of Los Angeles. 

• Giardiasis: There are no cataloged incidents ofthis found for the City or County of 
Los Angeles. 

• Cryptosporidiosis: The incidence rate of cryptosporidiosis cases in Los Angeles 
County in 2016 was 1.02 cases per 100,000 people. There is no attribution of those 
cases to cats. Crypto can also be spread through contaminated drinking water, sexual 
contact, and contact with pets. See County of Los Angeles Department of Public 
Health infonnation page on Crypto at: 
http:/lpublichealth.lacounty. govlacd/DiseasesiCrypto l.pdf. 

• Toxocariasis: There are no cataloged incidents ofthis found for the City or County of 
Los Angeles. 

• Hookworm: There are no cataloged incidents of this found for the City or County of 
Los Angeles. 

As the DEIR acknowledges, "there is a lack of definitive empirical citywide data regarding the 
specific contribution of free-roaming cats to [these] diseases" and "it is not feasible to quantify 
the existing contribution offree-roaming cats to the transmission of or exposure to such diseases 
in humans." (DEIR, p. 4.4-8.) The DEIR nonetheless speculates that "areas within the City with 
higher densities of domestic cats, and particularly fi-ee-roaming cats, may have higher risks of 
potential human exposure to zoonotic diseases from free-roaming cats." (DEIR, pp. 4.4-8 to 9 
(emphasis added].) 

Conclusions in environmental impact reports must be based on substantial evidence, not 
speculation. No substantial evidence ties feral or free-roaming cats to the above health risks, 
many of which have had no reported incidents in the City (or County). 

II 
III. Conclusion. 

Without a City-sponsored TNR program, the city euthanizes thousands of cats and kittens a year. 
According to Best Friends Animal Society, Ca1ifomia kills the second highest number of cats 
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and dogs of any state in the US.31 The environmental, societal and human costs of killing 
thousands of cats and kittens every year are staggering. The City is admirably trying to correct 
that failing by adopting a "no-kill" policy and suppmiing that policy with a viable TNR program. 

Stray Cat Alliance greatly appreciates the City's time and effmts in advancing a TNR program, 
but urges the City to revise its proposed action and provide an adequate environmental review 
document to address the comments raised herein. 

Sincerely, 

Christi Metropole 
President & CEO 
Stray Cat Alliance 

31 See https:/ /bestfriends.org/2025-goal. 
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1 Introduction 

The City of Los Angeles (City) is proposing to adopt a “Citywide Cat Program” (“Cat Program,” 
“program,” or “project”) that includes fundamental and structural changes to the way the City 
handles both owned and unowned (stray and feral) cats.  The environmental analysis of this 
program is presented in a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), which is the subject of 
this report.  The program involves the full endorsement of feeding stray and feral cats throughout 
the City, the return to the environment of stray and feral cats that come in to City shelters, the 
relocation of stray and feral cats to enclosed areas for their asserted benefits in controlling 
rodents, and the unenforceable promise of transferring roughly $2,000,000 per year for 30 years 
to a small group of nonprofits that would use those funds to sterilize stray and feral cats.  The 
City concludes, erroneously, that this program would have no significant impacts on the 
environment based on a demonstrably false prediction of future cat numbers and a set of 
unenforceable recommendations and guidelines about how feeding, trapping, and relocating stray 
and feral cats would be undertaken by the City’s nonprofit beneficiaries.   

The Urban Wildlands Group is one of six nonprofit conservation organizations that together sued 
the City in June 2008 to ensure that proper environmental review of a program to implement the 
City’s 2005 TNR policy would be done.  The DEIR and its new version of the Citywide Cat 
Program follow a proposed program released for public scoping in 2010 but not pursued further, 
and a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) and associated program released for comment in 
2013 but never presented for approval.  The MND was not put forward for approval apparently 
at least in part as a result of comments on the adequacy of the review, as evidenced by statements 
by Brenda Barnette, the General Manager of the Department of Animal Services, in 2014:  

The self-proclaimed experts on both sides have — and of course we know those of us 
who are right, but [ha ha] — there are experts on both sides of this issue who have kicked 
so much sand up that there’s a concern that we would never prevail in court with this 
CEQA, even though it’s a Mitigated Negative Declaration (transcript edited lightly for 
readability; Los Angeles Animal Services Commission meeting, March 25, 2014, Item 5, 
3:21:21 timestamp). 

The current DEIR is unusual in that even though it more fully recognizes the environmental and 
public health impacts of free-roaming cats, it asserts that the program would have no significant 
impacts.  Therefore, it would be better described as a glorified Negative Declaration.  We have 
reviewed the document and its appendices and solicited external review of the technical 
modeling approach used to assert that the program would result in a decrease in the number of 
free-roaming cats in the City over the course of 30 years and the associated assumption that the 
relative distribution of those cats would not change during that period.  This report provides 
expert comment on the DEIR, integrating that external review.   

2 Cross-Cutting Issues 

2.1 Project Elements Are Confused with Project Objectives  

Pursuant to CEQA, the project description must include the following: 
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A statement of objectives sought by the proposed project. A clearly written statement of 
objectives will help the lead agency develop a reasonable range of alternatives to evaluate 
in the EIR and will aid the decision makers in preparing findings or a statement of 
overriding considerations, if necessary. The statement of objectives should include the 
underlying purpose of the project (CEQA Guidelines § 15124(b)).  

The adequacy of an EIR’s alternatives analysis is dependent on a robust description of project 
objectives: “an EIR must “describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the project ... which 
would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially 
lessen any of the significant effects of the project....” (In re Bay-Delta etc. (2008) 43 Cal.4th 
1143, 1163).  The lead agency “may not give a project’s purpose an artificially narrow 
definition” (Id. at p. 1166).  The EIR’s description of project alternatives must be supported by 
substantial evidence and must “illuminate the underlying purpose of the project” (Habitat & 
Watershed Caretakers v. City of Santa Cruz (2013) 213 Cal.App.4th 1277, 1300).  The DEIR’s 
description of project objective is unlawful because it fails to adequately “illuminate the 
underlying purpose of the project.”  The DEIR does not adequately distinguish between project 
components, project objectives, and programs that would help achieve project objectives. 

The DEIR contains a project description and objectives with the following purpose: 

Broadly stated, the purpose of the Project is to assist in achieving the City of Los 
Angeles’ (City’s) no-kill goal and support the City’s adoption of TNR as the preferred 
method of dealing with free-roaming cat populations and as the City’s official policy 
(DEIR, p. 2-1). 

This stated purpose is insufficient to inform the CEQA analysis because it does not describe 
what is meant by “dealing with.”  The next sentence suggests that the purpose is to “reduce the 
relative population of free-roaming cats in the City” but the inclusion of the word “relative” is 
confusing.  Is the overall purpose of the project to reduce the number of free-roaming cats? 

The project objectives are defined as follows: 

• Facilitate spaying and neutering of cats in the City;
• Reduce the relative number of free-roaming cats in the City over time;
• Facilitate more public and community education on animal-related topics, including free-

roaming cats;
• Train staff members on cat management programs and engage in collaborative efforts

with local rescue groups to help respond to and address free-roaming cat issues;
• Further implement the City’s no-kill policy by reducing the rate of euthanasia of cats in

City shelters; and
• Adopt TNR as the preferred policy to humanely address free-roaming cats.

Several of these are not program-level objectives.  Objectives need to specifically address the 
overall project goal.  For example, adopting TNR as a policy is not a proper objective because 
TNR has been the City’s policy since 2005.  The statement about engaging in collaborative 
efforts with rescue groups to “respond to and address free-roaming cat issues” does not define 
what is meant by “respond to and address.”  This is a project element, not an objective of the 
project.  Moreover, this is not a proper project objective, rather it may be a means to achieve the 
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objective of reducing the rate of cat euthanasia or the number of free-roaming cats.  This is an 
important distinction to recognize, because it underscores the fact that the EIR must examine the 
adequacy of the proposed collaboration with rescue groups as a means to achieve the project’s 
true objectives. 

The only objectives that are measurable and aligned with the broad purpose of the project are:  

• Increase the number of cats sterilized per year; 
• Reduce the number of free-roaming cats; 
• Reduce the number of calls for service about stray cats; and 
• Reduce the euthanasia rate of cats in shelters to 10% (as defined in the City’s no-kill 

policy; see Council File 17-0710). 

The EIR’s discussion of project objectives must be revised so that alternatives can be adequately 
analyzed.  

The DEIR fails to include reducing the number of calls for service about stray (and feral) cats 
and the number of applications for permits to remove unowned cats for relinquishment 
(permanent removal) as a goal of the project.  The number of complaints received by the City 
about free-roaming cats and the number of applications for permits to trap free-roaming cats is 
large.  These are two different datasets: calls for service, approximately 20,000 for the 10 years 
for which we have records, and cat trapping permit requests, approximately 2,500 over 14 years 
for which we have records (see Appendix 2 for copies of cat trapping permit applications, 
redacted for privacy).  Without any adequate explanation, the scope and nature of the free-
roaming cat problem is not adequately conveyed in the DEIR.  The DEIR should be revised 
either to include such a discussion, or to include an explanation as to why this information and 
analysis is not important to a full understanding of the environmental and human health impacts 
of free-roaming cats. 

Fourteen years of permit applications show that most people suffering from adverse impacts of 
free-roaming cats in their home and business environments do not want them returned after 
trapping.  This program, even though it claims to allow removal of nuisance cats, would provide 
for those cats to be returned to the point of capture.  Sterilization does not address the myriad 
adverse impacts associated with stray and feral cats (fleas, feces, urine, wildlife destruction, 
property damage, attraction of coyotes and other wildlife, and attraction of middle-of-the-night 
cat feeders).  For example, of 2,408 applications from individuals to trap unowned cats between 
2008 and 2019, only 183 (7.5%) were to do TNR.  The rest of the permit applications, and the 
written rationales for wanting to trap, indicate that the applicants almost universally wanted the 
cats to be permanently removed (see Section 0).  The DEIR is deficient to the extent that it does 
not include this information. 

2.2 Baseline Conditions and Analysis Approach Ignores Effects of Ongoing Cat 
Management 

The analytical framework of the DEIR is based on the assumption that impacts from free-
roaming cats at any given location are correlated with the overall number of free-roaming cats in 
the City and that, if that number increases or decreases in the future, then the impacts will 
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increase or decrease accordingly.  No matter how appealing this framework may seem, it is 
wrong. 

Impacts from free-roaming cats under existing conditions vary across the City according to 
management currently being undertaken.  This management, represented by cat trapping and 
relinquishment to shelters, is not factored into the baseline scenario of the DEIR.  We have 
obtained all of the cat trapping permits issued by the City of Los Angeles from 2005–2019 both 
as part of our original lawsuit and through subsequent Public Records Act requests (see 
Appendix 2) and have reviewed and mapped them.  Individuals and institutions across the City 
are managing the number of free-roaming cats in an ongoing basis through removal of cats 
directly and through controlling food sources.  This is how schools in the Los Angeles Unified 
School District are kept safe for children.  The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power 
(DWP) traps and removes cats from its properties.  The City’s General Services Administration 
had done the same.  The California Department of Fish and Wildlife has trapped and removed 
cats to protect rare bird species.  Coffee roasters and food warehouses remove cats to meet Food 
and Drug Administration rules.  Cosmetics factories apply for permits and remove cats as 
required by law.  LAPD tow yards remove cats to protect the integrity of evidence that is 
impounded.  Individuals protect their own health and the health of their loved ones by obtaining 
trapping permits and relinquishing cats to City shelters.  Hospitals and detention centers trap and 
remove cats.  Controlling cats requires ongoing management over time, but these efforts result in 
a minimal presence of free-roaming cats at such locations.  This is the baseline condition and it is 
not correlated with the overall number of free-roaming cats but with the available management 
tools.  Ongoing management and resulting cat distributions are integral to the baseline condition. 

The Citywide Cat Program proposes to take away management tools.  The tool of trapping and 
relinquishment to the Department of Animal Services will be replaced by a system whereby 
trapped cats are primarily returned to the location of capture.  Feeding, which attracts and 
concentrates cats, will be promoted by the City, further undermining attempts to maintain a 
healthy environment.  By removing management tools, the Cat Program will result in significant 
adverse impacts that are decoupled from the overall number of free-roaming cats.  If a location (a 
nursery school, for example) has been keeping its location free of free-roaming cats through 
trapping and relinquishing cats to shelters (and many such examples are found in the cat trapping 
permits), it will be a negative impact if those cats are then returned to the site of capture by the 
City’s nonprofit partners.  The City’s blanket promotion of feeding will further undermine 
management efforts.  The baseline condition is that cats at individual sites can currently be 
managed; the proposed program removes management options and as a consequence will have 
significant adverse impacts.  

As elaborated below, the City’s projections of future cat numbers are wholly unreliable, but this 
fact is incidental to, and separate from, the fundamental failure of the analysis approach to 
consider how existing trapping with permanent removal shapes the landscape of exposure to 
free-roaming cats such that any analysis of citywide cat numbers does not provide insights on 
impacts to sensitive receptors.  For any site that is currently managing, or could manage, cats 
through permanent removal, the Citywide Cat Program will have a significant adverse impact by 
returning those cats. 
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The DEIR’s analysis of baseline conditions is also woefully defective in that the DEIR has failed 
to make any real effort to describe where free-roaming cats are currently located in the City.   

2.3 DEIR Relies Entirely on Population Model That Is Fatally Flawed  

The entire weight of the impact analysis is placed on the City’s set of calculations (a “model”) 
that is used to predict the number of cats in the City in the future based on estimates of many 
different rates and numbers.  Every single conclusion of no significant impact depends on the 
technique used for prediction being appropriate for the questions being asked, the technique 
being implemented properly, and every one of over 40 values estimated to make the prediction 
being exactly correct.   

We commissioned an external review of the model by researchers with extensive experience in 
population analysis of this type, including authors from the Smithsonian Center for Conservation 
Biology, Auburn University, and Georgetown University.  They attempted to use the information 
provided in the DEIR, along with the paper that developed the prediction technique on which the 
City based its work (Flockhart and Coe 2018), to replicate the analysis.  They also reviewed the 
appropriateness of the approach for the purpose to which it has been put in the DEIR.  Their full 
report is attached (Appendix 1) and the major points from it follow. 

Before presenting the flaws in the implementation, some background is necessary for readers 
who are not experts in using mathematical population models in environmental decisionmaking.  
A mathematical population model is that it is a series of equations that can be used to predict the 
future number of individuals of a species.  Predictions like this can work when the birth and 
death rates of the species are known with a high degree of certainty.  For the DEIR, the City 
developed a model that predicts the number of cats in four different categories: owned, stray, 
shelter, and feral.  The model assumes different reproduction and survival rates for juvenile and 
adult cats and different rates for each of the subpopulations.  The equations then predict the 
number of cats in each of these categories each year, based on estimates of births and deaths.  
Then, the City’s implementation also accounts for the movement of cats from one category to 
another: owned to stray, stray to shelter, feral to owned, feral to shelter, etc.  For the type of 
model that the City tried to develop, it is supposed to describe the existing conditions first, and 
have reasonable values for the numbers in each of the categories and for the transitions between 
the categories.  Two approaches are available for a model in this situation.  One approach is to 
allow all of the subpopulations to increase over time.  The other is to assume that the 
subpopulations are limited by food and shelter and therefore that their numbers are stable or “at 
equilibrium” within their limits, which is what the model authors did for free-roaming cats.  
(Oddly, the model authors do not limit the owned cat or shelter subpopulations by number of 
households or shelter space, which makes their results highly unrealistic).  Because the City has 
chosen an “equilibrium” model, the numbers in this mathematical simulation should be stable at 
the outset under the existing conditions (No Project), although the authors seem to think that the 
model is in equilibrium if the ratio of juvenile to adult cats predicted each year is stable.  If the 
model does not have realistic values for any of the different categories (owned, stray, shelter, 
feral) or the number of cats estimated to be in those categories if the current conditions (No 
Project) were to continue, then it is an indication that the model itself cannot reliably describe the 
existing conditions.  That in turn means that it will not be reliable for predicting the future under 
some changed condition. 
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Over 40 different variables go into the different equations that make up the model.  Most of these 
variables are defined through best guesses and not by data from Los Angeles.  As elaborated 
below, the model does not work to even describe the existing conditions.  First, it contains two 
key errors in the formulas used that influence the population growth potential of cats.  Second, 
when those errors are corrected, it produces nonsensical results such as a prediction that only 62 
free-roaming cats will enter the shelter system in year 1 and that the owned, stray, and shelter cat 
populations will decline to zero within 50 years.  These results are so obviously wrong that it is 
not necessary to go further in considering the model results or comparing the different scenarios 
because the model is not describing the real world well enough to be considered useful.  Because 
the central set of assumptions produced by this model are wholly unreliable, the EIR’s analysis 
and predictions concerning the impacts of the implementation of the cat program is unreliable in 
its entirety.   

2.3.1 Prediction of Future Cat Numbers Contains Mistakes Rendering the Model Invalid 

The equations used to predict future cat numbers, as reported in Appendix J of the DEIR, contain 
two mathematical errors.  Our reviewers confirmed that these errors were present in the 
computer code used to produce the prediction.  Put most simply, the error consists of applying 
the annual rate for sterilization that is assumed for adult cats to juvenile cats instead.  The 
incorrect variable is the annual rate of sterilization, not the total percent sterilized at any given 
time.  This error is found in two equations and has the largest effect on the predictions for the 
owned cat population.  In setting up the model, the model authors assume that the annual 
sterilization rate for adult, owned cats is low, because most owned cats are sterilized when they 
are juveniles.  The model authors then mistakenly apply the low owned adult annual sterilization 
rate to the owned juvenile cats.  The result of this error is that model incorrectly predicts that a 
large proportion of the juvenile cats born into the owned population will not be sterilized.   The 
equations then predict that the owned cat population will increase rapidly over the course of the 
30-year project period so that the initial owned cat population of 685,000 in 2020 will increase to
over 2.5 million by 2050.  This is not a realistic prediction and shows that the predictions as a
whole are not accurate.

Figure 1. Subpopulation sizes of free-roaming (stray and feral), shelter, and owned cats across 
the 30-year horizon of the project, as predicted using the unaltered code provided by the authors 
of the DEIR (figure from Appendix 1). 
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The same error affects the population growth of stray and feral populations, but because these 
two subpopulations are assumed to have low sterilization rates as juveniles and adults, the results 
of the error are less dramatically wrong as for owned cats.  Nevertheless, this coding mistake 
affects all parts of the model and one cannot separate the results from one subpopulation (owned 
cats) from other subpopulations (stray and feral cats) because all of the subpopulations are 
connected.  If one is wrong, then they are all wrong.  

 
Figure 2. Derivation of number of free-roaming cats that come into shelters each year, 
according to the predictions presented in the DEIR (without corrections). It is obvious that the 
assumptions are wrong. 

The problems in the equations used to predict future cat numbers become more obvious when 
looking at the number of free-roaming cats that are predicted to enter the shelter each year  
(Figure 2).  Data from the Department of Animal Services used to develop the predictions show 
that 17,137 free-roaming (stray and feral) cats come into the shelter each year.  The authors then 
calculate the “stray” capture rate by dividing that number by the assumed total number of free-
roaming cats (226,970, which is also based on another incorrect series of assumptions, discussed 
below) to get 7.6% as the number of strays that are captured each year.  This is problematic, 
because some portion of the 17,137 cats are actually feral but the City does not keep records on 
the proportion of cats that are feral entering the shelter so the consultants must have assumed that 
they were all stray.  Stray cats are defined as cats that were previously pets and were lost.  Next 
the number of free-roaming cats was divided into stray cats (1,021) and feral cats (225,949) 
based on the assumed free-roaming sterilization proportion, which was the average of seven 
different cities and counties (not Los Angeles).  For year 1 of the predictions, the stray cat 
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capture rate was multiplied by the remaining number of stray cats (after deaths) to get 38.8 stray 
cats transitioning from stray to shelter populations.  The number of feral cats was multiplied by 
an assumed 0.01% capture rate for feral cats to get 22.7 feral cats transitioning into the shelter 
during year 1.  The model therefore predicts in year 1 that 61.5 free-roaming cats enter City 
shelters.  This is obviously incorrect, and the model does not account for the 17,075 additional 
free-roaming cats that enter the shelter under the actual current conditions. 

With results like these, it is incontrovertible that the predictions do not usefully capture the 
dynamics and interactions between owned, stray, shelter, and feral subpopulations in Los 
Angeles and the results are, frankly, worse than no information at all.  

 
Figure 3. Subpopulation sizes of owned, stray, shelter, and feral cats, by scenario, across the 30-
year horizon of the project, as predicted using the code of the authors of the DEIR after fixing 
the errors (figure from Appendix 1). 

Our expert consultants tried to fix the City’s predictions by correcting the mistaken formula.  But 
when this mathematical error in the model was corrected, the numbers were still nowhere close 
to describing even the current conditions.  Instead, using the City’s assumptions and equations 
results in a prediction that the owned, stray, and shelter populations would decrease to zero 
within 50 years (Figure 3).  This too is wrong and the reasons for this failure to capture realistic 
population dynamics is discussed in the expert report.  As the authors of the external review 
elaborate, the model does not accurately incorporate the dynamics between the subpopulations 
that are so important to understanding the situation in Los Angeles or any other city.  For 
example, the model does not account for abandonment of owned cats; it assumes too high a 
sterilization rate for owned cats; it assumes too low a rate of lost cats; and it assumes too low a 
rate of transition from feral to shelter subpopulations.  As a result, the model, even under the 
existing conditions scenario, has three of the four subpopulations on a trajectory to decrease to 
zero (once the formula errors are fixed).  Because the authors of the model assume that the 
environment cannot support any more cats than are currently present, they chose an equilibrium 
model.  An equilibrium model is supposed to produce a stable number for all subpopulations 

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Text Box
UWG-34cont.

19312
Text Box
UWG-35

19312
Text Box
UWG-36

19312
Text Box
UWG-37

19312
Text Box
UWG-38



9 

under the existing conditions: the owned, stray, shelter, and feral subpopulations should be 
stable, or “at equilibrium.”  Because the model is not at, or even close to, equilibrium in each of 
the subpopulations, the current configuration is not useful to compare different project 
alternatives.  It very obviously does not represent real-world conditions.  

2.3.2 Future Cat Number Prediction Is Based on Premise That Number of Free-roaming 
Cats in City Cannot Increase 

The model uses mathematical formulas to estimate the future number of cats that are in the 
owned, stray, shelter, and feral subpopulations in Los Angeles.  Although a model like this could 
be used in environmental analysis, it would need to be used differently than the way the City has 
used it in the DEIR.   

First, the City assumes that the environment contains as many free-roaming cats as it could 
possibly support and if more cats were released outside that they would die quickly because of 
competition with the cats already there.  In ecological terms, this is called “carrying capacity.”  It 
is not impossible that there would be limits on the number of cats associated with limitations on 
food and shelter, but it is highly unlikely the population is currently at carrying capacity.  If it 
were at carrying capacity, there could not be an increasing number of cats as is asserted by the 
City in its press releases regarding a large increase in the number of kittens.  For example, 
General Manager Brenda Barnette recently stated, “Intake has been averaging 22% higher for 
kittens and 14% higher for cats this year, which translates to more than 3,000 additional kittens 
and cats coming to our centers than we saw in 2018.”  If the population were stable, then the 
number of cats coming in to shelters would not have increased by 14–22%.  It is not likely that 
the population is at carrying capacity and if more cats are released from shelters they will find 
food and shelter without competing with other cats.  In any event, the DEIR fails to offer a 
description, based on substantial evidence, why it would be appropriate to assume Los Angeles is 
at its carrying capacity for free-roaming cats contradicting these statements from the General 
Manager. 

Second, the City assumes that feeding of free-roaming cats has no effect on the number of cats or 
their survival.  This is an odd and indefensible assumption to make, because the City also 
promotes feeding of stray cats.  In reality, the food currently provided for stray and feral cats 
increases capacity of the environment to support cats.  The group L.A. Feeders claims to feed 
10,000 stray cats per day (see https://www.facebook.com/pg/LAfeeders/).  This is just one 
organized group; untold numbers of individuals also feed without affiliation with any group.  
Some individuals self-report feeding up to 40 colonies comprising hundreds of cats each night, 
according to their own posts on social media.  It is ludicrous to imagine that feeding does not 
affect the carrying capacity of the environment.  It is equally indefensible to assume neither 
increasing feeding nor decreasing feeding would have any effect on the predictions of the model.  
Nevertheless, this is exactly what the City has put forth in the DEIR and expects stakeholders 
and regulatory agencies to believe.  The DEIR must point to substantial evidence, including 
scientific studies or other scholarly work, to support the conclusion that feeding free-roaming 
cats has no effect on the number and/or survival of free-roaming cats. 
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10 

 
Figure 4. Claim by L.A. Feeders to feed 10,000 stray cats per day 
(https://www.facebook.com/LAfeeders/ accessed October 26, 2019). 

2.3.3 Approach to Prediction Is Deterministic and Does Not Include Uncertainty Analysis 
or Sensitivity Analysis 

The City has reported the results of one set of calculations for the model and presented as the 
only result.  Presenting a single answer is not how predictions like this work in environmental 
policymaking.  The sets of equations to make predictions like these contain many inputs, most of 
which have to be estimated based on studies done in other locations, climates, and times.  
Because any biologist would have a large degree of uncertainty about the accuracy of these 
estimates, the equations are calculated many times with a range of possible values to understand 
a range of possible outcomes.  Any prediction giving just one answer after estimating 41 input 
variables, as the City has done, is wrong.  The model also is “deterministic,” which means that it 
gives just one answer.  In environmental modeling it is necessary to add random fluctuations into 
the variables in a model to account for random factors such as variation in the weather and its 
influence on factors in the model.  In this way, a decisionmaker can gain confidence about the 
probable range of outcomes of any given scenario.  The City’s consultants did not incorporate 
any random factors, which renders the model an untrustworthy tool to understand the real world.  

Another way to think about this issue is to ask what the margin of error is for the City’s 
predictions.  Are their estimates within 15% of the real numbers?  Within 30%?  If they are not 
within 13% of the actual numbers for all of the predicted future cat subpopulations, then the 
alleged decrease in stray and feral cats from the proposal project does not even fall outside the 
margin of error of the underlying estimates.  Based on the expert review, it is impossible that the 
population predictions are accurate to within 13%, let alone 50%, so there is effectively no 
difference between the Project, No Project, or any of the alternatives that can be discerned from 
City’s model. 

2.3.4 Assumed Number of Existing Free-roaming Cats Is Not Reasonable 

The City’s predictions are based on the idea that the current number of cats in the City is the 
maximum number that the environment in the City can support.  That number is set at 226,970 
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by assuming different densities of cats for the major land uses in the City.  The largest land use is 
an undifferentiated “urban/suburban” category that covers most of the City, for which the DEIR 
preparers assume there are 0.98 cats per acre.  Our expert reviewers evaluated the basis for that 
assumption and produced an alternative estimate using density estimates only from other cities 
that do not have an average temperature below freezing any month of the year.  Unsurprisingly, 
cities with more mild climates have higher densities of domestic cats outdoors.  Our experts’ 
estimate for the City of Los Angeles was 488,579 free-roaming cats, with a 95% confidence 
interval of 342,388 to 701,177.  This initial estimate of the number of free-roaming cats is 
critically important because it is the basis for many of the rates that are calculated in the model.  
For example, the DEIR assumes that 7.6% of stray cats are captured and brought to shelters each 
year.  With the updated population estimate, that number would be 3.5%. 

At the public meeting for the Citywide Cat Program on October 7, 2019, even members of the 
public who trap and feed cats and support the program testified that the 226,970 number was far 
too low.  Kara Odenbaugh, who oversees the Best Friends Pet Adoption Center kitten nursery, 
stated that anyone who knows cats in Los Angeles knows that 1 cat per acre is too low and that 
the number is “ridiculous.”  It should be noted that Best Friends has been accepted as an 
authority on cats and TNR in the DEIR and statements by Best Friends representatives are 
treated as facts (see Section 2.9). 

2.3.5 Inputs to the Equations Used to Predict Future Cat Numbers Are Unreasonable and 
Unreliable 

By virtue of the failure of the model to reach equilibrium, it is a matter of fact that the parameters 
are unreasonable and unreliable.  If they were correct, implementing the calculations would not 
result in a prediction that the owned, stray, and shelter populations will decrease to zero in 50 
years.  Our expert review highlights a range of the more glaring errors:  

• Survival of adult stray and feral cats is assumed to be 70% per year (2–3 years average
lifespan), based on a single study of 39 cats in Berlin and the recall of 101 cat feeders in
Florida about cats dying or disappearing;

• Survival of stray and feral kittens is assumed to be very low, 21%, when a whole range of
studies show rates of 40–70% kitten survival in feral contexts;

• The proportion of owned cats sterilized currently is assumed to be 93% based on a
nationwide study by the pet food industry.  Based on the income profile of Los Angeles
and published scientific research on cat sterilization and income, our experts estimate that
80% of owned cats in the City are sterilized; and

• The model assumes that only 0.14% of cats abandoned or lost each year and become
strays.  This is wrong.  Published research indicates a 0.47% risk of loss alone (Weiss et
al. 2012) and the model the DEIR relies on assumes a 5% abandonment rate (Flockhart
and Coe 2018).

The longevity estimates are particularly problematic and conflict with information reported for 
Los Angeles by members of online cat trapping email lists and forums.  Occasional messages 
from these venues have been forwarded to us over the years that contradict the survival rates 
used in the City’s model.  Here are a few examples: 
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• 7 of 9 feral cats were surviving a year after relocation, which implies a 97% survival 
probability for each cat (message January 16, 2011); 

• 7 of 12 feral cats surviving after 6 years, which implies a  96% survival probability each 
year for each cat (message January 10, 2011); 

• Cats surviving for 5 years at a colony site, which would have a 4% chance of happening 
if survival was only 70% per year (message January 2, 2010). 
 

The Feral Cat Caretakers’ Coalition, one of the City’s nonprofit partners, states on their website 
that feral cats may live 10–12 years (see Mission Statement and Introduction at 
http://feralcatcaretakers.org/).  Using the City’s estimate of 70% annual survival, a cat only has a 
2% chance of living this long.  California’s mild climate and the promise of regular feeding 
argue that any prediction of the long-term numbers of free-roaming cats under the proposed 
program should be based on a far higher survival rate than 70% per year for adult stray and feral 
cats.  

2.3.6 Approach to Predicting Outcomes of Project and Alternatives Is Deeply Flawed 

The external critique identified major flaws in the way the model relied upon in the DEIR 
compared the different project alternatives: 

• The assessment of the proposed TNR program should increase carrying capacity by 15–
20% to account for additional feeding associated with the City encouraging feeding and 
declaring feeding to be legal as part of  the preferred approach for “dealing” with free-
roaming cats; 

• The fecundity of unaltered feral and stray cats should be increased under the proposed 
project to account for additional feeding, which increases fecundity; 

• The juvenile survival rate for stray and feral cats should be higher overall, and increased 
under models for the proposed project to account for feeding; 

• Sterilized feral and stray cats should be assumed to live longer, consistent with published 
literature; 

• The owned population should be constrained in the baseline model and the project model 
should incorporate the increase of owned cat limits from 3 to 5; and 

• When analyzing the no-feeding project alternative, the carrying capacity of the model 
should be decreased by 15–20% to account for a reduction in the number of cats that 
would be fed by cat enthusiasts in Los Angeles. 

To these observations we can add the following model changes that should be implemented to 
provide an unbiased and fair evaluation of the different alternatives to the preferred project.  

The alternatives to the proposed project should not be analyzed separately, but should be 
combined into a single, multi-part alternative, just at the project itself has several parts.  This 
alternative would include, in the same model: 

• Use of spay/neuter funds for owned cats and enforce mandatory spay/neuter of owned 
cats with the model result of increased owned cat sterilization applied to the 80% 
sterilization rate based on demographics.  This would be modeled by adding 20,000 
sterilizations plus increasing the annual rate by a reasonable percentage through 
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enforcement.  This will also increase the transition of cats from shelter to owned (Lord et 
al. 2007); 

• Enact a no-roaming ordinance for owned cats and require free licensing for owned cats,
which would be implemented in the model by reducing the rate of lost and abandoned
cats from something reasonable for loss (0.48% to 0.25%) and abandonment (5% to
2.5%).  The model currently (incorrectly) assumes that loss and abandonment together
are only 0.14% of owned cats per year;

• Enforce existing ban on feeding (State law, discussed above), thereby reducing the
survival and fecundity of feral and stray cats in the model; and

• Provide free trap loans and streamlined permitting to surrender feral and stray cats to
shelters without returning to field.  This would increase the feral and stray cat transition
to shelter rate.

2.4 Failure to Incorporate Future Conditions 

The approach of the analysis in the DEIR is to compare the assumed future conditions with the 
program with the assumed future conditions without the program.  This approach does not, 
however, incorporate the changed environment that would occur during the project period.  As 
just one example, the modeling approach does not account for the additional households and 
their cats that would be created over the 30-year analysis period.  Part of the increase in 
households added will be through by-right accessory dwelling units, and all of the additional 
households that would be added during this project period under current plans.  Since part of the 
program is to increase the allowable number of pet cats from 3 to 5, not incorporating the 
number of additional households is a significant oversight.   

2.5 Purported Benefits of Program Guidelines Cannot Be Relied upon in Analysis 

The pervasive feature of the DEIR is that it relies on “program guidelines and ecological 
conservation measures” as project elements that are assumed to affect the behavior of those 
participating in the City’s TNR program.  It deserves mention at the outset that these “design 
features” of the DEIR are not enforceable and do not legally bind project participants.  The DEIR 
aggressively asserts that these program guidelines are not mitigation measures (DEIR, p. 2-5), 
although they are clearly offered to mitigate impacts of the program.  As proposed in the DEIR, 
the program guidelines therefore do not have to be monitored and there is no recourse should 
they not be followed.  

The City makes no attempt to hide the unenforceability of these guidelines:   

Individuals and organizations wishing to participate in the LAAS free-roaming cat 
spay/neuter program must register with LAAS as an authorized participant. This will 
entail signing an agreement stating that each cat the participant submits for a free 
spay/neuter voucher had been trapped and released within the City of Los Angeles limits 
(DEIR, p. 2-14). 

Recipients who receive vouchers from the City for free-roaming cat medical and spay 
and neuter services will be expected to commit to the guidelines by signing an affidavit 
declaring their intent (DEIR, p. 2-15). 
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Declaring intent is not the same thing as agreeing to comply.  The language of the guidelines is 
designed to avoid accountability.  The provisions are written with voluntary language: traps 
“should” be monitored, the guidelines “recommend” against release in some subset of the City’s 
environmentally sensitive areas, feeding “should” not occur around vulnerable human 
populations, feeding “should” be supervised and limited, feeding “should” only take place during 
the day, vaccines “should” be administered, and cats “should” be sterilized and ear tipped.  None 
of these guidelines compels compliance. 

The DEIR then argues that these unenforceable and unverifiable recommendations will decrease 
the impacts of the program.  These measures bear the hallmarks of mitigation measures because 
they do not promote any of the project’s stated objectives. As such, they should be treated as 
mitigation measures.  For example:  

The proposed Program Implementation Guidelines and Ecological Conservation 
Measures aim to protect ESAs, special-status species, and public health (DEIR, p. 2-15). 

The guidelines and recommendations are used to support the analysis for land use: 

Several measures are included in the CCP program implementation guidelines and 
ecological conservation measures to protect environmentally sensitive areas (ESAs) from 
the release of spayed/neutered cats (DEIR, p. 3-25) 

The guidelines and recommendations are used to support the conclusion that the program will be 
consistent with the General Plan Conservation Element and General Plan policies to protect, 
enhance, and restore significant habitat areas: 

Additionally, several measures are included in the CCP program implementation 
guidelines and ecological conservation measures to protect ESAs from the release of 
spayed/neutered cats (DEIR, p. 3-27). 

The guidelines and recommendations are used to support the conclusion that the project will be 
consistent with the Westchester-Playa Del Rey Plan policy to protect and restore the Ballona 
Wetlands and Del Rey Lagoon: 

Consistent. The proposed Project includes program implementation guidelines and 
ecological conservation measures to protect ESAs by recommending no release of 
free-roaming cats within 1 mile of ESAs as well relocating cats found in or near ESAs. 
This would include restricting the release of free-roaming cats in or near the Ballona 
Wetlands (emphasis added; DEIR; p. 3-29).  

The guidelines and recommendations are used to support the conclusion that the program would 
protect significant environmental resources from environmental hazards in a range of 
Community Plans: 

Consistent. While the modified TNR program would result in the release of cats 
throughout the City, the program includes program implementation guidelines and 
ecological conservation measures to protect ESAs by recommending no release of 
free-roaming cats within 1 mile of ESAs as well relocating cats found in or near ESAs 
[sic]. In addition, the Project includes the creation of a City of LA WCP [Working Cat 
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Program] that would prioritize admission of cats found in or near ESAs (emphasis added; 
DEIR, p. 3-30). 

While return of free-roaming cats within the City has the potential to result in impacts on 
sensitive species residing or migrating within the City, the proposed Project is 
consistent with the General Plan Conservation Element goals and policies pertaining 
to sensitive species and habitat protection because 1) a key objective of the Project is 
to reduce the relative number of free-roaming cats in the City over time and 2) several 
measures are included in the CCP program implementation guidelines and 
ecological conservation measures to protect ESAs from existing impacts of free-
roaming cats (emphasis added; DEIR, p. 3-31). 

The guidelines and recommendations are relied upon to reduce cats in ESAs: 

The City will also provide program implementation guidelines and ecological 
conservation measures for the proposed Project to include recommendations not to 
release trapped cats within a 1.0-mile buffer surrounding ESAs in the City. The program 
implementation guidelines and ecological conservation measures also provide guidance 
on responsible TNR including feeding and medical treatments for free-roaming cats. All 
recipients of free vouchers will be required to commit to adhering to these guidelines 
through a signed affidavit. Over time, this would help reduce the presence of free-
roaming cats in and near such areas (emphasis added; DEIR, p. 4.2-85).  

The guidelines and recommendations are relied upon to reduce impacts on humans:  

The proposed Project also includes program implementation guidelines and ecological 
conservation measures for TNR, responsible feeding, and medical treatments for free-
roaming cats. All recipients of vouchers for free-roaming cat sterilization would be 
required to commit to adhering to these guidelines through a signed affidavit. Over time, 
this would further help manage the potential exposure risk to diseases associated 
with the presence of free-roaming cats in the City (emphasis added; DEIR, p. 4.4-13). 

The cumulative impacts analysis also relies on these measures explicitly: 

In addition, as stated above, the proposed Project includes program implementation 
guidelines and ecological conservation measures to reduce impacts from the existing 
population of free-roaming cats and the creation of a City WCP. Ecological 
conservation measures include recommendations to relocate cats found in or near ESAs 
and avoid release of cats within 1 mile of an ESA (emphasis added; DEIR, p. 4.5-8). 

In conclusion, the proposed Project would not make a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to significant cumulative impacts on sensitive biological resources because 
Project impacts have been identified as less than significant due to the estimated 
reduction in the free-roaming cat population over time (see Section 4.2); the proposed 
Project would be consistent with the related plans and programs; and the proposed 
Project includes program implementation guidelines and ecological conservation 
measures that are intended to reduce the environmental impacts of the existing 
population of free-roaming cats, including guidelines that include restricting release 
of free-roaming cats into ESAs in the City, as feasible. Therefore, impacts on 
biological resources from the proposed Project are considered less than cumulatively 
considerable (emphasis added; DEIR, p. 4.5-9). 

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Text Box
UWG-67cont.

19312
Text Box
UWG-68

19312
Text Box
UWG-69

19312
Text Box
UWG-70



16 

The voluntary guidelines also undergird the analysis of water quality impacts: 

In conclusion, the proposed Project would not make a cumulatively considerable 
contribution to significant cumulative impacts on water resources because Project 
impacts have been identified as less than significant due to the estimated reduction in the 
free-roaming cat population over time (see Section 4.3); the proposed Project would be 
consistent with the related plans and programs; the program implementation guidelines 
and ecological conservation measures would help reduce the water quality impacts 
of the existing population of free-roaming cats; and existing regulations would further 
protect water quality, including the Clean Water Act, NPDES regulations of nonpoint-
source pollution, the City/County MS4 permits that include best management practices to 
reduce discharge of pollutants, and the Regional Water Quality Control Board LA Basin 
Plan to protect beneficial uses and achieve water quality objectives. Therefore, impacts 
on water resources from the proposed Project are considered less than cumulatively 
considerable (emphasis added; DEIR, p. 4.5-10).  

These excerpts demonstrate that the DEIR relies pervasively on unenforceable and unverifiable 
program features to support major conclusions about screening of topic areas for review and in 
the conclusions in the major areas reviewed.   

The program guidelines and ecological conservation measures should properly be understood as 
mitigation measures because their sole purpose is to reduce the project’s impacts on biological 
resources and human health hazards.  Although the DEIR goes to great lengths to claim that the 
project has no impacts and the program guidelines and ecological conservation features are not 
mitigation measures, the manner in which they are used in the EIR’s analysis makes it clear that 
they are intended to mitigate the project’s potentially significant impacts.  The purpose of these 
guidelines and measures is not to achieve any of the project’s core objectives.  As such, the EIR 
must be revised to make clear these guidelines and conservation measures are mitigation 
measures. 

The EIR must be revised also to include measures to ensure make these guidelines and 
recommendations enforceable, and propose a monitoring plan designed to monitor the public’s 
adherence to these measures.  The EIR may rely on these mitigation measures in its analysis of 
the significance of the project’s impacts if the design features are made to be binding and 
enforceable and if they are analyzed properly as mitigation measures in the EIR, including 
discussion of the basis for selecting each measure, and comparing it against other possible 
mitigation measures (CEQA Guidelines § 15126.4(a)(1)(B)). 

This is not merely an academic point.  It is a real problem for many reasons, none the least of 
which is that the limited group of TNR practitioners that the City interviewed in a closed meeting 
in development of the DEIR have already asserted that the program guidelines and ecological 
conservation features would not be followed.  FixNation representative Karn Myers said that 
“animal advocacy orgs would disagree with relocating cats out of environmentally sensitive 
areas” (City’s notes from March 12, 2019 meeting).  The responses of the larger group to the 
question of relocating stray and feral cats out of environmentally sensitive areas elicited 
responses indicating unwillingness to comply, including: “Not possible to relocate all cats in 
sensitive areas”; “What about all the cats that are currently within the 1-mile buffer? Not fair to 
the other cats, who could move in”; “How do we know that cats are doing any harm? Connection 
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to harming endangered species?”; “No scientific basis for 1-mile buffer”; and “No legal basis as 
to where to tell people where they can keep their cat.  [It is a] free-range cat City” (City’s notes 
from March 6, 2019 meeting).   

These responses, from the very people that the City is relying upon to implement the program, 
show why any conservation measures would need to be compulsory and enforceable if they are 
to be relied upon to have any effect.  

2.6 Analysis Cannot Depend on Unfunded Actions  

The long time frame of the project implementation requires additional scrutiny of whether the 
proposed outcomes will indeed occur.  When CEQA review is undertaken for a building project 
and the funding is not available, the project waits until funding becomes available, or the project 
is not done.  The situation is much different with the proposed Citywide Cat Program.  Portions 
of the project will occur without funding, such as releasing stray and feral cats from shelters to 
nonprofit volunteers who will then dump them outside where they were originally trapped or 
elsewhere, and feeding stray and feral cats by City partners and others.  Other portions of the 
project require funding, and for such funding to occur as predicted for the next 30 years.  The 
DEIR relies specifically the provision of 20,000 free spay/neuter vouchers by the City at an 
approximate cost of $2 million per year.  The analysis of impacts assumes that this funding will 
be available and that the 20,000 sterilizations will occur each year as predicted with no 
consideration of future changes in political priorities or budgets.   

The DEIR fully acknowledges the uncertainty in funding and whether the core element of the 
project will even be carried out: 

Historically, up to fiscal year 2012, the City allocated $1.1 million to the Animal 
Sterilization Fund as well as $2 from every license sold for an altered dog. The funds 
were used to pay service partners who accept City-issued vouchers to spay/neuter cats. 
The accumulation of funds in the Animal Sterilization Fund prompted the City to reduce 
the annual allocation. Because the City has a mandatory spay/neuter ordinance and a 
significant population of community members who are at the poverty level or below, it is 
logical to assume that the City would return to the original allocation or even 
increase it because of the rising cost of spay/neuter surgeries. This money would be 
distributed in the form of vouchers through City vendors who operate spay/neuter clinics 
at the six LAAS centers, mobile spay/neuter vans that target low- income communities, 
or the City’s service partners who accept these vouchers as a form of payment. At the end 
of each year, these vouchers would be redeemed by the vendors, clinics, and service 
partners by submission to LAAS. The payment of these vouchers would come from the 
Animal Sterilization Fund. Most of the vendors who operate spay/neuter clinics do not 
use their annual allotment. After this Project is fully implemented, it is anticipated that 
20,000 of the altered cats would be free roaming (emphasis added: DEIR, p. 2-2). 

Upon selection of service providers, LAAS will issue a notice to proceed with funding 
authorization for at least 20,000 free-roaming cat sterilizations and related medical 
treatments (based on availability of additional funding) annually (emphasis added; 
DEIR, p. 2-14). 
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The DEIR and the model analysis of the future number of free-roaming cats is therefore based on 
an assumption about future allocations from the City’s budget, and that project partners will use 
those funds to undertake “as many as 20,000 additional annual trapping sterilization events” 
(DEIR, p. 4.4-12).  Even the DEIR hedges here, with “as many as” language when the model 
projects assume 20,000 per year without question. 

Furthermore, the City is not committing to fund the public and veterinary health portion of the 
project (which itself is incomplete, more below): 

If additional City funding is available, the rabies and feline viral rhinotracheitis, 
calicivirus, and panleukopenia virus (FVRCP) vaccine should be administered, along 
with flea treatment, at the time of sterilization. If City funds are not available to cover 
these additional services, participants in the modified TNR Program will be encouraged 
to cover these services (emphasis added; DEIR, p. 2-14). 

The analysis in the DEIR, however, assumes both that City funding will be available as 
prognosticated by the Department of Animal Services and that project partners or the City will 
fund (without being required or responsible to do so) vaccinations and flea treatment for cats that 
are dumped from shelters or trapped and returned as part of the program.  This assumption is 
unreasonable given that every politician in the City will be out of office from term limits in 12 
years, let alone 30 years, and it is impossible to rely on political priorities remaining the same 
over such a long time frame.   

The DEIR analysis acknowledges the importance of these unfunded project elements: 

TNR cats that have not received all-inclusive and regular vaccinations and parasite 
treatments may increase disease reservoirs (see the Diseases subsection of Section 
4.2.2.8) and the spread of diseases and parasites to and from other cats and wildlife 
(DEIR, p. 4.2-90). 

Even though the City claims these measures are important, a careful reader of the DEIR will 
realize that not only are the measures to protect human, veterinary, and wildlife health unfunded, 
they are completely voluntary as well.   

2.7 Limits on Owned Cats Outdoors Should Be Considered a Mitigation Under CEQA 

The DEIR fails to describe any meaningful explanation as to the purpose of the proposal to 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to keep them all indoors.  This requirement does not seem to 
advance any of the legitimate project objectives such as reducing the number of free-roaming 
cats or to reduce the rate of cat euthanasia.  Rather, the requirement households with additional 
cats permitted under this project element be kept indoors is obviously intended to serve as a 
mitigation measure to reduce the biological and other impacts of owned cats roaming outside.  
The DEIR proposes that households with more than 3 cats would also have to microchip all cats 
and would be required to registered with the City.  These are mitigation measures masquerading 
as project design features for allowing additional owned cats.  Recognizing this legal reality has 
two consequences.  
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The DEIR does not adequately analyze the potential impacts of the proposed increase in the 
number of household cats.  First, based on the analytical framework set up in the DEIR, more 
cats roaming outside would likely have a potentially significant adverse impact on the 
environment.  Increasing the number of owned cats would result in a corresponding increase in 
the number of cats throughout the City, which would cause a significant adverse impact on the 
environment, regardless of the proposed prohibition against allowing these cats to roam.  Second, 
the DEIR must be revised to explain that the provision that households with more than 3 cats 
keep all cats indoors and be registered with the City is a mitigation measure, and third, the DEIR 
must contain a discussion of the feasibility, enforceability, and effectiveness of these provisions.  
Without a realistic plan to fund enforcement, the program cannot be expected to be feasible or its 
limitations enforced.  Free-roaming owned cats also cause nuisance conditions.  Nuisance cat 
complaints already receive low priority for response by the Department of Animal Services.  It is 
entirely foreseeable that the Department would not prioritize response to complaints requesting 
compliance with this program element and that the purported mitigations (that all cats be 
enclosed) would not be enforced.  Moreover, free-roaming cats in underpopulated or 
unpopulated areas such as some of the identified and unidentified ESAs may not elicit any 
complaints, and therefore be entirely ignored by the City, thereby allowing uninterrupted impact 
on sensitive biological resources.  

CEQA requires the lead agency to devise and implement adequate and feasible mitigation 
measures to the address a project’s significant impacts.  To satisfy CEQA, proposed mitigation 
measures must be shown to be both effective and enforceable (Pub. Res. Code 21081.6(b)).  The 
EIR must analyze the extent to which the proposed prohibition against allowing cats to roam is 
realistic and would be effective in reducing the impacts associated with free-roaming cats (see 
Cleveland National Forest Foundation v. San Diego Ass’n of Governments (2017) 17 Cal.5th 
413, 433 [mitigation measures that are unrealistic and unlikely to be implemented create an 
illusory analysis and should not be included in an EIR]).  Requiring people with 4 or 5 cats to 
keep all cats indoors is obviously intended to be a mitigation for the impacts of additional cats 
being allowed in the City, so the EIR must demonstrate this measure’s feasibility and the City’s 
ability and willingness to enforce its implementation.  Moreover, the City must propose a 
monitoring plan to track general compliance with this requirement.  This analysis is particularly 
critical because based on the City’s track record and current resources, it would appear that any 
proposal that specifies that some but not all cats be kept indoors will fail as a mitigation measure 
in that it would not be effective or enforceable. 

It is worth noting that limiting the number of cats allowed per residence is itself an identified 
mitigation measure to reduce the adverse impacts of pet cats on the environment (Calver et al. 
2011).  The City’s proposal to increase the number of cats will therefore increase environmental 
impacts unless it has effective and enforceable mitigation measures, which the proposed scheme 
does not. 

Moreover, in the long run, the proposal to increase the number of owned cats may well 
undermine achievement of the City’s stated objective of reducing the overall number of free-
roaming cats.  Accordingly, to the extent that any meaningful discussion of the effectiveness of 
the ban on allowing certain cats to roam would demonstrate that this requirement will be 
ineffective, the EIR must also discuss the extent to which increasing the number of allowable 
owned cats would undermine the City’s stated objective of reducing the number of free-roaming 
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cats.  As elaborated in the expert review, the current model does not include a realistic rate of 
transition from owned to stray cat subpopulations. 

2.8 Analysis Cannot Depend on Actions of Third-Party Organizations and Volunteers 

The implementation of the Citywide Cat Program depends on third parties taking actions as 
expected over a 30-year time horizon.  The City has proposed no means to monitor or compel the 
third parties who might participate in the TNR program to implement it as imagined in the DEIR.  
It even acknowledges that the number of sterilizations of free-roaming cats would be “as many 
as” 20,000 but does not discuss whether this a realistic target or an upper limit.  The DEIR 
should have analyzed a range of possible and foreseeable outcomes from the City’s actions.  
What is certain is that the City would attempt to dump stray and feral cats from shelters by 
giving them to nonprofit partners and might make available $2,000,000 per year in spay/neuter 
surgery coupons.  Although CEQA does not require analysis of worst-case scenarios, the City 
has presented only its best-case scenario, going so far as to assume that third parties will comply 
with unenforceable recommendations (to which they object) for the next 30 years.  There is 
furthermore no way to get cat feeders who do not trap to follow any guidelines at all because 
they would not be seeking City funds. 

Some of the organizations that the City has consulted and is relying upon to implement the 
program are far less than 30 years old (Heaven on Earth, 19 years; Kitty Bungalow Charm 
School for Wayward Cats, 10 years; Stray Cat Alliance, 19 years) and the one that is older than 
30 (Best Friends) was a church 30 years ago.  It is unreasonable for the City to expect that these 
organizations will have the same ideologies, priorities, and followers 30 years from now unless 
long-term, binding agreements are in place, similar to the in-perpetuity land management 
commitments that are commonplace for land trusts.  

2.9 DEIR Built on Assumptions Derived from Private Meetings with Financially Interested 
Nonprofits 

In March of 2019, the City held two invitation-only private meetings with a selected nonprofits 
that it perceived to be the future project partners to implement the TNR Program (DEIR, p. 4.2-
79–80).  The small group of nonprofits that attended would stand to benefit from the payments 
associated with the roughly $2,000,000 per year that the City anticipates spending on the 
program (assuming that each sterilization is reimbursed at $100).  The meetings with these 
financially interested partners were not announced to the public, nor were other interest groups, 
including other prominent animal welfare groups, that might have valuable information 
pertaining to the development of the DEIR, invited to participate.  The results of the 
conversations with this small group of people are relied upon to establish many assertions as 
“fact” in the DEIR, as elaborated below.  For the sake of transparency and accountability, the 
EIR should disclose these facts and explain why the scoping meetings were not open to all 
members of the public and why only certain groups were invited. 

The DEIR heavily relies on information supplied by its preferred partners.  For example, the 
DEIR relies on the select nonprofits to define the spatial distribution of TNR activities (including 
feeding) relative to biological impacts, as illustrated by the excerpts that follow:   
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These data and information indicate that free-roaming cat distribution and TNR activities 
occur primarily within urban, residential, light industrial, and other developed areas 
within the City, with TNR organizations stating that lower socioeconomic areas are most 
represented and with south Los Angeles having a very high free-roaming cat population 
and limited sterilization services (City of Los Angeles 2019a, 2019b). Local TNR 
organizations indicated some locations where targeted and ongoing TNR efforts have and 
do occur include areas such as Echo Park, Silver Lake, Los Feliz, San Fernando Valley, 
and Elysian Valley. In addition, information provided by TNR organizations working in 
the City indicated that free-roaming cats most commonly occur in groups of three to five 
cats but can include many more (DEIR, p. 4.2-81). 

Although the existing level and distribution of TNR activities within the study area are 
not exactly known, information provided by local TNR organizations during the City’s 
TNR Workshop (City of Los Angeles 2019a) indicated that the vast majority of TNR 
activities occur within highly developed and residential areas and not within habitat 
areas, although TNR activities do occur in areas adjacent to ESAs (e.g., Los Feliz, which 
is near Griffith Park). They also report that it is rare to trap wildlife during TNR 
operations, although if wildlife were trapped they would most likely include urban-
adapted species such as opossum, raccoon, and skunk (DEIR, p. 4.2-82). 

Trapping of individuals from special-status species would be unlikely within residential 
and urbanized settings, where most TNR activities across the City occur (City of Los 
Angeles 2019a, 2019b) (DEIR, p. 4.2-89). 

Based on the information shared in the City’s TNR Workshop and follow-up interview 
(City of Los Angeles 2019a, 2019b), citywide TNR activities are primarily occurring in 
existing developed, residential areas and not within ESAs (DEIR, p 4.2-89). 

Although the existing level and distribution of TNR activities within the study area are 
not exactly known, information provided by local TNR organizations during the City’s 
TNR Workshop (City of Los Angeles 2019a, 2019b) indicated that the vast majority of 
TNR activities occur within highly developed and residential areas and not within habitat 
areas, although TNR activities do occur in areas adjacent to ESAs (e.g., Los Feliz, which 
is near Griffith Park). They also report that it is rare to trap wildlife during TNR 
operations, as traps are typically monitored and not left unattended, although if wildlife is 
inadvertently trapped it would most likely be an urban-adapted species such as opossum, 
raccoon, and skunk (DEIR, p. 4.2-89). 

Every element in the DEIR that is cited to “City of Los Angeles 2019a” or “City of Los Angeles 
2019b” relies on the subjective recall of a small group of nonprofits that both hold the position 
that dumping cats from shelters is humane and appropriate and have a financial interest in the 
outcome of the DEIR.  Moreover, it would be reasonable to assume that members of these 
groups may be tempted to understate the environmental impacts of the proposed Cat Program by 
underreporting the number of cats that are maintained in areas that they might think are 
environmentally sensitive.   

The DEIR relies on these assertions for important conclusions in the analysis, including about 
wildlife corridors, where cats are returned after sterilization, whether impacts on human health 
hazards.  Specifically, the City relies on this small interview sample to establish whether the 
program would have any impacts on wildlife corridors: 
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Based on the information shared in the City’s TNR Workshop (City of Los Angeles 
2019a, 2019b), citywide TNR activities are primarily occurring in existing developed and 
residential areas (DEIR, p. 4.2-94). 

It relies on this small sample and uncorroborated recall to establish the spatial distribution of 
locations where cats are returned after sterilization: 

Although the existing level and distribution of TNR activities within the study area are 
not exactly known, the vast majority of TNR activities occur within highly developed and 
residential areas and not within habitat areas (City of Los Angeles 2019a, 2019b), 
although TNR activities do occur in areas adjacent to ESAs (e.g., Los Feliz, which is near 
Griffith Park). Considering existing TNR activities are primarily occurring within 
existing developed, residential areas, impacts caused by return activities in ESA habitat 
areas important for movement and connectivity are expected to be very infrequent. 
Impacts could occur on migratory birds, which are known to utilize residential and 
developed areas for movement, foraging, and nesting and may be at higher risk of being 
adversely impacted by free-roaming cats due to their closer proximity to higher cat 
density areas (DEIR, p. 4.2-95). 

Health hazard impacts are also evaluated based on the qualitative and unsubstantiated assertions 
of financially interested nonprofit representatives: 

Existing TNR activities, veterinary care services, and free-roaming cat care activities are 
largely conducted within developed and residential areas of the City (City of Los Angeles 
2019) (DEIR, p. 4.4-12). 

These “facts” are not the best available scientific information; they are anecdotes told by self-
interested groups.  Furthermore, the City has to imagine what could happen if other groups were 
operating under the scheme that they set up, rather than the existing groups.  Because there are 
no mitigations, mitigation monitoring, or binding conditions, someone could set up a colony in 
an environmentally sensitive area and the City would not know and could do nothing about it if it 
did.   

Also, these groups do not represent the feeders, who are often different people from those 
trapping.  The distribution of feeders would expand under the DEIR, because it would take away 
any disincentives and the City fails to incorporate this information, and this is not information 
that the self-interested TNR groups would tell the City. 

Finally, we note that while the DEIR relies on these groups for vague and general information 
about spatial distribution of cats in the City of Los Angeles, for unknown reasons the City has 
not obtained specific information about the location of at least some of the largest cat colonies in 
the City, including the location and size of such colonies in and around those areas that it has 
identified as being environmentally sensitive.  The DEIR does not explain why it was infeasible 
to obtain more specific information from these groups. 

2.10 Entire Analysis Incorrectly Assumes that Spatial Distribution of Cats Will Remain Static 

The DEIR goes to great lengths to argue that the number of free-roaming cats will go down with 
the program and that the spatial distribution of free-roaming cats will remain the same.   
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Under the proposed Project, the spatial distribution of TNR activities, veterinary care 
services, and free-roaming cat care activities throughout the City is not expected to differ 
relative to baseline conditions because the proposed Project is not proposing any direct 
elements that would change the distribution of such activities (DEIR, p. 4.4-12). 

On its face, this statement is false because the project contains guidelines that specifically are 
intended to change the spatial distribution of TNR activities and that the City relies on being 
followed as a project feature designed to reduce impacts on biological resources, water quality, 
and human health.  The City insists that the spatial distribution will not change, because if it 
were not, even a decreasing overall population of free-roaming cats could have increased impacts 
if they became concentrated in places where they impacted water quality, vulnerable human 
populations, or sensitive biological resources.  Under that scenario fewer cats would actually 
have greater impacts.  This is why the DEIR, in an apparent effort to avoid finding any 
significant impacts that would then require mitigation, has put forth the logically inconsistent and 
indefensible position that the program will not result in any change in the relative distribution of 
free-roaming cats.  

The City’s position on the spatial distribution of TNR activities throws the logical consistency of 
the DEIR into disarray.  In the biological resources section, it argues that the program guidelines 
include a recommendation that cats be relocated out of environmentally sensitive areas and 
makes a special point that participants will be required to “commit to adhering” to these 
guidelines.  It provides this as part of an argument that the number of free-roaming cats in 
designated environmentally sensitive areas will decrease (DEIR, p. 4.2-85).  If the DEIR is going 
to assert that the program guidelines will result in cats being moved out of environmentally 
sensitive areas, the only place that they can be relocated to will be areas with more people.  The 
guidelines also include recommendations that cats not be fed around sensitive human 
populations, which would then influence the spatial distribution of feeding and put pressure to 
relocate those cats away from locations with sensitive human populations.  The DEIR 
simultaneously maintains that cats will be moved away from environmentally sensitive areas, not 
be fed around sensitive human populations, and that their spatial distribution will remain exactly 
the same and decline equally in all areas.  Not all of these things can be true at the same time.  

The City also ignores the power and potential ramifications of its proclamation that feeding free-
roaming cats is 100% legal under City law.  This statement will embolden feeders to increase 
their efforts and make them less afraid to be visible, especially in places where they were 
perceived to be unwanted in the past, such as parks and in alleys around people’s homes.  A 
foreseeable outcome of this blanket statement, which is in conflict with State law, will be 
additional feeding and elevated cat numbers within environmentally sensitive areas and around 
people in neighborhoods.  This program element has the likelihood of increasing feeding (and cat 
numbers) in areas where it was seen as off-limits before.  For example, at Cabrillo Beach, signs 
were posted in the 2000s that informed visitors that feeding cats was illegal under City law and 
that feeding specifically violated the Municipal Code section that the City is now declaring does 
not ban feeding of free-roaming cats.  The sign was affixed to a fence around a wetland that was 
constructed as mitigation for development at the Port of Los Angeles (Figure 5).  Under the 
reinterpretation of Municipal Code in the DEIR, feeding would be legal at this and every site in 
the City, which could change the spatial distribution of cats.  The DEIR contains no enforceable 
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standards, so anyone desiring to feed stray and feral cats could do so anywhere, even in areas 
where it was discouraged before with reference to enforceable code sections. 

 
Figure 5. City of Los Angeles sign at Cabrillo Beach on City property in 2007 declaring that it is 
illegal to leave food for cats because it violates LAMC 53.06.5, which bans feeding of non-
domesticated mammalian predators. The DEIR claims the exact opposite. 

The City of Los Angeles could look to the experience of Orange County Animal Care in 
predicting what will happen with the spatial distribution of cats under a return to field policy as 
is proposed in the DEIR.  Records of the locations of release of unadoptable cats from Orange 
County shelters were obtained researchers and these records show that the cats are dumped in 
poor neighborhoods with high-density human populations and into parks (public presentation by 
Danielle Martinez, February 20, 2019.  Presumably this is the case because residents in these 
neighborhoods have limited social capital to complain (they are too busy working) and lower 
income neighborhoods already have higher stray cat numbers because of the lower pet 
sterilization rates associated with the cost of sterilization.   

2.11 Accepting Analysis Requires Leap of Faith with No Monitoring  

Environmental review under CEQA is possible and effective in part because mitigation measures 
are monitored by the Lead Agency in the course of project implementation and beyond.  Even 
project design features that are intended to reduce the impacts of a project must be binding and 
monitored by the Lead Agency because the agency’s analysis and conclusions concerning the 
project’s impacts assumes on the ongoing implementation of these project features and 
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components.  For the Citywide Cat Program, the DEIR does not contain any mechanism to 
monitor the implementation of these measures or to ensure that the project is implemented as 
described, that it will have the outcomes that are predicted, that the measures intended to reduce 
impacts will be implemented, or that they will be effective.  The City appears to see the DEIR as 
a get-out-of-jail-free card, where once the EIR is approved, the City will never again be subject 
to oversight or need to monitor the implementation of the project and its elements.   

The City expects regulatory and wildlife agencies and the general public to trust that a flawed 
population prediction is exactly correct and reliable (e.g., that there are 0.983 cats per acre in all 
urban/suburban areas of the City, despite evidence in the City’s possession to the contrary, 
including many cat trapping permit applications describing more than 20 cats at a premises), that 
the number of free-roaming cats will decline overall, that the spatial distribution of free-roaming 
cats will not change, that no greater impacts to sensitive species will occur, that both 
environmentally sensitive areas and areas with sensitive human populations will be avoided by 
feeders, that third-party partners will behave exactly as expected, and that the project objectives 
will be met, all without proposing any monitoring and reporting scheme, or any concrete plans to 
take corrective action should any of the analyses and predictions turn out to be false.  

A stated objective of the program is to reduce the number of free-roaming cats.  The entire 
argument that the project will not have impacts on the environment is based on a flawed 
prediction that asserts the number of free-roaming cats will decline slightly over a very long 
period.  The DEIR does not, however, include any monitoring or reporting program to track the 
number of free-roaming cats.  The City can track the number of cats euthanized, and has devised 
the Citywide Cat Program to reduce that number, which the Department of Animal Services and 
its political patrons obviously care about above all other concerns.  But the program, which is to 
be implemented over 30 years, does not contain a single action that would provide data to track 
whether or not the free-roaming cat population and its distribution changes.  Nor does the DEIR 
propose any actions if it turns out that the program would result in an increase in the number of 
free-roaming cats, or changes to their spatial distribution in a manner that would create 
significant environmental impacts on public health or biological resources. 

When a program is proposed without monitoring, or even basic verification and reporting 
progress toward program goals, it becomes impossible to ensure compliance with the terms of 
the program and recourse should the program outcomes be different.  Because the project will be 
implemented over 30 years and the environmental analysis is speculative at best, the project must 
include a monitoring plan connected with the program objectives and triggers for remediation in 
the event significant environmental impacts are occurring.   

2.12 City Has Changed Its Position on Whether Feeding Feral Cats Is Permissible 

The City has provided no explanation for its reinterpretation of Section 53.06.5 of the Los 
Angeles Municipal Code, reversing its previous position that this section prohibits the feeding 
unowned cats.  In the 2013 Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration for Citywide Cat 
Program (W.O. E1907610) (MND), the City included the following program element:  

Exempt, “any person who provides food or water to any stray or feral cats living in a 
colony provided the cat is sterilized” from the existing prohibition against feeding of non-
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domesticated mammalian predators. Section 53.06.5 (b) of the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code currently prohibits any person from feeding or in any manner providing food for 
any non-domesticated mammalian predator, which may include feral cats. The proposed 
amendment would allow any person to provide food or water to any stray or feral cat 
living in a colony provided the cat is sterilized (MND, p. 9).  

In further support of this interpretation, the City has at least one sign posted that invoking 
Section 53.06.5, stating that, “It is illegal to leave food for cats” (see Figure 5).  This position, 
that feeding feral/stray cats is not permitted, is consistent with State law as well.  The California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife wrote in its comments on the Notice of Preparation for the 
DEIR:  

The feeding of free-roaming cats is considered harassment of wildlife and is prohibited in 
California because wild animals have access to this artificial food source as well (14 CCR 
§ 251.1). Subsidizing free-roaming cats, in or near natural areas with food from well-
intentioned residents, enables cat populations to persist in greater numbers in localized 
areas that could results in increased predation on native wildlife (letter to City of Los 
Angeles, November 1, 2017).   

The DEIR did not incorporate this guidance from a Trustee Agency and in the DEIR states, 
“Cats are domestic animals and not considered to be non-domesticated mammalian predators, 
and thus feeding cats is not currently banned in the City” (DEIR, p. ES-9, 2-12).  This statement 
has three major problems: 1) it contradicts the City’s own previous interpretation of its own 
ordinance; 2) elsewhere in the DEIR the City declares, in a self-serving argument that food will 
not end up in waterways, that food left out under the program “is anticipated to be consumed by 
free-roaming cats or by other wildlife” (emphasis added; DEIR, p. 4.3-13); and 3) it 
irresponsibly fails to acknowledge that feeding animals is also governed under State law and that 
the relevant agency has been clear that feeding free-roaming cats is prohibited under State law 
because it amounts to harassment of wildlife (not because cats are wildlife, but because wildlife 
is nearly always co-fed with free-roaming cats).  Nowhere in the DEIR does the City provide any 
rationale for its own change of interpretation or its failure to recommend that State law be 
followed.  And apparently for the purposes of complying with wildlife protections, cat food will 
never be eaten by wildlife, but for purposes of water quality analysis, cat food will be gobbled up 
by wildlife before it gets into waterways.   

3 DEIR Omits Topics Where Significant Impacts Could Occur 

The DEIR is unusual in that it contains both screening of topics and analysis of those topics 
where significant adverse impacts are possible.  This is necessary because the City did not 
prepare an initial study with the notice of preparation for the EIR that would have screened 
topics and informed the public on which topic areas would be included in the EIR.  The 
screening section only identifies three topics with a possibility of significant adverse impacts:  
biological resources, water resources, and human health hazards.  The topics that are 
inappropriately screened out, however, include land use and greenhouse gases, for which the 
thresholds for analysis have been met.  
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3.1 Land Use 

The screening criteria for land use analysis includes the following standard: 

Is the proposed Project inconsistent with the General Plan or its elements, or an 
applicable specific plan, local coastal plan, redevelopment plan, interim control 
ordinance, or adopted environmental goals or policies? (DEIR, p. 3-24). 

The DEIR concludes that the answer to this question in all instances is no.  This conclusion is 
incorrect, or premature, because the DEIR relies entirely on the unenforceable project guidelines 
and ecological conservation measures to assert compatibility with plans that require protection of 
the environment (DEIR, p. 3-25).   

For example, the General Plan Conservation Element includes language and objectives that 
provided for the protection of sensitive species and their habitats.  The screening analysis 
depends on the program guidelines and ecological conservation measures to assert that cats will 
not be returned to locations where they might harm sensitive species or their habitats.  The DEIR 
states:  

[T]he proposed Project is consistent with the General Plan Conservation Element goals 
and policies pertaining to sensitive species and habitat protection because 1) a key 
objective of the Project is to reduce the relative number of free-roaming cats in the City 
over time, 2) several measures are included in the CCP program implementation 
guidelines and ecological conservation measures to protect environmentally sensitive 
areas (ESAs) from the release of spayed/neutered cats (see Chapter 2), and 3) the 
Project includes the creation of a City of LA WCP that would prioritize admission of cats 
found in or near ESAs (emphasis added; DEIR, p. 3-25). 

It should be obvious that voluntary recommendations that are not enforceable and will not be 
monitored cannot be uncritically relied upon to screen out potential impacts or to support a 
conclusion of consistency with the General Plan.  As discussed above in Section 2.5, the 
guidelines and conservation measures are full of “weasel” words like “as feasible”(no way to 
know what is feasible) and aspirational phrases like “should” (which are not mandatory), instead 
of quantifiable measures and prescriptive and compulsory language like “shall.”  Furthermore, 
the commitment on behalf of project participants is insufficient to ensure compliance since that 
commitment comes with no mechanism to track or compel adherence to any standard.  In 
addition, the DEIR presents no mechanism by which persons wishing to feed and release cats in 
areas with sensitive species would even need to agree to the program guidelines if they did not 
want to obtain vouchers from the City for free sterilization surgeries.  The program would 
encourage TNR, including the capture and return or relocation of cats, and would explicitly 
legalize feeding of unowned cats, but does not include any process by which people receiving 
that message from the City would be asked to follow the program guidelines unless they were 
going to obtain vouchers for surgeries.  It is therefore entirely foreseeable that implementation of 
the proposed Cat Program would result in more cats being fed and relocated in the City by 
people who are not compelled and likely do not feel any need to follow the program guidelines.   

Also, as discussed in the expert report, data are not available to support reliance by the City on 
the objective of the program being the reduction in free-roaming cats.  As a matter of screening, 
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if the possibility of increased cat numbers as a result of program-associated feeding in areas with 
sensitive species can be made as a fair argument, then answer to the screening question has to be 
“yes.”   

The proposed “Working Cat Program” (cats placed in enclosed areas putatively to control 
rodents) likewise cannot be relied upon to resolve this conflict.  Only the most rudimentary 
details about the program have been disclosed, and the compatibility of the program with public 
health has not been demonstrated.  Furthermore, it is being used in this instance as a mitigation 
measure, without the necessary elements of a mitigation measure, as discussed above in Section 
2.5.  Finally, cats are notoriously ineffective at reducing rat populations (Anonymous 1914, 
Forbush 1916, Jackson 1951, Childs 1986, Glass et al. 2009).  

3.1.1 General Plan Conservation Element 

The General Plan Endangered Species Policy requires protection of sensitive animal and plant 
species and their habitats.  The DEIR argues that the project is consistent with that policy, by 
relying on the flawed population model to predict fewer future free-roaming cats.  The model 
does not contain reliable information about future cat numbers (see Appendix 1).  The DEIR then 
relies on the voluntary guidance for feeders and trappers to avoid activities in certain defined 
environmentally sensitive areas.  As discussed at length below, the list of environmentally 
sensitive areas is not comprehensive, and these guidelines and conservation measures cannot be 
relied upon because there is no mechanism to ensure reliance and not all people encouraged by 
TNR education would even be asked to commit to following them.  The TNR program, on its 
face, by allowing the release of feral and stray cats back outside for return to the location of 
trapping or elsewhere, conflicts with the City’s General Plan. 

The same conclusion applies to the City’s habitats/ecological areas policies.  The inherent 
conflict between the Cat Program and the City’s conservation policies require full analysis and 
not a conclusion that the Cat Program is “consistent” with the General Plan. 

3.1.2 Community Plans 

Each one of the consistency analyses for the Community Plan policies relies on the program 
guidelines and conservation measures in its conclusion that the Cat Program is consistent with 
natural resource protection policies.  Again, this conclusion is wrong.  Voluntary guidelines that 
are clearly intended to be mitigations cannot be relied upon in an EIR to play a role as 
mitigations without meeting the statutory requirements of being mitigations.  The Cat Program is 
inconsistent with each of these plans.  To the extent these conclusions also rely on the assertion 
that the number of free-roaming cats will decline over time, they are flawed because the 
underlying population model has been shown to be incorrect and unreliable.   

The summary analysis for the Community Plan section of the DEIR states that cats will be 
released back into the environment “where they currently reside.”  This is simply not true.  Once 
the City allows release of cats from shelters to nonprofit groups or individuals representing 
nonprofit groups, they can be released anywhere in the City by the groups or individuals without 
fear of adverse consequence.  Furthermore, by encouraging and promoting TNR as the preferred 
approach to “dealing” with free-roaming cats, individuals will be able to relocate cats where they 

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Text Box
UWG-116cont.

19312
Text Box
UWG-117

19312
Text Box
UWG-118

19312
Text Box
UWG-119

19312
Text Box
UWG-120

19312
Text Box
UWG-121

19312
Text Box
UWG-122

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Text Box
UWG-123

19312
Text Box
UWG-124

19312
Line

19312
Text Box
UWG-125



29 

prefer, so long as they have obtained a permit for trapping.  To reiterate, the only measures that 
could be considered to reduce the impacts of the project are those that are “fully enforceable 
through permit conditions, agreements, or other legally-binding instruments.”  Throughout this 
analysis of land use issues, the DEIR relies on guidelines and features that do not meet this 
standard in its analysis to conclude the program is consistent with land use policies.   

3.1.3 Land Use Restrictions on Trapping and Feeding Activities 

The DEIR should consider the inconsistency between the encouragement of trapping and feeding 
activity, which one has to conclude will increase under the proposed project, and the City’s own 
regulations on where trapping and feeding can occur.   

First, Los Angeles Municipal Code only allows cat trapping permits to be issued for people to 
trap cats on their own property (or to obtain permits on behalf of the property owner): 

Per Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 53.69, the City is authorized to issue a cat trap 
permit for domestic cats that are trapped on private property. The City may also rent traps 
to a permittee for a daily fee. Permittees must surrender trapped nuisance cats to Los 
Angeles Animal Services (LAAS). The trapping permit requires that the trapping be 
conducted on the permittee’s private property, that the permittee distribute a 
Declaration of Notice of Cat Trapping to all neighbors within 300 feet of the trapping 
location, and that the trapped cats are turned into LAAS. Additionally, the permit requires 
that the permittee release all non-target cats on site, the presence of a responsible adult, 
regular trap monitoring, provision of fresh water within the trap, that the trap be protected 
from the elements, and that any trapped cat is taken to LAAS within 1 hour of 
discovering the cat in the trap (emphasis added; DEIR, p. 4.2-80). 

The City, by declaring that TNR is the preferred approach to deal with feral and stray cats and 
not explicitly limiting trapping as specified under LAMC 53.69, is implicitly endorsing trapping 
on public property, parks, rights-of-way, alleys, streets, and drainage channels.  The DEIR must 
resolve the conflict between the limits on where cats can be trapped under LAMC 53.69 and the 
areas that the City imagines cats will be trapped under the TNR program.  Is the City going to 
amend LAMC 53.69 to allow trapping in alleys?  On public streets?  On County-owned and 
maintained flood control facilities?  Will permission be required to trap and return immediately 
adjacent to private property?  Such Municipal Code changes must be spelled out in the DEIR and 
considered for their consistency in the land use section.  The DEIR should be clear that feeding 
or trapping cats on property not owned by the feeder or trapper is not permissible.  Unless the 
City changes its program and focuses the 20,000 annual additional sterilizations on owned cats in 
low-income neighborhood where nonprofits can go door-to-door to get permission to trap and 
sterilize owned cats, the goal of the project to do 20,000 additional free-roaming cat sterilizations 
will force participants into violating the cat trapping code.  

In addition to the Municipal Code restricting areas for trapping, California law prohibits littering 
on private or public property.  Those leaving food out for feral cats under the proposed program, 
either to bait for trapping or just to feed, would be undertaking behavior that is indistinguishable 
from the action of littering, which is defined as: 
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… discarding, dropping, or scattering of small quantities of waste matter ordinarily 
carried on or about the person, including, but not limited to, beverage containers and 
closures, packaging, wrappers, wastepaper, newspapers, and magazines, in a place other 
than a place or container for the proper disposal thereof, and including waste matter that 
escapes or is allowed to escape from a container, receptacle, or package (California 
Penal Code § 374.4). 

Cat food, when left on the ground, as is often the practice by feral cat feeders (see Figure 6), 
certainly meets the definition of litter.  Paper plates and plastic containers that might be used to 
feed cats also constitute litter under the law.  The DEIR does not resolve the obvious 
contradiction between the actions to be encouraged under the proposed program — feeding feral 
cats outdoors — and the need to comply with State law regarding littering. 

 
Figure 6. Feral cats eating at food dumped outside. This picture is from the home page of the 
former website for L.A. Feeders (www.lafeeders.org), a group that claims on its current 
Facebook page to feed 10,000 feral cats every day in southern California. It illustrates that food 
is left on the ground for feral cats where it will be easily accessible to wildlife. 

Here again, the City cannot rely on the voluntary project design features or conservation 
measures to ensure compliance.  The DEIR must state categorically that leaving food on public 
or private property without permission of the landowner is littering and is prohibited by State 
law.  It is not legal for the City to promote activities that are illegal under State law, so the 
feeding part of the program must be removed unless permission is sought and granted from each 
property where participants in the program are going to feed and trap cats.  

3.2 Greenhouse Gas Analysis 

The analysis of greenhouse gas impacts only considers vehicle miles traveled for the project.  
The program description recommends feeding of cats in TNR situations and proposes to provide 
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20,000 spay/neuter vouchers for cats annually.  The DEIR should consider the greenhouse gas 
emissions associated with 20,000 daily feedings in terms of the production of pet food (a 
minimum of 7.3 million cat food servings per year to account for one feeding per day).  
Following Okin (2017), calculations of the greenhouse gas emissions associated with 7.3 million 
cat food servings in year 1 and escalating thereafter should be undertaken and considered within 
the greenhouse gas analysis for the DEIR.  This level of consumption of pet food also has 
biological consequences on oceans and from industrial production of meat 

4 Biological Resources 

As with the other sections of the DEIR, the analysis of biological resources depends almost 
exclusively on the reliability of the population model developed and presented in Appendix J.  
As illustrated in the external review and summarized in Section 2.3, the population model is not 
accurate and does not provide useful information about the probabilities of future potential 
conditions.  The biological resources section contains a description of existing laws and 
regulations and existing conditions, followed by its analysis framework and analysis.  

4.1 Existing Regulations 

In the review of applicable regulations, the DEIR mentions the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, which 
lists and protects nearly all native bird species from intentional harm. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service also produces a list of “Birds of Management Concern” that are either a) in decline, b) 
have small or restricted populations, c) depend on restricted or vulnerable habitats, or d) are 
overabundant and so cause ecological and economic damage.  The DEIR should identify the 
presence and distribution of those birds falling in the first three categories, which also encompass 
the 2002 Birds of Conservation Concern list (see 
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/birds-of-management-concern.php).   

The Los Angeles CEQA thresholds guide includes “locally designated or recognized species” 
within the definition of sensitive biological resources.  We suggested in our comment on the 
Notice of Preparation that the birds listed in the Sensitive Bird Species for Los Angeles County 
be recognized as sensitive (Allen et al. 2009), including the watchlist.  The DEIR does not 
include this list.  The County of Los Angeles has already required that this list be used in the 
assessment of impacts from development in the County, so it has been recognized as an 
authoritative source of information to identify locally important species.  It should be included in 
further assessment of the impacts of the proposed Cat Program. 

The establishment of the framework for analysis of biological resources also does not include the 
designated and mapped “Important Bird Areas” that are recognized by BirdLife International, 
which include the flood control basins in the northern San Fernando Valley, the Ballona Valley, 
and the Lower Los Angeles River (although this portion does not run through the City of Los 
Angeles and its 1-mile buffer only intersects a small area within city limits).  
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Figure 7. Extent of recognized Important Bird Areas within the City of Los Angeles 
(https://www.audubon.org/important-bird-areas). Additional areas are located within 1 mile of 
the City and along its shoreline.  

4.1.1 Definition of Environmentally Sensitive Areas 

The DEIR presents a new ad hoc category of lands for the purpose of analysis in the DEIR.  In at 
least one location, it refers to “certified environmentally sensitive lands” (DEIR, p. 4.2-8).  
Nowhere does the DEIR describe the process of certifying these environmentally sensitive lands.  
This may be a typographical error, but to our knowledge there is no formal process to certify 
environmentally sensitive lands, nor is such definition provided anywhere in City Code that 
applies to this context.  

Although we agree that environmentally sensitive areas are “areas in which plant or animal life 
or their habitats are either rare or especially valuable because of their special nature or role in an 
ecosystem and easily disturbed or degraded by human activities and developments,” it should be 
noted that this language was developed to apply to the Coastal Zone.  Environmentally Sensitive 
Areas as a general construct are not defined in LAMC 64.70.01A as asserted in the DEIR.  That 
code section by its explicit language is intended to define the term “for the purposes of this 
article.”  The applicable article is “Stormwater and Urban Runoff Control.”  We concur with the 
use of the Coastal Act definition, but the DEIR should not be constrained by the definition in 
LAMC 64.70.01A.  

4.1.2 Map of Environmentally Sensitive Areas 

The map and buffer for the compiled environmentally sensitive areas needs refinement and 
correction.  First, all qualifying environmentally sensitive areas that are within 1 mile of the edge 
of the City should be mapped so that areas within their 1-mile buffer can be mapped accurately.  
The City has an obligation to protect sensitive resources that are not within City limits if a 
project within the City could impact them, as is the case here.  For example, areas of San Pedro 
lie within the 1-mile buffer of the Palos Verdes Peninsula Significant Ecological Area (SEA), 
which is designated by the County of Los Angeles.  
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Figure 8. Comparison of Significant Ecological Areas and State Parks with their 1-mile buffers 
in San Pedro from the DEIR, compared with the same area mapped and buffered using all SEAs 
from the official maps from the County of Los Angeles.  

The construction of Figure 4.2.2a and b is confusing in the DEIR.  Part (a) provides a 1-mile 
buffer in a yellow dotted line around the County SEAs and State Parks and maybe some other 
sensitive natural habitat locations.  The legend for the pink areas includes reference to the Rim of 
the Valley territory but it is not shown in pink.  Instead, Rim of the Valley is only depicted in 
part (b) of the figure, and without a 1-mile buffer.  It is therefore not clear if the Rim of the 
Valley zone is considered to be an environmentally sensitive area for purposes of the DEIR.  It 
appears to be, but for clarity a single map with all of the identified environmentally sensitive 
areas and their merged 1-mile buffers should be provided for the reader.  The easiest approach 
would probably be to provide one map that depicts the all environmentally sensitive areas 
merged with a 1-mile buffer, then a series of subsequent maps that detail the components of the 
City’s described environmentally sensitive areas.   

The map of environmentally sensitive areas misses key resources.  The DEIR should explain 
why the many areas that are indicated as “biological resource areas” in the L.A. CEQA 
Thresholds Guide are not included as environmentally sensitive areas.  For example, the CEQA 
Thresholds Guide map the Sepulveda Dam Basin as a biological resource area (Figure 9).  This 
area also contains vegetation that is recognized as being sensitive by the California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife.  Sepulveda Dam Basin also includes areas that have been set up and 
designated explicitly for wildlife conservation and habitat restoration (in addition to the main 
channel of the Los Angeles River itself).  The land use plan for the basin by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers identifies two areas as “environmentally sensitive,” the wildlife area 
associated with Haskell Creek and the restoration area on Bull Creek.  It has confirmed records 
of use by endangered species (Least Bell’s Vireo) and other sensitive species.   
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Figure 9. Detail from L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (City of Los Angeles 2006), showing much 
of the Sepulveda Dam Basin as a biological resource area. 

 
Figure 10. Map of vegetation in the Sepulveda Dam Basin (2010).  

Despite the presence of all of these resources, the Sepulveda Dam Basin is not designated in the 
DEIR as an environmentally sensitive area.  This is a glaring error that reveals other difficulties 
with the methodology.  The maps of sensitive natural communities appear to be based on the 
CalVeg mapping effort done by the U.S. Forest Service.  Having worked extensively with these 
data, the authors of this report can confirm that because this dataset is weak in urban areas and 
often misses sensitive native vegetation, and it cannot be relied upon in this DEIR.  This is to be 
expected, because the minimum mapping unit for CalVeg is 2.5 acres.  This means that any 
sensitive natural communities that are less than 2.5 acres in extent will not have been mapped.  
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State laws protecting sensitive natural vegetation and requiring consideration of its presence in 
CEQA analysis require consideration of patches less than 2.5 acres.  Protocols to survey 
vegetation for the purpose of CEQA analysis have been established by the State (Department of 
Fish and Wildlife 2018).  These protocols require field surveys when natural vegetation is 
present in an area that might be affected by a project and it is unknown whether sensitive natural 
communities or sensitive species are present.  They further require that a map be prepared that 
follows the Survey of California Vegetation Classification and Mapping Standards “at a thematic 
and spatial scale that allows the display of all sensitive natural communities” (Department of 
Fish and Wildlife 2018).  The CalVeg dataset does not meet this standard.  Accordingly, to 
establish the current environmental baseline as required by CEQA, the DEIR must contain plant 
and animal surveys based on appropriate protocols. 

We recognize that developing a detailed vegetation map of the City of Los Angeles is a 
significant undertaking.  A result of not doing so is that City- and State-recognized biological 
resources have been omitted from the DEIR.  In addition to the obviously important natural 
resources in the Sepulveda Dam Basin and elsewhere, the DEIR also omits the Salinas de San 
Pedro Salt Marsh at Cabrillo Beach.  This wetland was constructed in 1985 as mitigation for 
development in the Port of Los Angeles and so has a statutory need to be protected as habitat 
mitigation.  This is the location of the no-feeding sign in Figure 5. 

 
Figure 11. Aerial photograph of Salinas de San Pedro Salt Marsh at Cabrillo Beach. This site 
supports many bird species that are threatened by the feeding of cats adjacent to this wetland.  
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The list of environmentally sensitive areas inexplicably omits wetlands included in the Basin 
Plan (a water quality plan for the region that is referenced throughout the DEIR) as supporting 
the “Rare, Threatened, or Endangered Species (RARE)” beneficial use, which is both in the 
actual text of the definition of environmentally sensitive areas that the DEIR uses, and was 
previously considered to be sensitive in the 2013 MND.  Its omission is conspicuous, since it 
includes a list of areas that support sensitive biological resources: 

1. Ballona Creek Estuary 
2. Ballona Lagoon / Venice Canals 
3. Big Tujunga Canyon Creek 
4. Bixby Slough and Harbor Lake 
5. Del Rey Lagoon 
6. Dominguez Channel Estuary 
7. Hansen Dam Flood Control Basin & Lakes 
8. Little Tujunga Canyon Creek 
9. Los Angeles Harbor 
10. Los Angeles Reservoir (Bull Creek) 
11. Los Angeles River to Estuary 
12. Lower Van Norman Reservoir 
13. Marina del Rey (public beach areas, entrance channel, all other areas except the harbor) 
14. Pacoima Canyon Creek 
15. Pacoima Wash  

The DEIR presents no substantial evidence why these areas were omitted from the list of 
environmentally sensitive areas and associated maps (DEIR, p. 4.2-8). 

Similarly, the DEIR does not identify the sensitive natural vegetation or endangered species 
habitat at the Defense Fuel Support Point, San Pedro, which supports California Gnatcatcher and 
is the most recent observation site for the critically imperiled Palos Verdes blue butterfly.  It does 
not include Ernest E. Debs Regional Park, or significant natural protected lands along Arroyo 
Seco within the City.  These are significant oversights.  The DEIR also overlooks properties 
managed as natural open spaces in urban settings, such as Vista Hermosa Natural Park, Augustus 
F. Hawkins Natural Park, and South Los Angeles Wetlands Park, and provides no substantial 
evidence why locations with significant biological resources actually present have been omitted. 

The DEIR does not identify all of the habitat for endangered species that exists in the City.  
Although critical habitat is used in the analysis, critical habitat is insufficient to predict the extent 
of impacts of the project on endangered species.  Some concerns were expressed by consultants 
to the City about revealing the locations of endangered species in an environmental review 
document.  If the City does not wish to reveal locations of endangered species observations, it 
has an obligation to map the distribution of habitats that are used by endangered species 
vulnerable to cat predation and diseases associated with domestic cats in the City of Los 
Angeles.  Some of these data are readily available through eBird.org, where many observations 
of the listed bird species, including California Fully Protected Species and those protected by the 
California and federal Endangered Species Acts, can be found.  We previously submitted this 
information in comments on the 2013 MND (appended as Appendix 3). 
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Figure 12. Observations of threatened Western Snowy Plover (left) and California Gnatcatcher 
(right) in Los Angeles, from eBird, reported in the last 10 years. Red markers indicate 
observations in the last 30 days. 

Other sites are so well known that there is no harm in releasing their locations.  The California 
Least Tern colony at Venice Beach should be identified as an environmentally sensitive area. Its 
presence within a State Park should protect it from cat feeding and release, but as a matter of 
accuracy, features such as these should be mapped. 

No sensitive habitat is mapped along the soft-bottom channels of the Los Angeles River, Ballona 
Creek, or other waterways.  Sensitive native vegetation communities are found in these locations 
that require recognition on the map even if they are not mapped in the CalVeg effort.  

4.2 Analysis of Impacts to Biological Resources  

The overall approach to impacts to biological resources is to assume that cats already exist 
everywhere they would be found under the program, that all cats would decline equally under the 
program, following any initial increases from releasing cats, and that a long-term decline relative 
to the No Project alternative means that no significant impacts will occur.  There are a number of 
problems with this approach.   

As discussed above, the baseline condition for natural areas were cats are being managed is 
decoupled from the overall number of free-roaming cats because of management.  It is a 
significant adverse impact to remove the ability to permanently remove cats around sensitive 
biological resources.  Future impacts are dependent on the management allowed and the Cat 
Program proposes to remove management options.  
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Furthermore, and notwithstanding claims in the DEIR to the contrary, the City’s endorsement of 
TNR, hosting educational programs to promote TNR, and efforts to encourage TNR over any 
other method of dealing with free-roaming cats, will result in more people feeding and releasing 
cats.  It would be preposterous to assume that none of those cats would be released in areas with 
sensitive species because: 1) sensitive species can be found in areas not mapped as 
environmentally sensitive areas; 2) the guidelines suggesting that environmentally sensitive areas 
be avoided for release and feeding are voluntary; and 3) there is no mechanism by which people 
who only feed cats would even need to agree to follow the guidelines since they often do not trap 
and would not need vouchers from the City.  Feeders would, however, feel emboldened and 
encouraged by the City to feed cats and dump cats in whatever locations they wanted, and 
without any oversight by the City.  The core finding of the Biological Resources section is this: 

While the modified TNR program would result in the release of free-roaming cats 
throughout the City, including potential city owned or managed sites with sensitive 
habitat, these cats that would be returned are existing cats that pose an existing threat of 
predation to sensitive species (DEIR, p. 3-28). 

Again, because the “guidelines” for returning and feeding are not mandatory, cats could be 
moved from one place to another, including, one must assume, from places without sensitive 
species to places with sensitive species.  The whole logic that these are “existing cats that pose 
an existing threat of predation to sensitive species” is specious because the program would 
legalize returning cats to any location in the City of Los Angeles, with sensitive species or not. 

Next, the DEIR relies on the assertion that the spatial distribution of free-roaming cats will not 
change as a result of the proposed project (DEIR, p. 4.2-85).  But then the DEIR also claims that 
the voluntary program guidelines and conservation measures will reduce cat numbers in 
environmentally sensitive areas disproportionately: 

All recipients of free vouchers will be required to commit to adhering to these guidelines 
through a signed affidavit. Over time, this would help reduce the presence of free-
roaming cats in and near such areas (DEIR, p. 4.2-85). 

This statement is logically inconsistent with the extensive section describing how the free-
roaming cat spatial distribution will remain exactly the same and decline equally all over the City 
as the program is implemented (DEIR, p. 4.2-84).  The assertion about the distribution staying 
exactly the same over 30 years is so important that it is identified as being “foundational” to the 
analysis (DEIR, p. 4.2-86).  The DEIR is trying to convince the reader that two contradictory 
claims are true.  The analysis is based both on the assumption that voluntary guidelines about 
location of feeding to avoid environmentally sensitive areas and vulnerable human populations 
will “help reduce the presence of free-roaming cats in and near such areas” (DEIR, p. 4.2-85) 
and simultaneously that “the free-roaming cat population would experience a net decline over 
time and would be distributed similarly to baseline conditions” (also DEIR, p. 4.2-85).  If one is 
true, the other is not.  If the program guidelines result in cats being moved around, then the 
overall distribution of cats will not be the same and some areas will have greater impacts from 
relocated cats.  If cats were to decline equally everywhere (relying on the incorrect population 
model), then the analysis that states the program guidelines will reduce impacts by avoiding 
sensitive areas is invalid. 
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4.2.1 Short-Term Impacts Are Still Impacts Even if Long-Term Prediction Were 
Reasonable 

The biological resources analysis also ignores the fact that impacts to biological resources that 
occur over a short time period may result in permanent impacts.  Any additional take of a 
federally listed species or a California protected species would constitute a significant adverse 
impact, when added to existing patterns of decline (Rosenberg et al. 2019).  Even the flawed and 
unreliable population model results presented suggest that there could be additional cats in the 
short-term as cats are dumped outside from shelters.  Those additional impacts cannot be ignored 
as insignificant, no matter what happens afterwards.  For federally endangered species there is a 
mechanism where short-term impacts can be offset by long-term gains, under a Habitat 
Conservation Plan.  Such a permitting process would allow for additional incidental take of listed 
species with the promise of future reduced take, but would also involve monitoring and 
performance reporting under the terms of such a permit.  There is no permit process for 
incidental take of fully protected species under California law, so enforceable mitigation 
measures to avoid take of fully protected species would need to be included in the EIR to 
mitigate for the acknowledged short-term increase in cats that would result from the project. 

The truth is that the City has no statistical confidence whatsoever that the number of free-
roaming cats would decline under the proposed program and consequently proper mitigation 
measures and permitting under State and federal law are likely to be required to comply with 
both CEQA and relevant statutes. 

4.2.2 Attraction of Wildlife to Feeding Stations Is an Independent Indirect Significant 
Impact 

The DEIR acknowledges that feeding of free-roaming cats leads to feeding wildlife.  The DEIR 
even states that this can “increase wildlife use and reproduction” in areas where feeding is 
occurring (DEIR, p. 4.2-81).  This observation is true, and it conflicts with the nonsensical 
assertion in the cat population model (Appendix J of the DEIR) that feeding does not affect 
either the number or reproductive rate of cats.  Both things cannot be true.  The DEIR concludes, 
however, that attraction to wildlife at feeding stations is not a significant impact because the total 
number of free-roaming cats will decline over time and there would be less feeding compared 
with current conditions.  This is an unreasonable conclusion because of the failure of the 
population model to withstand scrutiny as a useful tool.  

Leaving aside the problems with the model, the analysis of feeding impacts relies on 
misunderstanding of the behavior of feeders.  Feeders cannot be relied upon to reduce feeding 
over time and equally across the City as predicted.  First, feeders who do not wish to trap and 
return (and there are many) will not need to even be advised of the City’s rules about feeding.  
Second, because feeders are often unwelcomed by surrounding businesses and residents, they 
choose to feed in areas where they cannot be seen or can access at night when few people are 
around.  With the proposed program encouraging feeding as part of the TNR program, it is 
reasonable to assume to make that there will be more feeding and that it will be concentrated in 
areas like parks and alleys where feeders can stay out of sight of residents.  It is completely 
speculative to assume that feeding will go down over time.  This assumes that cat feeders know 
and feed exactly the amount needed for the cats that are present or that feeders are motivated to 
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reduce feeding.  This is a highly doubtful assumption.  Feeders often leave out far more food 
than cats eat, and this surplus is eaten by wildlife (as is acknowledged in the water quality 
analysis in the DEIR (p. 4.3-13) and attracts additional cats.   

As an illustration of the type of behavior associated with feral cat feeding, consider the following 
set of posts written by a participant on a cat-associated email list in Los Angeles a decade ago 
that describe the cat feeding activities of an elderly man (we have changed his name). 

October 2008 – A very kind elderly, disabled man in Encino, CA, is desperately trying to 
get some food to feed 40 cats that come to his apt complex every night. … He has no 
money to buy food, and it is killing him because he hears the starving cats outside his 
window every night crying from hunger.  

May 2009 – Sorry to bother you again about this, but Sam called me again yesterday, 
crying, saying he has no more food for the 40 ferals he feeds every day, and no money to 
get it and that he is soon to be hospitalized. He has some severe medical problems. He 
claims he can only feed the ferals on his street canned wet food because it gets eaten right 
away and no traces are left. He needs to do it this way because of the cat haters on the 
block. If he puts out dry food, some of it is left behind and he is trying to protect himself 
and the cats. … Since the last email I sent in October 2008, his colonies have been 
TNR’d so there are no newcomers cropping up, just the in-tact colonies.  

October 2009 – I have posted out for Sam before and he has received help in the past, but 
he is in need again. Sam is an elderly, disabled man who lives in an apartment in Encino. 
He feeds several colonies of cats on his block (cats are TNR’d). At some of the locations, 
cat haters, who have been tormenting Sam for years, are attempting to poison the cats. At 
these locations, Sam takes canned wet food, mixes it with some dry, balls it up and 
throws it over to a location that cannot be accessed by anyone except the cats. (I know 
poisoning animals is illegal and so does he, but he cannot post any signs in his area; his 
life has been threatened before, and his car was totaled by vandals because he feeds the 
cats, and Sam does not know who is doing it.) 

December 2009 – Sam, the elderly disabled man in Encino has been battling an evil 
moron apt owner on his block where he feeds several colonies of cats. The cat hater 
poisoned the cats, Sam called AC [Animal Control], AC sent the man a letter and made 
him stop, but now he has boarded up the crawl space under his building and the cats are 
in there and will die a slow and painful death if something is not done and I do not know 
what to do. I told Sam to call AC again and report this, but this cat hater also vandalized 
his ex-wife’s car, they have no proof but they know it’s him. 

June 2010 – I’ve sent out this plea about a year ago and I’m sending it again. Sam, an 
elderly, disabled man in Encino, feeds about 40 cats every night on his street. He goes 
from apartment to apartment late at night under the radar to feed feral cats at each 
location. … He lives on a street filled with cat haters, and he lives with a cat hater (he has 
no choice due to lack of funds). Because of his devotion to the cats, his life has been 
threatened, his car has been vandalized to a total loss, and he continues to fight a horrible 
condo manager across the street who keeps boarding up cats under the building. … His 
colonies have been TNR’d, so I told him I would post another plea for him to see if 
anyone can help him now and then or even with a one-time donation of cat food. Sam has 
no transportation. 
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July 2011 – If anyone can help Sam, please let me know and I'll give you his phone 
number and/or address. … Thanks very much I've sent out pleas for this man before, but 
he is, once again, in need of WET food, for the approximately 45 feral cats he feeds on 
his street in Encino. He lives on a street devoted strictly to apt buildings and has been 
battling cat hating forces for years. Sam has no income and lives with someone that hates 
cats, so he has to hide everything he does for the cats. Sam is disabled with multiple 
physical/terminal problems, even walking has become an issue for him. If anyone can 
donate canned wet food to him, or even a gift card to Petco or Ralphs (they are close by 
so he can walk with a cart to them; he does not have a car), he would be very 
appreciative. I cannot help him or pay for any of it out of my own pocket since I have as 
many cats per day to feed myself (colonies) and do not have the funds to contribute to 
this. 

A few things are clear from this account, albeit a single anecdote.  All of the cats are allegedly 
“TNR’d” and it has not resolved conflicts or reduced the feeding.  Over a two-year period, the 
number of cats stays the same or increases, so TNR is apparently ineffective at reducing cat 
numbers or complaints.  Feeding has not declined over a three-year period of care for a TNR 
colony.  Residents around areas with feral and stray cat feeding dislike these activities 
profoundly because of the nuisance and this is unpleasant for the residents and for the feeder. 

Under the proposed Cat Program, feeders would be emboldened to expand their activities 
because the program gives them the unqualified assurance that feeding feral cats is legal in Los 
Angeles (although, as discussed above, this assurance is wrong).  A reasonable assumption to 
make looking at the proposed program (and especially lacking any scientifically defensible 
evidence that it will reduce cat numbers compared with the baseline), is that cat feeding will 
increase and result in a significant adverse impact on the environment through the attraction of 
wildlife, transmission of disease, and resulting human-wildlife conflicts.  This must be 
considered to be a significant adverse impact because of the additional conflicts it will cause 
with wildlife and the violation of state law regarding wildlife harassment that it represents. 

The program would increase conflicts with wildlife, especially coyotes.  Incidental feeding of 
coyotes, by feeding feral and stray cats, leads to coyotes becoming aggressive and increases the 
risk of attacks dramatically.  Coyotes consume both cats and cat food.  Inasmuch as the Citywide 
Cat Program endorses and encourages TNR, it also endorses and encourages outdoor cat feeding 
as part of “maintenance.”  The program will result in attraction of coyotes and increased coyote 
conflicts, adversely impacting public safety and human health hazards.  Mitigation measures for 
such impacts should include restrictions on feeding of feral and stray cats but the DEIR only 
suggests that restrictions be followed as voluntary program guidelines and conservation 
measures (feeding during the day, no unlimited feeding, etc.).  These guidelines would need to 
be formal mitigation measures or project design features to reduce the level of significance of 
this impact to a level less than significant.  

Research locally in the Baldwin Hills showed a significant positive association between camera 
trap detections of coyotes and detections of free-roaming cats, both of which were high near 
known feeding locations for feral cats (Longcore et al. 2017).  This situation is different from 
research in canyons of San Diego showing less activity of outdoor cats in the presence of coyotes 
but without cat feeding (Crooks and Soulé 1999).  The Baldwin Hills study showed that cat 
feeding locations attract both cats and coyotes.  Coyotes may in turn be keeping stray and feral 
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cat numbers in check through direct predation on cats.  Being ripped to pieces by a coyote is not 
a humane end for a cat, but this fate will befall many animals released under the proposed 
program.  If coyotes were removed under political pressure, cat numbers would increase and 
impacts on birds and other wildlife would also increase. 

Finally, the statements in the DEIR about current and future feeding of cats are based on the 
private meetings held with TNR groups.  As discussed above, this is not a reliable source of 
information and it leaves out all of those wildlife professionals in the City who do research on 
and encounter cat feeding in and around natural areas.  Furthermore, these groups were, for the 
most part, groups that trap cats for sterilization and not focused primarily on feeding (although 
their members certainly include feeders).  The City is well aware of the feeders, which range 
from organized groups like L.A. Feeders (who GM Brenda Barnette visited and encouraged 
when she started her position with Animal Services), social networks, and individuals.  Many 
feeders are unaffiliated individuals and their activities are sometimes at odds with the trappers, 
who think of themselves as cleaning up situations made by feeders and society as a whole.   

4.3 Impacts to Migratory Birds in Urban Areas Are Significant 

Migratory birds in North America have declined precipitously in the past 50 years (Rosenberg et 
al. 2019).  The DEIR describes the long distances over which birds travel to winter, rest during 
migration, and breed in Los Angeles (DEIR, p. 4.2-39).  When it comes time for the analysis, 
however, the DEIR finds that the project would have no significant impacts on these species, 
relying on the cat population model to predict long-term declines in free-roaming cat numbers.  
Those results cannot be relied upon (see Appendix 1).  The program guidelines and conservation 
measures to protect migratory birds are focused only on environmentally sensitive areas.  This 
represents a misunderstanding of how migratory birds use the urban landscape.  Birds find 
stopover and wintering habitat where it exists, whether or not it is in an area that is typically 
thought of as being environmentally sensitive (Seewagen and Slayton 2008, Seewagen et al. 
2010).  Rare migratory species can stop and rest in areas that are in the midst of an urban 
landscape.  Well-landscaped yards can serve as stopover and wintering locations.  By restricting 
the program guidelines and conservation measures to designated sensitive areas, the DEIR places 
no value on the use of the fabric of the City itself by migratory birds.  This is wrong.  Why 
should a warbler that has flown 1,500 miles to winter in Los Angeles be afforded no value 
because it picks a back yard rather than a State park as its seasonal home?  Why should an 
MBTA-protected species like Hooded Oriole that has flown from Central America to Los 
Angeles to breed not be protected because it uses a City Park instead of a designated 
environmentally sensitive area? 

Many sensitive, rare species are found in Los Angeles outside the mapped environmentally 
sensitive areas.  For example, Willow Flycatcher is recognized as a sensitive species and is found 
well outside the mapped environmentally sensitive areas (Figure 13).  Cooper’s Hawk is found 
throughout the City and is vulnerable to disease and indirect effects from domestic cats.  The 
maps of sensitive locations do not include all of the areas with species protected by the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act or the Los Angeles County Sensitive Bird Species (Allen et al. 2009). 

Leading local ornithologists specifically identify feral cats as a threat to a number of breeding 
bird species in Los Angeles County, including Greater Roadrunner, California Quail, Rufous-
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crowned Sparrow, Caspian Tern, Black Skimmer, California Least Tern, Elegant Tern, Royal 
Tern, and Black Oystercatcher (Allen et al. 2016).  Protecting the remaining populations of these 
species requires compulsory mitigation measures that allow for permanent removal of unowned 
cats without possibility of return. 

4.4 Program Does Not Allow Trapping to Protect Wildlife 

The program under review only allows trapping of free-roaming cats for specific reasons (see 
April 11, 2017 transmittal from General Manager Brenda Barnette to the Board of Animal 
Services Commissioners).  The allowable reasons for trapping cats under the program under 
review are “the cat is injured, sick, has bitten someone, or the cat’s welfare is in jeopardy, there 
is a public health hazards, or real harm to people or companion animals.”  The DEIR must 
analyze the adverse impacts that would result from denying those wishing to protect native 
wildlife from free-roaming cats the necessary permits to trap those cats, in addition to the 
adverse impacts of returning cats to locations where they were trapped for that reason. 

 
Figure 13. Observations of threatened Willow Flycatcher in Los Angeles, from eBird, reported in 
the last 10 years. Red markers indicate observations in the last 30 days. 
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4.5 Program Takes Away Necessary Management Tool of Permanent Removal 

Notwithstanding the language in the DEIR, the City’s stated goal of relieving itself of the 
requirements of the injunction includes a desire to not be required to issue trapping permits to 
residents and land and property managers who wish to permanently remove stray/feral cats from 
a public or private property.  This is a key provision of the injunction.  This interpretation of the 
goal of wanting to have the injunction lifted for this reason is reinforced by General Manager 
Barnette’s statements to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners at two meetings in 2014, 
as follows: 

The terms of this injunction require us to give trapping permits for cats and to accept 
those cats into the shelter. So that’s one of the other good reasons to try to get past this 
and to try to get on to a day when we’re not under this injunction (transcript edited lightly 
for readability; February 25, 2014, timestamp 3:03:56). 

People, the injunction requires us to give people trapping permits, that if they have what 
they consider nuisance cats on private property they can get a permit from the 
Department, posted on their own property, and trap on their own property and then turn 
those cats in to us and that’s a requirement of the injunction (transcript edited lightly for 
readability; December 9, 2014, timestamp 1:58:17). 

It must be understood that despite language allowing the trapping of nuisance cats under the 
proposed Citywide Cat Program, the release of those cats to third parties to dump outside 
functionally takes away the ability to manage any property for biological resources or to 
minimize human and wildlife health risks.  The DEIR is remarkably vague about what would 
happen to cats that are trapped and relinquished to shelters other than to state that they can then 
be given to partners to be released outside.  It raises many questions: 

• Where will trapped cats be released if the person relinquishing the cat does not want the
cat back at the site of capture?

• Will the shelter give the nonprofit partner the address where the cat was trapped even if
the property owner or manager does not want the cat back?

• Will the public be allowed to trap and relinquish ear-tipped cats?
• How can a land manager, school, or homeowner remove cats without the possibility of

having them be returned?  Will this option be impossible?
• Will harm to wildlife be an acceptable reason to obtain a cat trapping permit under the

new system?
• Will the City try to convince people who would like to remove cats to accept them back

at the site instead?

It is clearly the goal of the City that it not be possible to permanently remove free-roaming cats, 
and this undermines the necessary management tool of permanent removal of free-roaming cats 
to protect biological resources and to reduce human health hazards.   

A review of the cat trapping permits that have been issued by the City since 2005 (obtained both 
as part of our original lawsuit and subsequent Public Records Act requests) shows that very few 
people who get permits to trap nuisance cats want them back, even if they are sterilized.  If cats 
are returned to the site of capture from shelters and there is no guarantee that every single 
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location with free-roaming cats will decline in number through sterilization actions, it must be 
concluded that the program will have an adverse impact on wildlife and management of locations 
where sensitive wildlife are protected by capturing and permanently removing free-roaming cats 
but where cats would be returned under the program.  For example, permits are obtained to 
protect the California Least Tern colony at the Port of Los Angeles (Figure 14).  The voluntary 
guidelines are not enforceable and do not mitigate the potential impact of cats being returned 
back to the vicinity of a sensitive resource.   

 
Figure 14. Copy of permit obtained by federal employee (name and address redacted) to trap 
cats to protect California Least Tern. Under the proposed Citywide Cat Program, cats trapped 
under a permit like this could be released to nonprofit partners who could release them back into 
the Port close to the Least Tern colony with no consequences whatsoever.  

4.6 Risk of Free-Roaming Cats to Marine Mammals 

The DEIR contains a discussion of the transmission of the parasite Toxoplasma gondii through 
stormwater to infect marine mammals.  A paper published during preparation of the DEIR 
provides additional information that corrects a misconception in previous research, which had 
suggested that the strain of T. gondii that was infecting southern sea otters was associated with 
native felids and not with the strains in domestic cats (DEIR, p. 4.2-77).  This understanding, 
derived from Miller et al. (2008), is now known to be inaccurate.  The “Type X” T. gondii 
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variant that is associated with mortality in southern sea otters has now been isolated from feral 
cats as well as wild felids.  The authors conclude that: 

Importantly, although Type X infections are more prevalent in wild felids in coastal 
California, 22% of domestic cats were infected with this genotype. Population sizes of 
domestic cats are much larger than those of wild felids. Domestic cats also inhabit 
developed landscapes with impervious surfaces (e.g. concrete) that facilitate pathogen 
run-off and they have higher relative contributions to environmental oocyst load among 
many areas of the sea otter range [references omitted] (Shapiro et al. 2019). 

Although southern sea otters have not yet returned to the coast of Los Angeles County, many 
other marine mammals are at risk of infection and death from the volume of oocyst-infected 
feces from free-roaming cats that are washed into the ocean from the City of Los Angeles 
(Figure 15).  These oocysts are concentrated in filter-feeding mussels and clams (Miller et al. 
2008), which pose a risk to consumers, including humans (Aguirre et al. 2019; also see attached).  

 
Figure 15. Pathways for transmission of Toxoplasma gondii from cats and throughout the 
environment (Aguirre et al. 2019). 

5 Water Quality 

The DEIR reviews the many ways in which free-roaming cats can affect water quality through 
fecal deposition and the direct flow of fecal matter into stormwater.  Although the program 
guidelines contain reference to feeders controlling and removing feces at feeding sites, the DEIR 
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bases the entire analysis of water quality impacts on the cat population model results.  If the 
model does not work properly and does not provide reliable results, then the conclusions of the 
water quality analysis are not valid.  Each of the four parts of the analysis depends on the 
population model: 

Considering (1) the projected net decrease in the free-roaming cat population, (2) 
decreased free-roaming cat reproduction, (3) anticipated net reduction in free-roaming cat 
feeding and care activities (as a result of the declining citywide free-roaming cat 
population), and (4) relatively lower magnitude of indirect effects related to TNR impacts 
on receiving water bodies due to the progressively decreasing free-roaming cat 
population in the City, the proposed Project would not result in discharges that could 
create pollution, contamination, or a nuisance, or cause regulatory standards to be 
violated for the receiving water body within the study area, relative to baseline conditions 
and the future baseline without Project; therefore, impacts would be less than significant 
under CEQA (DEIR, p. 4.3-21). 

As has been thoroughly documented in Appendix 1, the cat population model is incapable of 
producing valid results.  Therefore, the water quality analysis is not based on reliable scientific 
information and does not meet the required standard under CEQA of being based on facts. 

The impacts of the proposed project on water quality also depend on the City’s claim that the 
spatial distribution of unowned cats will remain exactly the same and that feeding will not 
increase in some areas over others.  Cat feeders often take advantage of areas in the stormwater 
conveyance system, with feeding stations set up along creeks, drainages, and in flood control 
rights-of-way.  With the City’s endorsement of feral cat feeding in the DEIR, one can expect that 
more such activities will take place, precisely in areas where fecal matter and associated bacteria, 
viruses, and parasites will be swept into the stormwater system.  Because the City has no means 
to ensure that the trapping and sterilization effort that it aspires to fund will be implemented 
equally all over the City in an equal manner, additional feeding and associated fecal 
contamination will likely take place in and around the flood control system and must be 
mitigated.  No guidelines from the program address the impacts of cat feeding and fecal 
deposition from cats that are in and around the Los Angeles River, Ballona Creek, Tujunga 
Wash, Arroyo Seco, Sepulveda Dam Basin and many other locations where feces will be carried 
off directly into stormwater systems without even the minor filtering that sometimes occurs with 
curb-cut storm drains.   

6 Human Health Hazards 

The human health hazards analysis is built on the idea that mitigation can be achieved through 
the presentation of unenforceable and infeasible program guidelines, combined with reliance on 
a fatally flawed prediction about future cat numbers.  The City has an obligation to protect the 
health and welfare of its residents, which includes protecting them from communicable diseases 
associated with free-roaming cats.  It is therefore remarkable that the City has rejected the advice 
of public health officials and only offers voluntary guidelines for the feral and stray cat feeding 
that the City is endorsing with the Citywide Cat Program.   

Relative to human health hazards, it is important that the DEIR sort out what entity is legally 
responsible for stray and feral cats that are relinquished to shelters and subsequently given to 
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nonprofits “that may have the intent of returning the animal to free-roaming status” (DEIR, p. 
ES-3).  We believe that the City would be legally responsible for these animals and 
environmental or health hazard impacts caused by their ultimate release into the environment 
because City ordinances provide for stray animals to be brought to the “pound” and it is the 
City’s responsibility from that point on to take care of them.  If the City then releases them to 
nonprofits that it knows or has reason to know do not intend to care for them as owned animals, 
then the City still has responsibility for the foreseeable outcomes of that action.  One might also 
argue that the nonprofit would also be jointly and severally responsible for the cat after it is 
dumped outside, but given that dealing with stray animals is the statutory responsibility of the 
City, the City bears the further responsibility of the outcomes after a legally relinquished cat is 
released to be dumped outside.  The Citywide Cat Program should contain an unambiguous 
statement that the City is legally responsible for the fate of these animals and the environmental 
outcomes associated with their release to the environment. 

6.1 Program Does Not Require Measures to Protect Human Health 

Going against every good practice of veterinary and public health, the City has not proposed to 
require that cats that are sterilized under the proposed program would also be vaccinated or 
treated for parasites.  The only veterinary treatments that could reduce human health risks are the 
rabies vaccine, flea treatment, and de-worming.  These are mentioned in the DEIR, but not 
required as part of participation in the Cat Program.  Treatment for endo- and ecto-parasites must 
be ongoing to be effective, and no funding or means to achieve this in an environmentally 
sensitive manner are provided.  Broadcast spreading of flea powders (whether chemical or 
mechanical in function) would have significant adverse environmental impacts.  

Furthermore all vaccinations and other veterinary care are not funded by the program: 

If additional City funding is available, the rabies and feline viral rhinotracheitis, 
calicivirus, and panleukopenia virus (FVRCP) vaccine should be administered, along 
with flea treatment, at the time of sterilization. If City funds are not available to cover 
these additional services, participants in the modified TNR Program will be encouraged 
to cover these services (emphasis added; DEIR, p. 2-14). 

With the City not requiring vaccinations, flea treatment, or de-worming it is even more 
imperative that the City affirmatively state that it will be responsible for and provide treatment 
for diseases that are vectored by cats that have been sterilized in the City’s program, including 
damages to owned animals, damages to wildlife, and damages to people.   

It is irresponsible not to require vaccination for rabies for outdoor cats.  Rabies has recently been 
detected in bats in Los Angeles County, with 27 cases confirmed in bats in 2018.  This number 
has increased in the 2010s over levels in the 2000s and earlier.  Outdoor cats have a higher 
probability of encountering rabid bats.  
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Figure 16. Incidence of rabies in bats in Los Angeles County, 1961–2019 (reprinted from 
http://publichealth.lacounty.gov/vet/rabies.htm). 

Vaccination for rabies at the time of sterilization would be better than no vaccination, but it is 
also limited because the rabies vaccine requires a booster after a year.  The booster is almost 
never given in TNR situations.  Furthermore, the program is anticipated to extend for 30 years, 
during which time rabies could emerge again in skunks, raccoons, or other wildlife that have 
previously supported rabies in Los Angeles.  TNR feeding will increase risk of rabies 
transmission because of the co-feeding of wildlife at feeding stations where animals interact and 
squabble over food.   

6.2 There Is No Vaccine for Toxoplasmosis 

The analysis should also be clear that vaccinations are not available for all diseases.  No 
vaccinations are available for hookworms, roundworms, or the protozoan parasite Toxoplasma 
gondii.   

Toxoplasmosis has no cure; once the parasite is ingested, it remains in the body for life.  Some 
risks of this infection have been known for decades, with a focus on acute infection in pregnant 
women (because of risk to the fetus) and in immunocompromised individuals (e.g., those with 
HIV/AIDS and the elderly).  However, more information is being learned about the effects of 
latent, chronic T. gondii infection.  The parasite forms cysts in the brain following initial 
infection, which may or may not be symptomatic.  Researchers have identified associations 
between chronic infection with T. gondii and incidence of Parkinson’s disease (Miman et al. 
2010), autism spectrum disorder (Prandota 2010), schizophrenia (both through exposure of 
mother and direct exposure to individual) (Torrey and Yolken 2003, Brown et al. 2005, Yolken 
et al. 2009), mania (Dickerson et al. 2013), psychosis (Zhu 2009), increased risk of dying in a 
vehicular accident (Flegr et al. 2002, Flegr et al. 2009), suicide (Arling et al. 2009, Yagmur et al. 
2010), and personality changes (Lafferty 2006, Flegr 2013).  Some of these associations are not 
yet confirmed to be causal, but science and medicine continue to learn more about the adverse 
impacts of chronic infection by this parasite (Flegr 2013, Aguirre et al. 2019).  These 
associations are consistent, however, with the documented changes in behavior shown by rats 
when their brains are infected with the parasitic cysts formed by T. gondii (Berdoy et al. 2000), 
implying causality. 
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Environmental transmission through ingestion of oocysts has emerged to be a significant 
pathway for human infection with T. gondii relative to consumption of undercooked meat 
(Dabritz and Conrad 2010, Boyer et al. 2011, Torrey and Yolken 2013).  The importance of 
environmental transmission (cat feces encountered in the environment) is highlighted by 
gardening and working in soil-related professions being rated as risk factors for testing positive 
for infection (Weigel et al. 1999, Jones et al. 2001).  The DEIR makes no provision to keep free-
roaming cats out of community gardens, which is essential to protect public health (Aguirre et al. 
2019). 

More cats in the environment will increase the environmental burden of the oocysts that are shed 
by infected cats with their feces.  These are shed in the millions for a period when a cat is first 
infected and stay viable in the soil for up to 18 months (Frenkel 2000).  Cats can shed oocysts 
again if they are re-infected after the first infection (Dubey 1995).  Infection of humans in the 
developed world is caused primarily through exposure to soil contaminated by cat feces or food 
grown in such soil that has not been adequately washed, rather than through consuming 
undercooked meat, as is commonly asserted by feral cat advocates (Tenter et al. 2000, Dabritz 
and Conrad 2010).  Children’s sandboxes, if used for defecation by free-roaming cats, 
accumulate millions of T. gondii oocysts, numbering from the tens of thousands to millions per 
square foot (Torrey and Yolken 2013).  Exposure to just one oocyst can infect a child and change 
his or her health trajectory for life (Torrey and Yolken 2013).   

Researchers have now connected animal sheltering policy to the risk of toxoplasmosis, indicating 
an increased risk associated with maintaining unconfined cats outdoors:  

Animal sheltering policies can influence the risk of T. gondii transmission by affecting 
the number of free-roaming domestic cats. Management policies that remove cats from 
ecosystems reduce environmental transmission risks by eliminating the interaction of 
definitive and intermediate hosts. Conversely, policies that intentionally maintain 
unowned and feral domestic cats on the landscape facilitate and may increase the risk of 
disease transmission. As a growing number of municipalities and their animal shelters 
adopt policies that purposely maintain domestic cats unconfined outdoors (Holtz 2014), 
T. gondii transmission risks for people, domestic animals, and wildlife increase (Aguirre 
et al. 2019).  

This issue should be taken more seriously by the City. 

The DEIR proposes to relocate cats, potentially to new locations, which will increase the areas in 
the City infected with T. gondii oocysts.  It will force employees to be exposed to potentially 
infected cats and fecal matter as part of the “Working Cat” program.  Notwithstanding the 
assurances in the DEIR, such programs will ultimately involve people having to clean up after 
cats and be exposed to areas with cat feces in their workplaces where they were not exposed 
before.  These cats, especially if consuming rodents as would be assumed from them “working,” 
could become infected and reinfected multiple times with T. gondii, each time shedding millions 
of oocysts.  This would be a significant adverse impact for human health even if one believes 
that the overall program would reduce free-roaming cat numbers.   

The DEIR also takes away the ability of an individual to manage personal risk of exposure to T. 
gondii.  One cannot keep an outdoor environment free from cat feces and their associated risk 
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without the ability to trap and remove cats permanently.  The proposed return-to-field element of 
the program would result in cats being returned to a location where an individual may be trying 
to control personal exposure, either because of a pregnancy or because of the presence of a 
vegetable garden and a desire to minimize risk of lifelong infection.  The DEIR does not provide 
a mechanism for these people to remove cats without the possibility of return, which takes away 
a right that currently exists.  The City’s belief that the overall number of cats will decline in 30 
years does not offset the increased risk to an individual in such a situation.  

If we are to believe the DEIR, the voluntary guidelines will result in City partners avoiding 
return to and feeding of cats near susceptible populations, which are defined as children (only 
under 5 years old), the elderly, and those with compromised immune systems (DEIR, p. ES-14).  
It is completely unclear how City partners will know whether there are susceptible human 
populations in any location.  The DEIR later acknowledges that people experiencing 
homelessness and pregnant women have “higher potential of susceptibility and/or risk of 
exposure” to disease (DEIR, p. 4.4-3), but no provision is made to allow these populations, or 
people wishing to manage their disease risk for any other reason, to avoid cats being returned 
and fed around them.  It runs contrary to public health practice to allow the relocation and 
feeding of unowned cats around any human population and the combination of return-to-field 
and the “Working Cat” program proposed in the DEIR would result in additional exposure of 
people not currently exposed to unowned cats and their associated diseases that cannot be 
managed through vaccinations.  Again, this is a significant impact regardless of the population 
trajectory of unowned cats because it will increase risk for some people and remove the ability of 
people to manage that risk, creating a City-sanctioned forced exposure. 

6.3 Flea Control for Free-Roaming Cats Is Nearly Impossible 

Fleas are a major vector of disease from cats and wildlife to humans.  The proposed program 
does not require flea control and, in fact, it is nearly impossible to control fleas and feces where 
stray and feral cats are fed.  Massive use of insecticides on free-roaming cats raises additional 
issues in terms of biological impacts.  With half of the recent flea-borne typhus cases associated 
with exposure to domestic cats and their fleas (DEIR, p. 4.4-7), this is a concern that has been 
raised to the City for over a decade by public health officials.  For example, when the City was 
surreptitiously implementing the TNR program without doing promised environmental review in 
2008, Los Angeles County Director of Environmental Health Angelo Bellomo wrote the 
following to then-General Manager Ed Boks: 

Self-elected animal care-givers provide sustenance, but are often inadequately trained to 
properly manage the colonies in their care. Such care-givers are unlikely to capture and 
neuter all animals within a colony or prevent its increase due to strays which join the 
colony following abandonment or the apathy of those responsible for them. History has 
demonstrated that these care-givers are likewise unable to prevent the uncontrollable flea 
infestations in areas inhabited by the colony, and are incapable of addressing the 
excessive fecal material that accumulates over time. As a result, these ineffectively 
managed colonies continue to increase in size, often by 20–30% each year. Although 
residents of communities that host such colonies may be sympathetic to the plight of 
these abandoned animals, they must still endure the resulting public health threat and the 
nuisance of fecal and urine contamination (Letter dated February 11, 2008).  

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Text Box
UWG-182cont.

19312
Text Box
UWG-183

19312
Text Box
UWG-184



52 

This provides evidence that without effective mitigations, TNR colonies as the City will sanction 
under the program typically result in “uncontrollable flea infestation” and that feeders are 
“incapable of addressing the excessive fecal material.”  The City offers no evidence that any 
method of controlling fleas or feces at feeding sites would be effective.  Consequently, there is 
no reason to assume that conditions will be different. 

The City has an obligation to put forward a program that is feasible and will protect public 
health.  The DEIR cannot rely on an invalid population prediction to reduce impacts and 
therefore must include reasonable and feasible mitigation measures to reduce the impacts of feral 
cat feeding that have been raised with the City by public health officials over many years.  

6.4 Program Encourages Cat Relocation 

Even if one accepts all of the unsupported assertions in the DEIR (that the population of free-
roaming cats will go down, that it will go down equally everywhere, that TNR activities will 
happen only where they are already happening, etc.), the DEIR does not consider the impacts of 
the relocation of unowned cats under the program.  Relocation of wildlife is strictly forbidden 
under California law.  Cats are not covered by this, but the reasons for that prohibition are 
equally important.  Among the reasons, relocating wildlife relocates their pathogens along with 
them.  It only takes one animal moved from one location to another to introduce a disease to a 
new population.  The DEIR does not analyze this impact for wildlife or for human health 
hazards.  Relocation of a cat from an area with flea-borne typhus to an area without flea-borne 
typhus would be a significant adverse impact that has not been disclosed or mitigated in the 
DEIR.  Vaccines cannot address this impact; they are not funded or required by the program, and 
no vaccines exist for parasites.  Because relocation of unowned cats is a new feature not 
currently part of the baseline condition, its addition under the proposed program (and enshrined 
in the program guidelines and conservation features) is a change from baseline conditions that 
would not be mitigated, independent of any population trajectory of free-roaming cats that one 
imagines. 

6.5 “Working Cat” Program Lacks Standards to Protect Human Health 

The DEIR proposes a “Working Cat” program in which cats would be relocated to areas where 
they are enclosed (DEIR, p. 4.3-20).  It is difficult to assess this program because it is not well 
developed.  The program was not part of the project description or project objectives, so it can 
only be thought of as a mitigation measure to provide locations where cats from places where 
they would harm biological resources or increase human health hazards can be relocated.  

The idea of a “working cat” program is based on a faulty assumption that cats are useful with rat 
control.  They are not.  As summarized by a group of wildlife veterinarians in a letter to the 
American Public Health Association (June 7, 2011):  

The published research on the influence of domestic cat predation on rats shows that cat 
predation has little influence on rat population size, although it can skew the population 
size structure toward larger rats (Glass et al. 2009). This is not a fact that is new to 
science; a similar result was found almost 60 years earlier (Jackson 1951) and the 
ineffectiveness of cats as ratters has been documented several times since (Childs 1986) 
and before (Anonymous 1914, Forbush 1916). These early records document that 
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although rats may not be as visible to human observers in the presence of cats, their 
number is not diminished because any predation by cats on juvenile rats is more than 
compensated by the reproduction of adults, which are essentially not killed at all by cats. 
Furthermore, cats scavenge the same food as rats (e.g., unsecured rubbish) and both 
species are limited by the food source and shelter rather than predator–prey interactions 
(Jackson 1951, Childs 1986). 

“Working cat” programs are generally an excuse to keep cats in enclosed areas to pretend that 
they have a benefit instead of euthanizing them.  The program described in the DEIR does not 
account for human allergies and the burden on the public if cats are located in human occupied 
environments (or even parking garages) of police stations, libraries, and fire stations.  Similar 
programs in the past have been shut down due to complaints and for public health reasons and it 
is probably illegal to create for employees a working environment full of cats.   

 
Figure 17. Copy of a 2017 cat trapping permit to remove cats from a Department of Water and 
Power facility because they pose a health hazard to employees. TheDWP has over the past ten 
years repeatedly obtained permits to remove stray and feral cats to protect the health of its 
workers. 

There is no apparent funding source for this program, and the description of the use of public 
properties is vague.  It is inevitable that this program would pose a problem for employees 
encountering cats in the workplace.  The City already knows this, because it has issued dozens of 
permits in the last 10 years to trap cats out of DWP facilities because of the hazard that they pose 
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to employees (for example, see Figure 16).  Inasmuch as the DEIR relies on the “working cat” 
program to reduce impacts, it should be noted that it is not feasible as a mitigation measure, 
utterly lacking in details and permits that would be necessary to protect City employees should 
the site be City property and providing no details about private partners who want to set up feral 
cat dumping areas in their warehouses and parking garages.  Allergies may be considered a 
disability under the Americans with Disabilities Act.  Any public or private employer would 
have to end a “working cat” program upon complaint of an employee with allergies forced to 
work in that environment. 

6.6 Project Would Interfere with Public Health Abatement Orders  

When public health officials encounter hazardous conditions associated with feral cat feeding, 
they often order removal of the stray and feral animals and a ban on outdoor feeding of stray and 
feral animals (Nelson et al. 2018).  The proposed program would make such orders to protect 
public health impossible to implement, because the City’s position is that feeding stray animals 
is fine and any animals that are trapped in the City must be trapped under permit and 
relinquished to a shelter, where under the proposed program they will be returned to the site of 
capture.  As an example of the conditions that occur, a typhus case in San Gabriel Valley was 
investigated and the results reported as follows: 

The initial investigation began in June 2015 with a survey of the property which included 
counting and photographing the number of pets and animals outdoors, the number of 
outdoor feeding sources (water bowls and food), the presence and locations of free 
roaming animals, available harborage, and the presence of uncovered garbage bins.  

 … 

A summary abatement order was issued by the District to the MHC on June 24, 2015 to 
clean up the property. Specific requests included removal of animal feces, enforcement of 
MHC property rules limiting the pets to one animal per property, and regular flea control 
to reduce the population of fleas. The order also mandated that MHC residents cease 
outdoor feeding of pets and contract a pest control company to reduce the number of feral 
animals on the property. In addition, the property manager notified residents to provide 
flea control for all animals under their care, those tenants with more than one pet against 
the MHC homeowner rules and regulations to give them up and register their “single 
animal pet” with the property manager. This directive was necessary because most 
tenants had more pet animals some up to 32, contrary to their property lease contracts 
(Nelson et al. 2018).  

If issued in Los Angeles, these public health orders would be in conflict with the City’s proposed 
Cat Program.  This account also describes the necessary steps to protect human communities 
from disease, demonstrating essential mitigation measures that the City of Los Angeles refuses to 
consider: enforce the existing bans on feeding stray and feral animals, permanent removal of 
feral animals, eliminate harborage for stray animals and rats, and enforce pet limits. 

6.7 Participants Would Have Greater Exposure to Disease  

The DEIR finds that participants in the program for feeding, sterilizing and returning cats would 
be at increased risk of exposure to disease from participation, but does not require any of the 
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measures that would mitigate this risk (DEIR, p. 4.4-13).  If the risks are indeed elevated, why 
would not the City, out of basic risk management concerns about liability, make the program 
guidelines be applicable to all members of the public that participate in the program?  It appears 
to be wishful thinking that all of the participants will not connect future illness or disease with 
participation in the program and the City’s admission that their risk was elevated.  By 
acknowledging this risk without requiring mitigation measures to manage it, the City exposes 
itself and its taxpayers to future liability from any program participant who suffers medical harm 
from participating in the program.  The City’s approach to recognizing risk for participants but 
not ensuring their safety is sort of like letting a volunteer participate at a blood drive but not 
requiring (as opposed to suggesting) that they follow sterile practices to prevent exposure to 
disease. 

6.8 Risk to Non-Participants Is Downplayed 

The DEIR does not justify its conclusion that while increased TNR activity could affect 
practitioners and veterinary staff, such activity would not also affect people around those places 
where people are feeding and attracting cats.  The cat permit data and calls for service to the City 
clearly indicate that people are individually impacted when there is feeding of feral cats nearby.  
If there will be more feeding, more people will be exposed to cats, their fleas, and feces, 
including vulnerable populations, and this impact would be significant.  One cannot rely on the 
population predictions to mitigate this impact or the unenforceable program features.   

Another risk associated with free-roaming cats is that they contaminate public infrastructure that 
must be kept clean to protect human health, such as water pipes.  A cat trapping permit 
application, dated September 18, 2018, filled out by a Los Angeles Department of Water and 
Power employee at its Venice Boulevard location along Ballona Creek, lists the reason for 
trapping that, “cats are sleeping in the water pipes and they get contaminated” (Figure 18).  The 
proposed program would recommend that these cats be sterilized and then released back at the 
DWP site (it is not within 1 mile of the voluntary exclusion zone for environmentally sensitive 
areas).  This poses a risk to members of the public as well as to water quality itself, and taking 
away the ability of property managers to remove cats permanently presents a significantly 
increased risk to public health from the program.  There are many other examples of cats being 
removed from facilities that are required to be sterile (e.g., food warehouses, coffee roasters, 
cosmetic production site, nursery schools, etc.) using cat trapping permits.  It would be a 
significant impact for cats to be returned to these locations (and cause violations of State health 
codes for licensed facilities). 
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Figure 18. Permit application from Department of Water and Power to remove unowned cats 
that are contaminating water pipes. 

6.9 Return of Nuisance Cats Would Violate Americans with Disabilities Act 

Under the 2008 amendments to the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, intermittent 
conditions that are only evident when triggered were added, which had the effect of covering 
people with asthma and allergies.  The proposed Citywide Cat Program would infringe on the 
rights of those with these disabilities in two ways.  First, the City would be interfering with 
owners and managers of residential real estate attempting to accommodate those with allergies 
under the law by releasing cats that were captured to reduce allergic exposures in a person’s 
living environment to nonprofits that would return them to the point of capture.  Allergies, and 
especially children with allergies, are frequently mentioned as reasons for applying for a permit 
to trap cats (e.g., “severe asthma to cats,” “asthma in family,” “asthmatic,” “some employees 
allergic”).  Second, return of nuisance cats to the point of capture after release by the City could 
interfere with employers who are trying to accommodate asthma and allergies of their employees 
as required by law. 

7 Alternatives Analysis Compares Whole Project to Single Elements of Alternative 
Project 

The many problems with the DEIR’s analysis of the proposed project’s potential impacts on the 
environment, as explained above, essentially precludes an adequate analysis of alternatives 
because the DEIR falsely concludes that the project’s environmental impacts would be reduced 
to a less than significant level. CEQA requires analysis of a range of alternatives that are 
intended to eliminate or reduce the severity of significant environmental impacts. Accordingly, 
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because the DEIR falsely concludes that all project impacts would be reduced to a less than 
significant level, the DEIR fails to include a discussion of a range of alternative intended to 
reduce the project’s significant impact on biological resources, among others.  

The City’s proposed program is a combination of many different actions that the City imagines 
will cumulatively result in its objectives.  Each element of the City’s program was integrated into 
the predictions of the number of free-roaming cats in the future.  The City did not produce 
different predictions for the different project elements (e.g., a prediction for additional feeding, a 
prediction for release of cats from shelters, a prediction for sterilizations alone).  Nor did it 
realistically assess the impacts on a local basis of removing management options.  Rather, the 
City analyzed its preferred project as a whole including a number of measures that, as discussed 
above, are better described as mitigation measures.  When developing alternatives to compare 
with their program, however, the City separated out each suggested alternative into constituent 
elements and only analyzed each element separately, as opposed to as a coherent alternative 
program.  We have many times suggested an alternative approach encompassing many elements 
that should have been analyzed as a whole and fairly incorporated into the predictions, but the 
City instead evaluated each component separately and made unreasonable assumptions about the 
effects of the proposed alternatives.  

For example, an alternatives analysis should have taken the following elements as part of a 
coherent scenario: providing 20,000 additional spay/neuter vouchers for owned cats, enacting no 
roaming ordinance for owned cats, licensing for owned cats, enforcing the spay/neuter ordinance 
for owned cats, enforcing existing prohibitions on feeding wildlife (which always accompanies 
feeding free-roaming cats), providing free loans of traps for unowned cats, and not returning cats 
to the environment.  Other alternatives that were listed could have been included in such an 
alternative scenario.  Then, the full alternative scenario would be compared against the proposed 
Project and the No Project alternatives.  

If the alternatives analysis had been done with reasonable assumptions, quite different results are 
likely.  For example, owned cat spay/neuter and enforcement of the spay/neuter ordinance would 
have been seen to be effective if a reasonable sterilization rate for owned cats (e.g., 80%) had 
been used as opposed to the 93% assumed by the City.  A no roaming ordinance would have 
reduced the transition rate from owned to stray cats from a realistic estimate (e.g., 0.5%) to a 
lower percentage. Enforcing existing bans on feeding and littering would have been incorporated 
into predictions by reducing the carrying capacity of the environment and reducing fecundity and 
survival rates of stray and feral cats.   

Providing free cat trapping permits and trap loans for unowned cats would increase the rate of 
transition of stray and feral cats to the shelter from the unreasonably low assumptions used by 
the City.  Currently, low-income communities lack resources to put a $50 deposit down with the 
City to borrow a trap.  Management of free-roaming cats in low-income areas is consequently 
low and is a chronic problem.  This disparity is seen in the patterns of density of the cat trapping 
permits for unowned cats and the calls for service to the City about stray cats.  We mapped these 
from data obtained from the City under a series of Public Records Act requests, transcribed the 
trap data, geocoded both the trap data and the calls for service data, and visualized the resulting 
pattern of complaints and trapping locations (Figure 19).  There are areas of the City where the 
density of complaints is high, but the density of trapping permits is low, and these are focused in 
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low income areas.  Because these areas also, on average, have far lower sterilization rates for 
owned cats because of expense (Chu et al. 2009), it would have the most benefit to both 
subsidized spay/neuter efforts and nuisance cat removal efforts in these areas. 

 

 
Figure 19. Comparison of density of cat trapping permits for unowned cats (left; n=2,513 
applications for unowned cats, 2005–2019) with calls to the City regarding unowned cats (right; 
n=20,214 records coded as “stray” 2009–2019). Data transcribed and georeferenced from City 
paper and electronic records.  

8 Violations of Law, Ordinance, and Regulations Independent of Population Trajectory 

One does not even need the population model to analyze whether the program would violate 
existing laws and ordinances.  The City cannot promote activities that violate the law and must 
resolve conflicts between the proposed program and existing state, federal, and local law before 
the EIR is approved. 

8.1 Colony Maintenance Would Violate Cat Kennel Ordinance 

The City’s Cat Kennel Ordinance, either as currently existing or as modified in the proposed 
program, specifies that only up to 3 (or up to 5) cats may be “kept or maintained” at a “lot, 
building, structure, enclosure or premises” (LAMC 53.00).  The DEIR is remarkably silent on 
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the fact that feeding cats under the program where more than 3 cats are “maintained” at a “lot” or 
“premises” would violate the City’s Cat Kennel Ordinance.  There can be no question that 
participants in the Citywide Cat Program are currently and would continue to be “maintaining” 
cats, because the DEIR itself describes that the program recommendations communicate how to 
conduct free-roaming cat “care and maintenance.”   

The City currently uses the Cat Kennel Ordinance to force people feeding too many cats at their 
homes to capture and relinquish those cats to the shelter.  For example, in May 2018, a resident 
in zip code 90065 applied for a cat trapping permit with the reason “because of notice.”  The 
LAAS employee wrote underneath, “Rec’d kennel permit letter for too many cats.”  The 
applicant checked the boxes for “not my own cat(s)” and “relinquish to department.”  This 
provides conclusive evidence that the City currently uses the Cat Kennel Ordinance to limit the 
number of unowned, outdoor, temperamentally feral animals that can be maintained at a lot or 
premises.   

The City is well aware that the adoption of TNR as a preferred policy and the Cat Kennel 
Ordinance limits on the number of cats maintained per lot needs to be resolved.  In the 2013 
Mitigated Negative Declaration that was produced for the Citywide Cat Program, the City 
proposed that the program would include amending the Cat Kennel Ordinance “to exclude cat 
colonies.”  The current DEIR must either propose to amend the Cat Kennel Ordinance to specify 
how many cats will be able to be maintained at a lot as part of the program (5, 20, 40, 
unlimited?) or provide enforceable and feasible mitigation measures to ensure that no more than 
3 cats are maintained at any given lot in the City. 

The language of the Cat Kennel Ordinance does not automatically exclude unowned cats, and the 
City in some instances is actively (and appropriately) using the Cat Kennel Ordinance to force 
residents feeding too many cats on their own properties to trap them and relinquish them to the 
shelter.  As early as 2008, City officials recognized that many ordinances would need to be 
changed to permit TNR.  In an email to a constituent, Jim Bickhart, aide to then-Mayor 
Villaraigosa (and now aide to Councilmember Paul Koretz), stated the following in an October 
2008 email to activist Ed Muzika (emphasis added): 

The City Attorney has identified a number of City laws as needing to be formally 
changed in order to permit legal TNR, and the process of changing them is what requires 
a CEQA clearance, as referenced in the lawsuit. 

Municipal Code amendments involving the following existing issues have been 
identified: 
a. The definition of “cat kennels.” (MC Sec. 53.00)
b. Permission to keep, conduct or operate such kennels. (Sec. 53.50)
c. The impounding of outdoor animals. (Sec. 53.06)
d. Permitting cats to be at large on public property. (Sec. 53.06)
e. Permitting people to trap cats.  (Sec. 53.06.3 [a])
f. Feeding non-domesticated mammals.  (Sec. 53.06.5)
g. The requirement to notify LAAS of stray animals. (Sec. 53.09)
h. The sale of impounded animals.  (Sec. 53.11)
i. The definition of ownership of animals.  (Sec. 53.15.2 [a])
j. The level of fees for rental of animal traps.  (Sec. 53.69).
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The Cat Kennel Ordinance has been known by City officials to be an issue needing resolution 
since before the permanent injunction even went into effect.  It is baffling that the DEIR and 
current Citywide Cat Program does not attempt to resolve the inherent conflict between 
encouraging and condoning stray and feral cat feeding with the limit on the number of cats 
permissible per premises.  The City cannot evade this question by claiming that it does not have 
responsibility for where people feed cats.  By establishing a set of guidelines and encouraging cat 
feeding as part of a TNR program as a means to “deal with” unowned, free-roaming cats, the 
City must also ensure that those actions be undertaken legally and consistent with the clear limits 
on cats per premises that it has known would need to be addressed since 2008.  

8.2 Feeding Free-Roaming Cats Conflicts with State and Local Law 

In its scoping comments before the DEIR, the California Department of Fish and Wildlife wrote:  

The feeding of free-roaming cats is considered harassment of wildlife and is prohibited in 
California because wild animals have access to this artificial food source as well (14 CCR 
§ 251.1). Subsidizing free-roaming cats, in or near natural areas with food from well-
intentioned residents, enables cat populations to persist in greater numbers in localized 
areas that could results in increased predation on native wildlife (letter to City of Los 
Angeles, November 1, 2017).   

In the DEIR, however, the City declares, “Cats are domestic animals and not considered to be 
non-domesticated mammalian predators, and thus feeding cats is not currently banned in the 
City” (DEIR, p. ES-9, 2-12).  Elsewhere in the DEIR the City acknowledges that where outdoor 
cats are being fed, “most of the food is anticipated to be consumed by free-roaming cats or by 
other wildlife” (DEIR, p. 4.3-13).  Leaving aside that cats are not themselves wildlife, it is clear 
that the City understands that non-domesticated mammalian predators are indeed fed by cat 
feeders, which constitutes a violation of both local ordinance and California law.  As a matter of 
law and CEQA compliance, the City cannot approve a program that encourages violation of 
State and local laws.   

8.3 Take of State Fully Protected Species and Federally Listed Species Including Species 
Protected Under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 

California Least Tern is a California Fully Protected Species and protected under the federal 
Endangered Species Act.  It is well established that free-roaming cats are a threat to ground-
nesting birds, and California Least Terns in particular (Winter 2006).  Two nesting colonies are 
found in the City of Los Angeles.  The proposed program would involve return of cats that have 
been trapped and does not include any mechanism to enforce the voluntary guidelines that cats 
not be returned to environmentally sensitive areas (which include the two colonies, but the 
colonies are not mapped explicitly as sensitive resources).  Even if one accepts all of the 
assumptions of the DEIR and ignores that the population prediction is invalid, the DEIR still 
acknowledges that release of stray and feral cats from shelters at the outset of the program would 
result in an overall increase in the free-roaming cat population.  Any such increase, even 
temporary, would be considered a significant adverse impact because of the potential take of 
State Fully Protected Species or federally threatened or endangered species (e.g., Western Snowy 
Plover, Belding’s Savannah Sparrow, California Gnatcatcher, California Least Tern).  The EIR 
does not adequately discuss this issue 
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8.4 Program Conflicts with Existing Ordinances Not Proposed to Be Changed 

As laid out in the 2008 email by Jim Bickhart, the proposed TNR portion of the Citywide Cat 
Program conflicts with other Municipal Code sections not addressed in the DEIR.  In addition, it 
conflicts with Section 53.19(e) of the Los Angeles Municipal Code, which states: 

(e) The Department of Animal Services may for the purposes of this article impound cats 
for the following reasons: 

(1) The cat is sick or injured; 
(2) The cat is feral or starving; 
(3) The owner or other person or persons authorized to relinquish possession of it, 
state that the cat is unwanted. 

This ordinance contemplates that being feral is a cause for being impounded by the City.  Yet the 
proposed Citywide Cat Program imagines that such feral cats would not be impounded but 
instead abandoned outside. 

Elsewhere, City code specifies that the person who is in charge of or controls an animal and 
allows that animal to bite a person is guilty of a misdemeanor:   

A person who owns or is in charge of or controls or who possesses a dog or other animal 
who permits, allows or causes the dog or other animal to run, stray, be uncontrolled or in 
any manner be in, upon, or at large upon a public street, sidewalk, park or other public 
property or in or upon the premises or private property of another person is guilty of a 
misdemeanor if said dog or other animal bites, attacks or causes injury to any human 
being or other animal (LAMC § 53.34). 

Will feral cat feeders be considered to be in charge of or control the cats that they feed?  Will 
they then be liable if the cats that they feed bite or scratch a person?  Obviously not, since the 
proposed Citywide Cat Program does not require feral cat feeders to take any responsibility for 
conditions at or around “their” feral cat colonies.  An argument could be made that the City will 
assume legal and financial responsibility for any injuries or disease or take of endangered species 
caused by any cats that are released from the City to its nonprofit partners to be dumped back 
outside as unowned cats.  It would seem logical that the City would be responsible and any 
damages caused by an unowned cat released from a shelter and then dumped would be the legal 
responsibility of the City.  To facilitate such responsibility, all cats should be microchipped so 
that future liability can be assumed should they ever cause damage of any sort. 

The proposed Cat Program conflicts with a Municipal Code section that allows people noticing 
stray animals to take them up and relinquish them to the Animal Services Department or the 
police:   

Any person finding at any time any stray domestic animal or any such animal found 
running at large contrary to the provisions of this article may take up such animal; 
provided, however, that persons taking up such animal shall, within four hours thereafter, 
or within two hours thereafter if such animal is attached or hitched to a vehicle, give 
notice to the Department or to some police officer, of the fact that he has such animal in 
his possession, and shall furnish thereto a description of such animal and a statement of 
the place where he found and where he has confined the animal (LAMC § 53.09(a)). 
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Any unowned cat (even a feral cat that has been sterilized and is part of a “colony”) fits the 
definition of a stray domestic animal, especially given that being feral is one of the reasons given 
for impoundment in Section 53.19(e).  It cannot be argued that neutered feral cats are exempt 
from this ordinance because they are not in heat (see Section 53.06, allowing cats not in heat to 
run at large), because Section 53.06 is limited to owned animals.  Therefore, the current 
ordinance allows people to “take up” feral cats and deliver them to animal shelters, even if they 
are being maintained as contemplated by the proposed Cat Program.  The EIR should confirm 
that the right to take up any stray animal under LAMC § 53.09(a) will not be abridged by the 
proposed program, or analyze the impacts of removing this existing right, and specify that the 
City will take responsibility for any damages or violation of law (including, for example the 
federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act, Endangered Species Act), or harms from illness or disease 
should such stray animals be then released again.  Alternatively, the City could establish that the 
nonprofits who obtain cats to dump outside must carry liability insurance to cover any claims 
that arise out of releasing unowned cats where cause damage.   

8.5 City Biased CEQA Process Toward Its Own Program and Supporters  

It is understandable that the City would take steps to ensure that its preferred program would be 
seen in the best light during CEQA analysis.  During review, however, it is important that the 
City not be perceived to be committed to or favor a particular outcome of an environmental 
review because the City is both project proponent and, at least in concept, the independent 
adjudicator of the environmental impacts of the proposed project.  It is a difficult balance to 
maintain, especially since members of both the Board of Animal Services Commissioners and 
the City Council have on many occasions opined their preference for a proposed TNR program 
even before seeing the environmental review.  It must have been difficult for the City’s Bureau 
of Engineering to maintain its independence and freedom from political interference in 
producing the DEIR.  We must, however, protest actions by City officials that were biased 
toward the City’s preferred program and the supporters of that program.   

First, as detailed above, the City gave a special role to the future beneficiaries of the proposed 
program in establishing “facts” that the City relied upon in its analysis.  We documented the 
extent to which the City relied on subjective recall of interested parties above (see Section 2.9).  
This action privileged certain members of the public over others (including other animal welfare 
advocates) in establishing “facts” and unfairly excluded other interested parties in providing 
factual information that should have been afforded equal weight.   

Second, on August 15, 2019, approximately two weeks before the release of the DEIR, City 
official Jim Bickhart sent an email announcing the exact date of the release of the DEIR to what 
must have been a list of supporters (Figure 20).  This email was forwarded to us; we did not 
receive it directly, nor did any of the other plaintiffs in the lawsuit.  By its tone and content, we 
can conclude that it was provided intentionally only to supporters of the City’s proposed program 
to alert them of the timeline for review of the DEIR.  
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Figure 20. Email from Jim Bickhart on August 15, 2019 alerting supporters of the date of the 
DEIR release. 

Third, shortly after the DEIR had been released publicly on August 29, 2019, we came upon a 
pdf of it incidentally while searching for a specific program element using the Google search 
engine.  The resulting “snippet” that was found on Google included a date of August 14, 2019 
for a pdf of the DEIR appendices on the Bureau of Engineering server.  Dates on Google 
snippets are derived from “a variety of factors, including but not limited to: any prominent date 
listed on the page itself or dates provided by the publisher through structured markup” 
(https://searchengineland.com/google-explains-how-dates-within-search-results-snippets-work-
313742).  The final version of the appendices does not appear to contain any markup or dates 
that coincide with August 14, so the most likely conclusion is that the pdf file was posted on that 
date.  Although we cannot know if a link to this file was shared with any of the City’s supporters, 
the date and the willingness of City staff to promote the interests of its own supporters for its 
preferred outcome in the review raises that possibility.  The link is no longer active.  Because of 
the length and complexity of the DEIR, advance notice and knowledge of its content would have 
provided an unfair advantage to recipients.  At the very least, Mr. Koretz’s office undermined the 
appearance of objectivity of the City through the actions of his consultant Mr. Bickhart. 
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Figure 21. Google search “snippet” of the DEIR appendices, showing a date of August 14, 2019. 
This link is no longer active and represents a pre-release posting of the DEIR materials to a City 
website that could have been used to give the City’s supporters an advance look at the document 
to be released.  

9 Conclusion 

The DEIR fails to meet appropriate standards under CEQA necessary to inform a decision by the 
City on the proposed program.  And, as we have demonstrated many times before, the underlying 
policy is deeply flawed and puts human health, water quality, and biological resources at risk by 
taking away essential management options. 

Based on a thorough review of the scientific literature and an in-depth investigation of the data 
on the distribution of stray and feral cat calls for service and trapping permits in the City, we 
conclude that the most effective way to reduce the number of free-roaming cats, and even to 
reduce the number of cats euthanized as is the policy of the City, are the following steps: 

• Use any additionally available funds for spay/neuter services to provide free or nearly 
free surgeries for owned and “lightly owned” cats in the areas of the City with the highest 
human population densities.  This may involve using City resources to go door-to-door to 
educate about spay/neuter and offering to trap cats that are being fed but not tame.  The 
key to reducing the influx of unowned cats at shelters is to be found in increasing the 
spay/neuter rate in neighborhoods that cannot afford surgeries or need education about 
the benefits of spay/neuter for owned cats; 

• Enforce the City’s spay/neuter ordinance for owned cats, which could be combined with 
offers of free or low-cost spay/neuter services; 

• Enact a no roaming ordinance for owned cats to reduce the likelihood of cats 
transitioning from owned to stray; 

• Enforce existing laws on feeding and littering to discourage feeding of unowned cats; and 
• Protect existing public health and safety by maintaining streets and alleys free of garbage 

and harborage for unowned cats. 
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1 Introduction 

At the request of The Urban Wildlands Group, we have reviewed the population modeling 
approach that is used in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the City of Los 
Angeles Citywide Cat Program to predict future outcomes of the program and its alternatives. 
We each have extensive experience in the development and use of population models in 
environmental management and decision-making. Furthermore, we have experience with the 
demography and ecology of domestic cats, including ongoing research to estimate the free-
roaming cat density and population dynamics in Washington, DC. We have deep experience 
both with the type of mathematical model used in the DEIR and the theory and motivations 
behind different modeling approaches. That is, we understand how a model such as the one in 
the DEIR works mathematically and also how it does, or does not, represent reality. As 
practicing conservation biologists, we collectively have decades of experience with the use of 
models in regulatory and environmental decision-making contexts, and the standards to which 
models are held in order to be relied upon when the fate of species lie in the balance.  

This review is focused solely on the population model presented in Appendix J of the DEIR. The 
purpose of the review is to assess the accuracy and suitability of the model for informing a 
decision by the City of Los Angeles whether to approve the proposed Citywide Cat Program or 
one of the project alternatives. To achieve this purpose, we first assessed the appropriateness 
of the modelling technique in concept and its suitability as the basis of impacts analysis in the 
DEIR. We then investigated the implementation of the model for technical soundness and 
evaluated the reasonableness of the many assumptions that are made to present a model of 
this sort. We both replicated the model from the description in the DEIR and analyzed the 
program code for the model as provided by the City of Los Angeles.  

As we elaborate in the following sections, the model presented in the DEIR cannot be relied 
upon to support any of the conclusions in the DEIR. As a matter of approach, the model 
presents a single output as if it were the truth, when in fact models of this sort that have such 
large uncertainty around the input values must present a range of possible outcomes. More 
importantly, the model contains a mistake in the formulas used to calculate population growth. 
This mistake was copied from a typographic error in the underlying scientific paper that 
developed the model (Flockhart and Coe 2018) and the consultants developing the model failed 
to recognize that the equation that they copied did not represent what it was intended to 
represent. This mistake renders the model results presented in the DEIR unreliable as an aid to 
inform decision-making. Once corrected, the model still fails to reproduce existing conditions 
and fails to reach equilibrium as is needed for an equilibrium model. 

2 Appropriateness of Modeling Technique 

Before investigating the technical implementation of the modeling approach used in the DEIR, it 
is worth considering the purpose of population modeling to inform environmental decision-
making. All models are abstractions of the real world and they never exactly predict the future. 
When dealing with nature, as opposed to modeling whether or how an airplane will fly, the 
complexity of interactions and variation of the environment make predicting the future of 
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biological systems exponentially more difficult. Hence, an often repeated and appropriate 
truism from the statistician George Box is that “Essentially, all models are wrong, but some are 
useful.” The question for any model, and especially for those to be used in making decisions 
about policies in the world, is how wrong it is and whether or not it is useful. Thus, in this 
section we discuss what the population model in the DEIR does and what it does not do, as a 
means to understand its usefulness and accuracy.  

The DEIR contains the results of what is known as a multistate matrix population model. As 
population models go, it is a relatively simple one, because it does not attempt to incorporate 
uncertainty in the inputs to the model, existing variation in the environment, or existing 
variation in space. The model is based almost entirely on a paper that was published as the 
DEIR was being prepared (Flockhart and Coe 2018), and to a lesser degree on an earlier model 
that investigated alternative strategies to control free-roaming cat populations (Andersen et al. 
2004). 

2.1.1 Deterministic vs. Stochastic Models 

The type of model constructed by Flockhart and Coe (2018) is a deterministic model. 
Deterministic models are those which yield the exact same answer every time they are run, if 
the same initial values are used. In other words, unless the initial value of any of the input 
variables is changed, the model output will always be the same. Thus, the model used for Los 
Angeles can only yield different answers if the initial input values are changed.  

Because deterministic models always yield the same answer, they are not used as the basis of 
most real-world management decisions. Furthermore, deterministic models are not used in 
situations where decisions matter, such as endangered species conservation (which are in play 
in the City of Los Angeles). Deterministic models can provide a starting point for model building 
and comparative purposes in a broader framework, but by themselves they would be 
dangerous to use as the basis for management and policy decisions. In fact, the limitations of a 
deterministic modeling approach were fully acknowledged in the paper that the Los Angeles 
model relies upon for model development. Specifically, Flockhart and Coe (2018) state, “we 
have assumed the model to be deterministic recognizing that this currently limits the 
applicability of the results of our model analysis.” They go on to state, “in its current form the 
model is not ready for immediate use” (Flockhart and Coe 2018). In other words, development 
of a deterministic model does not meet accepted scientific standards to provide useful outputs 
to inform environmental impact analysis.  

Usually, once a deterministic model is developed, scientists add random variation to some or all 
of the assumptions that are inputs to the model. The resultant model is a stochastic model, 
which better reflects the random variation in real-world situations, including environmental 
variation such as annual differences in rainfall and temperature and other random variation in 
all of the elements that affect a species population. The stochastic models may then be used to 
simulate multiple different possible future scenarios and to develop a description of the most 
likely future outcomes, variation in those future outcomes, and statistical confidence in the 
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results. Deterministic models cannot simulate multiple future scenarios and offer no level of 
statistical confidence in their outputs.  

Why this is important. Deterministic models offer decision-makers no information about 
possible future conditions under real-world conditions that include random variation.  

2.1.2 Lack of Uncertainty and Sensitivity Analysis 

Because of the deterministic nature of the Flockhart and Coe model, one of the first problems 
in implementing it for real-world management decisions is that it lacks any assessment of 
uncertainty. Uncertainty, or variability if you will, is essential for any model that seeks to model 
nature in a realistic way. Uncertainty includes at least three components.  

First is the level of uncertainty in the estimates of the parameters associated with the 
population itself. In the model in the DEIR, this would include all of the assumptions about the 
birth rates, death rates, sterilization rates, subpopulation transition rates, initial abundances, 
and carrying capacity. Although the DEIR only presents and evaluates one value for each of 
these parameters, each of the parameters has a substantial element of uncertainty associated 
with it. The appropriate way to deal with this uncertainty is to run the model with a range of 
values that represent the reasonable possible values for each variable to see how it influences 
the outcome of the model.  

The next part of uncertainty is the random variation in the environment, which in this instance 
would influence carrying capacity and a number of birth and death rates. The third part of 
uncertainty is to incorporate random variability in population parameters beyond the 
uncertainty in their average values.  

To incorporate these very real influences, models used for management and policy decisions 
incorporate a range of conditions for each model parameter. Moreover, the selection of a value 
amongst the range of values is often done randomly. Models are then run many times and the 
average and range of the outcomes of the values are reported. This approach is important 
because once a realistic model is developed, running many scenarios with random variation 
allows for confidence intervals to be applied to the predictions of future conditions (see Figure 
1). Without this approach, one is left with one single model output and not the slightest idea 
whether it is correct or not. 

Why this is important. The model presented in the DEIR has major flaws that make it unreliable 
even as an initial deterministic model (described below) and it does not provide the sort of 
confidence in future conditions that could be estimated with the incorporation of stochastic 
variation. Given the large uncertainty in even the population parameters for the current model, 
it is highly unlikely that the 95% confidence limits for the project scenario would differ from the 
baseline condition. In other words, even if the model worked properly and showed a decline for 
the one deterministic scenario reported in the DEIR, it is extremely unlikely that the difference 
of that decline compared with the baseline scenario is large enough to be statistically 
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significant. It therefore cannot be relied upon for conclusions of major importance such as the 
protection of public health, migratory birds, endangered species, and water quality. 

Figure 1. Example of model outputs from a stochastic population model, with 95% 
confidence intervals indicated by the dashed blue lines (reprinted from Erickson et al. 
2014). The panels demonstrate the model outputs that show the influence of 
uncertainty about demographic parameters (low in this example compared with the cat 
model), random variation in the environment, random variation in demographic 
parameters, and a combined model.  

Proper model construction, including population models, includes a sensitivity analysis. 
Sensitivity analysis seeks to understand how sensitive different parameters in a model are, and 
thus provides an approach to evaluate how input variables contribute to the uncertainty in 
model output. There are a variety of mathematical approaches that can be used to evaluate 
uncertainty. One common form of sensitivity analysis is where an input variable is changed by a 
certain percentage (e.g., 10% or 25%), while all of the other input variables are left unchanged, 
and the model is run and the output recorded and compared to the original model output. As a 
result, model variables may be very sensitive to change (i.e. a small change in the model input 
variable results in a large change in the output) or very insensitive to change (i.e. even large 
changes in the model input variable results in little change in the output). 

2.1.3 Population Models with Carrying Capacity vs. Unconstrained Growth 

The DEIR model assumes that there is a carrying capacity of total cats in the city and that if the 
number of outdoor cats exceeds this capacity that constraints on survival will limit population 
growth. That is, the environment for cats is limited due to food and shelter and if more cats are 
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released, they will compete with existing cats and the numbers will go back down. Therefore, 
the model assumes from the start, that if there are more outdoor cats than currently exist for 
the next 30 years, they will be competing with each other and death rates will go up until the 
population declines back to the assumed carrying capacity. Furthermore, the model assumes 
that even if more cats are fed when they are released, they will still compete with existing cats 
and the numbers will decline back to the asserted carrying capacity of 226,970 total cats. 
Because of this carrying capacity assumption, it is impossible for the model to ever generate a 
substantial increase in the number of free-roaming cats over the life of the project. Moreover, 
because the survival of free-roaming cats is constrained, by design, as the population nears 
carrying capacity, this limits the potential for survival to greatly influence the population 
dynamics of feral and stray subpopulations. The use of a model with a set carrying capacity is a 
fatal flaw for impact analysis because the carrying capacity of the City of Los Angeles for feral 
cats will certainly increase over the coming thirty years, both associated with feeding that is 
part of the project and as development intensifies.  

We note that assuming that the number of free-roaming cats is at carrying capacity differs from 
the other modeling approach referenced by the authors. Specifically, Andersen et al. (2004) 
assume that free-roaming cats are not at equilibrium and model population increases under 
different scenarios, which is more akin to the situation in Los Angeles where part of the project 
proposal is to encourage feeding of cats, which increases carrying capacity. Whether one 
assumes that the number of cats is constrained by the environment or not greatly affects the 
outcome of any model.  

Why this is important. The choice of a model approach that assumes that free-roaming cats 
cannot become more abundant and that feeding has no impact on their ability to persist pre-
determines the behavior of the model. If one assumes that feeding cats increases the number 
of cats that can be supported in the environment like Andersen et al. (2004), removal of adult 
cats will end up being more important to the population trajectory. Even if a carrying capacity 
model is chosen where the model limits growth of the stray cat population like Flockhart and 
Coe (2018), any analysis of the program to encourage TNR and feeding should have involved 
setting a higher carrying capacity as an impact of the program and then evaluating population 
trajectories compared with other project alternatives that do not increase carrying capacity or 
reduce carrying capacity.  

3 Model Evaluation 

Our team thoroughly reviewed Appendix J and attempted to re-create the model in the R 
programming environment. The information provided in Appendix J, however, was not 
adequate for reproducing the authors’ results (see below). As a consequence, The Urban 
Wildlands Group requested, and the model’s authors provided, their complete R code for 
further documentation of their methods. We reviewed the provided code and model output, as 
written, and compared the results with those that were presented in the DEIR. We also 
explored the influence of mistakes and assumptions made within the authors’ code. 
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3.1 Model Output, As Defined by DEIR Authors 

The model is constructed by defining the transition probabilities between subpopulations (feral, 
stray, shelter, and owned cats) and the demography (e.g., fecundity and survival) within each 
subpopulation. Using the unaltered code as presented by the authors, we found that the 
population did not achieve equilibrium, as necessitated by this modeling technique and 
described in Appendix J. While the population of free-roaming cats remained relatively stable 
over the 30-year timeline, the populations of shelter cats and owned cats experienced 
extraordinary increases (Figure 2). Indeed, with no alterations to their code, under the “no 
project” scenario, the shelter subpopulation more than doubled from 7,503 in year 0 to 16,730 
cats in year 30. Likewise, the owned subpopulation more than tripled over the timeline of the 
project, from 685,855 owned cats at year 0 to 2,465,670 cats in year 30 (an increase of 350%). 
These predictions suggest that the number of cats per cat-owning household (28.5 % of 
1,275,534 households in the City of Los Angeles) would have to increase from its current level 
of 1.9 cats per cat-owning household to an astonishing 6.8 cats per cat-owning household 
under the “no project” scenario.  

 

 

Figure 2. Subpopulation sizes of free-roaming, shelter, and owned cats across the 30-
year horizon of the project, as predicted using the unaltered code of the authors of the 
DEIR. 

This output indicates that the model itself is deeply flawed, as the predictions in no way 
adequately reflect any potential reality associated with owned or shelter cat subpopulations 
nor does it suggest that the overall population of cats is in equilibrium. In fact, even free-
roaming cats do not achieve equilibrium in this model – while the feral subpopulation is at 
equilibrium, the stray cat subpopulation continues to increase due to the transition from 
owned to stray subpopulations (Figure 3). This reflects a severe flaw in the design of the model 
– while the survival of free-roaming cats is constrained by the carrying capacity of the 
environment, the number of cats that may be maintained in shelters and households is 
unbounded. Though the survival of cats in those subpopulations may not be influenced by 
carrying capacity, due to supplemented resources by owners and shelter managers, there is an 
obvious need to limit the size of the shelter and owned subpopulations in the model on the 
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basis of space, especially since changing the owned cat population limits is one of the project 
elements and the project does not include building additional shelter space. 

 

Figure 3. Subpopulation sizes of feral, stray, shelter, and owned juvenile and adult cats 
across the 30-year horizon of the project, as predicted using the unaltered code of the 
authors of the DEIR. 

The unreasonable increase of shelter and owned subpopulations was apparent in all but one of 
the scenarios presented, the “owned s/n” scenario in which a larger proportion of stray cats are 
taken in by owners (Figure 4). The “project” and “direct removal 15k” scenarios showed the 
largest decrease in the free-roaming cat populations, from 226,970 at year 0 to 197,363 and 
183,699 at year 30, respectively, but both relied on an impossible increase in owned cats 
(project scenario = 2.48 million cats; direct removal 15k scenario = 2.59 million cats) and so 
these results must be rejected. 
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Figure 4. Subpopulation sizes of feral, stray, shelter, and owned cats, by scenario, across 
the 30-year horizon of the project, as predicted using the unaltered code of the authors 
of the DEIR. 

The model is not at equilibrium. A model at equilibrium would have all of the subpopulations 
stable and not rapidly increasing or decreasing. A useful model would be at equilibrium under 
the no-project condition, so that the changes of the project and the alternatives could be 
compared against the current steady state. The owned cat subpopulation increasing 350% over 
30 years is not a valid result, and as a consequence, the other results from the model are not 
useful, because all subpopulations are connected and each part in the model relies on the other 
parts. The erroneous results in Appendix J contain the implicit assumption that the total 
number of cats in Los Angeles has been increasing so rapidly that there would have been no 
cats at all 15 years ago if that increase were a straight-line trend. This was obviously not the 
case. To put trust in any of the model results, one would essentially need to also believe that 
Los Angeles had no owned cats in the year 2000. Based on these results, it is impossible to 
conclude anything other than the model, in its current form, is so wrong as to be completely 
useless as a decision-making aid. 

3.2 Model Implementation Contains Serious Technical Mistake 

The increases in owned and shelter subpopulations above were caused by two major errors in 
Equation 8 (page J-24). This equation describes the transition between life stages for a given 
subpopulation. Columns and rows in the matrix represent transitions from (columns) and to 
(rows): intact juveniles, intact adults, altered juveniles, and altered adults. The parameter !" 
represents the proportion of juveniles that are sterilized and !# represents the proportion of 
adults that are sterilized. As implemented in the code used for the DEIR, Equation 8 describes 
the transition from intact adults to altered and intact juveniles as √%#&#(1 − !#) and √%#&#!# 
(Figure 5). This is in error; the correction version of the formulas should be written as 
√%#&#(1 − !") and √%#&#!", because these formulas describe adult production of intact, 
(1 − !"), and altered, !",	juveniles, respectively.  
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Figure 5. Equation 8 on page J-24 of Appendix J the DEIR contains two errors, 
highlighted in yellow, which greatly impacts population growth. 

 

These mistakes are likely a consequence of a typographical error in Flockhart and Coe (2018, 
page 6/34, Figure 6). Figure 1A of Flockhart and Coe (2018) provide the correct version of the 
formulas (Figure 7). 

 

 

Figure 6. Equation 7 in Flockhart and Coe (2018) is likely the source of the errors. Errors 
are highlighted in yellow, with n0 and n1 representing the proportion of juveniles and 
adults sterilized, respectively. 
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Figure 7. Figure 1A of Flockhart and Coe (2018) provides the correct version of the 
formulas for transitions from intact adult to altered juvenile and intact adult to intact 
juvenile. Highlighting represents the correct versions of the formulas that contained a 
typographical error in the text. 

This error greatly affects population growth of the owned cat subpopulation. If there were no 
transitions between the owned subpopulation and other subpopulations, we would assume 
that this subpopulation would decrease over time and eventually go extinct. Applying the 
demographic transition matrix with the DEIR Equation 8, however, yields an owned 
subpopulation that is rapidly increasing without subpopulation transitions (Figure 7). This 
occurs because the incorrect version of the formula generates a high number of cats that are 
able to reproduce. Expressed quantitatively, the DEIR predicts annual sterilization rates of 0.921 
(!") for juveniles and 0.132 (!#) for owned adult cats. Using the incorrect version of the 
formulas (√%#&#(1 − !#) and √%#&#!#), where -# = 0.917 and &#= 4.5, these formulas would 
yield 3.06 intact juveniles and 0.464 altered juveniles per intact adult cat. The correct versions 
of the formulas (√%#&#(1 − !") and √%#&#!") yields 0.28 intact juveniles and 3.25 altered 
juveniles per intact adult cat.  

This mistake has no direct effect on the shelter population, because all cats are sterilized, and a 
smaller influence on the feral and stray subpopulations, because the sterilization rates of adults 
and juveniles are both low (!" = 0.001;	!# = 0.0025). However, because owned cats 
transition only to stray and shelter subpopulations, and adult stray cats transition only to 
shelter and owned subpopulations, the increase in the owned cats has a considerable effect on 
the stray and shelter subpopulations. The increase of owned cats has a relatively minimal effect 
on the feral subpopulation directly because only the offspring of stray cats can become feral. 

Additionally, the value of x in Equation 4 (page J-13), which determines the extent to which 
survival is constrained as a population approaches carrying capacity, is influenced by the 
mistaken demographic parameters. 
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3.3 Correcting Equation 8 Exposes Additional Problems with the Model 

We re-ran the model with the correct sterilization rates, correcting the error made in the code 
provided by the authors (line 53 of demography_funcs.R). Running the model with these 
corrections revealed additional problems with model parameterization. 

3.3.1 Corrected Model Incorrectly Predicts Rapid Decline of Stray, Shelter, and Owned 
Subpopulations 

Using the rates that the City established for juvenile and adult sterilization and the rest of the 
assumptions presented, the resulting model predicted a steep decline the owned, stray, and 
shelter cat populations (Figure 8). In fact, as parameterized in this model, only the feral 
subpopulation would remain stable, while all other subpopulations would reduce to zero within 
fifty years. The decline in the owned, shelter, and stray subpopulations was evident for each of 
the scenarios (Figure 9). When an unreasonable result like this happens with a mathematical 
model, it is an indication that the model is not representing the real world in a useful way. This 
indicates that, despite fixing the errors in Equation 8, there are still unaddressed problems in 
the construction of the model, as defined by the authors of the DEIR.  

 

Figure 8. Subpopulation sizes of feral, stray, shelter, and owned juvenile and adult cats 
under the no project scenario across the 30-year horizon of the project, as predicted 
using the code of the authors of the DEIR after fixing the errors Equation 8. 
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Figure 9. Subpopulation sizes of feral, stray, shelter, and owned juvenile and adult cats, 
by scenario, across the 30-year horizon of the project, as predicted using the code of the 
authors of the DEIR after fixing the errors in equation 8. 

The assumed rate of transition between the feral subpopulations and other subpopulations 
may be driving some of the unexpected model behavior. Notably, the only subpopulation that 
transitions to the feral population is the kittens of stray cats. At the first time step, there are 
11.5 intact adult stray cats and 7.26 intact juvenile stray cats. Based on the survival and 
fecundity of these individuals, this leads to an addition of a maximum of 23.4 new individuals to 
the feral population. Likewise, the only transition from the feral population is to the shelter 
system, and the transition rate to the shelters is 0.0001 per year. The DEIR authors did not 
derive the feral to shelter transition rate but rather directly used Flockhart and Coe’s (2018) 
transition rate estimate – because the definition of feral and stray cats differed between the 
two studies, it is inappropriate to assign equivalent transition values. Indeed, given the rate of 
transition between feral and shelter subpopulations, under the “no project” scenario only 22.7 
feral cats would transition to the shelter system from year 0 to year 1 (Note: subpopulation 
transitions occur subsequent to subpopulation demographic operations). This assumption is not 
reasonable. Because transitions to and from the feral cat subpopulation are minimal, and 
survival is constrained by carrying capacity, this leads to a population that is relatively isolated 
from the other subpopulations and is stable by design of the model. Moreover, because the 
proportion of free-roaming cats made up by the feral subpopulation is so high (minimum of 
99.4% across scenarios with the corrected Equation 8 and minimum of 97.0% using the DEIR 
Equation 8), the stray cat subpopulation has little impact on the overall population dynamics of 
free-roaming cats. This is inconsistent with real-world conditions. 

The unexpected instability in the model outputs may also be driven by the parameterization of 
the stray cat subpopulation. The DEIR deviates from the Flockhart and Coe model in the rate of 
transition from owned to stray cats and from stray cats to the feral subpopulation. In the DEIR, 
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all kittens of stray cats that are not adopted or taken into the shelter system go to the feral 
subpopulation. Conversely, the Flockhart and Coe model is parameterized such that only 5% of 
stray kittens transition to the feral subpopulation. The Flockhart and Coe model therefore 
allows for the internal regulation of the stray subpopulation whereas the stray subpopulation 
acts only as a population sink in the DEIR model. Therefore, unlike the Flockhart and Coe model 
upon which this model is based, the stray cat subpopulation cannot be self-sustaining because 
reproduction cannot add new individuals to the subpopulation.  

 

Figure 10. Derivation of number of freeroaming cats that come into shelters each year, 
according to the model in the DEIR (without corrections). The number of cats projected 
to be taken in during the first year of the model differs substantially from existing data. 

3.3.2 Inputs to Shelter from Model Stray and Feral Subpopulations Are Not Close to Data 

Another substantial error in the DEIR authors’ parameterization of stray and feral cat transitions 
to the shelter subpopulation may also be a driver of the unusual behavior of the model (see 
Figure 10). As described in the text of the DEIR, 7.6% of strays transition to the shelters each 
year (page J-23). This transition rate is defined by the shelter intake rate of 17,137 stray 
cats/year and the estimated size of the free-roaming cat population (0.076 = 17137/226970). 
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However, it cannot be correct that the intake rates represent the stray transition to the shelter 
system – in fact, the model is parameterized such that there are only 1,021 stray cats in the first 
year (year 0), which is not even close to 17,137. Therefore, as defined, a large proportion of the 
transition from free-roaming cat subpopulations to the shelter must be from the feral 
subpopulation. Indeed, after accounting for deaths, a stray cat population of that size and a 
transition rate 0.076 would transition only 38.8 stray cats to the shelter during the first year of 
the “no project” scenario. As described above, 22.7 feral cats transition to shelter during that 
year. Combined, the free-roaming cat subpopulations contribute only 61.5 free-roaming cats to 
the shelter in year 1. Conversely, the DEIR states that 0.6% of owned cats are relinquished to 
the shelter subpopulation each year (equated as 3,803 cats reported by the shelter system 
divided by an estimated 685,555 owned cats in the City – though this transition should be 
equated after running the demographic functions). Therefore, formerly free-roaming cats make 
up a negligible proportion of the shelter subpopulation in the model, even though the shelter 
system has reported that 81.8% of cats that transition to shelters are free-roaming. Put another 
way, the model does not account for roughly 17,075 free-roaming cats that come into shelters, 
having only modeled 61 stray and feral cats entering the shelter in the first year. Because of 
this, most of the population dynamics of the shelter subpopulation are driven by owned cats 
and the number of free-roaming cats that enter the shelter is completely unrealistic (off by tens 
of thousands) when compared to actual data provided by Los Angeles Animal Services.  

3.4 Information Necessary to Replicate Model Is Missing  

Although Appendix J appears to report the model development in careful detail, we found that 
many critical elements were missing from the text. We therefore appreciate that the model 
code was shared by the developers so that we could resolve the questions arising from the 
write-up. We note that any agency or other reviewer attempting to validate the model without 
being provided the code would have to make significant assumptions about key model 
elements. Furthermore, if the model had been published in a peer-reviewed journal the code 
would generally be required in the article. 

3.4.1 Missing or Incomplete Information 

The information provided for the transitions from and to the subpopulations was incomplete 
and often inconsistent.  

Shelter to feral transition (45→7): This transition was not provided in the DEIR text. Equation 
10 (column 3, row 1) suggests that this number is 0, however, the transition from shelter to 
stray subpopulations is 0.0007 based on escapes from the shelter. It should be therefore be 
expected that feral cats also escape back into the feral subpopulation at a similar rate as that of 
stray cats.  

Owned to stray transition (48→9): The authors base their transition rate of 0.0014 owned cats 
transitioning to the stray subpopulation on the assumption of a 2.3% sterilization rate of free-
roaming cats (Table J-10, page J-18 – note there is a typo here and on page J-16 that suggests 
that the proportion of sterilized cats is 2.5%, citing Wallace and Levy 2006). Flockhart and Coe 
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provide a much higher transition rate of 5.49% from owned to free-roaming subpopulations, 
which includes 0.49% of cats who are lost each year and 5% of cats that are abandoned. A 
reproducible description of the method for determining the rate of transition from owned to 
stray subpopulations is necessary. It is also necessary to determine whether the authors used 
the 2.3 or 2.5 % sterilization rate to determine the transition from owned to stray 
subpopulations. See further discussion below. 

Feral and stray subpopulations: On page J-16 the authors describe that they used the overall 
assumed free-roaming sterilization rate to allocate free-roaming cats into feral or stray 
subpopulations (see owned to stray (:;→<), above). They do not provide a reproducible 
description of how their subpopulation sizes were determined nor do they provide their 
estimate for initial subpopulation sizes in the DEIR. 

3.4.2 Survival and Carrying Capacity, Solving for x 

Carrying capacity is expected to influence population growth rate for free-roaming cats (feral 
and stray subpopulations). This is determined by Equation 4 (p. J-13): 

%(=) = %(0) ∙ expBC =
=DE

F 

In this equation, x is a constant that limits survival as the population approaches carrying 
capacity. If the derivation of x is incorrect, the population will not stabilize as expected. The 
authors’ description of how they derived the value of x is not sufficient to reproduce their 
results. On page J-13, the authors’ state that “The value of x is solved numerically; given the 
fecundity, survival, and sterilization assumed for the Los Angeles cat population, x = –
0.4031485.” While the authors cite Flockhart and Coe (2018) for Equation 4, there is no 
indication that the methodology used was equivalent (see Flockhart and Coe 2018, pages 13-
15/34, equations 13-17). The authors’ description of how x is derived is repeated on page J-28 
when they address how spay/neuter surgeries would influence the value of x – “The value of 
the adjusted parameter is solved for numerically and has a value of x = -.279045.” Because the 
value of x is critical in determining the growth rate of the population, including under 
spay/neuter scenarios, full treatment of how the value of x is derived is necessary to reproduce 
the model. 

3.5 Model Input Assumptions Are Unreasonable 

Unless a model gives results that are consistent with real-world conditions, its results are not 
useful. The failure of the model with the proper formulas to provide realistic results means that 
the assumptions that the City has made to create the model are incorrect and need to be 
revisited to produce a model that has all of the subpopulations reasonably stable in the “no 
project” scenario so that the model can be used to understand what the likely outcome of the 
proposed project and alternatives would be. The current model cannot do that and does not 
produce useful results either with the incorrect rates coded into the version reported in the 
DEIR or with the rates corrected. Such an outcome is not uncommon in modeling; it takes time 
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and experimentation to parameterize a model. When a model fails, as this one has, it means 
that the model maker does not sufficiently understand the system that is being modeled to be 
able to make a useful model to predict its behavior.  

3.5.1 Carrying Capacity (Current Number of Free-roaming Cats) Is Too Low 

The model can only be run by first determining the carrying capacity, which is the total number 
of cats that the environment can support. Leaving aside the question of whether the population 
of cats in Los Angeles is at carrying capacity (discussed above), it is set at the number of cats 
assumed to be currently present. This number is calculated by multiplying the area of different 
land cover by an estimated density for that land cover. The model assumes that all of the 
urban/suburban areas have the same density of cats, which is inconsistent with the published 
literature and data presented in the DEIR. Income and more detailed land use categories (e.g., 
commercial, industrial, residential) and building density highly influence outdoor cat numbers 
(Liberg et al. 2000, Flockhart et al. 2016). The maps of cat trap density and cat complaint 
density provided in the DEIR suggest high heterogeneity in cat distribution within the area 
lumped together as “urban/suburban.”  

The DEIR does not contain any actual data from Los Angeles to estimate the total number of 
free-roaming cats. Even though the DEIR contains some information about density from its own 
records, it does not use these data. Instead, the estimate of cat numbers is produced by 
averaging estimates from other locations around the world where people have collected and 
published real data collected on cat density. This approach is, to be clear, second best at the 
outset to having data collected to estimate cat numbers and such an approach would not be 
permitted in the usual course of environmental assessment and decision-making when 
protected species are involved. 

The feral and stray cat density in the urban/suburban category in the DEIR was estimated from 
46 studies from around the world that report estimates derived from different methods 
(telephone surveys, transects, mark-recapture). Some of these estimates are from small towns 
(e.g., a human population of 500 on Cat Island in Japan and 4,100 in Caldwell, Texas), while 
others are from large metropolitan areas (including New York). Some estimates include large 
non-urban areas as well (such as the county-wide surveys for Santa Clara County, San Diego 
County, and Alachua County). The climate and biome vary markedly, with most studies from 
deciduous forest landscapes (which freeze), laurel forest (which does not freeze), and a few 
Mediterranean biome locations (which, like Los Angeles, do not freeze). Climate is important 
because it affects the demographic characteristics of cats and locations with more mild climates 
will support more cats.  

To investigate the wisdom of using all of the 46 different studies with their large variation, we 
gathered data about each of the study locations describing the population of the urban area 
studied and classifying the natural vegetation by biome and the climate by whether or not at 
least one month of the year had mean low temperatures below freezing. New Zealand was 
omitted from estimates entirely because of the aggressive predator control policies in place to 
limit the impacts of free-roaming cats on an endemic fauna that evolved without mammalian 
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predators. The extraordinary high cat density on Cat Island in Japan was also eliminated 
because of the unusual circumstance of it essentially being a cat sanctuary. We further 
eliminated the estimates from Kilgour et al. (2017) because they reported number of cats per 
km of transect, and although the area of the study area was provided in the paper, they fully 
acknowledged that the estimates were from the sidewalks and not the interior of the blocks 
that were included in the area reported. Using the remaining dataset, we used a statistical 
analysis to evaluate what elements of a location best explained the patterns of reported free-
roaming cat density (human population, climate, or biome). To do this, we constructed a series 
of generalized linear models using cats per acre as the dependent variable, with a Poisson 
distribution and log-link function, and population, biome, and climate as the independent 
variables, each tested individually. Models were compared using AICc (Burnham and Anderson 
2002). We then calculated the predicted cat density and 95% confidence limits for the 
conditions in Los Angeles: Mediterranean biome, a non-freezing climate, and a human 
population rounded to 4,000,000. We produced models with and without those studies that 
included extensive non-urban areas in their density estimate (e.g., Levy et al. 2003).  

Table 1. Alternative models estimating free-roaming cat density as explained by city 
population size, climate, or biome. Values of the model for urban/suburban land in Los 
Angeles are provided with 95% confidence intervals from each model. 

Model AICc Chi-square p (effect test) Los Angeles (cats per acre; 
urban/suburban) 

Human Population 1 92.6 2.909 0.08 1.880 (1.279–2.745) 
Human Population 2 84.22 2.917 0.08 2.110 (1.446–3.080) 
Climate 1 93.07 2.44 <0.11 1.775 (1.229–2.564) 
Climate 2 83.3 3.86 <0.05 2.112 (1.453–3.070) 
Biome 1 72.00 26.255 <0.0001 4.306 (2.822–6.593) 
Biome 2 50.02 40.04 <0.0001 7.082 (4.629–10.835) 

 

These results show that the overall city population is not an important factor in explaining cat 
density, but climate and vegetation are. It is therefore inappropriate to extrapolate cat density 
from locations that have extended freezing temperatures to a location that does not. There is 
also a risk in extrapolating from only five studies from Mediterranean biomes that are most 
similar to Los Angeles. These studies are from Rome (2 estimates), Jerusalem (1 estimate), 
Santa Clara County, and San Diego County. If the countywide survey-based estimates are left 
out, only three estimates are left from Mediterranean biomes.  

Even though the biome-based division of the data had the lowest AICc, to avoid an estimate 
from only three or five studies, a prudent implementation of a model with carrying capacity for 
cats in Los Angeles would use an estimate from the 14 studies from locations that do not freeze 
and were concentrated in urban locations (model Climate 2 above). This approach is highly 
significant and has the second lowest AICc. Applying those cat density numbers to the land 
cover-based calculations in the DEIR produce an estimate of 488,579 cats, and a 95% 
confidence interval that would be tested through sensitivity analysis of 342,388 to 701,177. We 



19 

have not considered the estimates for other land cover classes because they only account for 
<8% of the overall numbers but a similar exercise could produce more reasonable estimates 
that take into the significant effect of climate on cat density.  

To summarize, the preparers of the model made two unreasonable assumptions: 1) that all of 
the built up area of Los Angeles has the same density of free-roaming cats, when strong 
evidence in the DEIR itself and in the scientific literature suggest that it will vary by intensity of 
urban land use, and 2) that the density of free-roaming cats in Los Angeles would be the same 
as in locations with extended freezing periods instead of the mild climate in Los Angeles. We 
have not addressed the varying density issue, but have demonstrated that locations that freeze 
have significantly lower densities of free-roaming cats in studies, and produced a much more 
defensible estimate of the number of cats in Los Angeles that uses density estimates only from 
locations that do not freeze and provide 95% confidence intervals to be used in model 
sensitivity analysis.  

Why this is important. If the estimated abundance of free-roaming cats differs from the actual 
abundance, model output may differ greatly from the current predictions. While the density-
dependent survival rate of free-roaming cats is influenced only by the distance of the 
population from carrying capacity, predicted transition rates between subpopulations may be 
influenced by the abundance estimate. Most notably, the transition between the stray cat and 
shelter subpopulations is calculated as the intake rate (17,137 cats per year) divided by the 
estimated abundance of free-roaming cats (226,970). This yielded an annual transition rate of 
7.6% of stray cats going into the shelter subpopulation. Using our estimated value of 488,579 
stray cats and 95% confidence intervals of 342,388 to 701,177 cats, this transition rate would 
be 3.5% (2.4 to 5.0%). Likewise, the transition from the owned to stray population is derived 
from the sterilization rate (page J-18) and the authors’ estimated population of free-roaming 
cats. By making decisions that resulted in a low estimate of the current number of free-roaming 
cats, the preparers of the model overestimate other critical variables that substantially impact 
model outputs (even if the model had been coded correctly).  

3.5.2 Model Parameters 

The model contains 41 parameters as inputs. We collated all of them here (Table 2). These 
inputs are based on other values, which also are a mix of values from data and values that are 
extrapolated from limited information or conditions not similar to Los Angeles. As discussed 
above, these parameters determine the output of the model. Rather that testing a range of 
reasonable values for each parameter, as done for example, in Loss et al. (2013)’s estimate of 
the numbers of wildlife species killed by free-roaming cats in North America, the model 
presents only a single value. The appropriate modeling approach would be to compile a range 
of values for each parameter and then test the model through the whole range of possible 
values. By selecting only one value for each parameter, the authors of the model can unduly 
influence the outcome.  
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Table 2. Input parameters used for cat population model. 

Parameter Type Subpopulation Stage Value 
fecundity transition feral adult 2.97 
fecundity transition feral juvenile 1.25 
fecundity transition stray adult 2.97 
fecundity transition stray juvenile 1.25 
fecundity transition shelter adult 0 
fecundity transition shelter juvenile 0 
fecundity transition owned adult 4.5 
fecundity transition owned juvenile 1.89 
survival transition feral adult 0.70 
survival transition feral juvenile 0.21 
survival transition stray adult 0.70 
survival transition stray juvenile 0.21 
survival transition shelter adult 0.795 
survival transition shelter juvenile 0.795 
survival transition owned adult 0.917 
survival transition owned juvenile 0.778 
time0_sterilized population stray adult 0.025 
time0_sterilized population stray juvenile 0.01 
time0_sterilized population feral adult 0.0025 
time0_sterilized population feral juvenile 0.001 
sterilization transition stray adult 0.0025 
sterilization transition stray juvenile 0.001 
sterilization transition feral adult 0.0025 
sterilization transition feral juvenile 0.001 
sterilization transition shelter adult 1 
sterilization transition shelter juvenile 1 
sterilization transition owned adult 0.132 
sterilization transition owned juvenile 0.921 
time0_n population feral_stray adult_juv 226,970 
time0_n population feral adult_juv 225,950 
time0_n population stray adult_juv 1,021 
time0_n population owned adult_juv 685,855 
time0_n population shelter adult_juv 7,503 
owned_to_stray subpop_transition NA adult_juv 0.0014 
owned_to_shelter subpop_transition NA adult_juv 0.0006 
stray_to_owned subpop_transition NA adult_juv Equation 5 
stray_to_shelter subpop_transition NA adult_juv 0.076 
stray_to_feral subpop_transition NA adult_juv 0 
feral_to_shelter subpop_transition NA adult_juv 0.0001 
shelter_to_owned subpop_transition NA adult_juv 0.79 
shelter_to_stray subpop_transition NA adult_juv 0.0007 
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We highlight a few key parameters to illustrate where the model would need to improve 
estimates to produce a reliable outcome. Recall, each one of these variables has to be correct 
for the model to yield reasonable result because the authors did not investigate the influence 
of a range of reasonable values and only used the single value for each parameter.  

Survival of adult stray and feral cats. The model assumes that stray and feral cats have a 70% 
probability of living through each year, relying on Andersen et al. (2004). Andersen et al. 
actually estimated survival of 70% or 78% by assuming that feral cats live 2 or 3 years. That 
assumption is based on a single study of 39 cats in Berlin, where 26 of 39 cats “vanished” in 42 
months (Kalz et al. 2000), and a survey of cat feeders in Florida (Centonze and Levy 2002) who 
recalled (without any supporting documentation) that one-third of their cats had died or 
disappeared during the varied times they had been feeding them. Researchers calculated the 
average time of feeding to have been 18 months and then made the assertion that 1 of 3 free-
roaming cats disappears within 2 years (Centonze and Levy 2002). The estimate of the longevity 
of feral cats in Los Angeles is therefore based on death and disappearance of 39 cats in Berlin 
and the memories of death and disappearance rates from 101 cat feeders in north central 
Florida. Both of these sources combine death and disappearance, which are not helpful for a 
population model because cats that “disappear” may still be alive. Andersen et al.’s use of 
these numbers is more reasonable, since they used them to set a range of survival rates, testing 
both 70% and 80% annual survival, while the model authors only use the lower value. This 
choice is important because it will push the model toward emphasizing the importance of 
reducing fecundity over removal in alternatives analysis. The choice also ignores the potential 
influence of Los Angeles’s mild climate on survival of stray and feral cats. Finally, in the 
alternatives analysis, the use of a single value for survival of adult stray and feral cats ignores 
documentation that the survival rate of adult altered cats is greater than for intact cats (Nutter 
2005). 

Survival of stray and feral kittens. The model authors choose to take an estimate of 21% of 
stray and feral kittens surviving to be adults, based on half-year survival from Nutter et al. 
(2004). The authors have again chosen a value at the far low end of reported values. Other 
reports of stray and feral kitten survival include 27% in Illinois (Warner 1985), 55% in an 
outdoor enclosure in Massachusetts with almost half of that attributed to cold weather 
(Feldman 1993), and 73% to six months in a feral colony in New Jersey (Jöchle and Jöchle 1993), 
which assuming the second six months is at the same rate (a conservative assumption) would 
result in an annual rate of 53%. Other previous studies put kitten survival at 40–70%, depending 
on the year (two dissertations cited in Feldman 1993). It is a curious and self-serving choice to 
use a 21% survival rate, since selecting a low kitten survival rate will help keep the replacement 
of the feral cat population lower in the model.  

Proportion of owned and stray cats sterilized. The model estimate is 93%, based on a national 
survey of pet owners by the pet food industry. Use of this number ignores the well-established 
relationship between family income and pet sterilization rates (Chu et al. 2009). In that 
research, income is the only significant predictor of cat sterilization, with families having an 
income (in 2009 dollars) <$35,000 reporting a 51.4% sterilization rate for their cats. The rates 
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for $25,000–74,999 was 90.7% and for >$75,000 was 96.2%. To understand the likely 
sterilization rate for Los Angeles, we took the 2009 income profile from the US Census and 
applied these rates to the different income categories, which yielded a predicted 79.7% 
sterilization rate. This number varies so much from the pet food industry survey because that 
survey only had 31% of its respondents with an income under $45,000 (in 2017 dollars; see 
https://www.americanpetproducts.org/Uploads/NPOS/NPOS19-20_BackgroundPurpose.pdf ), 
far less than the proportion in Los Angeles.  

To obtain local data to verify the much lower sterilization rate in Los Angeles, we asked the Los 
Angeles County Department of Animal Care and Control for statistics on cat sterilization for cats 
that are licensed. They report that those cats voluntarily licensed (which presumably represents 
owners who are conscientious) have an 86% sterilization rate. It is therefore an extremely poor 
assumption that the sterilization rate for owned cats in the City of Los Angeles is 93%. Assuming 
a high sterilization rate will for owned cats will reduce the growth potential of stray cats in the 
model and significantly affect model dynamics.  

Assumed Rate of Loss and Abandonment is Too Low. The authors of the model do not discuss 
why they ignored the 5% abandonment rate of owned cats assumed by Flockhart and Coe. 
Rather, they assume that only 0.14% of owned cats are lost or abandoned each year so that 
they can match the 2.3% sterilization rate for free-roaming that they assume based on Wallace 
and Levy (2006). But this in turn relies on the incorrect assumption that 93% of owned cats are 
sterilized in Los Angeles. If a more reasonable assumption of the owned sterilization rate were 
used, then a much higher, and more reasonable, transition rate from owned to stray would be 
calculated. The rate calculated from the assumptions is over three times smaller than the rate 
measured in a national survey of pet owners, which found a 0.47% annual risk of losing a cat 
and not finding it (Weiss et al. 2012). That study found no demographic differences in risk of 
losing a cat, but the survey was limited to households that spoke English. Regardless, the 
difference between a measured data point and the derived assumption in the model indicates a 
problem with the assumptions in the derivation (i.e. the owned sterilization rate is actually 
lower, as shown above, and/or the stray/feral sterilization rate at the outset is not 2.3%). 

Transition Rate from Feral to Shelter. The DEIR authors did not derive the feral to shelter 
transition rate but rather directly used Flockhart and Coe’s (2018) transition rate estimate. 
Because the definition of feral and stray cats differed between the two studies, it is 
inappropriate to assign equivalent transition values. 

Bottle Feeding Program Affects Shelter Survival by Age Class. The city has a program by which 
kittens/juvenile cats that come into the shelter are sent out for bottle feeding by fosters. This 
would reduce the mortality of kittens in the shelter. With the presence of this program, the age 
structure of the shelter population should be modeled with survival rates that reflect this 
program’s high level of care for shelter kittens. 
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3.6 Errors in Constructing Model Alternatives 

In addition to the unreasonable assumptions in the model parameters for the baseline scenario, 
the model authors failed to make reasonable assumptions when coding the model alternatives. 
If a model is produced that works in the baseline, no project condition, several additional 
coding changes must be implemented to evaluate the project alternatives. Supplemental 
feeding, which is part of the TNR program, must be incorporated into the scenarios. This should 
be done in a number of ways. 

3.6.1 Project Alternative 

Many changes must be made for the project alternative model to approach realism. 

• The carrying capacity of the environment should be increased by 15–20% to account for 
the encouragement of feeding associated with the education component of the project 
and encouragement of the public to undertake TNR with feeding.  

• Additional feeding would also increase stray and feral cat fecundity, which would be 
modeled by shifting the stray/feral fecundity to the owned fecundity rate. Although 
imperfect, this would represent the benefits of the additional nutrition available to 
intact cats.  

• In addition to using a more reasonable assumption for feral juvenile survival than 21%, a 
higher rate should be assigned to both juvenile feral survival and adult feral survival 
under the project scenario to account for feeding. 

• Altered feral/stray cats should be assigned a higher survival rate than unaltered 
feral/stray cats under all scenarios (Lacheretz et al. 2002, Nutter et al. 2004). 

• The number of owned cats permissible must be increased to reflect the increase of the 
limit from 3 to 5, once the stability of the owned population subpopulation is addressed 
in the model formulation. 

• Once the owned population is constrained by household, the analysis should model the 
increase in the number of households (and consequently the number of owned cats) 
that is projected for the City of Los Angeles. Although this rate of increase would be 
similar across all project alternatives, it would significantly affect the dynamics of the 
transitions between subpopulations in the models. 

The project, by virtue of the feeding increased through education and encouragement by the 
City, should be run as a model that has increased carrying capacity, increased stray and feral 
fecundity, increased juvenile and feral survival, and accounts for the additional transition from 
owned to stray associated with the increase in the owned cat limit. None of these factors is 
considered in the current analysis.  

3.6.2 No Feeding Alternative 

Under a no-feeding alternative, the model scenario should reduce the carrying capacity by 15–
20%. The current model does not adjust carrying capacity for the no-feeding alternative, which 
does not make any biological sense. We have seen reports of groups claiming to feed tens of 
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thousands of cats per night in Los Angeles (e.g., lafeeders.org) and when compared with the 
number of estimated cats, this could easily account for a 15–20% inflation of carrying capacity 
(assuming this type of model is used).  

4 Discussion 

Collectively, we have reviewed or edited hundreds of scientific papers and have used 
population models to inform our work in conservation. We are familiar with the standards for 
acceptability of models to be relied upon for compliance with the Endangered Species Act and 
other important environmental planning processes. As laudable as the effort to create a model 
to inform this decision in the City of Los Angeles may be, it is only a fraction of the effort and 
sophistication that is demanded to inform models that are relied upon for conservation 
decision-making around endangered species, water quality, and resource conservation. 
Although it may represent more original effort than those involved in animal sheltering are 
accustomed to putting forth, it must be held to the standard of science used for 
implementation of federal laws like the Endangered Species Act and Clean Water Act, which are 
the standards discussed elsewhere in the DEIR beyond the section that we have reviewed. 

The model does not meet the basic standards for even the limited utility that a deterministic 
model would provide to decisionmakers. It contains mathematical errors in the coding. Even 
when those errors are corrected, it does not reach equilibrium, which is a critical feature of an 
equilibrium model. The assumptions for the input parameters are unrealistic. Major 
assumptions around the density of free-roaming cats in a mild climate and the sterilization rate 
of owned cats in a demographically unique city further erode the usefulness of the model. We 
do not recommend that local, state, or federal decisionmakers rely on the model for any 
decision-making purpose in its current state, and have outlined a number of important 
corrections and extensions (e.g., incorporating both uncertainty analysis and sensitivity 
analysis, and realistically depicting the biological outcomes of the alternatives in the model 
construction) that would be necessary before considering to place any weight on its outputs. 
Without these corrections and essential extensions, the model provided does not provide the 
information necessary for decision makers to enact appropriate policies.  

We commend the model authors for constructing the model and for sharing their code in the 
interest of transparency. We applaud the use of models to inform important decisions such as 
the one under consideration. It is necessary, however, that modeling efforts be right “enough” 
to be useful for decisionmakers weighing alternative scenarios. This model, as written and 
presented, fails that test. 
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Appendix 2: Cat Trapping Permit Applications to City of Los Angeles, 2005–2019 

This Appendix consists of copies of cat trapping permit applications for 2005–2019 that we 
obtained from the City of Los Angeles both as part of our original lawsuit and through 
subsequent Public Records Act requests.  We have redacted the applications for privacy.  Some 
applications were omitted if no useful information was left after redaction.  These permit 
applications, along with trapping permits, and notifications of trapping, were used to develop a 
geospatial database of trapping locations and to compile statistics on the motivations for cat 
trapping in the City of Los Angeles.  The files making up this Appendix are online at: 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/ptziz7vcxg60nvu/Combined2009_Redacted.pdf?dl=0 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/y8d11k4dniskbjc/Combined2013_Redacted.pdf?dl=0 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/xc3rzrlcs2vpxi7/Combined2015_Redacted.pdf?dl=0 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/5un9csecnpmtxhb/Combined2017_Redacted.pdf?dl=0 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/w4ym70msax4tyxd/Combined2019_Redacted.pdf?dl=0 
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1 Introduction 

The City of Los Angeles is proposing to adopt a “Citywide Cat Program” (“Cat Program” or 
“program”) that includes fundamental and structural changes to the way the City regulates both 
owned and unowned (stray and feral) cats.  The City does not have, and does not propose, any 
regulation prohibiting cats from roaming at large, including onto the private property of others.  
The proposed program would increase the per property or household limit from 3 cats to 5 cats, a 
66% increase.  The program would exempt unowned cats from that limit, meaning that anyone 
could feed as many outdoor cats as he or she wanted at a property or household simply by 
claiming that the cats are “unowned.”  Furthermore, the proposed program would allow the 
feeding of an unlimited number of feral cats by volunteer cat feeding enthusiasts throughout 
most of the City by exempting those individuals who feed feral cats from the current ordinance 
that bans feeding of non-domesticated mammalian predators.  The program thereby would 
encourage two types of nuisance-creating cat feeding behaviors: those who feed stray and feral 
cats at a residence, literally out the back door, and those who drive around the City, mostly at 
night, feeding stray and feral cats at many locations on both public and private property (see e.g., 
www.lafeeders.org).  

The proposed program would in practice eviscerate the limit on the number of cats allowed per 
property.  The proposed regulations would not in practice distinguish owned cats from feral cats 
because both are required to be sterilized, both are allowed to run at large, and both can be fed by 
people at a residence.  The only difference is that owned cats are subject to a per property limit, 
while no limit would apply to stray and feral cats.  This sets up a situation where not only would 
cat feeders be allowed to maintain an unlimited number of unowned cats at a residence, it would 
fatally undermine the ability of the City to enforce a per property limit at all, so long as a person 
claimed the cats were stray or feral.  Given the City’s explicit focus to use additional cat 
adoptions as a way to reduce euthanasia rates at shelters, it is likely that effectively eliminating 
the per property limit is actually the City’s intent. 

Furthermore, and it is doubtful that this was contemplated by the preparers of the MND, by the 
language of this proposal and the mitigation measures proposed in the MND, anyone living 
within a mile of a designated sensitive environmental area would not be allowed to feed his or 
her owned cats outdoors, because there would be no reliable way to distinguish the owned cats 
from a feral cat colony as defined under the new proposal.  A prohibition on feeding cats 
outdoors could be reasonable if the City were proposing a “cats indoors” policy as mitigation 
(e.g., for allowing more cats per household), but this is obviously not what is intended in the Cat 
Program and illustrates how poorly conceived the proposal is. 

Notwithstanding the fatal flaws and unenforceable morass of conflicting provisions in the 
program itself, the City has released an Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration 
(“MND”) for the program, which is required under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(“CEQA”).  Environmental review is also required by the permanent injunction in The Urban 
Wildlands Group et al. v. City of Los Angeles (Case No. BS 115483) if the City desires to 
implement policies in support of a Trap–Neuter–Return approach to feral cat management.  In 
this document we provide comments on the proposed Initial Study and Mitigated Negative 
Declaration on behalf of The Urban Wildlands Group.  Owing to the many serious shortcomings 
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of the proposed Cat Program and the City’s environmental review, we urge the City not to 
proceed with adopting any parts of the program until and unless these flaws are addressed. 

1.1 History of the City of Los Angeles Cat Program 

The proposed program was developed over the course of several years by staff in the Department 
of Animal Services (including its General Manager Brenda Barnette) and Jim Bickhart, a former 
deputy mayor to former mayor Antonio Villaraigosa.  The Board of Animal Services 
Commissioners did not have input on the content of the program under review.  When the Board 
of Animal Services Commissioners was asked in August 2012 to approve funding from the 
Animal Welfare Trust Fund to pay for the environmental review (from donations that had been 
solicited from, or were offered by, feral cat advocacy organizations) the Board was specifically 
instructed by Mr. Bickhart that they could not consider the content of the program, and could 
only consider the appropriation of the funds (email from Mr. Bickhart to the Commission 
obtained through a Public Records Act request). 

The currently proposed Cat Program would make many of the changes that were contemplated in 
a 2005 policy adopted by the Board of Animal Services Commissioners that was subsequently 
enjoined from implementation by The Urban Wildlands Group et al. v. City of Los Angeles.  To 
review, at its June 2005 meeting, the Board adopted a Trap–Neuter–Release program, which was 
subsequently renamed a Trap–Neuter–Return program at its June 2006 meeting.   

Following the 2005 adoption of the TNR program, The Urban Wildlands Group informed the 
Department of Animal Services that implementation of the TNR program would require review 
under CEQA.  At its June 2006 meeting, the Board of Animal Services Commissioners agreed to 
review the program.  For the next two years, however, the City surreptitiously implemented 
major elements of its TNR program without issuing the promised environmental review.  Despite 
repeated warnings from The Urban Wildlands Group, the City persisted in these actions.  On 
June 28, 2008 a group of conservation organizations, The Urban Wildlands Group, Endangered 
Habitats League, Los Angeles Audubon Society, Palos Verdes/South Bay Audubon Society, 
Santa Monica Bay Audubon Society, and American Bird Conservancy, filed suit to stop the City 
from implementing the TNR program unless and until it completed an adequate environmental 
review of the program. 
 
The City lost the lawsuit at the trial court and a permanent injunction was entered in January 
2010 that barred the actions associated with TNR unless and until CEQA review was done.  The 
Court found that the City had violated CEQA because it had “facilitated the implementation of 
TNR and even provided incentives to promote a policy of TNR without the benefit of 
environmental review.”  The Court further found that “despite official denial, the implementation 
of the program is pervasive, albeit ‘informal and unspoken.’”  The MND fails to accurately 
describe the Court’s findings.   
 
In March 2010, the injunction was modified by mutual agreement to resolve certain questions.  
Two feral cat advocacy groups belatedly attempted to intervene in the suit after entry of 
judgment but were denied by both the trial court and the court of appeal.  Since March 2010, the 
City has been operating under the permanent injunction.  TNR by private parties was not affected 
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by the injunction, except that vouchers from the City originally intended to subsidize spay/neuter 
of owned cats, and which had been diverted to feral cats, could no longer be used for feral cats. 

In November 2010, the City’s consultant at the time (EnviCraft) released a proposed “Trap, 
Neuter, Return (TNR) Program” and solicited input from stakeholders as part of a scoping 
process for CEQA, described as a “survey.”  EnviCraft produced and released a report 
summarizing feedback on the proposal in November 2011, but the report was not made available 
to the public.  We had to obtain the report through a Public Records Act request in August 2012 
upon learning that a report had been made.  The version of the TNR program described in the 
EnviCraft was not pursued. 

On December 2, 2012, The Urban Wildlands Group requested documents of the Department of 
Animal Services under the California Public Records Act.  Specifically, we sought applications 
for cat trap permits, copies of the cat trap permits themselves, and any records of complaints 
about stray or feral cats received by the City since May 2009.  The Department had already 
provided cat trap permits and applications from 2006 to April 2009 as part of the Administrative 
Record in The Urban Wildlands Group et al. v. City of Los Angeles.  The purpose of seeking 
these records was to be able to map and analyze the scope of the problem that the City’s TNR 
program was ostensibly designed to address.  It took the City until September 17, 2013 to fully 
comply with this request, despite frequent and repeated follow-up inquiries, instead providing 
sporadic, incomplete, and occasionally inappropriately redacted records until that date.  These 
documents should have been provided within 20 days.  Nevertheless, preliminary analysis of 
these documents is included in these comments. 
 
2 Project Description Is Inconsistent, Incomplete, and Illogical 

2.1 Project Description Neither Repeals nor Includes 2005 TNR Policy 

Because the current proposed Cat Program does not explicitly consider several of the items in the 
2005 policy and the 2005 policy is still in effect although enjoined from implementation, we 
must assume that the current Cat Program will incorporate those elements of the 2005 program 
about which the current Cat Program is silent.  For example, the 2005 policy specifies that 
residents would not be allowed to trap feral cats for the purpose of bringing them to a shelter:  

… unless there were very specific reasons which include the cat is injured, sick, has 
bitten someone, or the cats [sic] welfare is in jeopardy, there is a public health hazard, or 
real harm to people or companion animals. If a feral cat is brought in to the shelter our 
policy will be to contact rescue groups and the TNR Collaborators to make every effort to 
place the feral cat in new surroundings, whenever possible. 

The current program described in the MND is silent on the conditions under which people would 
be allowed to trap feral cats to bring them to a City shelter, so we must assume that the adopted 
2005 policy will be applied should the injunction be lifted.  That is, the MND must assume that if 
the injunction is lifted, the City will dramatically limit the situations in which stray and feral cats 
will be allowed to be trapped and relinquished to shelters, even when roaming at large, including 
onto the private property of others.  Furthermore, the 2005 policy states that the City ordinance 
requiring residents to report stray animals does not apply to feral cats, while the current proposed 
Cat Program is silent on this issue, so we must assume that the 2005 determination still holds.  
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Whether or not the City intends to replace the adopted 2005 policy with the program described in 
the MND is an important point to assess whether the environmental review is sufficient to result 
in the permanent injunction being lifted.  The illegal implementation of the 2005 policy in the 
form of refusing to issue cat trap permits to residents unless they were going to do TNR was an 
important part of the lawsuit against the City.  In particular, the plaintiffs proved that the City 
had denied cat trap permits to a person who was trying to remove feral cats that had infested her 
yard with fleas and were impeding progress on renovations to her home.  The MND provides 
absolutely no details about how this type of scenario, which was so central to the lawsuit, would 
be handled under the proposed new Cat Program.  By not specifying that the 2005 TNR policy 
will be repealed, it is reasonable to assume that the City would apply the policies described there, 
which would make it very difficult for people to trap and relinquish feral cats to City shelters, to 
the implementation of the new Cat Program.  The proposed program must explicitly reject the 
2005 policy, or the MND must analyze the impacts of implementing it.  

2.2 Program Purposes Are Not Linked to Program Elements 

The MND lists a series of objectives that are identified as the purposes of the program, and also 
includes a number of program elements that are ostensibly intended to achieve those purposes.  
The logical connection between the program elements and the program purposes is not made, 
drawing into question whether the program elements can indeed achieve the program purposes 
(Table 1).  The MND is deficient because it fails to identify specific project objectives and does 
not distinguish between project objectives and specific strategies. 

Pursuant to CEQA, the project description must include: 

A statement of the objectives sought by the proposed project. A clearly written statement 
of objectives will help the lead agency develop a reasonable range of alternatives to 
evaluate in the EIR and will aid the decision makers in preparing findings or a statement 
of overriding considerations, if necessary. The statement of objectives should include the 
underlying purpose of the project (CEQA Guideline 15124).  

Here, it is important for the City to explain whether the project’s primary objective is to reduce 
euthanasia of cats (which is one of the purposes of the program) or to manage and reduce the 
number of feral and stray cats in general.   

It is worth noting that the feral cat advocacy groups that donated money to the City to fund the 
preparation of the environmental review do not have reduction in the number of feral and stray 
cats as organizational goals.  In fact, the stated goal of feral cat advocacy groups in the United 
States today is to force acceptance of feral and stray cats across the landscape and to stop shelters 
from being able to accept feral and stray cats, except to neuter and return/release them outside.  
For example, Best Friends Animal Society, which donated $17,500 toward the cost of the 
review, calls its feral cat program “Feral Freedom” and insists that no healthy feral cat should 
ever be trapped for any purpose other than to neuter and return, and those seeking to borrow 
traps from Best Friends must sign a pledge that “under no circumstances shall this trap be used to 
capture a healthy animal for destruction or surrender to animal control agencies” 
(http://bestfriends.org/uploadedFiles/Content/Resources/Resources_for_Rescuers(1)/Community
_Cats/FeralFreedomGuide.pdf). 
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Notice that the goal is not reduction of stray and feral cat numbers, but to avoid euthanasia of 
stray and feral cats by stopping people from taking them to animal shelters.  Similarly, the 
ASPCA (American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals), which also donated funds 
to support the preparation of the MND, advocates that feral cats should not be taken to shelters, 
but rather left in place and fed by volunteers.  Since the City has essentially developed the 
proposed Cat Program and prepared the environmental review at the behest of these donors, one 
can assume that the primary purpose of the program is not to reduce stray and feral cat numbers 
but to reduce euthanasia of cats by transforming the streets, alleys, backyards, and open spaces of 
the City of Los Angeles into an “overflow shelter.” 

Table 1.  Proposed Cat Program purposes compared with related program elements. 

Program Purpose Possibly Related Program Element 

Increase spay/neuter of 
cats  

None.  The following elements are related to spay/neuter but 
cannot be counted on to increase spay/neuter rates:  1. Make 
spay/neuter vouchers available for unowned (stray and feral) cats.  
2. Promote relationships with veterinarians and nonprofits to 
provide free or low-cost sterilizations.  3. Amend purpose of 
animal sterilization fund to include stray and feral cats in addition 
to pets.  No additional City funding is committed for spay/neuter 
vouchers, so this cannot increase the number of cats sterilized.  
Even if relationships are made with veterinarians and nonprofits 
from offering free/low-cost surgeries for feral cats, no funding is 
proposed to pay for them without taking away from funds to 
sterilize owned cats. 

Generally reduce the 
euthanasia of cats in City 
animal shelters  

1. Allow unlimited unowned cats on a property.  In theory this 
might reduce euthanasia at shelters, but only by turning the City 
itself into a stray and feral cat “overflow shelter” and increasing 
the number of unowned outdoor cats.  By increasing the overall 
number of cats, this strategy may eventually result in increased 
numbers of cats euthanized.  2. Increase number of cats that can 
be owned at a property.  This might temporarily increase the 
number of cats adopted to homes but only until additional willing 
owners were exhausted. 

Accommodate the 
maintenance and 
improved management of 
cats in outdoor locations 
in a manner that 
minimizes their impacts 
on environmentally 
sensitive habitats  

None.  1. Add definition of “cat colony” to City code that limits 
feeding to areas outside parks and a buffer around environmentally 
sensitive habitats.  2. Exempt feeders of unowned cats from ban on 
feeding non-domesticated mammalian predators and from limit on 
number of cats per property.  This does not minimize impacts on 
the environment because no mechanism for enforcement is 
proposed; it leaves the status quo in and around environmentally 
sensitive habitats.  It is also not clear how this “improves” 
management of cats in general.  Furthermore, feral cat 
advocates oppose these measures and one can infer they will not 
comply voluntarily, as evidenced in member action alerts issued 
by Best Friends and reported in the media (Littlejohn 2013). 
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Program Purpose Possibly Related Program Element 

Support members of the 
public with an interest in 
addressing nuisance issues 
relating to cats  

None.  1. The MND describes renting or lending traps to the 
public to remove nuisance cats.  This is already legal and 
therefore does not represent a change needing review.  In the 
absence of a program element defining “support” of the public to 
deal with nuisance cats, it must be presumed that the 2005 TNR 
policy currently enjoined will be put into effect if the injunction 
is lifted, which will make it harder for the public to obtain a 
permit to remove nuisance cats and those cats will be returned to 
where they were trapped or released elsewhere.  

Facilitate public and 
community education on 
cat-related issues  

1. Make facilities available to community groups to educate the 
public, including on TNR.  2. Provide links on website to 
organizations promoting TNR and conservation organizations.  3. 
Allow organizations to distribute literature in City shelters.  These 
program elements do not provide a process to ensure fair 
treatment of organizations opposing the City’s cat policies.  For 
example, on the Department’s website, what conservation groups 
will be linked?  How will they be chosen?  Will links to educate 
the public on the health hazards posed by cat fleas and feces be 
posted as well?  What process will be available to ensure that 
only credible information is provided by the City? 

Satisfy the requirements 
of the Superior Court 
injunction in Case 
BS 115483 so as to relieve 
the City from the Court’s 
injunction  

This is simply compliance with CEQA and so has no program 
elements. 

 
The assumptions made about the likelihood that the proposed Cat Program would achieve its 
stated goals are many and not well founded.  The proposed Cat Program assumes that 
spay/neuter rates will be increased by allowing City-funded vouchers to be used to sterilize stray 
and feral cats.  The City does not propose to include any additional resources for spay/neuter as 
part of this program and therefore the program will not increase overall spay/neuter rates.  
Providing vouchers for feral cats will take resources away from spay/neuter efforts for owned 
cats.   
 
Because the injunction has never prohibited TNR by individuals or nonprofit organizations, and 
indeed Best Friends and other feral cat groups conduct TNR throughout the City right now, the 
City has no basis to assume that significant additional private resources will be put toward 
spay/neuter efforts if the proposed program is approved. 
 
Given that additional spay/neuter resources are not part of the proposed Cat Program, the project 
goal of decreased euthanasia can only be achieved through two pathways: 1) by allowing more 
stray/feral cats to run at large in the City, and 2) by allowing more cats to be owned by residents, 
which also have the potential to run at large in the City.  The attainment of this goal, therefore, 
will result in more cats running at large, which contradicts the assumptions subsequently made in 
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the MND.  The MND must therefore analyze the extent to which the City’s overall cat 
population could increase over time as a result of an increase in the number of cats running at 
large, and the potential concomitant increase in the severity of impacts on wildlife. 
 
Despite being a project purpose, the proposed Cat Program does not introduce any program 
elements that support nuisance cat management.  Renting traps to people who wish to bring cats 
to a shelter is currently obligatory (established in an ordinance that cannot be changed without 
environmental review pursuant to the injunction) and therefore continuing to allow people to rent 
traps is not part of the program under review.  The project description does not provide an 
adequate description of what will happen when cats (pet, stray, or feral) are causing a nuisance.  
Under current regulations, cats could be trapped (with proper permits) and taken to a shelter.  
Because the proposed Cat Program does not provide any details to the contrary, it is likely that if 
the program is adopted, it will become more difficult to obtain a permit and trap cats that are 
creating a nuisance, consistent with the objectives of the adopted 2005 TNR policy to make it 
difficult to bring stray and feral cats in to shelters.  Trapping and removing trespassing cats from 
one’s own property would become more difficult if the permanent injunction is lifted, with cat 
trap permits being denied unless the cat is sick or has done “real harm” to property.  
Furthermore, once a cat is brought to a shelter, it is likely to be released to a “rescue” group to be 
returned to the place it was trapped or to be released in another neighborhood.  Finally, the 
proposed program does nothing to mitigate the additional nuisance resulting from the increase in 
the cat limit, which could result in up to 66% more owned cats that could run at large. 
 
The proposed Cat Program project description indicates that any impounded “stray” cat will be 
released to any nonprofit rescue or adoption organization that requests it, pursuant to State law 
(the “Hayden Act”) pertaining to “stray” cats.  Contrary to the assertions in the MND, “feral” 
cats are governed by a different section of the Hayden Act than are “stray” cats.  The section 
pertaining to feral cats allows their release to “adoption” organizations but also allows feral cats 
to be euthanized.  If feral cats in a colony are a nuisance and are brought in to shelters, does the 
City intend to release them to TNR groups?  This would not “support” members of the public 
trying to deal with nuisance issues, since the cats would be returned to the place where they were 
causing the nuisance or to a different location to create a nuisance elsewhere.  Furthermore, it 
might be construed as violating State law, which permits but does not require release of feral cats 
and then only to “adoption” groups, not “rescue” groups, which are likely to return cats outside 
instead of actually adopting them out to homes. 

3 MND Does Not Describe Baseline Conditions 

3.1 California Law Regarding Feral Cats Is Incorrectly Described 

The MND states that the Hayden Act “requires the City to release any impounded stray cat to 
any nonprofit, animal rescue or adoption organization if requested by the organization prior to 
the scheduled euthanasia of that animal.”  It fails to acknowledge that “feral” cats are governed 
by a different section of the Hayden Act than are “stray” cats.   
 
The California Food and Agriculture Code does give the right to adopt “stray” cats before they 
are euthanized (Sec. 31752).  “Feral” cats are governed by a different provision (Sec. 31752.5).  
If a cat is thought to be feral it has to be held for three days during which it can be redeemed by 
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its owner or caretaker.  Then, after a temperament test, if the cat is deemed to be truly feral, “the 
cat may be euthanized or relinquished to a nonprofit, as defined in Section 501(c)(3) of the 
Internal Revenue Code, animal adoption organization.”  Note that the text is permissive (“may be 
euthanized or relinquished to a nonprofit”), giving the shelter operator the choice.  Also note that 
the cat can only be released to an animal “adoption” organization, not an animal “rescue” 
organization.  Any organization that is going to release the cat back outside to be “managed” as 
an unowned cat has not adopted the cat and cannot be construed to be an “adoption” 
organization.   
 
The MND must clarify the existing law and explicitly address how the difference in treatment 
between stray and feral cats is accommodated in the practices of the City’s shelters. 

3.2 Distribution and Number of Feral Cats in City Is Not Described 

The MND makes no effort to describe the distribution and number of stray and feral cats in the 
City of Los Angeles.  Even if no survey estimating the number of stray and feral cats is available, 
some measure of both the distribution and relative abundance of feral cats is necessary to 
establish a baseline condition.  If no baseline condition is described, and no method to estimate 
feral and stray cat numbers is articulated, then it is impossible to track whether current or past 
policies regarding stray or feral cats have had an influence on their distribution or numbers.  To 
make the blanket assumption that free-roaming cats “exist throughout the City” obscures 
important variations in the occurrence and density of stray and feral cats. 

3.2.1 Number of Feral Cats 

The MND claims that records from City shelters reflect a “general increase in feral or free-
roaming cats” (p. 10).  The MND cites an increasing number of cats brought in to shelters that 
have feral behavior as evidence for this assertion (Figure 1).  Although the number of feral cats 
as a percentage of all cats taken in by shelters appears to have increased since the late 1990s, the 
data in the MND and other data do not show a statistically significant increase in feral cat 
numbers since 2009.  The number of calls received by the Department of Animal Services 
regarding stray cats has remained essentially constant since 2009, and if anything has a slight 
downward trend (Figure 2).  The number of unowned cats is unquestionably large and has 
significant adverse impacts on the environment, but it is not true, as some stakeholders have 
asserted, that the permanent injunction has resulted in a statistically significant increase in any of 
the metrics associated with the number of unowned cats in the City. 

The trend in the number of feral cats in the City is important to understand because it can help to 
identify potential past policy actions that resulted in increases or decreases in that population.  
The percentage of cats observed to be feral in shelters has indeed increased significantly since 
2000 (r2 = 0.68, p < 0.001).  This occurred during a period in which the number of cats being 
taken in by Los Angeles city shelters remained stable, 2001–2012 (Figure 1).  This increase was 
primarily limited to the period 2001–2006, well before the legal action by The Urban Wildlands 
Group and others.  Interestingly, the number of cats being taken in by Los Angeles city shelters 
had declined in the previous decade, and significantly so, from 1990 to 1997 (r2 = 0.75, 
p < 0.005).  Since 1998, the number of cats being taken in by shelters stopped its decline and 
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remained stable (no significant trend; r2 = 0.025, p = 0.56) and the number of feral cats taken in 
increased in absolute numbers and as a percentage of all cats.   

 
Figure 1.  Top:  Cats taken in by Los Angeles Animal Services per year, 1990–2013.  

Middle:  Number of stray cats taken in by Los Angeles Animal Services per year, 1990–

1995.  Bottom:  Cats observed with feral behavior in Los Angeles Animal Services shelters, 

2001–2012.  Data from Los Angeles Department of Services records. 

This historical context is useful because it suggests that the reason for the halt in the decline of 
the euthanasia rate in the City of Los Angeles is the Hayden Act, which is obviously contrary to 
the Act’s intention.  The Hayden Act, which went into effect in 1998, changed the holding period 
required for impounded animals and required that cats about to be euthanized be released to 
nonprofit adoption or rescue organizations depending on classification of the cats (as discussed 
in section 3.1).  The shelter statistics from the City of Los Angeles indicate that something 
dramatic happened in 1998; the significant annual decrease in euthanasia stopped and the 
number of feral cats taken in started to increase.  Other data show that the number of “stray” cats 
taken in during the 1990s had been experiencing the same decline as the total number of cats 
taken in.  

The probable explanation for the patterns is as follows.  Through 1998 the number of stray cats 
decreased in concert with the number of cats taken in by shelters because feral cats and kittens 
were, by and large, euthanized, as were most stray cats.  This was, as measured by the number of 
stray cats coming in to shelters, actually reducing the number of unowned cats in the City of Los 
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Angeles and had that trajectory continued the number of stray and feral cats would be far lower 
than it is today.  It would also have led to lower current euthanasia numbers for unowned cats. 

Figure 2.  Number of calls about stray and feral cats received per month by Department of 

Animal Services, May 2009 to September 2013, as logged in the Chameleon system. 

Instead, after the Hayden Act went into effect in 1998, shelters were forced to give stray cats to 
rescue groups and were allowed to give feral cats to adoption groups, both of which in turn could 
release them back outdoors, and the practice of feral cat feeding increased.  The City then 
reinforced the pattern by making it harder for people to trap stray and feral cats to bring them in 
to shelters and by instead referring complaints to TNR or rescue groups.  In 2002, the 
requirements to obtain a feral cat trapping permit were tightened by the City to only allow 
trapping if feral cats were shown to cause “real harm” instead of on the basis of “potential for 
harm.”  The cumulative result has been and remains more feral cats, some portion of which are 
still trapped and taken to shelters, explaining the increased proportion of feral cats in shelters 
since 1998.  The City, combined with the Hayden Act, exacerbated the feral cat problem by 
restricting the ability of people to trap feral cats and take them into shelters and then electing to 
release feral cats that are brought into shelters.   

None of the metrics discussed here is perfectly related to the number of unowned cats in the City.  
But if the number of cats with feral behavior observed at shelters is associated with the number 
outside, that number has been increasing since policy changes were enacted in the late 1990s and 
early 2000s and cannot be attributed to the current ban on the City promoting TNR.  Information 
about TNR is widely available so the City not promoting it likely has no effect whatsoever on its 
rate of implementation.  To the contrary, the increase in feral cats since 2000 is much more likely 
to be an unintended consequence of the holding and release requirements of the Hayden Act and 
City policy changes that made it more difficult to trap and remove feral cats from the 
environment, which stopped the progress in reducing the number of stray cats that the City of 
Los Angeles had been making through the 1990s (numbers of feral cats are not provided in City 
statistics from the 1990s that were available for this report). 
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3.2.2 Distribution of Feral Cats 

The MND describes feral cats as sometimes living in “colonies.”  Although this is a term 
commonly used by feral cats advocates, the MND should recognize and be clear that this only 
occurs when regular food sources are being provided, either intentionally or unintentionally 
(Liberg et al. 2000).  Incidentally, and discussed more below, leaving food outside for feral cats 
where wildlife species have access to it (essentially everywhere) is inconsistent with State law. 

The MND asserts that feral and free-roaming cats exist “throughout the City,” which obscures a 
great deal of variation in density between locations.  Despite the ample data available to the City 
to map the relative distribution of outdoor cats, it has never made any attempt whatsoever to do 
so.  These data sources include calls to the Department of Animal Services that are coded as 
regarding “stray” cats, and the cat trap permits that are issued by the City at the request of 
residents and business owners seeking to remove them from their properties to abate nuisances or 
to deliver sick or injured stray cats to shelters.  We have obtained these records and have 
developed preliminary assessments of the geographic distribution of stray and feral cats in the 
City (Figure 3, Figure 4).  As explained more fully below, the MND must be revised to include 
analysis of the available data indicating the location and density of existing “colonies.”  Without 
these data, it would be impossible to monitor the Cat Program’s effect on the number and 
distribution of stray and feral cats throughout the City. 
 
The geographic distribution of calls for assistance regarding “stray” cats (which also includes 
“feral” cats; Figure 3) and of requests for cat trap permits (Figure 4) are quite similar.  Hotspots 
are found in both the east and west San Fernando Valley, downtown, Hollywood, East Los 
Angeles, South Los Angeles, Mar Vista, Venice, Westchester, and San Pedro.  Although the 
MND is correct that feral cats (as mapped by the proxy measures of the locations of calls for 
assistance and cat trap permits) are found “throughout” the City, their density varies by orders of 
magnitude and inversely with the likely distribution of coyotes in the City (Rubin et al. 2006) 
and also with patterns of affluence.   
 
The distribution of unowned cats across the landscape is important to understand as a baseline 
condition because the proposed project could result in a change in that distribution.  If feeding of 
unowned cats is disallowed in and near ecologically sensitive areas, and that ban is actually 
enforced (although we see no evidence that it will or even can be), the result would be even 
greater density of feral cats in residential neighborhoods as cat feeders move cats from areas 
where feeding is disallowed to those where there are no limits on feeding.  In short, the project is 
likely to further exacerbate nuisance conditions associated with unowned cats that are 
experienced by people who live in those areas that already have the greatest density of feral cats.  
This would represent an increased public health threat and adversely impact water quality in 
these areas and the drainages to which stormwater flows from them (e.g., Ballona Creek and the 
Los Angeles River). 
 
The MND should be updated with information about the distribution of stray and feral cats in the 
City.  We made the maps here from records obtained from the City under the Public Records 
Act.  The City has only itself to blame for not knowing the relative density of stray and feral cat 
conflicts within City limits. 
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Figure 3.  Relative density of calls for service about stray cats by zip code as reported in 

City of Los Angeles Animal Services’ Chameleon shelter software system, May 2009–

August 2013, from high (red) to low (yellow).  Represents 10,644 calls made during this 

period. 

Sources: Esri, DeLorme, NAVTEQ, TomTom, Intermap, increment P
Corp., GEBCO, USGS, FAO, NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGN,
Kadaster NL, Ordnance Survey, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong
Kong), swisstopo, and the GIS User Community
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Figure 4.  Distribution of permits issued to trap stray and feral cats in the City of Los 

Angeles, 2006–2013, shown as permit locations (black dots) with relative density of trap 

locations depicted from high (red) to low (yellow).  Partial data from City of Los Angeles 

Department of Animal Services, transcribed and geocoded by G. P. Kingsley; more records 

are being processed. 
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3.3 Ambiguous Statements on Feeding Non-domesticated Mammalian Predators  

The City of Los Angeles has an ordinance establishing that people may not “feed or in any 
manner provide food or cause to be fed any non-domesticated mammalian predator including, 
but not limited to, coyotes, foxes, possums, raccoons and skunks” (LAMC 53.06.5).  The MND 
states that this ordinance “might be interpreted as not proscribing feeding cat colonies” (MND, p. 
11).  This double negative is a claim that feeding feral cats might be legal under this ordinance.  
Elsewhere, the City states that “any non-domesticated mammalian predator … may include feral 
cats” (MND, p. 9).  Which is it? 

In the original 2005 TNR program, City staff claimed that this ordinance did not apply to feeding 
feral cats and therefore no change was necessary to facilitate TNR.  Officers in the field, 
however, have warned against feeding feral cats outside because it could result in feeding wild 
predators, which clearly is prohibited under the ordinance.  The baseline condition is therefore 
unclear.  Is feeding feral cats legal or illegal under LAMC 53.06.5?  Regardless, it is not legal 
under State and City law to feed wildlife (non-domesticated mammalian predators), which 
always occurs when feral cats are fed (Figure 5). 

 
Figure 5.  Feral cat feeding situation with raccoons feeding in violation of prohibition on 

feeding of non-domesticated mammalian predators, San Pedro, California. 
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3.4 Definition of Environmentally Sensitive Areas 

The definition of environmentally sensitive areas (“ESAs”) under the project is limited to 
classifications that are maintained by parties external to the City: the Significant Ecological 
Areas (“SEAs”) defined by the County of Los Angeles, Significant Natural Areas defined by the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife, and areas in the “Basin Plan” that have the “Rare, 
Threatened, or Endangered” beneficial use, which is approved by the Los Angeles Regional 
Water Quality Control Board.  None of these is under the control of the City of Los Angeles.  
These designations therefore transfer the responsibility of identifying and updating 
environmentally sensitive areas away from the City.  To be used as a means of implementing an 
effective mitigation, the City must determine whether these other agencies have a program to 
review and update sensitive areas within the City of Los Angeles on an ongoing basis.   
 
Furthermore, environmentally sensitive areas are only defined in the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code for a specific purpose related to stormwater and urban runoff pollution control (Section 
64.70.01).  The MND applies this definition in an entirely different context and outside the 
section of code within which it has legal validity.  The use of the definition of environmentally 
sensitive areas from the stormwater control code to assess biological impacts is not discussed, let 
alone sanctioned, by the City’s own CEQA guidelines (City of Los Angeles 2006).   
 
Even if one accepts the ad hoc use of the definition of environmentally sensitive areas from the 
stormwater control code section, the City must also include a method by which such designations 
are updated.  The County of Los Angeles does not prioritize updating SEAs that lie within the 
City of Los Angeles.  But some SEAs are currently being updated that lie partially within or 
adjacent to the City.  Therefore the map in the MND (MND, Figure 1) should be revised with the 
new SEA designations when they are approved by the County.  In general, the MND should 
explicitly provide for a process to update its Figure 1 upon revision of the underlying 
designations by other entities.  This process is missing from the current proposal. 
 
To be valid as a means to avoid biological impacts, the City itself needs a process to be able to 
update ESAs in the City, because the landscape and distribution of biological resources change 
over time.  The ESA designation does not have a process by which someone can petition the City 
to have an area recognized as meeting the standards of the code.  As an example, the proposed 
system leaves out much of the Santa Monica Mountains and the entire Baldwin Hills from the 
map of ESAs, even though these areas have characteristics that make them especially 
ecologically valuable because of the rarity of their habitats.  No avenue is available to remedy 
this omission or others.  To be useful and effective, the City must have its own process to 
recognize ESAs within City boundaries.   
 
3.5 City Does Not Provide Baseline Information Regarding Sensitive Wildlife Species 

The MND only provides information about ESAs as general habitat types.  This is not an 
appropriate or reasonable proxy measure for the distribution of sensitive species in the City.  
Some species are migratory and only found periodically.  Impacts to them are no less significant, 
because they would represent interruption of migratory pathways.  Notwithstanding the 
generalized reports from the California Natural Diversity Database (“CNDDB”) on sensitive 
species, the MND fails to provide a baseline for the distribution of sensitive species.  CNDDB 
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searches are only a first step in defining the distribution of sensitive species.  The City of Los 
Angeles should be aware that the lack of species occurrence records in the CNDDB likely is the 
result of a lack of survey efforts in suitable habitats rather than actual absence (California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife 2013a, b).  Once potentially present species are identified, their 
distributions must be defined with the best available data.  

The City could have taken advantage of “citizen science” efforts that document species presence.  
In particular, the Cornell Lab of Ornithology maintains a website called eBird where volunteer 
citizen scientists enter sightings of birds.  There are multiple checks on the accuracy of the data 
and the resulting database is of sufficient quality to support scientific publication of the results 
(Fitzpatrick et al. 2002, Sullivan et al. 2009).  These data have been relied upon in top 
international scientific journals (e.g., Wood et al. 2011) and the eBird approach is recommended 
for scientific inquiry into environmental impacts on birds (Loss et al. 2012).  These data certainly 
meet the standards for scientific information in the environmental review process and provide a 
significant supplement to the description of sensitive species provided by the City in the MND. 
 
Even a cursory review of readily available information reveals that rare and endangered species 
are found in the City of Los Angeles outside of the defined ESAs and even outside the one mile 
buffers around them.  These include Western Snowy Plover (Figure 6), California Gnatcatcher, 
and Willow Flycatcher (Figure 7).  It is often not possible to identify the subspecies of Willow 
Flycatcher, so not all examples will be the federally listed subspecies, which is native to Los 
Angeles (Belding 1890), but all subspecies are protected under State law.  The eBird 
observations indicate that the City of Los Angeles has protected species present in areas outside 
of ESAs.  The repeated conclusion in the MND that sensitive species are only found within the 
designated ESAs is categorically false. 
 
The MND includes a list of state and federally protected species, but makes no effort to consider 
“rare” species, which may not enjoy any broad formal protection, but may nevertheless be 
considered rare within the meaning of CEQA.  The CEQA Guidelines define a species as rare 
when:  
 

(A) Although not presently threatened with extinction, the species is existing in such 
small numbers throughout all or a significant portion of its range that it may become 
endangered if its environment worsens; or (B) The species is likely to become 
endangered within the foreseeable future throughout all or a significant portion of its 
range and may be considered “threatened” as that term is used in the Federal Endangered 
Species Act (CEQA Guideline 15380(b)(2)). 

 
For example, a list of sensitive bird species for the County of Los Angeles is available (Allen et 
al. 2009).  These include 32 species that are rare in Los Angeles County even though they may 
be more common in other parts of their range, and 38 species that are also identified as sensitive 
by various agencies because of their status across a wider region.  To comply with CEQA, the 
City must consider species that are locally rare and whose distributions might be adversely 
affected by the proposed Cat Program. 



19 

 
Figure 6.  Snowy Plover observations in Los Angeles, from eBird.  Red markers indicate 

observations in the last 30 days. 

 
Figure 7.  Observations of threatened California Gnatcatcher (left) and Willow Flycatcher 

(right) in Los Angeles, from eBird.  Red markers indicate observations in the last 30 days. 
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The MND does not address the significant mortality of small animals (birds, mammals, reptiles, 
and even invertebrates) caused by free-roaming cats.  The number of birds and small mammals 
killed by feral and free-roaming owned cats in the United States numbers in the billions of 
individuals per year (Loss et al. 2013).  Lizards are also taken in high proportions when available 
(Loyd et al. 2013), which would be the case in many places in Los Angeles.   

Even well-fed cats hunt live prey.  Hunger and hunting are de-linked in cats (Adamec 1976).  
Well-fed cats will hunt and kill lizards, small mammals, birds, and insects (Liberg 1984, Castillo 
and Clarke 2003, Hutchings 2003).  A classic study continuously documented kills by the same 
three well-fed house cats over four years (George 1974). 

4 Impact Analysis Lacks Scientific Support and Analytical Detail 

The impact analysis starts with a short section citing a single 2003 paper discussing whether or 
not the program would result in an increase in free-roaming cats in the City.  The MND asserts 
that TNR can reduce feral cat numbers, but does not disclose, acknowledge, or analyze that: 1) 
the study cited (Levy et al. 2003) had substantial resources to do neutering, while the proposed 
Cat Program does not; 2) the study was limited to a college campus, while the proposed Cat 
Program is at a large geographic scale (i.e., citywide); and 3) the study counted cats that went “to 
the woods” as a decrease in population, while such movement is not in fact a decrease and would 
result in adverse environmental consequences.  The MND overlooks a major study sharing one 
of the same authors that shows at the scale of a county, which is far more relevant to impact 
assessment in the City of Los Angeles, long-term TNR programs in the two counties studied did 
not result in enough cat sterilization to influence the size of the feral cat population in either 
(Foley et al. 2005).  The City also overlooks many other studies showing ineffectiveness of TNR 
as a management strategy to reduce feral cat population size, even when the program includes 
resources for implementation.  As summarized by a group of wildlife veterinary health experts 
writing to the American Public Health Association opposing a proposal (which was subsequently 
rejected) to endorse TNR as a management approach for feral cats (Barrows et al. 2011): 

• Neville (1983) is clear that the purpose of TNR is to produce a stable colony where feral
cats are desired.

• Hughes and Slater (2002) implemented a TNR program on a university campus for two
years. Of 158 cats captured, 101 were returned to campus, of which 6 died during the
two-year study. But because Hughes and Slater did not conduct a population count at the
outset, they could not state whether the program reduced the number of cats on the
campus. Removal (through euthanasia and adoption) reduced the initial number of
trapped cats in the program by 36%, while attrition accounted for a 3.7% reduction.

• Natoli et al. (2006) reviewed TNR colonies in Rome and found that the number of cats
decreased in 55 colonies and increased or remained stable in 48 colonies. The overall
number of cats declined, but this was offset by immigration (through abandonment).

• Zaunbrecher and Smith (1993) describe a TNR program to stabilize a feral cat population
at a rural research hospital. Over three years, the colony went from 40 cats to 36 cats and
the hospital became a site of intentional abandonment. The authors conclude,
“Arrangements are being made to extend the program for an indefinite period” [emphasis
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added]. The reduction from 40 to 36 cats is not a statistically significant difference and 
the study shows that abandoned cats regularly join TNR colonies. 

• Castillo and Clarke (2003) tracked two TNR colonies in Florida for two years and found 
that the number of cats increased at both because of the influx of new cats. 

To summarize this literature, documented reductions in TNR colonies are either only the result 
of aggressive removal (Levy et al. 2003), or are so small the researchers were disappointed 
(Natoli et al. 2006).  Other studies did not claim to measure or find a significant decline 
(Zaunbrecher and Smith 1993, Hughes et al. 2002) or found increases (Castillo and Clarke 2003, 
Winter 2004, Natoli et al. 2006).  Furthermore, mathematical models indicate that greater levels 
of sterilization would be needed (Andersen et al. 2004, Foley et al. 2005, Schmidt et al. 2009) 
than are achieved in real-world TNR programs (Foley et al. 2005, Jones and Downs 2011). 

4.1 Agriculture and Forest Resources 

Although the proposed Cat Program would not result in changes in land use that convert prime 
agricultural land to other uses and therefore the significance threshold is not met, as a matter of 
public policy, the City should consider the impacts of the proposed program on community-
based agriculture such as urban farms and community gardens.  To protect public health, feral 
cats must be kept out of places of agricultural production.  Feral cats can contaminate water and 
soil with long-lived pathogens, especially the protozoan parasite Toxoplasma gondii, which is 
easily transferred to people working in soil and to consumers of garden products if hands and 
produce are not thoroughly washed (Gerhold and Jessup 2012).  Given the emphasis placed by 
the City on food security, the City should be equally concerned about food safety and both assess 
the risk of human exposure to disease from allowing unlimited numbers of feral cats at 
community gardens, backyard plots, and urban farms (Dabritz et al. 2007, Torrey and Yolken 
2013), and propose effective mitigations to eliminate those risks.   
 
4.2 Biological Resources 

The entire premise of the analysis of impacts on biological resources is the unsubstantiated 
assumption that the project will not result in an increase in the number of cats running at large in 
the City.  This assumption is unfounded.   

First, the proposal allows the number of owned cats to increase by 66%.  Owned cats are allowed 
to roam at large, so the number of cats that will have access to wildlife in the City will be 
increased simply by increasing the owned cat limit.  Although the overall population of owned 
cats may have a somewhat lower per cat impact on wildlife because they can be kept indoors and 
are often kept indoors at night (Loss et al. 2013), for the purpose of analysis one must assume 
that some significant portion of the additional cats will be free-roaming.  And some proportion of 
owned cats will eventually be abandoned or lost, further increasing the number of unowned cats.  
If the MND disagrees with this premise, the reasons for disagreement must be adequately 
explained. 
 
Second, by allowing the feeding of feral cat colonies of unlimited size throughout much of the 
City, cats that otherwise would be taken up and euthanized, under the proposed program will 
instead be maintained outdoors.  This will increase, not decrease, the number of feral cats 
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compared against the baseline condition.  Furthermore, the City will become the site for release 
of cats that are threatened with euthanasia at shelters outside the City.  Indeed, one commenter 
on a recent news story about the proposed Cat Program indicated that he or she had seen Internet 
comments that people will arrange for “transports” to bring feral cats to Los Angeles where they 
can be released without threat of euthanasia (comment on 
http://www.opposingviews.com/i/society/animal-rights/la-animal-services-mayor-and-council-
set-give-feral-cats-property-rights-los# by Harve Morgan on October 16, 2013). 
 
Third, the MND asserts that changing the existing pet spay/neuter program to include stray and 
feral cats will have no impact on the number of feral cats (MND, p. 19).  The MND does not 
contain any evidence to support this assertion.  To the contrary, by shifting sterilization resources 
from owned cats to feral cats, the proposed Cat Program could foreseeably result in lower 
sterilization rates for owned cats.  Because the sterilization rate for owned cats is already high 
(thanks in part to the City’s spay/neuter laws and resources), further increases in that rate would 
further decrease the number of unwanted cats being born.   

Even though current spay/neuter resources are effective at reducing the number of unwanted 
owned cats, switching those resources to feral cats would not be similarly effective at controlling 
overall feral cat numbers.  Although this seems counterintuitive, it is a fact well established in 
the scientific literature.  This derives primarily from the difference in sterilization rates in the two 
groups (owned vs. unowned).  Owned cats have a high sterilization rate, high enough for 
sterilization to make a difference in the number of unwanted litters.  If a cat population has an 
80% spay/neuter rate, increasing the rate to 81% will further control population growth.  That is, 
even a 1% increase matters.  Unowned cats have a very low sterilization rate (< 5%), even in 
large-scale long-term TNR programs (Foley et al. 2005).  Because of the significant reproductive 
capabilities of cats and the mobility of unowned cats across the landscape, the rate of sterilization 
for females has to be in the neighborhood of 70–90% for the sterilization to make any difference 
in the population growth rate (Andersen et al. 2004, Foley et al. 2005, Schmidt et al. 2009, 
McCarthy et al. 2013).  At sterilization rates < 70–90%, increased reproduction from intact 
females makes up for the sterilized cats.  If a cat population has a 3% spay/neuter rate, additional 
sterilization to a 4% rate will make absolutely no difference in controlling the population.  
Therefore, because owned cats already have a high sterilization rate, the additional effort to 
increase sterilization does influence the number of unwanted kittens being born, which is what 
the Los Angeles spay/neuter programs have been doing.  Those same sterilization funds spent on 
feral cats, which generally have a < 5% sterilization rate, even with large-scale and long-term 
TNR programs (Foley et al. 2005), would be wasted.   

The proposed Cat Program would not provide a mechanism or resources to increase feral cat 
sterilization rates to the level needed to make a difference on the population, nor has any TNR 
program ever achieved such a goal at the city or county scale.  In addition, feeding of feral and 
stray cats, as proposed in the Cat Program, would undermine the effectiveness of sterilization 
efforts, and would further ensure that transferring spay/neuter resources to unowned cats will 
waste those funds and result in the growth of the stray and feral cat population.  

Foley et al. (2005) investigated TNR programs in San Diego County and Alachua County, 
Florida that had spayed and neutered over 10,000 feral cats each.  This effort did not affect the 
population of feral cats and the percentage of cats recaptured that had been previously sterilized 
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was 5% or less.  They calculated that the percentage of cats that would need to be neutered was 
71–94%.  This study is far more applicable to the City of Los Angeles than the study cited in the 
MND and illustrates that nowhere near the number of cats can be expected to be neutered in 
TNR programs as would be needed to cause a population reduction when TNR is implemented at 
a large scale.  The City of Los Angeles has not committed to any additional resources for 
spay/neuter as part of the proposed program.  Therefore there is no reason to think that the City 
of Los Angeles will be any more successful than San Diego County in reducing feral cat 
numbers through such a program.  To the contrary, releasing cats that would otherwise be 
euthanized will result in an increase in feral cat numbers because the remaining intact cats will 
still be reproducing and the released sterilized cats would be added to their number and would be 
maintained by feeding programs.   
 
Other modeling exercises illustrate that the proportion of cats that must be sterilized for TNR to 
reduce a population are essentially impossible to achieve at the city scale.  Andersen et al. (2004) 
concluded from mathematical models that spay/neuter would need to reach 75% of female feral 
cats annually to cause population declines.  Other studies indicate that a sterilization rate of 
greater than 57% would be needed to have an effect on population size at all and greater than 
82% to eliminate the population (McCarthy et al. 2013). 
 

 
Figure 8.  Decrease in percent cats sterilized by cat number at seven university sites with 

TNR-type sterilization programs (r
2 

= 0.63, p < 0.03) (plotted from data in Jones and 

Downs 2011). 

The sterilization rate required for TNR to make any difference at all on a population (e.g., at least 
greater than 60%) is essentially impossible to achieve in real-world situations (Jessup 2004).  
This is because the proportion of cats captured and sterilized in a TNR program decreases 
consistently with the number of cats present (Jones and Downs 2011).  An analysis of data from 
seven university campus sites with sterilization programs showed that the proportion of cats 
sterilized decreased linearly with the number of cats at each site (Figure 8).  This shows that as 
the number of cats increases, the probability of sterilizing enough to control the population 
drops.  A population of 43 cats had only < 50% sterilization rate; by all estimates the City has 
hundreds of thousands of feral cats, for which available data suggest that only single digit 
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percentages will be sterilized, similar to San Diego County’s program, even with a long-term, 
large-scale TNR program. 

4.2.1 Program Would Result in Loss of Sensitive Species 

As documented here, sensitive species, including bird species specifically identified as sensitive 
in Los Angeles County by ornithological experts (Allen et al. 2009), are found beyond the ESAs 
identified by the City as the target of the purported mitigation measures.  The program would 
result in additional outdoor cats, both owned and unowned cats.  Give the documented hunting 
behavior of the domestic cat (van Heezik 2010, van Heezik et al. 2010, Loss et al. 2013), this 
significantly increases the probability that individuals of sensitive or otherwise protected species 
would be killed or injured as a result of the program.  Furthermore, the proposed mitigation 
measure of “disallowing” feeding is neither feasible nor effective, both because it represents a 
continuation of the status quo and because no enforcement mechanism is identified.  The City 
currently turns a blind eye to feral cats being fed in and adjacent to significant ecological areas, 
and has even actively interfered with efforts to remove them (e.g., at Cabrillo Beach). 
 
4.2.2 Program Would Interfere with Migratory Birds 

Many bird species use Los Angeles as a stopover during migration, including areas not identified 
as ESAs.  The green areas of the City, regardless of whether they are native habitats, also provide 
stopover habitat for migratory birds.  Even the concrete bottom of the lower Los Angeles River, 
which is designated as an “Important Bird Area” by the National Audubon Society, is used 
extensively by migratory birds, as are yards and city parkways.  Birds in these situations are 
vulnerable to predation and mortality during migration, which can be cumulatively significant to 
species (Sillett and Holmes 2002, Loss et al. 2012).  
 
4.2.3 Increased Number of Cats Interferes with Species Behaviors  

The mere presence of outdoor cats inhibits bird nesting productivity.  Research indicates that the 
presence of cats, which reach densities far exceeding any similarly sized native predator, can 
cause behavioral changes in birds that reduce fecundity and may cause significant effects on bird 
populations (Beckerman et al. 2007, Bonnington et al. 2013).   

4.2.4 Project Could Result in Take of Federally Listed Species 

The proposed Cat Program would sanction the maintenance of unlimited unowned cats at various 
places throughout the City and even would support the establishment of new colonies with cats 
redeemed from shelters.  The analysis assumes that federally listed species would only occur 
within one mile of identified ESAs, which is categorically false.  Even in and near ESAs, the 
proposed mitigation measures would be ineffective.   

Section 9 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 as amended (“Act”) (16 USC § 1531 et seq.) 
prohibits the take of any federally listed species by any person subject to the jurisdiction of the 
United States.  “Take” is defined in the Act as “to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, 
trap, capture, or collect, or attempt to engage in any such conduct.”  Harassment is defined as an 
intentional or negligent act or omission which creates the likelihood of injury to a listed species 
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by annoying it to such an extent as to significantly disrupt normal behavioral patterns which 
include, but are not limited to, breeding, feeding, or sheltering.  The term “person” is defined as 
“an individual, corporation, partnership, trust, association, or any other private entity; or any 
officer, employee, agent, department, or instrumentality of the Federal government, of any State, 
municipality, or political subdivision of a State, or any other entity subject to the jurisdiction of 
the United States.” 
 
The City of Los Angeles should be aware that a range of parties could be held responsible for 
actions that result in a violation of Section 9 of the Act.  Some examples from case law of parties 
having been held responsible for take include:  a state for licensing of fishing and lobstering 
equipment and the subsequent entanglement in the equipment by listed whales (Strahan v. Coxe, 
127 F.3d 155 (1st Cir. 1997)); the Forest Service for timber management practices and listed 
Red-cockaded Woodpecker abandonment of nesting cavities (Sierra Club v. Yeutter, 926 F.2d 
429 (5th Cir. 1991)); a town for permitting of vehicles on beaches and crushing deaths of listed 
Snowy Plovers (United States v. Town of Plymouth, 6 F. Supp. 2d 81 (D. Mass, May 15, 1998)); 
and a county for permitting of beachfront lighting and disorientation of listed sea turtles 
(Loggerhead Turtle v. Council of Volusia County, 148 F.3d 1231 (11th Cir. 1998)).  
 
Section 11(g) of the Act provides that “any person” may bring suit in Federal District Court to 
enforce the Act. 
 
Take incidental to an otherwise lawful activity may be authorized by one of two procedures.  If a 
federal agency is involved with the permitting, funding, or carrying out of the project and a listed 
species is going to be adversely affected, then initiation of formal consultation between that 
agency and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service pursuant to Section 7 of the Act is required.  Such 
consultation would result in a biological opinion addressing the anticipated effects of the project 
on the listed species and may authorize a limited level of incidental take.  If a federal agency is 
not involved in the project, and federally listed species may be taken as part of the project, then 
an incidental take permit pursuant to Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the Act should be obtained.  The 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service may issue such a permit upon completion of a satisfactory 
conservation plan for the listed species that would be taken by the project. 

The proposed Cat Program likely will result in take of listed species, which may include, but are 
not limited to, the western Distinct Population of the Snowy Plover, California Least Tern, 
Belding’s Savannah Sparrow, California Red-legged Frog, and Pacific Pocket Mouse.  In 
general, these species are prone to extirpation or extinction because they inhabit fragmented 
habitats, exist at low densities, and are sensitive to adverse effects of weather and predation.  
Small populations with limited breeding partners (mates) are prone to inbreeding which often 
results in problems associated with the lack of genetic diversity (Frankham and Ralls 1998).  
Populations with less genetic variability or more deleterious genetic material are typically less 
able to successfully respond to predation or environmental stresses, or to adapt to even relatively 
minor changes in environmental conditions.  These factors influence the survivability of smaller, 
genetically isolated populations.  
 
Some listed species, such as California Red-legged Frog, which is extant in the Santa Monica 
Mountains, can be found in disturbed areas, including channelized creeks and drainage ditches in 
urban and agricultural areas.  An adult was observed in a shallow isolated pool on North Slough 
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Creek in the American Canyon area of Napa County, California (Christine Gaber/PG&E, pers. 
obs. 2008).  This location was surrounded by vineyard development.  Another adult was 
observed under debris in an unpaved parking lot in a heavily industrial area of Burlingame, 
California (Patrick Kobernus, pers. obs. 2008).  This frog likely was from a nearby drainage 
ditch.  The California Department of Transportation has discovered California Red-legged Frog 
adults, tadpoles, and egg masses within a storm drainage system within a major cloverleaf 
intersection of Millbrae Avenue and Interstate Highway 101 in a heavily developed area of San 
Mateo County (California Department of Transportation 2007).  In portions of its range, the 
species has the potential to persist in disturbed areas as long as those areas provide at least one or 
more requirements for the frog’s life history stages.  The threatened California Red-legged Frog 
has been documented to have traveled distances from 0.25 mile to more than two miles without 
apparent regard to topography, vegetation type, or riparian corridors (Bulger et al. 2003). 
 
The MND lacks the level of information to allow an adequate analysis of the potential effects of 
the proposed Cat Program on listed species.  Therefore, the City of Los Angeles should complete 
habitat evaluations and surveys for the western Distinct Population of the Snowy Plover, 
California Least Tern, Belding’s Savannah Sparrow, California Red-legged Frog, and Pacific 
Pocket Mouse.  Such surveys must be undertaken by qualified biologists following U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service and California Department of Fish and Wildlife protocols.  The City of Los 
Angeles should make the results of these surveys and assessments available for public review.  If 
it is determined that the proposed program may result in take or adverse effects to listed species, 
we recommend that the City of Angeles obtain authorization for incidental take for the 
appropriate listed species pursuant to Sections 7 or 10(a)(1)(B) of the Act from the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service prior to certification of the final environmental document.  

4.2.5 MND Fails to Identify All Affected Sensitive Species 

The MND fails to identify all of the sensitive species that are found within the City of Los 
Angeles.  This is because the City’s analysis relies simply on queries of the California Natural 
Diversity Database to establish presence and distribution.  The CNDDB is a useful first step to 
investigate species distributions, but it is not adequate to comply with CEQA.  For example, two 
native mammal species are found in the Ballona Wetlands, South Coast Marsh Vole and 
Southern California Saltmarsh Shrew (von Bloeker 1932, Friesen et al. 1981), which are both 
sensitive species but are not considered in the MND.  A full survey of the entire City is not 
feasible for such an assessment, but the City does have an obligation to consult resources beyond 
the CNDDB (for example the biological resources sections of its own library of CEQA 
compliance documents) to define the distribution of sensitive species. 
 
4.2.6 Proposed Mitigation Measures Would Be Ineffective 

The MND correctly concludes that allowing the “establishment and maintenance” of feral cat 
colonies could adversely impact wildlife (MND, p. 19).  This is a remarkable admission because 
it clearly articulates that the proposed program will allow new feral cat colonies to be 
established.  This shows that the program is not about reducing existing cat numbers, but rather 
facilitating the feeding and maintenance of unlimited numbers of outdoor cats.  That the 
proposed Cat Program could result in the establishment of new feral cat colonies is inexplicably 
absent from the rest of the analysis. 
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A 2.7-mile “average range” for feral cats is presented without supporting citations to published 
literature (MND, p. 20).  The critical question of dispersal distance of cats was not addressed at 
all in the MND.  Cats are capable of dispersing over substantial distances; Fitzgerald and Karl 
(1986) recorded adult females moving 1.18 to 3.97 miles, and adult males moving 2.95 to 8.65 
miles.  Loss et al. (2013) reported that eight studies conducted in the United States found that 
individual cats on average killed from 24.4 birds to 51.4 birds per year.  A single cat could wreak 
havoc on the Belding’s Savannah Sparrow, Willow Flycatcher, Snowy Plover, and several other 
species, given the dispersal abilities of domestic and feral cats and the low population densities 
of these imperiled species.  The analysis in the MND of the effect of dispersing cats on listed and 
native bird species should be based on scientific research rather than unsubstantiated assertions.  

The mitigation measure proposed for impacts to rare or endangered species is that “feeding at 
colonies will not be allowed within 1 mile of an Environmentally Sensitive Area” with some 
specific geographic exceptions (MND, p. 20).  This cannot be interpreted as a mitigation 
measure because it does not change the status quo in these areas.  Currently, feeding of cats in 
these areas (and everywhere else) is generally not consistent with the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code (or State law), specifically violating the ban on feeding non-domesticated mammalian 
predators, littering laws, and often the limit on the number of cats maintained on a property.  If it 
were not illegal to feed unowned cats in the City, the ordinance changes proposed in this 
program would not be necessary.  Furthermore, the MND does not describe a mechanism to 
enforce the proposed “mitigation.”  
 
Neither the MND nor the underlying program offer any guidance as to how the City will 
“disallow” feeding in environmentally sensitive areas.  The current ordinances that could control 
these activities are not enforced.  There are established cat feeding locations at and near Cabrillo 
Beach, White Point, the Los Angeles International Airport dunes, and the Ballona Wetlands, in 
violation of current ordinances.  The MND is silent on how these activities would be 
“disallowed.”  Will feeders in these areas be cited and/or fined?  Under what mechanism?  Will 
cats in these areas be taken in by the City?  Will cats from these areas be released to volunteers 
to be subsequently released at their places of residence or at other locations in the City?  In short 
there is no evidence to show the proposed mitigation can be feasibly implemented. 

The MND lacks the details and information that would be necessary to enforce a ban on feeding 
feral cats within a mile of the designated ESAs.  To be effective, people would have to know 
where the exclusion zones are located.  The map in the MND is not at a resolution that would 
allow anyone near one of the buffer zones to know if a location is in or out of the zone.  
Furthermore, Animal Services officers would not know if a location were in or outside the buffer 
zone, making enforcement impossible.  The mitigation measure sets up the untenable situation 
where a person on one side of a residential street would be allowed to feed an unlimited number 
of outdoor cats, while a person on the other side of the street would not even be able to feed his 
or her owned cats outdoors.  How does the City propose to notify people that they are in a zone 
that does not allow feeding of cats outside?  Will a mailing go out to all residents?  Will the 
status of a property in a feral cat feeding or non-feeding zone be disclosed on real estate 
transactions like being in a flood hazard zone?  Will Animal Services officers be given a set of 
detailed maps or a GPS unit programmed to tell them where feral cat feeding is or is not 
allowed?  Without steps like these, one must assume that the City does not actually intend to 
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enforce the mitigation measure proposed in the MND, just as it has failed to enforce the existing 
laws that it proposes to change to facilitate feral cat feeding. 

The second mitigation measure would give Animal Services the power to “disallow” colonies 
that threaten species listed as threatened or endangered by the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife.  This second proposed mitigation has all of the same problems as the first mitigation; it 
has no mechanism to implement it.  The premise of it is also deeply flawed.  Why would only 
threatened and endangered species listed by the State trigger this provision?  CEQA recognizes 
impacts to rare and sensitive species as potentially significant impacts, which this measure 
ignores.  Furthermore, CEQA recognizes impacts to federally listed species as potentially 
significant and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service maintains its own list of threatened and 
endangered species, as discussed above.  Why are they not mentioned in this measure?   
 
The third biological mitigation measure specifies that anyone feeding feral cats must take 
“reasonable measures” to prevent access to food by any animal other than a sterilized feral cat.  
How, exactly, does the City propose that feral cat feeders do this?  What are reasonable 
measures, and who will judge what is reasonable?  It is hopelessly naïve to imagine that a cat 
feeder is going to shoo away raccoons and intact cats from the food they put or toss out.  Cat 
feeders are known to “service” many feral cat colonies in a night, driving through 
neighborhoods, placing or throwing cat food on the ground.  This mitigation measure is so 
poorly conceived as to be useless. 

4.2.7 Failure to Consider the Impacts of Increasing Allowed Number of Owned Cats from 

Three to Five 

The biological resources analysis does not consider the biological impacts of increasing the 
allowed number of owned cats from three to five.  This is especially necessary because owned 
cats are allowed to roam at large and the proposed Cat Program does not propose any restrictions 
on roaming.  The City of Los Angeles provides important habitat to native wildlife, as discussed 
above, that would be impacted by an increase in the number of cats with access to the outdoors 
(Crooks 1997, Crooks and Soulé 1999, Lepczyk et al. 2003, van Heezik et al. 2010, Loss et al. 
2013).  Wildlife species are not only found in designated wildlife areas but in neighborhoods as 
well, which provide important resources for migratory and resident birds and other animals 
vulnerable to cat predation.  The impacts to wildlife of domestic cats that are allowed to roam 
outside are well known and include direct and indirect pathways.  Direct impacts occur from 
predation on wildlife species from outdoor cats (Loss et al. 2013).  The negative association 
between the activity of cats in habitats where birds are found and native bird diversity is well 
documented (Crooks and Soulé 1999).  Furthermore, cats need not kill birds directly to depress 
their numbers; a negative behavioral effect from the presence of cats would be sufficient to 
exclude some species from areas where outdoor cats are found (Beckerman et al. 2007, 
Bonnington et al. 2013).  Cats can have indirect effects through the transmission of disease to 
wildlife (Jessup et al. 1993, Jessup 2004, Hollings et al. 2013). 

The MND is completely silent on the impacts on wildlife of raising the owned cat limit, even 
though these cats could be both in and next to natural areas and backyard habitats.  This is a 
major deficiency of the analysis. 
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4.3 Water Quality 

Cats that live or are allowed outdoors cumulatively deposit large quantities of fecal matter into 
the environment, which, besides directly contaminating soil, has a significant adverse impact on 
water quality.  For example, cats from only 12,000 households around Morro Bay, California 
(the cities of Los Osos, Cayucos, and Morro Bay) deposited an estimated 105.9 tons of feces 
outside per year in an area of 11.5 square miles (Dabritz et al. 2006).  Cat feces contribute to 
impaired water quality (Ram et al. 2007) and are carried to water bodies through runoff, where 
they can have adverse effects on wildlife (Miller et al. 2002, Conrad et al. 2005, Miller et al. 
2008).  Los Angeles is 44 times larger and much denser than the Morro Bay region that was 
studied.  It would not be surprising if the annual burden of feces from outdoor cats in the City is 
already orders of magnitude larger (1.3 million households in Los Angeles vs. 12,000 in the 
Morro Bay region yields a rough estimate of 10,000 tons of cat feces yearly in Los Angeles, 
assuming similar rates of cats per household, outdoor access, and proportion of feral cats).  This 
is not merely an issue relevant to the coast or near watercourses; the storm drain system in Los 
Angeles drains all portions of the City to its waterways and into the ocean.   

The protozoan parasite Toxoplasma gondii, which is found in cat feces, can also contaminate 
drinking water sources, both small-scale wells (Sroka et al. 2006) and larger reservoirs (Bowie et 
al. 1997).  The MND does not consider drinking water contamination at all, even though some of 
the City’s drinking water reservoirs are in locations that are not designated as environmentally 
sensitive areas and therefore could become sites for feral cat colonies facilitated by the proposed 
Cat Program. 

The water quality analysis acknowledges that the number of owned cats roaming outdoors will 
be increased under the proposed program, but claims that because an “enforceable” City 
regulation exists that prohibits people from allowing animal waste to enter the storm drain 
system, the increase in cat numbers will not affect water quality.  This is a disingenuous 
statement.  Surely the City is aware that this regulation is not enforced and in fact is not 
enforceable in practice.  People simply do not pick up waste from their cats in the way they do 
(or should) for dogs, especially given that cats are allowed to run at large.  Furthermore, exactly 
how would the current regulation be enforced to keep waste from the additional unowned cats 
that will be fed in the City from entering the storm drain system?  The MND’s assertion in this 
regard is ludicrous.  Pursuant to CEQA, the MND must be revised to propose only mitigation 
measures that are demonstrably enforceable and feasible. 
 
The water quality analysis fails to recognize that the rest of the proposed Cat Program will also 
result in large numbers of additional outdoor cats.  The assumption that the program will reduce 
unowned cat numbers appears to be based on a belief that this program is an implementation of 
TNR and this will control cat numbers.  TNR, however, has never been documented to reduce 
unowned cat numbers at the city or county scale, as discussed in detail above.  

4.4 Public Health 

Increasing the total number of outdoor cats by increasing the per household cat limit and 
allowing unlimited feeding of feral cat colonies will increase the probability of transmission of 
disease to humans (zoonoses) and to wildlife from cats that are allowed to roam outdoors, 
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whether tame, stray, or feral (Gerhold and Jessup 2012).  One of these diseases is toxoplasmosis, 
caused by the protozoan parasite Toxoplasma gondii, which once acquired by a human (or by 
other animals) remains in the brain for a lifetime, potentially causing a range of adverse impacts.  
Some risks of this infection have been known for some time, with a focus on pregnant women or 
immunocompromised individuals (e.g., those with HIV/AIDS or other immune diseases and the 
elderly), and usually with reference to acute toxoplasmosis when the parasite is first acquired.  
However, more information is being learned about the effects of chronic T. gondii infection.  The 
parasite forms cysts in the brain following the initial acute infection.  Research has identified 
associations between chronic infection with T. gondii and incidence of Parkinson’s disease 
(Miman et al. 2010), autism spectrum disorder (Prandota 2010), schizophrenia (both through 
exposure of mother and direct exposure to individual) (Torrey and Yolken 2003, Brown et al. 
2005, Yolken et al. 2009), mania (Dickerson et al. 2013), psychosis (Zhu 2009), increased risk of 
dying in a vehicular accident (Flegr et al. 2002, Flegr et al. 2009), suicide (Arling et al. 2009, 
Yagmur et al. 2010), and personality changes (Lafferty 2006, Flegr 2013).  Some of these 
associations are not yet confirmed to be causal, but science and medicine continue to learn more 
about the adverse impacts of chronic infection by this parasite (Flegr 2013).  These associations 
are, however, consistent with the documented changes in behavior shown by rats when their 
brains are infected with the parasitic cysts formed by T. gondii (Berdoy et al. 2000). 
 
More cats in the environment will increase the environmental burden of the oocysts that are shed 
by infected cats with their feces.  These are shed in the millions for a period when a cat is first 
infected and stay viable in the soil for up to 18 months (Frenkel 2000).  Cats can shed oocysts 
again if they are reinfected years after the first infection (Dubey 1995).  Infection of humans in 
the developed world is caused primarily through exposure to soil contaminated by cat feces or 
food grown in such soil that has not been adequately washed rather than through consuming 
undercooked meat, as is commonly asserted by feral cat advocates (Tenter et al. 2000, Dabritz 
and Conrad 2010).  Allowing ownership and maintenance of additional cats and thereby 
increasing the environmental burden of T. gondii oocysts would foreseeably increase the risk and 
rate of infection by T. gondii to City residents and potentially expose the City to liability as the 
health impacts of this parasite become more well known (Flegr 2013, Torrey and Yolken 2013).  
Children’s sandboxes, if exposed to defecation by free-roaming cats, accumulate millions of T. 
gondii oocysts, numbering from the tens of thousands to millions per square foot (Torrey and 
Yolken 2013).  The City’s proposed Cat Program does nothing to protect children from exposure 
to T. gondii oocysts, even though exposure to just one oocyst can infect a child and change his or 
her health trajectory for life (Torrey and Yolken 2013).  Another route of infection is through 
dogs that are exposed to soil contaminated by cat feces outside and then are petted by family 
members who do not wash their hands and infect themselves (Lindsay et al. 1997).  In this 
manner, the City’s proposed Cat Program, by abandoning the goal of reducing free-roaming cat 
numbers, threatens the health of even those who do not own or interact with cats.  A paper on the 
public health implications of toxoplasmosis included the following summary (Dabritz and 
Conrad 2010) [quoting]: 
 

• Cat owners who allow their pets outdoors should be made aware that their free-roaming 
cats can acquire and faecally shed the protozoan parasite, Toxoplasma gondii. 
 

• Cat owners should be encouraged to keep their pets indoors and collect cat faeces in litter 
boxes destined for disposal in sanitary landfills. 



31 

• Persons who work with soil or garden regularly should wear gloves to protect themselves
from pathogens in soil, such as Toxoplasma gondii, that are spread by owned and feral
free-roaming cats.

The proposed Cat Program reduces the ability of residents to minimize their exposure to this 
parasite, since both owned and feral cats, so long as they are neutered, are allowed to roam onto 
any property under the Municipal Code.  Furthermore, the proposed program, because it will 
result in more cats on the landscape as a whole (both owned and unowned), will decrease water 
quality (fecal coliform bacteria as an indicator of other pathogens), and increase public health 
risks in terms of exposure to zoonotic disease. 

Other health risks exist from free-roaming cats that the TNR approach is ineffective at reducing 
(Gerhold 2011, Gerhold and Jessup 2012, Roebling et al. 2013).  Of particular concern in 
southern California is the prevalence of murine typhus, which is often transmitted to humans by 
fleas associated with cats (Adams et al. 1970, Williams et al. 1992, Sorvillo et al. 1993, Velten et 
al. 2008, Karpathy et al. 2009, Eremeeva et al. 2012).  Although wildlife (e.g., opossums) can be 
the vector for the fleas, the human proclivity to interact with cats increases their importance in 
the transmission of this potentially fatal disease.   

4.5 Land Use and Planning 

The proposed Cat Program would change the definition of “Cat Kennel” in Section 53.50 of the 
Los Angeles Municipal Code.  That definition currently reads: 

“Cat Kennel” shall mean any lot, building, structure, enclosure, or premises, where four or more 
cats are kept or maintained for any purpose. 

Currently, Cat Kennels are not allowed in residential zones.  The proposed Cat Program would 
essentially remove the protections provided by this ordinance by increasing the owned cat limit 
and allowing feeding of an unlimited number of cats at residential properties, so long as the 
feeder claims they are stray or feral cats.  The proposed program would legalize feeding stray 
and feral cats every day and night in the middle of the sidewalk, on City parkways, or in alleys 
just about anywhere in the City, no matter the surrounding land use (with the exception of the 
buffer around ESAs).  This represents a significant change to the nature of land use in the City, 
especially the newly legalized use of public property to feed feral cats in any zoning, while 
currently Cat Kennels are only permitted in areas with specific zoning. 

The MND does not consider the impact of the proposed Cat Program in multifamily 
neighborhoods.  The increase of cat numbers for apartments, townhomes, condominiums, and 
cooperatives is not analyzed.  Each individual multifamily structure could become the locus for a 
66% increase in the number of owned cats.  For example, a six-unit apartment building would go 
from 18 permitted cats to 30 permitted cats.  The MND must take into account the health and 
public safety impacts of allowing substantially greater density of cats in multifamily 
neighborhoods.  Even if a landlord or a condominium association limits the number of pets in a 
structure, the proposed program would allow for people to create an additional burden on the 
property by feeding an unlimited number of unowned cats in alleys, sidewalks, and streets 
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adjacent to buildings, which would be specifically permitted by the proposed program.  The 
proposed program therefore would pose additional problems for property owners and managers 
because it would be impossible for them to deal with nuisance, odor, and sanitation issues posed 
by feral cats being fed in streets and alleys surrounding their buildings, putting them in an 
untenable situation where complaints from tenants and residents cannot be addressed because the 
City will have given special rights to people to create a public nuisance without recourse.  No 
one will have the responsibility to clean up after the feral cat colony, and owners will be denied 
the authority to stop the cause of the problem (feral cat feeders legalized and protected by the 
City).  

4.5.1 Proposed Ordinance Changes Conflict with Other Existing Ordinances 

The conflicts between the proposed Cat Program and existing ordinances have not been 
adequately investigated in the MND.  The MND must assess the effects of changing these 
conflicting ordinances before the permanent injunction is lifted.  Otherwise, the City will simply 
change conflicting ordinances after the environmental review is done and the injunction is lifted 
and the effects of doing so will not be disclosed or mitigated.  The MND must therefore consider 
and analyze the effects of the other ordinance changes necessary to legalize the proposed Cat 
Program, as described below.  

The proposed Cat Program conflicts with Section 53.19(e) of the Los Angeles Municipal Code, 
which states: 

(e) The Department of Animal Services may for the purposes of this article impound cats 
for the following reasons: 

(1) The cat is sick or injured; 
(2) The cat is feral or starving; 
(3) The owner or other person or persons authorized to relinquish possession of it, 
state that the cat is unwanted. 

This ordinance contemplates that being feral is a cause for being impounded by the City.  Yet the 
proposed Citywide Cat Program imagines that such feral cats will be fed in colonies as if they 
were owned, except without any of the responsibilities of ownership.  
 
Elsewhere, City code specifies that the person who is in charge of or controls an animal and 
allows that animal to bite a person is guilty of a misdemeanor (LAMC Section 53.34):   

A person who owns or is in charge of or controls or who possesses a dog or other animal 
who permits, allows or causes the dog or other animal to run, stray, be uncontrolled or in 
any manner be in, upon, or at large upon a public street, sidewalk, park or other public 
property or in or upon the premises or private property of another person is guilty of a 
misdemeanor if said dog or other animal bites, attacks or causes injury to any human 
being or other animal. 

 
Will feral cat feeders be considered to be in charge of or control the cats that they feed?  Will 
they then be liable if the cats that they feed bite or scratch a person?  Obviously not, since the 
proposed Cat Program does not require feral cat feeders to take any responsibility for conditions 
at or around “their” feral cat colonies.  An argument could be made that the City will assume 
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legal and financial responsibility for any injuries or disease caused by feral cats by specifically 
authorizing feral cat feeding by means of the proposed Cat Program. 
 
The proposed Cat Program conflicts with a Municipal Code section that allows people seeing 
stray animals to take them up and relinquish them to the Animal Services Department or the 
police (LAMC Section 53.09(a)):   
 

Any person finding at any time any stray domestic animal or any such animal found 
running at large contrary to the provisions of this article may take up such animal; 
provided, however, that persons taking up such animal shall, within four hours thereafter, 
or within two hours thereafter if such animal is attached or hitched to a vehicle, give 
notice to the Department or to some police officer, of the fact that he has such animal in 
his possession, and shall furnish thereto a description of such animal and a statement of 
the place where he found and where he has confined the animal. 

 
Any unowned cat (even a feral cat that has been sterilized and is part of a “colony”) fits the 
definition of a stray domestic animal, especially given that being feral is one of the reasons given 
for impoundment in Section 53.19(e).  It cannot be argued that neutered feral cats are exempt 
from this ordinance because they are not in heat (see Section 53.06, allowing cats not in heat to 
run at large), because Section 53.06 is limited to owned animals.  Therefore, the current 
ordinance allows people to “take up” feral cats and deliver them to animal shelters, even if they 
are being fed in colonies as contemplated by the proposed Cat Program.  The MND should 
confirm that this right will remain under the proposed Cat Program, or analyze the impacts of 
removing this existing right, and specify whether cats taken to shelters in this manner will then 
be released back outside.   

4.5.2 Exemption to Ban on Feeding Conflicts with State Law on Feeding Wildlife 

The City proposes to exempt stray and feral cat feeders (self-appointed volunteers) from an 
existing ban on feeding non-domesticated mammalian predators, so long as the cats being fed are 
sterilized.  Not only is the specification that only sterilized cats be fed unenforceable, the 
proposed ordinance would be in conflict with State law.  California Fish and Game Code Section 
251.1 defines “harassment” as: “An intentional act which disrupts an animal’s normal behavior 
patterns, which includes, but is not limited to, breeding, feeding or sheltering.”  It is not 
permissible to harass wildlife under State law; therefore, it is not legal to feed wildlife in the 
State of California.  This is common sense.  Because native California wildlife species are found 
throughout the City of Los Angeles (e.g., raccoon, striped skunk, opossum, coyote, mule deer), it 
is essentially impossible to leave food outside for unowned cats and not also be feeding wildlife, 
in violation of State law.   

Feeding unowned cats outdoors certainly disrupts the normal behavior patterns of wildlife, and 
this is as true in Los Angeles as elsewhere.  Instances of “overabundant” raccoons and skunks 
are routinely reported associated with current feral cat feeding locations.  The proposed 
ordinance change to legalize such feeding will result in increased aggregations of raccoons, 
skunks, and coyotes around these locations, attracted by both the food, and in the case of 
coyotes, to the cats themselves as a food source.  This will cause additional public safety risk, 
risk of disease transmission, and require additional City and private resources to address 
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complaints.  It is also inhumane for these animals, which are subject to lethal removal and can be 
killed by methods that are not considered humane in California for dogs and cats. 

Domesticated animals should only be fed indoors or in an enclosed yard, and it is absolutely 
unreasonable to believe that cat feeders taking advantage of the new ordinance will actually 
stand guard over the food they put out to prevent wildlife and unaltered cats from eating it.  
Many feral cat feeders place cat food on the ground or at most on a paper plate (Figure 9).  Plus, 
the unowned cats themselves are food for coyotes (Quinn 1997, Grubbs and Krausman 2009) 
and promoting feeding of unowned cats will increase the number killed by coyotes and lure 
coyotes into additional human-occupied areas of the City.  The City is aware that State law also 
prohibits feeding wildlife, and includes this on its information sheet about applicable animal 
laws. 

 

Figure 9.  Feral cats eating at food dumped outside.  This picture is from the home page of 

the website for LA Feeders (lafeeders.org), a group that claims to feed 8,000 feral cats 

every day in southern California.  It illustrates that food is left on the ground for feral cats 

where it will be easily accessible to wildlife. 

4.5.3 Exemption to Ban on Feeding Conflicts with State Law on Littering 

California State law prohibits littering on private or public property (Penal Code Section 374.4).  
Those leaving food out for feral cats under the proposed program would be undertaking behavior 
that is indistinguishable from the action of littering, which is defined as: 

… discarding, dropping, or scattering of small quantities of waste matter ordinarily 
carried on or about the person, including, but not limited to, beverage containers and 
closures, packaging, wrappers, wastepaper, newspapers, and magazines, in a place other 
than a place or container for the proper disposal thereof, and including waste matter that 
escapes or is allowed to escape from a container, receptacle, or package. 
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Cat food, when left on the ground, as is often the practice by feral cat feeders (see Figure 9), 
certainly meets the definition of litter.  Paper plates and plastic containers that might be used to 
feed cats also constitute litter under the law (see cardboard boxes containing food in Figure 5).  
The MND does not resolve the obvious contradiction between the actions to be encouraged 
under the proposed program — feeding feral cats outdoors, including on public and private 
property — and the need to comply with State law regarding littering. 

5 Conclusion 

The proposed Citywide Cat Program is inadequately assessed in the MND, which fails to meet 
the requirements of CEQA to disclose and mitigate impacts.  It would result in an increase in the 
number of free-roaming cats in the City of Los Angeles by specifically legalizing feeding and 
maintenance of unlimited numbers of feral cats throughout most areas of the City.  The proposed 
mitigation measures are unenforceable.  The project would have significant adverse impacts that 
are not disclosed and the analysis of impacts does not incorporate the best available data or 
scientific knowledge.   

We remain dedicated to helping the City devise policies to reduce the number of stray and feral 
cats, but the City has shown complete disinterest in considering any of the suggestions included 
in our countless communications on this topic over the years.  This is probably because the City 
is responding solely to the feral cat advocacy community, which has exhibited little interest in 
reducing the number of feral cats.  Instead, the City’s objective, shared by those advocates who 
paid for the environmental review, is only to reduce euthanasia of feral cats and create the legal 
framework so that feral cats can live outdoors with limited risk of interference, no matter the 
consequences to the environment, public health, or quality of life.  The proposed Cat Program is 
a program conceived by feral cat advocates for feral cat advocates and does not represent the 
balancing of public interests that is necessary to create reasonable public policy.  
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1 Introduction 

At the request of The Urban Wildlands Group, we have reviewed the population modeling 
approach that is used in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the City of Los 
Angeles Citywide Cat Program to predict future outcomes of the program and its alternatives. 
We each have extensive experience in the development and use of population models in 
environmental management and decision-making. Furthermore, we have experience with the 
demography and ecology of domestic cats, including ongoing research to estimate the free-
roaming cat density and population dynamics in Washington, DC. We have deep experience 
both with the type of mathematical model used in the DEIR and the theory and motivations 
behind different modeling approaches. That is, we understand how a model such as the one in 
the DEIR works mathematically and also how it does, or does not, represent reality. As 
practicing conservation biologists, we collectively have decades of experience with the use of 
models in regulatory and environmental decision-making contexts, and the standards to which 
models are held in order to be relied upon when the fate of species lie in the balance.  

This review is focused solely on the population model presented in Appendix J of the DEIR. The 
purpose of the review is to assess the accuracy and suitability of the model for informing a 
decision by the City of Los Angeles whether to approve the proposed Citywide Cat Program or 
one of the project alternatives. To achieve this purpose, we first assessed the appropriateness 
of the modelling technique in concept and its suitability as the basis of impacts analysis in the 
DEIR. We then investigated the implementation of the model for technical soundness and 
evaluated the reasonableness of the many assumptions that are made to present a model of 
this sort. We both replicated the model from the description in the DEIR and analyzed the 
program code for the model as provided by the City of Los Angeles.  

As we elaborate in the following sections, the model presented in the DEIR cannot be relied 
upon to support any of the conclusions in the DEIR. As a matter of approach, the model 
presents a single output as if it were the truth, when in fact models of this sort that have such 
large uncertainty around the input values must present a range of possible outcomes. More 
importantly, the model contains a mistake in the formulas used to calculate population growth. 
This mistake was copied from a typographic error in the underlying scientific paper that 
developed the model (Flockhart and Coe 2018) and the consultants developing the model failed 
to recognize that the equation that they copied did not represent what it was intended to 
represent. This mistake renders the model results presented in the DEIR unreliable as an aid to 
inform decision-making. Once corrected, the model still fails to reproduce existing conditions 
and fails to reach equilibrium as is needed for an equilibrium model. 

2 Appropriateness of Modeling Technique 

Before investigating the technical implementation of the modeling approach used in the DEIR, it 
is worth considering the purpose of population modeling to inform environmental decision-
making. All models are abstractions of the real world and they never exactly predict the future. 
When dealing with nature, as opposed to modeling whether or how an airplane will fly, the 
complexity of interactions and variation of the environment make predicting the future of 
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biological systems exponentially more difficult. Hence, an often repeated and appropriate 
truism from the statistician George Box is that “Essentially, all models are wrong, but some are 
useful.” The question for any model, and especially for those to be used in making decisions 
about policies in the world, is how wrong it is and whether or not it is useful. Thus, in this 
section we discuss what the population model in the DEIR does and what it does not do, as a 
means to understand its usefulness and accuracy.  

The DEIR contains the results of what is known as a multistate matrix population model. As 
population models go, it is a relatively simple one, because it does not attempt to incorporate 
uncertainty in the inputs to the model, existing variation in the environment, or existing 
variation in space. The model is based almost entirely on a paper that was published as the 
DEIR was being prepared (Flockhart and Coe 2018), and to a lesser degree on an earlier model 
that investigated alternative strategies to control free-roaming cat populations (Andersen et al. 
2004). 

2.1.1 Deterministic vs. Stochastic Models 

The type of model constructed by Flockhart and Coe (2018) is a deterministic model. 
Deterministic models are those which yield the exact same answer every time they are run, if 
the same initial values are used. In other words, unless the initial value of any of the input 
variables is changed, the model output will always be the same. Thus, the model used for Los 
Angeles can only yield different answers if the initial input values are changed.  

Because deterministic models always yield the same answer, they are not used as the basis of 
most real-world management decisions. Furthermore, deterministic models are not used in 
situations where decisions matter, such as endangered species conservation (which are in play 
in the City of Los Angeles). Deterministic models can provide a starting point for model building 
and comparative purposes in a broader framework, but by themselves they would be 
dangerous to use as the basis for management and policy decisions. In fact, the limitations of a 
deterministic modeling approach were fully acknowledged in the paper that the Los Angeles 
model relies upon for model development. Specifically, Flockhart and Coe (2018) state, “we 
have assumed the model to be deterministic recognizing that this currently limits the 
applicability of the results of our model analysis.” They go on to state, “in its current form the 
model is not ready for immediate use” (Flockhart and Coe 2018). In other words, development 
of a deterministic model does not meet accepted scientific standards to provide useful outputs 
to inform environmental impact analysis.  

Usually, once a deterministic model is developed, scientists add random variation to some or all 
of the assumptions that are inputs to the model. The resultant model is a stochastic model, 
which better reflects the random variation in real-world situations, including environmental 
variation such as annual differences in rainfall and temperature and other random variation in 
all of the elements that affect a species population. The stochastic models may then be used to 
simulate multiple different possible future scenarios and to develop a description of the most 
likely future outcomes, variation in those future outcomes, and statistical confidence in the 
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results. Deterministic models cannot simulate multiple future scenarios and offer no level of 
statistical confidence in their outputs.  

Why this is important. Deterministic models offer decision-makers no information about 
possible future conditions under real-world conditions that include random variation.  

2.1.2 Lack of Uncertainty and Sensitivity Analysis 

Because of the deterministic nature of the Flockhart and Coe model, one of the first problems 
in implementing it for real-world management decisions is that it lacks any assessment of 
uncertainty. Uncertainty, or variability if you will, is essential for any model that seeks to model 
nature in a realistic way. Uncertainty includes at least three components.  

First is the level of uncertainty in the estimates of the parameters associated with the 
population itself. In the model in the DEIR, this would include all of the assumptions about the 
birth rates, death rates, sterilization rates, subpopulation transition rates, initial abundances, 
and carrying capacity. Although the DEIR only presents and evaluates one value for each of 
these parameters, each of the parameters has a substantial element of uncertainty associated 
with it. The appropriate way to deal with this uncertainty is to run the model with a range of 
values that represent the reasonable possible values for each variable to see how it influences 
the outcome of the model.  

The next part of uncertainty is the random variation in the environment, which in this instance 
would influence carrying capacity and a number of birth and death rates. The third part of 
uncertainty is to incorporate random variability in population parameters beyond the 
uncertainty in their average values.  

To incorporate these very real influences, models used for management and policy decisions 
incorporate a range of conditions for each model parameter. Moreover, the selection of a value 
amongst the range of values is often done randomly. Models are then run many times and the 
average and range of the outcomes of the values are reported. This approach is important 
because once a realistic model is developed, running many scenarios with random variation 
allows for confidence intervals to be applied to the predictions of future conditions (see Figure 
1). Without this approach, one is left with one single model output and not the slightest idea 
whether it is correct or not. 

Why this is important. The model presented in the DEIR has major flaws that make it unreliable 
even as an initial deterministic model (described below) and it does not provide the sort of 
confidence in future conditions that could be estimated with the incorporation of stochastic 
variation. Given the large uncertainty in even the population parameters for the current model, 
it is highly unlikely that the 95% confidence limits for the project scenario would differ from the 
baseline condition. In other words, even if the model worked properly and showed a decline for 
the one deterministic scenario reported in the DEIR, it is extremely unlikely that the difference 
of that decline compared with the baseline scenario is large enough to be statistically 
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significant. It therefore cannot be relied upon for conclusions of major importance such as the 
protection of public health, migratory birds, endangered species, and water quality. 

 

Figure 1. Example of model outputs from a stochastic population model, with 95% 
confidence intervals indicated by the dashed blue lines (reprinted from Erickson et al. 
2014). The panels demonstrate the model outputs that show the influence of 
uncertainty about demographic parameters (low in this example compared with the cat 
model), random variation in the environment, random variation in demographic 
parameters, and a combined model.  

Proper model construction, including population models, includes a sensitivity analysis. 
Sensitivity analysis seeks to understand how sensitive different parameters in a model are, and 
thus provides an approach to evaluate how input variables contribute to the uncertainty in 
model output. There are a variety of mathematical approaches that can be used to evaluate 
uncertainty. One common form of sensitivity analysis is where an input variable is changed by a 
certain percentage (e.g., 10% or 25%), while all of the other input variables are left unchanged, 
and the model is run and the output recorded and compared to the original model output. As a 
result, model variables may be very sensitive to change (i.e. a small change in the model input 
variable results in a large change in the output) or very insensitive to change (i.e. even large 
changes in the model input variable results in little change in the output). 

2.1.3 Population Models with Carrying Capacity vs. Unconstrained Growth 

The DEIR model assumes that there is a carrying capacity of total cats in the city and that if the 
number of outdoor cats exceeds this capacity that constraints on survival will limit population 
growth. That is, the environment for cats is limited due to food and shelter and if more cats are 
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released, they will compete with existing cats and the numbers will go back down. Therefore, 
the model assumes from the start, that if there are more outdoor cats than currently exist for 
the next 30 years, they will be competing with each other and death rates will go up until the 
population declines back to the assumed carrying capacity. Furthermore, the model assumes 
that even if more cats are fed when they are released, they will still compete with existing cats 
and the numbers will decline back to the asserted carrying capacity of 226,970 total cats. 
Because of this carrying capacity assumption, it is impossible for the model to ever generate a 
substantial increase in the number of free-roaming cats over the life of the project. Moreover, 
because the survival of free-roaming cats is constrained, by design, as the population nears 
carrying capacity, this limits the potential for survival to greatly influence the population 
dynamics of feral and stray subpopulations. The use of a model with a set carrying capacity is a 
fatal flaw for impact analysis because the carrying capacity of the City of Los Angeles for feral 
cats will certainly increase over the coming thirty years, both associated with feeding that is 
part of the project and as development intensifies.  

We note that assuming that the number of free-roaming cats is at carrying capacity differs from 
the other modeling approach referenced by the authors. Specifically, Andersen et al. (2004) 
assume that free-roaming cats are not at equilibrium and model population increases under 
different scenarios, which is more akin to the situation in Los Angeles where part of the project 
proposal is to encourage feeding of cats, which increases carrying capacity. Whether one 
assumes that the number of cats is constrained by the environment or not greatly affects the 
outcome of any model.  

Why this is important. The choice of a model approach that assumes that free-roaming cats 
cannot become more abundant and that feeding has no impact on their ability to persist pre-
determines the behavior of the model. If one assumes that feeding cats increases the number 
of cats that can be supported in the environment like Andersen et al. (2004), removal of adult 
cats will end up being more important to the population trajectory. Even if a carrying capacity 
model is chosen where the model limits growth of the stray cat population like Flockhart and 
Coe (2018), any analysis of the program to encourage TNR and feeding should have involved 
setting a higher carrying capacity as an impact of the program and then evaluating population 
trajectories compared with other project alternatives that do not increase carrying capacity or 
reduce carrying capacity.  

3 Model Evaluation 

Our team thoroughly reviewed Appendix J and attempted to re-create the model in the R 
programming environment. The information provided in Appendix J, however, was not 
adequate for reproducing the authors’ results (see below). As a consequence, The Urban 
Wildlands Group requested, and the model’s authors provided, their complete R code for 
further documentation of their methods. We reviewed the provided code and model output, as 
written, and compared the results with those that were presented in the DEIR. We also 
explored the influence of mistakes and assumptions made within the authors’ code. 
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3.1 Model Output, As Defined by DEIR Authors 

The model is constructed by defining the transition probabilities between subpopulations (feral, 
stray, shelter, and owned cats) and the demography (e.g., fecundity and survival) within each 
subpopulation. Using the unaltered code as presented by the authors, we found that the 
population did not achieve equilibrium, as necessitated by this modeling technique and 
described in Appendix J. While the population of free-roaming cats remained relatively stable 
over the 30-year timeline, the populations of shelter cats and owned cats experienced 
extraordinary increases (Figure 2). Indeed, with no alterations to their code, under the “no 
project” scenario, the shelter subpopulation more than doubled from 7,503 in year 0 to 16,730 
cats in year 30. Likewise, the owned subpopulation more than tripled over the timeline of the 
project, from 685,855 owned cats at year 0 to 2,465,670 cats in year 30 (an increase of 350%). 
These predictions suggest that the number of cats per cat-owning household (28.5 % of 
1,275,534 households in the City of Los Angeles) would have to increase from its current level 
of 1.9 cats per cat-owning household to an astonishing 6.8 cats per cat-owning household 
under the “no project” scenario.  

Figure 2. Subpopulation sizes of free-roaming, shelter, and owned cats across the 30-
year horizon of the project, as predicted using the unaltered code of the authors of the 
DEIR. 

This output indicates that the model itself is deeply flawed, as the predictions in no way 
adequately reflect any potential reality associated with owned or shelter cat subpopulations 
nor does it suggest that the overall population of cats is in equilibrium. In fact, even free-
roaming cats do not achieve equilibrium in this model – while the feral subpopulation is at 
equilibrium, the stray cat subpopulation continues to increase due to the transition from 
owned to stray subpopulations (Figure 3). This reflects a severe flaw in the design of the model 
– while the survival of free-roaming cats is constrained by the carrying capacity of the
environment, the number of cats that may be maintained in shelters and households is
unbounded. Though the survival of cats in those subpopulations may not be influenced by
carrying capacity, due to supplemented resources by owners and shelter managers, there is an
obvious need to limit the size of the shelter and owned subpopulations in the model on the
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basis of space, especially since changing the owned cat population limits is one of the project 
elements and the project does not include building additional shelter space. 

 

Figure 3. Subpopulation sizes of feral, stray, shelter, and owned juvenile and adult cats 
across the 30-year horizon of the project, as predicted using the unaltered code of the 
authors of the DEIR. 

The unreasonable increase of shelter and owned subpopulations was apparent in all but one of 
the scenarios presented, the “owned s/n” scenario in which a larger proportion of stray cats are 
taken in by owners (Figure 4). The “project” and “direct removal 15k” scenarios showed the 
largest decrease in the free-roaming cat populations, from 226,970 at year 0 to 197,363 and 
183,699 at year 30, respectively, but both relied on an impossible increase in owned cats 
(project scenario = 2.48 million cats; direct removal 15k scenario = 2.59 million cats) and so 
these results must be rejected. 
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Figure 4. Subpopulation sizes of feral, stray, shelter, and owned cats, by scenario, across 
the 30-year horizon of the project, as predicted using the unaltered code of the authors 
of the DEIR. 

The model is not at equilibrium. A model at equilibrium would have all of the subpopulations 
stable and not rapidly increasing or decreasing. A useful model would be at equilibrium under 
the no-project condition, so that the changes of the project and the alternatives could be 
compared against the current steady state. The owned cat subpopulation increasing 350% over 
30 years is not a valid result, and as a consequence, the other results from the model are not 
useful, because all subpopulations are connected and each part in the model relies on the other 
parts. The erroneous results in Appendix J contain the implicit assumption that the total 
number of cats in Los Angeles has been increasing so rapidly that there would have been no 
cats at all 15 years ago if that increase were a straight-line trend. This was obviously not the 
case. To put trust in any of the model results, one would essentially need to also believe that 
Los Angeles had no owned cats in the year 2000. Based on these results, it is impossible to 
conclude anything other than the model, in its current form, is so wrong as to be completely 
useless as a decision-making aid. 

3.2 Model Implementation Contains Serious Technical Mistake  

The increases in owned and shelter subpopulations above were caused by two major errors in 
Equation 8 (page J-24). This equation describes the transition between life stages for a given 
subpopulation. Columns and rows in the matrix represent transitions from (columns) and to 
(rows): intact juveniles, intact adults, altered juveniles, and altered adults. The parameter 𝑝" 
represents the proportion of juveniles that are sterilized and 𝑝# represents the proportion of 
adults that are sterilized. As implemented in the code used for the DEIR, Equation 8 describes 
the transition from intact adults to altered and intact juveniles as √𝑠#𝑓#(1 − 𝑝#) and √𝑠#𝑓#𝑝# 
(Figure 5). This is in error; the correction version of the formulas should be written as 
√𝑠#𝑓#(1 − 𝑝") and √𝑠#𝑓#𝑝", because these formulas describe adult production of intact, 
(1 − 𝑝"), and altered, 𝑝",	juveniles, respectively.  
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Figure 5. Equation 8 on page J-24 of Appendix J the DEIR contains two errors, 
highlighted in yellow, which greatly impacts population growth. 

 

These mistakes are likely a consequence of a typographical error in Flockhart and Coe (2018, 
page 6/34, Figure 6). Figure 1A of Flockhart and Coe (2018) provide the correct version of the 
formulas (Figure 7). 

 

 

Figure 6. Equation 7 in Flockhart and Coe (2018) is likely the source of the errors. Errors 
are highlighted in yellow, with n0 and n1 representing the proportion of juveniles and 
adults sterilized, respectively. 
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Figure 7. Figure 1A of Flockhart and Coe (2018) provides the correct version of the 
formulas for transitions from intact adult to altered juvenile and intact adult to intact 
juvenile. Highlighting represents the correct versions of the formulas that contained a 
typographical error in the text. 

This error greatly affects population growth of the owned cat subpopulation. If there were no 
transitions between the owned subpopulation and other subpopulations, we would assume 
that this subpopulation would decrease over time and eventually go extinct. Applying the 
demographic transition matrix with the DEIR Equation 8, however, yields an owned 
subpopulation that is rapidly increasing without subpopulation transitions (Figure 7). This 
occurs because the incorrect version of the formula generates a high number of cats that are 
able to reproduce. Expressed quantitatively, the DEIR predicts annual sterilization rates of 0.921 
(𝑝") for juveniles and 0.132 (𝑝#) for owned adult cats. Using the incorrect version of the 
formulas (√𝑠#𝑓#(1 − 𝑝#) and √𝑠#𝑓#𝑝#), where 𝑆# = 0.917 and 𝑓#= 4.5, these formulas would 
yield 3.06 intact juveniles and 0.464 altered juveniles per intact adult cat. The correct versions 
of the formulas (√𝑠#𝑓#(1 − 𝑝") and √𝑠#𝑓#𝑝") yields 0.28 intact juveniles and 3.25 altered 
juveniles per intact adult cat.  

This mistake has no direct effect on the shelter population, because all cats are sterilized, and a 
smaller influence on the feral and stray subpopulations, because the sterilization rates of adults 
and juveniles are both low (𝑝" = 0.001;	𝑝# = 0.0025). However, because owned cats 
transition only to stray and shelter subpopulations, and adult stray cats transition only to 
shelter and owned subpopulations, the increase in the owned cats has a considerable effect on 
the stray and shelter subpopulations. The increase of owned cats has a relatively minimal effect 
on the feral subpopulation directly because only the offspring of stray cats can become feral. 

Additionally, the value of x in Equation 4 (page J-13), which determines the extent to which 
survival is constrained as a population approaches carrying capacity, is influenced by the 
mistaken demographic parameters. 
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3.3 Correcting Equation 8 Exposes Additional Problems with the Model 

We re-ran the model with the correct sterilization rates, correcting the error made in the code 
provided by the authors (line 53 of demography_funcs.R). Running the model with these 
corrections revealed additional problems with model parameterization. 

3.3.1 Corrected Model Incorrectly Predicts Rapid Decline of Stray, Shelter, and Owned 
Subpopulations 

Using the rates that the City established for juvenile and adult sterilization and the rest of the 
assumptions presented, the resulting model predicted a steep decline the owned, stray, and 
shelter cat populations (Figure 8). In fact, as parameterized in this model, only the feral 
subpopulation would remain stable, while all other subpopulations would reduce to zero within 
fifty years. The decline in the owned, shelter, and stray subpopulations was evident for each of 
the scenarios (Figure 9). When an unreasonable result like this happens with a mathematical 
model, it is an indication that the model is not representing the real world in a useful way. This 
indicates that, despite fixing the errors in Equation 8, there are still unaddressed problems in 
the construction of the model, as defined by the authors of the DEIR.  

Figure 8. Subpopulation sizes of feral, stray, shelter, and owned juvenile and adult cats 
under the no project scenario across the 30-year horizon of the project, as predicted 
using the code of the authors of the DEIR after fixing the errors Equation 8. 
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Figure 9. Subpopulation sizes of feral, stray, shelter, and owned juvenile and adult cats, 
by scenario, across the 30-year horizon of the project, as predicted using the code of the 
authors of the DEIR after fixing the errors in equation 8. 

The assumed rate of transition between the feral subpopulations and other subpopulations 
may be driving some of the unexpected model behavior. Notably, the only subpopulation that 
transitions to the feral population is the kittens of stray cats. At the first time step, there are 
11.5 intact adult stray cats and 7.26 intact juvenile stray cats. Based on the survival and 
fecundity of these individuals, this leads to an addition of a maximum of 23.4 new individuals to 
the feral population. Likewise, the only transition from the feral population is to the shelter 
system, and the transition rate to the shelters is 0.0001 per year. The DEIR authors did not 
derive the feral to shelter transition rate but rather directly used Flockhart and Coe’s (2018) 
transition rate estimate – because the definition of feral and stray cats differed between the 
two studies, it is inappropriate to assign equivalent transition values. Indeed, given the rate of 
transition between feral and shelter subpopulations, under the “no project” scenario only 22.7 
feral cats would transition to the shelter system from year 0 to year 1 (Note: subpopulation 
transitions occur subsequent to subpopulation demographic operations). This assumption is not 
reasonable. Because transitions to and from the feral cat subpopulation are minimal, and 
survival is constrained by carrying capacity, this leads to a population that is relatively isolated 
from the other subpopulations and is stable by design of the model. Moreover, because the 
proportion of free-roaming cats made up by the feral subpopulation is so high (minimum of 
99.4% across scenarios with the corrected Equation 8 and minimum of 97.0% using the DEIR 
Equation 8), the stray cat subpopulation has little impact on the overall population dynamics of 
free-roaming cats. This is inconsistent with real-world conditions. 

The unexpected instability in the model outputs may also be driven by the parameterization of 
the stray cat subpopulation. The DEIR deviates from the Flockhart and Coe model in the rate of 
transition from owned to stray cats and from stray cats to the feral subpopulation. In the DEIR, 
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all kittens of stray cats that are not adopted or taken into the shelter system go to the feral 
subpopulation. Conversely, the Flockhart and Coe model is parameterized such that only 5% of 
stray kittens transition to the feral subpopulation. The Flockhart and Coe model therefore 
allows for the internal regulation of the stray subpopulation whereas the stray subpopulation 
acts only as a population sink in the DEIR model. Therefore, unlike the Flockhart and Coe model 
upon which this model is based, the stray cat subpopulation cannot be self-sustaining because 
reproduction cannot add new individuals to the subpopulation.  

 

Figure 10. Derivation of number of freeroaming cats that come into shelters each year, 
according to the model in the DEIR (without corrections). The number of cats projected 
to be taken in during the first year of the model differs substantially from existing data. 

3.3.2 Inputs to Shelter from Model Stray and Feral Subpopulations Are Not Close to Data 

Another substantial error in the DEIR authors’ parameterization of stray and feral cat transitions 
to the shelter subpopulation may also be a driver of the unusual behavior of the model (see 
Figure 10). As described in the text of the DEIR, 7.6% of strays transition to the shelters each 
year (page J-23). This transition rate is defined by the shelter intake rate of 17,137 stray 
cats/year and the estimated size of the free-roaming cat population (0.076 = 17137/226970). 
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However, it cannot be correct that the intake rates represent the stray transition to the shelter 
system – in fact, the model is parameterized such that there are only 1,021 stray cats in the first 
year (year 0), which is not even close to 17,137. Therefore, as defined, a large proportion of the 
transition from free-roaming cat subpopulations to the shelter must be from the feral 
subpopulation. Indeed, after accounting for deaths, a stray cat population of that size and a 
transition rate 0.076 would transition only 38.8 stray cats to the shelter during the first year of 
the “no project” scenario. As described above, 22.7 feral cats transition to shelter during that 
year. Combined, the free-roaming cat subpopulations contribute only 61.5 free-roaming cats to 
the shelter in year 1. Conversely, the DEIR states that 0.6% of owned cats are relinquished to 
the shelter subpopulation each year (equated as 3,803 cats reported by the shelter system 
divided by an estimated 685,555 owned cats in the City – though this transition should be 
equated after running the demographic functions). Therefore, formerly free-roaming cats make 
up a negligible proportion of the shelter subpopulation in the model, even though the shelter 
system has reported that 81.8% of cats that transition to shelters are free-roaming. Put another 
way, the model does not account for roughly 17,075 free-roaming cats that come into shelters, 
having only modeled 61 stray and feral cats entering the shelter in the first year. Because of 
this, most of the population dynamics of the shelter subpopulation are driven by owned cats 
and the number of free-roaming cats that enter the shelter is completely unrealistic (off by tens 
of thousands) when compared to actual data provided by Los Angeles Animal Services.  

3.4 Information Necessary to Replicate Model Is Missing  

Although Appendix J appears to report the model development in careful detail, we found that 
many critical elements were missing from the text. We therefore appreciate that the model 
code was shared by the developers so that we could resolve the questions arising from the 
write-up. We note that any agency or other reviewer attempting to validate the model without 
being provided the code would have to make significant assumptions about key model 
elements. Furthermore, if the model had been published in a peer-reviewed journal the code 
would generally be required in the article. 

3.4.1 Missing or Incomplete Information 

The information provided for the transitions from and to the subpopulations was incomplete 
and often inconsistent.  

Shelter to feral transition (𝑷𝑯→𝑭): This transition was not provided in the DEIR text. Equation 
10 (column 3, row 1) suggests that this number is 0, however, the transition from shelter to 
stray subpopulations is 0.0007 based on escapes from the shelter. It should be therefore be 
expected that feral cats also escape back into the feral subpopulation at a similar rate as that of 
stray cats.  

Owned to stray transition (𝑷𝑶→𝑺): The authors base their transition rate of 0.0014 owned cats 
transitioning to the stray subpopulation on the assumption of a 2.3% sterilization rate of free-
roaming cats (Table J-10, page J-18 – note there is a typo here and on page J-16 that suggests 
that the proportion of sterilized cats is 2.5%, citing Wallace and Levy 2006). Flockhart and Coe 
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provide a much higher transition rate of 5.49% from owned to free-roaming subpopulations, 
which includes 0.49% of cats who are lost each year and 5% of cats that are abandoned. A 
reproducible description of the method for determining the rate of transition from owned to 
stray subpopulations is necessary. It is also necessary to determine whether the authors used 
the 2.3 or 2.5 % sterilization rate to determine the transition from owned to stray 
subpopulations. See further discussion below. 

Feral and stray subpopulations: On page J-16 the authors describe that they used the overall 
assumed free-roaming sterilization rate to allocate free-roaming cats into feral or stray 
subpopulations (see owned to stray (𝑃;→<), above). They do not provide a reproducible 
description of how their subpopulation sizes were determined nor do they provide their 
estimate for initial subpopulation sizes in the DEIR. 

3.4.2 Survival and Carrying Capacity, Solving for x 

Carrying capacity is expected to influence population growth rate for free-roaming cats (feral 
and stray subpopulations). This is determined by Equation 4 (p. J-13): 

𝑠(𝑛) = 𝑠(0) ∙ expB𝑥 𝑛
𝑛DE

F 

In this equation, x is a constant that limits survival as the population approaches carrying 
capacity. If the derivation of x is incorrect, the population will not stabilize as expected. The 
authors’ description of how they derived the value of x is not sufficient to reproduce their 
results. On page J-13, the authors’ state that “The value of x is solved numerically; given the 
fecundity, survival, and sterilization assumed for the Los Angeles cat population, x = –
0.4031485.” While the authors cite Flockhart and Coe (2018) for Equation 4, there is no 
indication that the methodology used was equivalent (see Flockhart and Coe 2018, pages 13-
15/34, equations 13-17). The authors’ description of how x is derived is repeated on page J-28 
when they address how spay/neuter surgeries would influence the value of x – “The value of 
the adjusted parameter is solved for numerically and has a value of x = -.279045.” Because the 
value of x is critical in determining the growth rate of the population, including under 
spay/neuter scenarios, full treatment of how the value of x is derived is necessary to reproduce 
the model. 

3.5 Model Input Assumptions Are Unreasonable 

Unless a model gives results that are consistent with real-world conditions, its results are not 
useful. The failure of the model with the proper formulas to provide realistic results means that 
the assumptions that the City has made to create the model are incorrect and need to be 
revisited to produce a model that has all of the subpopulations reasonably stable in the “no 
project” scenario so that the model can be used to understand what the likely outcome of the 
proposed project and alternatives would be. The current model cannot do that and does not 
produce useful results either with the incorrect rates coded into the version reported in the 
DEIR or with the rates corrected. Such an outcome is not uncommon in modeling; it takes time 
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and experimentation to parameterize a model. When a model fails, as this one has, it means 
that the model maker does not sufficiently understand the system that is being modeled to be 
able to make a useful model to predict its behavior.  

3.5.1 Carrying Capacity (Current Number of Free-roaming Cats) Is Too Low 

The model can only be run by first determining the carrying capacity, which is the total number 
of cats that the environment can support. Leaving aside the question of whether the population 
of cats in Los Angeles is at carrying capacity (discussed above), it is set at the number of cats 
assumed to be currently present. This number is calculated by multiplying the area of different 
land cover by an estimated density for that land cover. The model assumes that all of the 
urban/suburban areas have the same density of cats, which is inconsistent with the published 
literature and data presented in the DEIR. Income and more detailed land use categories (e.g., 
commercial, industrial, residential) and building density highly influence outdoor cat numbers 
(Liberg et al. 2000, Flockhart et al. 2016). The maps of cat trap density and cat complaint 
density provided in the DEIR suggest high heterogeneity in cat distribution within the area 
lumped together as “urban/suburban.”  

The DEIR does not contain any actual data from Los Angeles to estimate the total number of 
free-roaming cats. Even though the DEIR contains some information about density from its own 
records, it does not use these data. Instead, the estimate of cat numbers is produced by 
averaging estimates from other locations around the world where people have collected and 
published real data collected on cat density. This approach is, to be clear, second best at the 
outset to having data collected to estimate cat numbers and such an approach would not be 
permitted in the usual course of environmental assessment and decision-making when 
protected species are involved. 

The feral and stray cat density in the urban/suburban category in the DEIR was estimated from 
46 studies from around the world that report estimates derived from different methods 
(telephone surveys, transects, mark-recapture). Some of these estimates are from small towns 
(e.g., a human population of 500 on Cat Island in Japan and 4,100 in Caldwell, Texas), while 
others are from large metropolitan areas (including New York). Some estimates include large 
non-urban areas as well (such as the county-wide surveys for Santa Clara County, San Diego 
County, and Alachua County). The climate and biome vary markedly, with most studies from 
deciduous forest landscapes (which freeze), laurel forest (which does not freeze), and a few 
Mediterranean biome locations (which, like Los Angeles, do not freeze). Climate is important 
because it affects the demographic characteristics of cats and locations with more mild climates 
will support more cats.  

To investigate the wisdom of using all of the 46 different studies with their large variation, we 
gathered data about each of the study locations describing the population of the urban area 
studied and classifying the natural vegetation by biome and the climate by whether or not at 
least one month of the year had mean low temperatures below freezing. New Zealand was 
omitted from estimates entirely because of the aggressive predator control policies in place to 
limit the impacts of free-roaming cats on an endemic fauna that evolved without mammalian 
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predators. The extraordinary high cat density on Cat Island in Japan was also eliminated 
because of the unusual circumstance of it essentially being a cat sanctuary. We further 
eliminated the estimates from Kilgour et al. (2017) because they reported number of cats per 
km of transect, and although the area of the study area was provided in the paper, they fully 
acknowledged that the estimates were from the sidewalks and not the interior of the blocks 
that were included in the area reported. Using the remaining dataset, we used a statistical 
analysis to evaluate what elements of a location best explained the patterns of reported free-
roaming cat density (human population, climate, or biome). To do this, we constructed a series 
of generalized linear models using cats per acre as the dependent variable, with a Poisson 
distribution and log-link function, and population, biome, and climate as the independent 
variables, each tested individually. Models were compared using AICc (Burnham and Anderson 
2002). We then calculated the predicted cat density and 95% confidence limits for the 
conditions in Los Angeles: Mediterranean biome, a non-freezing climate, and a human 
population rounded to 4,000,000. We produced models with and without those studies that 
included extensive non-urban areas in their density estimate (e.g., Levy et al. 2003).  

Table 1. Alternative models estimating free-roaming cat density as explained by city 
population size, climate, or biome. Values of the model for urban/suburban land in Los 
Angeles are provided with 95% confidence intervals from each model. 

Model AICc Chi-square p (effect test) Los Angeles (cats per acre; 
urban/suburban) 

Human Population 1 92.6 2.909 0.08 1.880 (1.279–2.745) 
Human Population 2 84.22 2.917 0.08 2.110 (1.446–3.080) 
Climate 1 93.07 2.44 <0.11 1.775 (1.229–2.564) 
Climate 2 83.3 3.86 <0.05 2.112 (1.453–3.070) 
Biome 1 72.00 26.255 <0.0001 4.306 (2.822–6.593) 
Biome 2 50.02 40.04 <0.0001 7.082 (4.629–10.835) 

 

These results show that the overall city population is not an important factor in explaining cat 
density, but climate and vegetation are. It is therefore inappropriate to extrapolate cat density 
from locations that have extended freezing temperatures to a location that does not. There is 
also a risk in extrapolating from only five studies from Mediterranean biomes that are most 
similar to Los Angeles. These studies are from Rome (2 estimates), Jerusalem (1 estimate), 
Santa Clara County, and San Diego County. If the countywide survey-based estimates are left 
out, only three estimates are left from Mediterranean biomes.  

Even though the biome-based division of the data had the lowest AICc, to avoid an estimate 
from only three or five studies, a prudent implementation of a model with carrying capacity for 
cats in Los Angeles would use an estimate from the 14 studies from locations that do not freeze 
and were concentrated in urban locations (model Climate 2 above). This approach is highly 
significant and has the second lowest AICc. Applying those cat density numbers to the land 
cover-based calculations in the DEIR produce an estimate of 488,579 cats, and a 95% 
confidence interval that would be tested through sensitivity analysis of 342,388 to 701,177. We 
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have not considered the estimates for other land cover classes because they only account for 
<8% of the overall numbers but a similar exercise could produce more reasonable estimates 
that take into the significant effect of climate on cat density.  

To summarize, the preparers of the model made two unreasonable assumptions: 1) that all of 
the built up area of Los Angeles has the same density of free-roaming cats, when strong 
evidence in the DEIR itself and in the scientific literature suggest that it will vary by intensity of 
urban land use, and 2) that the density of free-roaming cats in Los Angeles would be the same 
as in locations with extended freezing periods instead of the mild climate in Los Angeles. We 
have not addressed the varying density issue, but have demonstrated that locations that freeze 
have significantly lower densities of free-roaming cats in studies, and produced a much more 
defensible estimate of the number of cats in Los Angeles that uses density estimates only from 
locations that do not freeze and provide 95% confidence intervals to be used in model 
sensitivity analysis.  

Why this is important. If the estimated abundance of free-roaming cats differs from the actual 
abundance, model output may differ greatly from the current predictions. While the density-
dependent survival rate of free-roaming cats is influenced only by the distance of the 
population from carrying capacity, predicted transition rates between subpopulations may be 
influenced by the abundance estimate. Most notably, the transition between the stray cat and 
shelter subpopulations is calculated as the intake rate (17,137 cats per year) divided by the 
estimated abundance of free-roaming cats (226,970). This yielded an annual transition rate of 
7.6% of stray cats going into the shelter subpopulation. Using our estimated value of 488,579 
stray cats and 95% confidence intervals of 342,388 to 701,177 cats, this transition rate would 
be 3.5% (2.4 to 5.0%). Likewise, the transition from the owned to stray population is derived 
from the sterilization rate (page J-18) and the authors’ estimated population of free-roaming 
cats. By making decisions that resulted in a low estimate of the current number of free-roaming 
cats, the preparers of the model overestimate other critical variables that substantially impact 
model outputs (even if the model had been coded correctly).  

3.5.2 Model Parameters 

The model contains 41 parameters as inputs. We collated all of them here (Table 2). These 
inputs are based on other values, which also are a mix of values from data and values that are 
extrapolated from limited information or conditions not similar to Los Angeles. As discussed 
above, these parameters determine the output of the model. Rather that testing a range of 
reasonable values for each parameter, as done for example, in Loss et al. (2013)’s estimate of 
the numbers of wildlife species killed by free-roaming cats in North America, the model 
presents only a single value. The appropriate modeling approach would be to compile a range 
of values for each parameter and then test the model through the whole range of possible 
values. By selecting only one value for each parameter, the authors of the model can unduly 
influence the outcome.  
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Table 2. Input parameters used for cat population model. 

Parameter Type Subpopulation Stage Value 
fecundity transition feral adult 2.97 
fecundity transition feral juvenile 1.25 
fecundity transition stray adult 2.97 
fecundity transition stray juvenile 1.25 
fecundity transition shelter adult 0 
fecundity transition shelter juvenile 0 
fecundity transition owned adult 4.5 
fecundity transition owned juvenile 1.89 
survival transition feral adult 0.70 
survival transition feral juvenile 0.21 
survival transition stray adult 0.70 
survival transition stray juvenile 0.21 
survival transition shelter adult 0.795 
survival transition shelter juvenile 0.795 
survival transition owned adult 0.917 
survival transition owned juvenile 0.778 
time0_sterilized population stray adult 0.025 
time0_sterilized population stray juvenile 0.01 
time0_sterilized population feral adult 0.0025 
time0_sterilized population feral juvenile 0.001 
sterilization transition stray adult 0.0025 
sterilization transition stray juvenile 0.001 
sterilization transition feral adult 0.0025 
sterilization transition feral juvenile 0.001 
sterilization transition shelter adult 1 
sterilization transition shelter juvenile 1 
sterilization transition owned adult 0.132 
sterilization transition owned juvenile 0.921 
time0_n population feral_stray adult_juv 226,970 
time0_n population feral adult_juv 225,950 
time0_n population stray adult_juv 1,021 
time0_n population owned adult_juv 685,855 
time0_n population shelter adult_juv 7,503 
owned_to_stray subpop_transition NA adult_juv 0.0014 
owned_to_shelter subpop_transition NA adult_juv 0.0006 
stray_to_owned subpop_transition NA adult_juv Equation 5 
stray_to_shelter subpop_transition NA adult_juv 0.076 
stray_to_feral subpop_transition NA adult_juv 0 
feral_to_shelter subpop_transition NA adult_juv 0.0001 
shelter_to_owned subpop_transition NA adult_juv 0.79 
shelter_to_stray subpop_transition NA adult_juv 0.0007 
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We highlight a few key parameters to illustrate where the model would need to improve 
estimates to produce a reliable outcome. Recall, each one of these variables has to be correct 
for the model to yield reasonable result because the authors did not investigate the influence 
of a range of reasonable values and only used the single value for each parameter.  

Survival of adult stray and feral cats. The model assumes that stray and feral cats have a 70% 
probability of living through each year, relying on Andersen et al. (2004). Andersen et al. 
actually estimated survival of 70% or 78% by assuming that feral cats live 2 or 3 years. That 
assumption is based on a single study of 39 cats in Berlin, where 26 of 39 cats “vanished” in 42 
months (Kalz et al. 2000), and a survey of cat feeders in Florida (Centonze and Levy 2002) who 
recalled (without any supporting documentation) that one-third of their cats had died or 
disappeared during the varied times they had been feeding them. Researchers calculated the 
average time of feeding to have been 18 months and then made the assertion that 1 of 3 free-
roaming cats disappears within 2 years (Centonze and Levy 2002). The estimate of the longevity 
of feral cats in Los Angeles is therefore based on death and disappearance of 39 cats in Berlin 
and the memories of death and disappearance rates from 101 cat feeders in north central 
Florida. Both of these sources combine death and disappearance, which are not helpful for a 
population model because cats that “disappear” may still be alive. Andersen et al.’s use of 
these numbers is more reasonable, since they used them to set a range of survival rates, testing 
both 70% and 80% annual survival, while the model authors only use the lower value. This 
choice is important because it will push the model toward emphasizing the importance of 
reducing fecundity over removal in alternatives analysis. The choice also ignores the potential 
influence of Los Angeles’s mild climate on survival of stray and feral cats. Finally, in the 
alternatives analysis, the use of a single value for survival of adult stray and feral cats ignores 
documentation that the survival rate of adult altered cats is greater than for intact cats (Nutter 
2005). 

Survival of stray and feral kittens. The model authors choose to take an estimate of 21% of 
stray and feral kittens surviving to be adults, based on half-year survival from Nutter et al. 
(2004). The authors have again chosen a value at the far low end of reported values. Other 
reports of stray and feral kitten survival include 27% in Illinois (Warner 1985), 55% in an 
outdoor enclosure in Massachusetts with almost half of that attributed to cold weather 
(Feldman 1993), and 73% to six months in a feral colony in New Jersey (Jöchle and Jöchle 1993), 
which assuming the second six months is at the same rate (a conservative assumption) would 
result in an annual rate of 53%. Other previous studies put kitten survival at 40–70%, depending 
on the year (two dissertations cited in Feldman 1993). It is a curious and self-serving choice to 
use a 21% survival rate, since selecting a low kitten survival rate will help keep the replacement 
of the feral cat population lower in the model.  

Proportion of owned and stray cats sterilized. The model estimate is 93%, based on a national 
survey of pet owners by the pet food industry. Use of this number ignores the well-established 
relationship between family income and pet sterilization rates (Chu et al. 2009). In that 
research, income is the only significant predictor of cat sterilization, with families having an 
income (in 2009 dollars) <$35,000 reporting a 51.4% sterilization rate for their cats. The rates 
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for $25,000–74,999 was 90.7% and for >$75,000 was 96.2%. To understand the likely 
sterilization rate for Los Angeles, we took the 2009 income profile from the US Census and 
applied these rates to the different income categories, which yielded a predicted 79.7% 
sterilization rate. This number varies so much from the pet food industry survey because that 
survey only had 31% of its respondents with an income under $45,000 (in 2017 dollars; see 
https://www.americanpetproducts.org/Uploads/NPOS/NPOS19-20_BackgroundPurpose.pdf ), 
far less than the proportion in Los Angeles.  

To obtain local data to verify the much lower sterilization rate in Los Angeles, we asked the Los 
Angeles County Department of Animal Care and Control for statistics on cat sterilization for cats 
that are licensed. They report that those cats voluntarily licensed (which presumably represents 
owners who are conscientious) have an 86% sterilization rate. It is therefore an extremely poor 
assumption that the sterilization rate for owned cats in the City of Los Angeles is 93%. Assuming 
a high sterilization rate will for owned cats will reduce the growth potential of stray cats in the 
model and significantly affect model dynamics.  

Assumed Rate of Loss and Abandonment is Too Low. The authors of the model do not discuss 
why they ignored the 5% abandonment rate of owned cats assumed by Flockhart and Coe. 
Rather, they assume that only 0.14% of owned cats are lost or abandoned each year so that 
they can match the 2.3% sterilization rate for free-roaming that they assume based on Wallace 
and Levy (2006). But this in turn relies on the incorrect assumption that 93% of owned cats are 
sterilized in Los Angeles. If a more reasonable assumption of the owned sterilization rate were 
used, then a much higher, and more reasonable, transition rate from owned to stray would be 
calculated. The rate calculated from the assumptions is over three times smaller than the rate 
measured in a national survey of pet owners, which found a 0.47% annual risk of losing a cat 
and not finding it (Weiss et al. 2012). That study found no demographic differences in risk of 
losing a cat, but the survey was limited to households that spoke English. Regardless, the 
difference between a measured data point and the derived assumption in the model indicates a 
problem with the assumptions in the derivation (i.e. the owned sterilization rate is actually 
lower, as shown above, and/or the stray/feral sterilization rate at the outset is not 2.3%). 

Transition Rate from Feral to Shelter. The DEIR authors did not derive the feral to shelter 
transition rate but rather directly used Flockhart and Coe’s (2018) transition rate estimate. 
Because the definition of feral and stray cats differed between the two studies, it is 
inappropriate to assign equivalent transition values. 

Bottle Feeding Program Affects Shelter Survival by Age Class. The city has a program by which 
kittens/juvenile cats that come into the shelter are sent out for bottle feeding by fosters. This 
would reduce the mortality of kittens in the shelter. With the presence of this program, the age 
structure of the shelter population should be modeled with survival rates that reflect this 
program’s high level of care for shelter kittens. 
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3.6 Errors in Constructing Model Alternatives 

In addition to the unreasonable assumptions in the model parameters for the baseline scenario, 
the model authors failed to make reasonable assumptions when coding the model alternatives. 
If a model is produced that works in the baseline, no project condition, several additional 
coding changes must be implemented to evaluate the project alternatives. Supplemental 
feeding, which is part of the TNR program, must be incorporated into the scenarios. This should 
be done in a number of ways. 

3.6.1 Project Alternative 

Many changes must be made for the project alternative model to approach realism. 

• The carrying capacity of the environment should be increased by 15–20% to account for 
the encouragement of feeding associated with the education component of the project 
and encouragement of the public to undertake TNR with feeding.  

• Additional feeding would also increase stray and feral cat fecundity, which would be 
modeled by shifting the stray/feral fecundity to the owned fecundity rate. Although 
imperfect, this would represent the benefits of the additional nutrition available to 
intact cats.  

• In addition to using a more reasonable assumption for feral juvenile survival than 21%, a 
higher rate should be assigned to both juvenile feral survival and adult feral survival 
under the project scenario to account for feeding. 

• Altered feral/stray cats should be assigned a higher survival rate than unaltered 
feral/stray cats under all scenarios (Lacheretz et al. 2002, Nutter et al. 2004). 

• The number of owned cats permissible must be increased to reflect the increase of the 
limit from 3 to 5, once the stability of the owned population subpopulation is addressed 
in the model formulation. 

• Once the owned population is constrained by household, the analysis should model the 
increase in the number of households (and consequently the number of owned cats) 
that is projected for the City of Los Angeles. Although this rate of increase would be 
similar across all project alternatives, it would significantly affect the dynamics of the 
transitions between subpopulations in the models. 

The project, by virtue of the feeding increased through education and encouragement by the 
City, should be run as a model that has increased carrying capacity, increased stray and feral 
fecundity, increased juvenile and feral survival, and accounts for the additional transition from 
owned to stray associated with the increase in the owned cat limit. None of these factors is 
considered in the current analysis.  

3.6.2 No Feeding Alternative 

Under a no-feeding alternative, the model scenario should reduce the carrying capacity by 15–
20%. The current model does not adjust carrying capacity for the no-feeding alternative, which 
does not make any biological sense. We have seen reports of groups claiming to feed tens of 
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thousands of cats per night in Los Angeles (e.g., lafeeders.org) and when compared with the 
number of estimated cats, this could easily account for a 15–20% inflation of carrying capacity 
(assuming this type of model is used).  

4 Discussion 

Collectively, we have reviewed or edited hundreds of scientific papers and have used 
population models to inform our work in conservation. We are familiar with the standards for 
acceptability of models to be relied upon for compliance with the Endangered Species Act and 
other important environmental planning processes. As laudable as the effort to create a model 
to inform this decision in the City of Los Angeles may be, it is only a fraction of the effort and 
sophistication that is demanded to inform models that are relied upon for conservation 
decision-making around endangered species, water quality, and resource conservation. 
Although it may represent more original effort than those involved in animal sheltering are 
accustomed to putting forth, it must be held to the standard of science used for 
implementation of federal laws like the Endangered Species Act and Clean Water Act, which are 
the standards discussed elsewhere in the DEIR beyond the section that we have reviewed. 

The model does not meet the basic standards for even the limited utility that a deterministic 
model would provide to decisionmakers. It contains mathematical errors in the coding. Even 
when those errors are corrected, it does not reach equilibrium, which is a critical feature of an 
equilibrium model. The assumptions for the input parameters are unrealistic. Major 
assumptions around the density of free-roaming cats in a mild climate and the sterilization rate 
of owned cats in a demographically unique city further erode the usefulness of the model. We 
do not recommend that local, state, or federal decisionmakers rely on the model for any 
decision-making purpose in its current state, and have outlined a number of important 
corrections and extensions (e.g., incorporating both uncertainty analysis and sensitivity 
analysis, and realistically depicting the biological outcomes of the alternatives in the model 
construction) that would be necessary before considering to place any weight on its outputs. 
Without these corrections and essential extensions, the model provides does not provide the 
information necessary for decision makers to enact appropriate policies.  

We commend the model authors for constructing the model and for sharing their code in the 
interest of transparency. We applaud the use of models to inform important decisions such as 
the one under consideration. It is necessary, however, that modeling efforts be right “enough” 
to be useful for decisionmakers weighing alternative scenarios. This model, as written and 
presented, fails that test. 
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Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 

RE: Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) Draft Environmental Impact Report 

Dear Green Rebstock 

I submit these comments on behalf of the Urban Wildlands Group, Endangered Habitats 

League, Los Angeles Audubon Society, Palos Verdes/South Bay Audubon Society, Santa 

Monica Bay Audubon Society, and American Bird Conservancy (UWG, et al.) in response to 

the the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposal by the City of Los Angles 

to adopt a “Citywide Cat Program” (“Cat Program” or “program”). According to the EIR, the 

City intends to to implement a “trap-neuter-return” (TNR) for program for free-roaming cats. 

This program would fundamentally change to the way the City manages cats and would likely 

increase the number of “owned” and free-roaming cats. The program fails to adequately 

document the existing population of free-roaming cats and the ecological damage and the 

public health hazard posed by free-roaming cats. The program tacitly supports and endorses 

the activities of cat groups in Los Angeles, including but not limited to their unlimited feeding 

of cats in outdoor colonies and in anything, proposes to allow these groups to grow the 

existing colonies by acquiring unowned cats from City animal shelters and release them 

outdoors in colonies these group maintain and feed.  

The City’s program is equally notable for what it does not propose to do, namely prohibiting  the 

feeding or maintenance of cats in colonies located in ecologically sensitive areas, providing 

subsidized or free sterilization services for low income households, requiring vaccination of cats 
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under care of cat groups, or consideration of project alternatives that would effectively reduce 

the number of free-roaming cats. 

The DEIR suffers from multiple fatal CEQA errors. As set forth in the accompanying report and 

the separate comments of UWG, the technical modeling approach used by the EIR to support the 

conclusion that project implementation would in the long run result in a net decrease in the 

number of free-roaming cats in the City is deeply flawed and is in part based on a mathematical 

error. Because of the fatal flaws in the model, the EIR’s conclusion that the program will result 

in a long-term decline in the number of free-roaming cats and will consequently not result in any 

significant environmental impacts is unsupported by substantial evidence and must be rejected.  

The inquiry should really stop there. However, should the City unreasonably insist on proceeding 

with its environmental review despite the fatal flaws in the model, it should do so mindful of the 

following additional fundamental flaws in the EIR: 

 The EIR’s discussion of project objectives is confusing and flawed because the 

EIR confuses and fails to distinguish between project objectives and project 

components. The EIR, moreover, fails to recognize that some of the project 

components/objectives are contradictory and may effectively thwart the 

achievement of other important objectives. 

 The EIR’s analysis of Project Alternatives violates CEQA. 

 The EIR does not include an adequate and discussion of the Project’s 

environmental baseline, including the number and location of free-roaming cats in 

the City and the current available cat management practices available to the 

public. The EIR does not provide any meaningful explanation as to why the City 

could not do more to map the spatial distribution of free-roaming cats in Los 

Angeles, or to provide an accurate estimate of the population of free-roaming cats 

in the City.  

 Because the EIR assumes the overall population of cats will decline overtime as a 

result of the implementation of the project, the EIR fails to recognize that the 

program will likely change the spatial distribution of cats in the City because the 

program proposes the City to surrender unowned cats at City animal shelters to 

TNR groups, which the EIR admits would place the vast majority of such cats in 

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Text Box
NAFICY-7cont.

19312
Text Box
NAFICY-8

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Text Box
NAFICY-9

19312
Text Box
NAFICY-10

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Text Box
NAFICY-11

19312
Text Box
NAFICY-12

19312
Text Box
NAFICY-13
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existing colonies that they care for. Accordingly, even if the population of free-

roaming cats were to decline because of sterilization, the evidence shows the 

number of such cats would increase at certain location within the City. As such, 

the localized impact of free-roaming cats could potentially increase. 

 The EIR characterizes many aspects of the program as project component when in

fact, these features are better understood as mitigation measures as the concept is

understood under CEQA. As a consequence of describing mitigation measures as

project features, the EIR fails to ensure these measures are enforceable, and fails

to include any analysis of the extent to which these measures can be feasibly

implemented or how effective they may turn out to be.

 Owing to these fundamental flaws, the EIR fails as an informational document.

In the addition, the City should evaluate the extent to which the Project could potentially expose 

the City to lawsuits and liability from people infected by toxoplasmosis, rabies and other 

diseases, or from homeowners who may incur additional expense dealing with free-roaming cats. 

The City may also incur additional cleanup costs if cat population increases degrade water 

quality. 

My comments incorporate by this reference additional comments submitted by the Urban 

Wildlands Group, et al, including Cat Population Modeling to Inform Environmental Impact 

Analysis A Review of Methods and Results Presented in the City of Los Angeles Citywide Cat 

Program Draft Environmental Impact Report (2019, Evans, B, et. al.) 

1. The EIR’s discussion of Project Objectives is confusing and fails to distinguish

between project components and true project objectives

“[A]an EIR must “describe a range of reasonable alternatives to the project ... which would 

feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially lessen 

any of the significant effects of the project....” In re Bay-Delta etc. (2008) 43 Cal.4th 1143, 1163. 

The process of selecting the alternatives to be included in the EIR begins with the 
establishment of project objectives by the lead agency. “A clearly written statement 
of objectives will help the lead agency develop a reasonable range of alternatives to 
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evaluate in the EIR and will aid the decision makers in preparing findings.... The 
statement of objectives should include the underlying purpose of the project.” 

Id. 

The lead agency “may not give a project’s purpose an artificially narrow definition.”  Id. at p. 

1166. The EIR’s description of project alternatives must be supported by substantial evidence 

and must “illuminate the underlying purpose of the project.” Habitat & Watershed Caretakers 

v. City of Santa Cruz (2013) 213 Cal.App.4th 1277, 1300

As set forth above, the EIR’s description of Project objectives is confusing, flawed and 

problematic because the EIR’s discussion fails to “illuminate the underlying purpose of the 

project.” For example, The EIR does not make it clear whether the primary purpose of the 

Project is to promote TNR, reduce free-roaming cats1, increase the number of cats owned or

cared for per household, or reducing the rate of cat euthanasia.  

As a result of these issues, the EIR’s discussion of Project objectives is also fundamentally 

flawed because at least some of these objectives are mutually exclusive. Increasing the number 

of owned cats per residence, for example, would likely increase the total number of cats in the 

City and therefore eventually result in more free-roaming cats and more cat euthanasia. 

Likewise, promoting TNR and encouraging the transfer of unowned cats from shelters to cat 

groups would likely increase the number of free-roaming cats. The EIR must be revised to 

address these inconsistencies. 

Moreover, some of the Project objectives are vague making it unclear or confusing as to why 

they are included in this project. For example, the EIR states that one of the Project objectives is 

training City animal services staff “on cat management programs and engage in collaborative 

efforts with local rescues groups to help respond to and address free-roaming cat issues.” (EIR 5-

1) On its face, it is not clear why this is a stated objective of the Project because the City may

train animal services staff on “cat management programs” and engage “collaborative efforts with 

local rescue groups” without the need for an EIR. If, on the other hand, the City intends to train 

animal services staff only to implement TNR and to collaborate only with TNR groups to 

address “free-roaming cat issues ” through TNR, then the EIR should be revised to make this 

1/ The EIR refers to reducing the “relative” number of free-roaming cats. It is not clear What is meant by the phrase 
“relative” in this context. Relative to what? 
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point more clearly because the EIR must “illuminate the underlying purpose of the project.” 

Habitat & Watershed Caretakers v. City of Santa Cruz (2013) 213 Cal.App.4th 1277, 1300. As 

is, the generic-sounding list of objectives does not make it clear to the leader that the City intends 

to train staff only on TNR, and to collaborate only with groups that implement TNR.   

Some of the stated Project objectives are mutually exclusive and/or would work at cross 

purposes. The goal of reducing the number free-roaming cats and the number of cat euthanasia, 

for example, is potentially at odds with the proposed increase in the number of owned cats from 

3 to 5, and the proposal to surrender feral and otherwise unowned cats to cat groups that would 

turn them loose in cat colonies. This practice would clearly increase the number of free-roaming 

cats and likely, number of euthanized cats. The EIR must be revised either to address this issue. 

2. The EIR’s analysis of Project Alternatives is flawed

The EIR’s discussion of the “no project” alternative is flawed because the EIR assumes under 

this scenario, the City would be not fund sterilization of cats in the City. To reduce the number of 

cats, the City can increase the number of vouchers that may be available for sterilization of 

owned cats without the further requirement that the spayed/neutered cats be returned to cat 

colonies. This would represent a “no project” in that the City would not be implementing TNR, 

but would still reduce the overall number of cats and therefore contribute to a reduction of free-

roaming cats and euthanasia.  

The alternatives considered in the EIR are unlawful because they are not intended to reduce one 

or more potentially significant impact of the Project. Under CEQA, the EIR must consider 

alternatives that reduce one or more significant impacts of the Project. Because the EIR fails to 

recognize that the implementation of the program would result in significant impacts, none of the 

alternatives considered by the EIR attempt to reduce Project impacts, particularly those on 

biological resources and public health.  

Instead, the EIR only considers alternatives means of achieving some of the City’s stated 

objectives that do not involve TNR or returning feral or free-roaming cats to the environment. 

These alternatives should be seriously considered, but not in the context of Alternatives analysis 

under CEQA. Rather, these Alternatives should be considered as project components that could 
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more effectively accomplish some of the Project’s legitimate objectives, such as reducing the 

number of free-roaming cats.  

For example, enacting a “no-roaming” ordinance for owned cats (Alternative 3) could clearly 

reduce the number of free-roaming cats, which in turn would likely reduce the number of 

euthanized cats.  

Alternative 4, i.e., enactment of a city ban on outdoor feeding of owned or free-roaming cats 

would be a great approach to reducing the number of free-roaming cats and reducing the number 

of  cat euthanasia. Such an approach would be consistent with LAMC 53.06.05 and the Fish and 

Game Code, which ban feeding of non-domesticated carnivores . The EIR claims this ban does 

not apply to free-roaming cats because cats are domesticated. (AR ES-9). This claim ignores the 

intent of this ban, however, which is clearly to reduce the harm to free-roaming carnivores. 

Because some of the food left for cats will be consumed by other carnivores, leaving food for 

cats should be considered illegal.  

Increasing enforcement of the rule requiring spay/neuter of owned cats (Alt. 5) should not be 

considered an alternative to the Project. Increased enforcement, if it is shown to promote the 

achievement of Project objectives, should be implemented as a component of the Project. 

Alternative 6, trapping and not returning free-roaming cats to the environment promotes many of 

the core objectives of the Project, including reducing the number of free-roaming cats. This idea 

should be considered as a Project component.  

3. The Project’s analysis of environmental baseline is woefully in adequate and does

not pass legal muster because it does not include a reasonable estimate of free-

roaming cat populations or their spatial distribution.

An EIR must describe the physical environment for the project, viewed from both ‘a local and 

regional perspective.” CEQA Guideline §15125(a) and (c). It is important for the EIR to describe 

the environmental setting in sufficient detail and comprehensively to allow an understanding of 

the Project’s potentially significant impacts in context. Id. The EIR’s discussion must place 

special emphasis on delineating environmental resources that are rare or unique in the region and 

that would be affected by the project. Id. “Special emphasis should be placed on environmental 
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resources that are rare or unique to that region and would be affected by the project.” Galante 

Vineyards v. Monterey Peninsula Water Mgmt. Dist. (1997) 60 Cal. App. 4th 1109, 1122. 

 
Case law has consistently confirmed the importance of an accurate and comprehensive 

discussion of the environmental baseline. “Before the impacts of a project can be assessed and 

mitigation measures considered, an EIR must describe the existing environment. It is only 

against this baseline that any significant environmental effects can be determined.” [citation 

omitted.]” San Joaquin Raptor Rescue Ctr. v. Cty. of Merced (2007) 149 Cal. App. 4th 645, 657–

58. 

 The EIR’s discussion of baseline conditions is unlawful because it is exceedingly general and 

does not include any site specific information. While the EIR does include a general description 

of many of the City’s Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) that could be affected by free-

roaming cats, it does not include any data concerning the presence or absence of free-roaming 

cats in ESAs or any of the other environmentally sensitive resource areas. Likewise, the EIR 

does not even generally discuss the spatial distribution of free-roaming and owned cats in the 

City. This information is crucial to developing a robust understanding of the existing conditions 

which in turn, informs a discussion of the Project’s potential impacts. 

In addition to the density and spatial distribution of cats across the City, the EIR’s analysis of 

baseline environmental conditions must also describe and take into account existing and ongoing 

practices that affect cat populations and their impact on the environment. As described in more 

detail in the comment letter of the UWG, individuals, agencies and business throughout the City 

are taking steps to eliminate or reduce the number of free-roaming cats by trapping and removing 

the cats from the environment. Likewise, City residents attempt to control the number of cats in 

their immediate surroundings by actively removing cat food left for the cats, and by opposing 

groups and individuals who provide food to stray and otherwise free-roaming cats.  

 

UWG has conducted a study of cat trap applications and has determined that agencies and 

business that have actively removed cats from the environment through trapping and eliminating 

food sources include the Los Angeles Unified School District, , Los Angeles Department of 

Water and Power (DWP), the City’s General Services Administration, the California Department 

of Fish and Wildlife and businesses such as coffee roasters and food warehouses , cosmetics 
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factories , tow yards  and individuals who are fed up with stray and feral cats roaming the streets. 

The practice of trapping and removing nuisance and other problematic free-roaming cats from 

the environment is thus part of the dynamics that shapes existing environmental baseline as this 

practice undoubtedly keeps the overall number of cats in check and more importantly affects 

their spatial distribution throughout the City. The EIR’s discussion of baseline conditions must 

therefore must into account the significance of these practices on the overall density and 

distribution of cats in Los Angeles.  

 

The proposed Program would change these practices because it proposes that trapped cats are to 

be relinquished to TNR groups who are then encouraged to return them to the location wherethey  

captured. Likewise, City staff will be trained to direct individuals and businesses to cooperate 

directly with TNR groups who will be encouraged to feed and maintain cats, including those that 

are trapped and returned. Thus, the proposed Program could potentially result in significant 

adverse impacts on the environment by returning cats to the exact location(s) where their 

presence caused enough of a negative impact to force residents to take affirmative steps to trap 

and remove them from the environment.  The EIR is deficient to the extent that it does not 

include any meaningful analysis of the potential environmental impacts of this radical alteration 

of the public’s ability to trap and remove nuisance cats from their immediate environment.  

 

More generally, it is important for the EIR to discuss the extent to which availability of 

management tools affects the distribution of cats because the proposed Program proposes to take 

away management tools such as trapping and relinquishment . 

 

The EIR claims that it provides a discussion of “existing effects” of an “established free-roaming 

cat population” in order to enable the reader to consider the potential impacts of the proposed 

Project ‘within the context of preexisting environmental conditions” (EIR 4.25-51). The 

discussion provided in the EIR, however, is so general and speculative as to be essentially 

meaningless. The EIR fails to provide any meaningful estimate of the actual number of free-

roaming cats or their spatial distribution in Los Angeles. In fact, the EIR fails to provide ANY 

information concerning the spatial distribution of cats, and its estimate of the overall number of 

free-roaming cats in the City amounts to sheer speculation as it is based on generalized studies of 
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other cities and areas. The relevance and applicability of these studies to the conditions of a large 

City like Los Angeles has not been established and thus their relevance to the City of Los 

Angeles is purely speculative.  

As it is, this EIR is wholly inadequate to serve as an analytical tool for understanding the 

significance of the environmental changes that would result from the implementation of the 

proposed Project. As our Supreme Court has explained, “[i]f the description of 

the environmental setting “ ‘is inaccurate, incomplete or misleading, the EIR does not comply 

with CEQA. [Citation.] “Without accurate and complete information pertaining to the setting of 

the project and surrounding uses, it cannot be found that the [EIR] adequately investigated and 

discussed the environmental impacts of the development project.” Cleveland Nat'l Forest Found. 

v. San Diego Assn. of Governments (2017) 17 Cal. App. 5th 413, 439–40. 

To be adequate, the EIR must include a robust estimate of the overall free-roaming cat 

population based on relevant studies or surveys, and a discussion of the spatial distribution of 

these cats, with an emphasis on the cat populations that are located in or near existing 

environmentally sensitive. It is simply not enough for the EIR to generally discuss the impacts of 

cat populations on unidentified environmentally sensitive areas. 

Identification of the location of existing cat colonies in or in the vicinity of sensitive habitat is 

especially important because these areas are (1) most likely to include habitat for sensitive 

species, including state and federal listed species, and (2) are likely to see a rise in cat numbers if 

the proposed Project is implemented. If the City begins to surrender a large number of feral or 

unwanted cats to TNR groups to release in the environment, at least some of these cats are likely 

to end up in the very colonies that are in or in the vicinity of environmentally sensitive areas. As 

such, it would be impossible to adequately analyze the localized impact of the proposed Project 

without identifying existing cat colonies in areas that are environmentally sensitive. As discussed 

below, the City’s proposed “guidelines” recommending that TNR groups not release cats in the 

vicinity of ecologically sensitive areas is not a feasible or adequate mitigation. 

The EIR attempts to excuse the absence of baseline data by claiming that “due to limitations in 

data availability and inherent levels of uncertainty…, it is not feasible to identify and quantify 

species-specific and habitat-specific impacts including loss of individuals, …” (4.2-83). The EIR 

also claims that this data was not available from the TNR groups that have continued to work 
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closely with the City because the data is not “systematically collected or publicly available” but 

anecdotal information was shared with the City. EIR 4.2-80 to 81. These arguments are 

unpersuasive and are not based on substantial evidence. The EIR fails to explain why data 

availability is limited, why data concerning the location of cat colonies and feeding stations 

could not be obtained from the City’s nonprofit cat rescue allies and partners, or at the very least, 

why the City could not commission its own surveys and canvassing to supplement the available 

data.  

The EIR does not adequately explain why obtaining baseline information about location and size 

of existing colonies was truly infeasible. CEQA defines as “capable of being accomplished in a 

successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account economic, 

environmental, legal, social, and technological factors.” Guideline § 15364. Feasible does not 

mean “easily accomplished”.  The fact that the TNR groups may not collect the data 

“systematically” does not make obtaining this information “infeasible” and does not prevent the 

City from using this data to at least test the EIR’s assumptions concerning the total number and 

spatial distribution of free-roaming cats.  

Likewise, it is not clear what is meant by the EIR’s claim that this information is not “publicly 

available,” when in fact the City could have obtained this information to aid the analysis in the 

EIR without necessarily disclosing the details to the public. The EIR explains that TNR groups 

were contacted to gain a better understanding of their methods and practices. However, it is not 

clear whether the City sought any information regarding the location and size of colonies these 

groups currently maintain in Los Angeles. This information, which presumably exists and could 

be made available to the City, could be used to establish an environmental baseline, and to assess 

the current impact of free-roaming cats.  

The City, moreover, could have conducted its own survey and investigation of at least some of 

the known ESA and other environmentally sensitive areas known to be inhabited by sensitive 

and protected species to ascertain the presence or absence of cats. As such, the EIR’s analysis of 

biological impacts of the proposed Project is almost worthless because it is conducted at a very 

general level without any analysis of potential impacts on actual locations and actual species. 
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The EIR must be revised and recirculated after the City has obtained additional information to 

more accurately and completely describe the existing environmental setting as it relates to free-

roaming cats in Los Angeles.  

4. The EIR’s analysis of recommended guidelines violates CEQA 

The Project as described in the EIR contains a number of guidelines and recommendations which 

are intended to reduce the Project’s environmental impacts on water quality and biological 

impacts. The EIR describes these measures as “program guidelines and ecological conservation 

measures” which, without any adequate explanation, the EIR assumes members of the public 

who participate in the TNR program will adhere to.   

According to the EIR, the Program also includes “implementation guidelines and ecological 

conservation measures that, according to the EIR, are to serve as “conservation measures and 

best practices as part of the proposed project. EIR 2-15. As the EIR concluded the Project 

implementation would not result in any significant impacts, these measures are purportedly 

intended to “address existing impacts from the free-roaming cat population and protecting health, 

safety, welfare of wildlife and people.” Ibid. The EIR states that the LAAS will distribute a copy 

of these guidelines to any one who receives vouchers under the Project, publish them on its 

website, and include a maps of ESAs mentioned in the EIR to “educate the public and facilitate 

implementation” of the guidelines. Ibid. The EIR goes on to explain that it is expected that these 

guidelines would “facilitate and communicate recommendations” on ways to implement TNR 

without adversely affecting biological resources and public health. Finally, the EIR claims it 

expects recipients of sterilization vouchers would “commit to the guidelines by signing an 

affidavit.”  Ibid 

The proposed Guidelines include the following: 

2.5.2.1. Free-Roaming TNR Guidelines (2-15) 

These guidelines merely recommends that free-roaming cats not be released within 1 mile of 

ESA. This “recommendation” is meaningless. In order to minimize the potential biological 

impacts of the Project, the City must ban release of free-roaming cats within a one mile radius of 

any ESAs or any other locations where cats can cause a significant biological impact. If the City 
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disagrees with this demand, please explain why this recommendation is infeasible or otherwise 

not needed.  

2.5.2.2. 

The EIR states “fecal matter … should be monitored and removed.” Is this feasible and 

enforceable, especially with the use of the word “should” in this context. The Program should be 

revised to require cat colony caretaker to daily remove all cat feces.  

Chapter 4.2 Biological Resources 

4.2.3.1 

The EIR also ignores the fact that the Project would permanently alter the way in which trapped 

nuisance free-roaming cats are redistributed in the City of Los Angeles. The proposed Project 

includes surrendering trapped free-roaming cats to TNR groups, which will then add them to 

existing colonies. The EIR fails to make any effort to forecast the locations where these cats 

would be released, and the extent and significance of the impact that can reasonably result as a 

consequence.  

There are multiple problems with the EIR’s analysis of the proposed recommendations and 

guidelines. The EIR improperly describes these guidelines as project components, when more 

appropriately, they should be considered mitigation measures. Moreover, the EIR fails to analyze 

the adequacy, effectiveness and feasibility of these guidelines in reducing impacts on wildlife 

and public health, taking into account relevant factors including the fact that (1) the EIR does not 

propose any enforcement mechanisms, (2) the EIR does not propose any adverse consequences if 

any individuals fail to adhere to these guidelines, and (3) the EIR does not propose any follow 

through or other monitoring of the public’s compliance with these guidelines.  

“A mitigation measure, …, involves “feasible changes in any or all activities involved in the 

project in order to substantially lessen or avoid significant effects on the environment....” (CEQA 

Guidelines, § 15041, subd. (a).)” Mission Bay All. v. Office of Cmty. Inv. & Infrastructure 

(2016) 6 Cal. App. 5th 160, 184. While the distinction between a mitigation measure and a 

project feature may not always be crystal clear (Lotus v. Dep't of Transportation (2014) 223 Cal. 

App. 4th 645, 656, fn 8 ), the general rule is that measures whose only function is to “reduce or 
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eliminate” one or more potentially significant impact on the environment are properly 

characterized as mitigation measures and are not properly considered as project feature. Id. 

Thus, ordinarily, measures that are not intended to directly facilitate the achievement of project 

objectives, and instead, are proposed to reduce or eliminate the project’s environmental impacts 

are properly considered mitigation measures and not project components. As also explained in 

the comments of the UWG, the proposed recommendation and guidelines that encourage the 

beneficiaries of the City’s sterilization vouchers not to release cats near environmentally 

sensitive areas are more properly understood to be mitigation measures because they are 

intended to reduce or mitigate the Project’s impacts on sensitive biological resources public 

health. These measures are not proposed to achieve any of the Project’s core objectives, such as 

reducing the number of free-roaming cats or euthanasia.  

Accordingly, pursuant to CEQA, the EIR should be revised to (1) describe these guidelines and 

recommendations as mitigation measures, (2) make compliance with these measures mandatory 

and a condition of receiving sterilization vouchers and the group’s ability to participate in the 

City’s cat program, (3) analyze the feasibility and adequacy of these measures, and (4) revise the 

proposed mitigation monitoring plan to require regular monitoring and reporting to ensure these 

measures are adhered to. The EIR must also be revised to include an analysis of the likely 

feasibility and effectiveness of these measures, and consider whether other mitigation measures 

could be more or equally effective in addressing the Project’s impacts. 

 

The Project description also includes Subsection (d) which proposes to increase the number of 

cats per household from 3 to 5. This proposal includes restrictions that are entirely unenforceable 

and impossible to monitor such as the proposal that the owner of multicat households must keep 

the cats indoors. This proposed restriction meets the definition of a mitigation measure because it 

does not promote Project objectives. The EIR must be revised to include a discussion of the 

feasibility and adequacy of this proposal because it is not at all clear how the City could enforce 

the requirement that all cats be kept indoor at all times. This proposal will invariably result in a 

larger population of cats in the City, which in turn will likely result in more free-roaming cats, 

more feral cats, greater impacts on biological resources, public health and water quality and 

ironically, euthanasia. 
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5. The EIR fails as an informational document 

In December of 2018, the California Supreme Court’s decided Sierra Club v. Cty. of Fresno 

(2018) 6 Cal. 5th 502, (“Sierra Club”), wherein the Court delineated three basic principles that 

govern judicial review of the adequacy of an EIR’s analysis of project impacts on the 

environment:   

Three basic principles emerge from our decisions and those of the Court of 
Appeal: (1) An agency has considerable discretion to decide the manner of the 
discussion of potentially significant effects in an EIR. (2) However, a reviewing 
court must determine whether the discussion of a potentially *516 significant 
effect is sufficient or insufficient, i.e., whether the EIR comports with its intended 
function of including “ ‘ “detail sufficient to enable those who did not participate 
in its preparation to understand and to consider meaningfully the issues raised by 
the proposed project.” ’ ” (Bakersfield Citizens for Local Control v. City of 

Bakersfield (2004) 124 Cal.App.4th 1184, 1197, 22 Cal.Rptr.3d 203 
(Bakersfield ).) (3) The determination whether a discussion is sufficient is not 
solely a matter of discerning whether there is substantial evidence to support the 
agency's factual conclusions. 
 

Sierra Club v. Cty. of Fresno(2018) 6 Cal. 5th 502, 515–16. 

 
The Supreme Court has thus clarified that a reviewing court must decide whether the EIR 

contains sufficient information, detail and analysis to adequately serve its informational 

purposes.  Sierra Club further explained that this inquiry is not merely concerned about 

whether the EIR and the agency’s conclusions are supported by substantial evidence. Rather, 

drawing on previous Appellate decisions, the Court explained that to comply with CEQA, the 

EIR must include a discussion of environmental impacts that reasonably sets forth sufficient 

information “to foster informed public participation and to enable the decision makers to 

consider the environmental factors necessary to make a reasoned decision.” Id., citing 

Guidelines § 15151. 

The DEIR fails this test, because even setting aside the fatal flaws of the model that is the 

underlying foundation of the EIR’s analytical framework, the EIR does not include an 

adequate description of project baseline, including a meaningful discussion of the size and 

19312
Line

19312
Line

19312
Text Box
NAFICY-79

19312
Text Box
NAFICY-80



15 

spatial distribution of free-roaming cats in Los Angeles. The absence of an adequate baseline 

data, couple with the unreliability of the model, render the EIR essentially useless as an 

informational document.  

CONCLUSION 

As set forth above, and discussed in detail in the comments of the UWG, the Draft EIR 

is deeply flawed and does not pass legal muster. The City may not approve the Program in 

reliance on this EIR because it fundamentally fails as an informational document.  

Sincerely, 

Babak Naficy 
Babak Naficy, Counsel for The Urban Wildlands 
Group, Endangered Habitats League, Los 
Angeles Audubon Society, Palos Verdes/South 
Bay Audubon Society, Santa Monica Bay 
Audubon Society, and American Bird 
Conservancy 
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Appendix S 
Citywide Cat Program Environmental Impact Report 

Public Comments on Draft EIR:
Interested Parties and Individuals 





UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS 

BERKELEY   •   DAVIS   •   IRVINE   •   LOS ANGELES   •   MERCED   •   RIVERSIDE    •   SAN DIEGO   •   SAN FRANCISCO SANTA BARBARA    •    SANTA CRUZ 

KATE HURLEY 
UC DAVIS KORET SHELTER MEDICINE PROGRAM 
CENTER FOR COMPANION ANIMAL HEALTH 
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 
TELEPHONE:  (530) 754-4967 
FAX:   (530) 752-7701 
kfhurley@ucdavis.edu 

ONE SHIELDS AVENUE 
DAVIS, CALIFORNIA 95616-8734 

Dear Brenda, 

Thank you for sharing the draft environmental impact report with me. In addition to 
being a more humane approach and relieving a burden on overextended shelters, there is 
a strong and growing body of evidence that suggests the current proposal to support 
responsible trap/neuter/return as a method of community cat management will be more 

effective at reducing the impact of free roaming cats than reliance on removal to animal 
shelters as the primary intervention.  

However, the recommended exclusion of areas within 1 mile of Environmentally 
Sensitive Areas (ESA) is a concern. Given that TNR is in some cases more effective than 
removal, and that removal even has the potential to increase free roaming cat numbers 
and impacts under some circumstances, this method should not be restricted from those 
neighborhoods bordering ESAs. In fact, it is most important to have a range of 
interventions to call upon in environmentally sensitive locations.  

While TNR is not always the right choice, it provides both public and private 
stakeholders a powerful additional tool to mitigate the potential risks to public health and 
wildlife associated with the large population of free roaming and unowned cats in the city 
of Los Angeles. Choices in how public and private agencies respond to cat concerns also 
provides an opportunity to better meet the needs and align with the values of a diverse 
community. I’ve provided a more detailed analysis below – of course let me know if you 
have any questions.  

Regards, 

Kate Hurley, DVM, MPVM, Dip. ABVP (Shelter Medicine) 
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Strategies for cat management in the context of the City of Los Angeles Citywide Cat Program 
Draft Environmental Impact Report, August 2019  

Owned and un-owned cat dynamics in the United States 

There are a large number of free roaming cats in the United States: a review of studies 
estimated of 30-80 million unowned cats, or ~ 1 for every 3-12 people[1]. By comparison the 
number of owned cats is estimated at 80-90 million, of which ~ 25% - 85% are kept indoors and 
> 80% of which are sterilized [2-5].

Clearly outdoor, intact free roaming cats create more potential harm to wildlife and risk to 
public health. Any strategy to mitigate these issues must include therefore include management 
of unowned cats, and by definition must extend beyond services, educational campaigns, 
licensing requirements and other laws targeted to pet owners.  

In geographically limited regions, control of unowned cats has been achieved using multiple, 
intensive strategies, most often including leg-hold traps, hunting and poisoning [6]. These 
methods are unacceptable in communities in the U.S., leaving only two viable large-scale 
strategies for managing this group of cats:  Trap/Neuter/Return (TNR), or removal to animal 
shelters, whether for euthanasia, rehoming, or relocation to a working cat home. 

In evaluating the merits of TNR as a strategy for cat management, there has been a tendency to 
assume that removal to animal shelters is an effective alternative.  However, there is evidence 
to suggest that removal to a shelter is less effective than TNR in some circumstances, and in 
some cases removal will be actively counterproductive to the goal of reducing the numbers and 
impacts of free roaming cats. Where TNR is prohibited, communities are left to rely on only the 
single option of removal, potentially increasing harm to the very populations such regulations 
aim to protect.  

Limitations of removal to shelters 

Cat numbers and threshold for control 

The first limitation of removal to shelters is simply a matter of scale. It has been well 
documented that in order to achieve success in population control of any species, a critical 
threshold must be reached. For cats, this level has been estimated at removal of at least 50% or 
more [7]. Success at reaching this threshold has been reported on a number of islands and other 
focal environments. However, even at the low end of the estimated range of unowned cat 
populations, this would require removal of 15 million cats to U.S. shelters annually, far in excess 
of current intake levels.  

Extrapolating from national figures, with a human population of 3.9 million people, the city of 
Los Angeles is home to somewhere between 330,000 to 1.3 million unowned cats. The ~21,000 
cats and kittens admitted to city shelters in 2018 falls far short of the percentage required to 
impact the remaining population.  Recognizing that 21,000 cats annually amounts to less than 
60 cats admitted per day on average puts this into further perspective. Using the low end of the 
range given above (330,000), 60 cats a day amounts to only one in every 5,000 free roaming 
cats.  
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Even if the level of cat removal could be increased 4-fold through an aggressive program as 
suggested in Alternative 6 of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR), it would still fall far short of 
the numbers necessary to achieve control. At best, removal below the critical threshold is 
ineffective. For instance, removal of over 50% of coyotes over a two year period resulted in 
drastic initial population reductions [8]. However, the population rebounded to pre-removal 
levels within 8 months as a result of increased litter size and survival.  

Negative consequences of failed control efforts 

Importantly, removal short of eradication may not only fail to decrease the population, it may 
actually increase both number of animals and the harmful impact of each one. Breeding and 
birthing, as was documented in response to coyote removal in the example above, has the 
potential to increase disease transmission opportunities and risk. This is because young animals 
are more susceptible to contracting and shedding a number of pathogens of concern for public 
and/or wildlife health (such as roundworm, hookworm, and toxoplasmosis). In addition to 
shifting the age structure towards younger animals, greater harm may also result from a 
paradoxical increase in overall population size in removal areas.  

For instance, researchers evaluated the impact of removing up to 30% of cats from target areas 
[9]. This study was intentionally designed to replicate what could be realistically achieved in 
open cat populations versus the highly localized contexts in which successful eradication had 
previously been documented. Contrary to expectation, the number of cats present in the 
removal (culling) sites increased by 75% to over 200%. The authors speculate that this resulted 
from immigration of new individuals in response to removal of the most dominant adults. When 
culling was discontinued, cat numbers fell and stabilized at pre-culling levels. This led the 
authors to conclude: “This study provides evidence that ad hoc culling of feral cats may be not 
only ineffective, but has the potential to increase the impact of feral cats in open populations.” 

Implications for control of unowned cats in U.S. communities 

These examples tell us that removal programs can be successful but must be highly targeted and 
include strategies to prevent additional births or immigration of intact animals. In a community 
shelter context, this can potentially be accomplished at the level of a single problem household 
or other trouble spot, such as a colony adjacent to a particularly vulnerable human or animal 
population.  

However, this level of control is unrealistic on a scale such as the one-mile radius adjacent to 
environmentally sensitive areas as proposed in the draft EIR. From an environmental 
perspective, it does not matter if cats are removed to be rehomed or relocated through a 
working cat program as would be the goal in Los Angeles, or trapped and killed as in the study 
referenced above. Either method results in ad hoc removal of individuals without concurrent 
control of new immigration or breeding, and carries the likelihood of increasing environmental 
impact and harm resulting from a higher number of cats and an increased percentage of 
juveniles in the population.  

This should be of concern to wildlife advocates and public health officials as well as cat 
advocates in the community. Environmentally sensitive areas are better protected by focusing 
highly intensive removal efforts on identified, specific colonies or cats of concern, while 
permitting a range of interventions including TNR in the broader area adjacent to these 
locations. Given the evidence that removal has the potential to increase population size, if 
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anything ad hoc removal should be restricted in these areas except when implemented in 
conjunction with active monitoring of the location and exclusion of new cats.  

Societal and behavioral considerations for unowned cat management  

Successful strategies for unowned cat management must take into account the realities of 
human behavior as well as the biological and logistical challenges inherent in managing this 
prolific and adaptable species. This problem may benefit from the “harm reduction” approach 
developed in the public health sector, which recognizes that while elimination of a risky 
behavior (such as intravenous drug use or teen sexual activity) is ideal, it is not always feasible 
[10]. Paradoxically, interventions that acknowledge that the behavior will sometimes occur but 
that aim to reduce the risk (such as clean needle exchange programs for IV drug users or access 
to birth control for teenagers) have been found to be more effective at reducing negative 
consequences than strictly abstinence-oriented approaches. 

Similarly, elimination of unowned cats and prevention of feeding or caring for outdoor cats in 
certain environments – or even globally – may be a desired outcome.  However, just as 
abstinence-only approaches can lead to more negative consequences than a blended approach 
that includes mitigation strategies, there is evidence that relying solely on removal and legal 
restrictions for unowned cat management will be less successful than combining targeted 
removal with TNR and other management interventions to reduce harm where outdoor cats 
exist and feeding does occur.  

Perceptions and preferences regarding free roaming cats 

While a subset of community members are comfortable with bringing cats to shelters even if the 
possible result is that the cat will be euthanized, for most people in the United States this is not 
the case. Greater than 80% of survey respondents reported that they would leave a cat where it 
is if the alternative is that the cat would be killed.[11] This means public animal control 
programs that offer only removal as an option fail to serve the majority of constituents. By 
establishing certain areas within Los Angeles within which only impoundment is available, a 
substantial proportion of community members will remain unserved. 

This is not only problematic from a public service perspective. It means that the majority of 
community members will not access shelter resources or support if they believe that the result 
will be probable euthanasia of a cat. In the best case, this means some community members will 
continue to tolerate nuisance behaviors that could be largely resolved through sterilization of 
the cats and education of known caretakers. In the worst case, cats will continue to breed 
unchecked and a handful of cats that might have been manageable will grow into a colony 
creating significant public health and wildlife risks.  

Importantly, both removal to a shelter and TNR should be options to serve most members of the 
community. In a California study, 72% of non-cat-owners and 82% of cat owners supported TNR 
as a method of cat management[12]. However, the same study found that most people also 
supported trapping and impounding stray dogs and cats as an option. Public agencies should 
have the authority and judgement to determine which intervention is most appropriate to the 
situation.  

Feeding of free roaming cats 
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While not as widespread as support for TNR, feeding of unowned cats is a common behavior. 
Between 7-10% of survey respondents in California reported feeding cats they do not own, with 
the average number of cats fed ranging from 2.6 to 3.4 [4, 12]. Whereas it may be feasible to 
detect and regulate colonies where large numbers of cats are fed, feeding of just a few cats is 
difficult if not impossible to manage through legal intervention. This can take place rapidly, 
anonymously, under cover of darkness and on private property.  

Regulations regarding sanitation and nuisance abatement can allow legal intervention for 
significant problem situations, but feeding bans will tend to drive community members away 
from the very support services they need. For individuals feeding just one or a few cats, a harm 
reduction strategy that combines access to TNR with education is more likely to be effective at 
realizing the goals of reducing cat numbers and associated risks.   

Harm reduction opportunities in conjunction with TNR 

The forgoing analysis documented that removal of cats may fail to reduce risks, and may even 
increase them, at a community level, but has the potential to reduce cat numbers and 
associated risks when performed with sufficient intensity in focal areas. Similarly, sterilization 
and vaccination confer risk-mitigation benefits under some circumstances even where TNR fails 
to completely eliminate cat populations.  

Most obviously, sterilization prevents further breeding, often of cats that would not otherwise 
have been brought to a shelter. Importantly, when returned to the location of origin, cats in 
good body condition are likely to continue accessing whatever food source they used previously, 
rendering that food unavailable to other intact cats remaining in the area and preventing the 
increase in litter size and survival that can be seen with decreased density. In short, returning 
sterilized to the location of origin may reduce the reproductive carrying capacity of the 
environment, even when no feeder is specifically identified.  

This reduction in reproductive carrying capacity may explain the decrease in cat and kitten 
intake reported in conjunction with shelter-based TNR programs (sometimes called Return to 
Field or Shelter Neuter Return) of 29% to 38% [13, 14]. This decrease coupled with a decline in 
the number of cats picked up dead on the road of 20-29% provides indirect evidence of fewer 
cats in the environment. This is in contrast to the continued increase in cat impounds seen in Los 
Angeles in the absence of such programs.  

In addition to reduced breeding, TNR has other potential benefits. The reduction in fighting and 
roaming associated with sterilization not only reduces nuisance issues, it can reduce disease 
spread within populations and improve overall health. For instance, the prevalence of 
Toxoplasma gondii in managed feral cats was 17% compared to 73-81% in unmanaged feral and 
wild cats [15]. Vaccination further reduces risks, particularly for rabies for which a single vaccine 
has been shown to protect cats for at least three years [16]. 

By providing an avenue for intervention with community members for whom euthanasia is an 
unacceptable choice, TNR also opens doors for further education and harm mitigation. Caring 
for unowned cats can be linked to a requirement to make every effort to sterilize the cats. This 
can be coupled with requirements that if food is intentionally provided, caregivers follow 
responsible guidelines such as feeding during daylight hours, not feeding excessive amounts, 
keeping the feeding area sanitary and making efforts to control fleas and parasites on the cats 
and in the area.  
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These benefits should not be limited to areas that are greater than a mile from environmentally 
sensitive areas in Los Angeles. In fact, these are the areas where there is arguably the greatest 
need to provide public and private partners with the full range of options in these sensitive 
areas – whether that is sterilization and return of healthy free roaming cats, responsible feeding 
and colony management, or removal for adoption, relocation or as a last resort, euthanasia. No 
intervention realistically available is sufficient to completely eliminate cats from U.S. 
communities, but a thoughtful approach tailored to the needs of the situation will permit 
solutions that balance the needs of wildlife, public health, pets and community members to the 
greatest possible extent.  
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UCCE, Orange County 

October, 24th 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I have reviewed the “Citywide Cat Program, Draft Environmental Impact Report” and I have identified 
some serious issues that should be addressed. 

Public Health Concerns 

1. The program does not require cat vaccinations, including rabies vaccinations. Rabies in bats
has increased in the past few years in Los Angeles County. The reason behind this increase
remains unknown but it would not be advised to augment cat populations as a potential
reservoir for the disease. In 2017, the CDC rabies program determined that there was a 7.4%
increase in the number of rabid cats when compared to the 2016 rabies results.

2. The program does not require flea treatments at the time of trapping or ongoing at
“colonies.” The cat flea (Ctenocephalides felis) regularly infests domestic cats and dogs, and
backyard wildlife such as cats, coyotes, opossums, skunks, and raccoons. Up to 80% or more
of free-roaming cats are infested with flea eggs or adult fleas. The cat flea can transmit
parasites and infectious agents including tapeworm, Bartonella, Ricksettia, and Coxiella
some of which can lead to the diseases flea-borne typhus and cat scratch fever.

From 2001 to 2019, Los Angeles and Orange Counties have had over 1008 cases of human
cases of typhus. Although the prevalence of flea-borne typhus in southern California is
increasing, human cases of the disease have not been locally acquired in other parts of
California. While flea-borne typhus is treatable and rarely fatal, it is debilitating, and most
cases require hospitalization. Flea-borne typhus is only contracted through fleas (not person
to person), and is considered to be preventable.

3. The recommendation that feces be controlled at colonies is not enforceable and could have
significant impacts on water quality. The analysis relies on the fact that the removal of feces
will occur and since this is unenforceable, it is unlikely to happen and therefore will likely
have impacts.

4. No consideration has been giving to people who will be living with or near these colonies.
Vulnerable people, such as children, the elderly and the immunocompromised will be
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UCCE, Orange County 

subjected to fleas, allergens and disease from cats, feces and other wildlife associated with 
cat colonies.  The voluntary guidelines to avoid feeding around these types of people are 
ridiculous. You can’t see an immunosuppressed person for example and it would be 
impossible for a colony caretaker to know that they are in the area. 

5. Relocation of animals, encouraged by the program, also results in relocation of disease. This
is completely unacceptable and has the potential to create more typhus hotspots in the city.
It is unacceptable to disperse such a disease in an era when a disease like typhus sould be
completely preventable.

6. This program would take away the public health mitigation tool of permanent removal of
excess animals.  If too many animals were at a location and were trapped and taken to the
shelter, under the program the cats would be sterilized and released to nonprofits that
would be told where they had been trapped and efforts would be undertaken to return
them to that location.

7. Working Cat programs have a poor track record of maintaining sanitary conditions necessary
to protect human health.  The City proposes enclosed areas as a way to deal with cats
relocated out of environmentally sensitive areas, but these programs almost always increase
human health hazards.  Some have been shut down in the City as a result of feces, urine,
rats, and allergies.

8. The treatment of the increased rat numbers and concentrations with TNR feeding is not
adequately reviewed in the DEIR.  Again, the analysis relies on the assertion that cat
numbers will decrease and so will feeding so rodent harborage will as well.  With endemic
typhus on the rise, the intersection with rodents needs to be addressed in a more realistic
manner than the model-based assertions in the DEIR. The City is facing a typhus epidemic
which has been linked to cat fleas found on both cats and rats.

Wildlife and other biological resources 

Birds 
1. The analysis presumes no impacts on migratory birds in urban areas not mapped in

some other way as environmentally sensitive, even though the birds might be rare.
2. The DEIR does not consider the birds on the federal list of Migratory Birds of

Conservation Concern or on the Los Angeles County Sensitive Species List.

Other Wildlife 
3. The analysis does not fully account for the impacts of attracting wildlife to feeding

stations. Feeding of feral cats will attract additional wildlife. The assumption that the
overall impact of this is minimal is based on a flawed model that assumes cat numbers
will not increase.
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UCCE, Orange County 

4. Mixing of wildlife at one focal point could also decrease the fitness of local wildlife since
aggregation of wildlife can cause increase zoonoses in populations.

5. Preliminary data from our research shows that the location of both feral cat colonies
and coyotes that were found to consume cat are highly correlated and found in the
same high density building areas.  It is likely that feral cat colonies are acting as
attractants to coyotes. Since coyotes are known to eat cats at significantly higher rates
that previously assumed, it is very likely that feral cat colonies will be an attractive
nuisance and lead to increased conflict in urban areas.

The County of Orange has been down this TNR path and it has proven unsuccessful.  Please see 
appended Grand Jury Report “If Animals Could Talk about the Orange County Animal Shelter”.  This 
report, published in 2015 stated that “County-employed medical personnel and veterinarians have 
advised against the TNR program, calling it a potential public health hazard, ineffective, and a waste 
of tax dollars.  The report also states that “The report substantiated instances of OC Animal Care’s 
delaying the spaying, neutering, and emergency treatment of domestic dogs and cats awaiting 
adoption. The adoptable animals have, on occasion, been assigned a lower priority for surgery than 
the spaying, neutering, and micro-chipping of feral cats” 

Any opinions, findings, conclusions, or recommendations expressed are those of the author and do 
not necessarily reflect the view or position of the University of California. 

Sincerely, 

Niamh Quinn, Ph.D. 
Human-Wildlife Interactions Advisor 

7601 Irvine Blvd., Irvine, CA 92618   (949) 301-9182 
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"So much of what we call management consists in making it difficult for people to work.” 

Peter Drucker 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The 2014-2015 Orange County Grand Jury found that the Orange County Animal 
Shelter has serious problems that have needed attention for many years. In addition to 
the desperate need for a new shelter facility, there have been complaints and 
allegations from a number of sources inside and outside the Animal Shelter that have 
focused on the lack of leadership throughout the Orange County Community Resources 
and Animal Care chain of command. This alleged void in leadership has resulted in 
either the inability of management to define the problems at hand or, if defined, an 
unwillingness to correct them. It has been alleged by many that the lack in leadership 
has led to a few mid-management personnel assuming control of the Animal Shelter 
daily operations with little or no oversight from upper management. 

Additional information has led the Orange County Grand Jury to investigate 
concerns regarding employee morale, human and animal health issues, feral cat 
policies, and allegations of criminal behavior. Also, there have been indications of 
conflict between veterinarians and management staff with regard to medical decisions. 
The Orange County Grand Jury investigation found substantial factual support for all 
these allegations. In 2014, a workplace investigation report of the Animal Shelter was 
ordered by the Board of Supervisors and conducted by an outside firm whose findings 
revealed that there is significant evidence to support the complaints and allegations. 

BACKGROUND 

In 1941, the Orange County Animal Shelter was built and placed under the 
direction of the Orange County Health Care Agency. The animal care function was 
transferred to the newly created Orange County Community Resources Department in 
2008 under the aegis of Orange County Animal Care (OC Animal Care). Over the years, 
various cities have contracted with the County for the provision of animal care services.  

The 2014 - 2015 Orange County Grand Jury (OCGJ) discovered that the OC 
Animal Care has been of countywide concern for several years, as indicated by three 
prior OCGJ reports. The reports focused on deficiencies in policies and procedures; 
inadequate staffing; poor employee attitudes; low morale; and lack of communication 
and cooperation among management, veterinary staff, and kennel staff. The County 
agreed with the previous OCGJ findings, but chose not to implement the Grand Jury 
recommendations.  

There have been some recent legal challenges involving Animal Shelter 
management. Two lawsuits were initiated against OC Animal Care in 2014, one in July 
by an animal rescue group alleging a pattern of abuse and neglect at the Animal 



If Animals Could Talk About the Orange County Animal Shelter 

2014-2015 Orange County Grand Jury Page 4 

Shelter, and a second filed in October by a former employee who claimed he was 
retaliated against for “whistleblowing” after he voiced his concerns about safety issues. 

The July 2014 lawsuit (Logan v. Orange County Animal Care) involved a 
nonprofit animal rescue organization whose $2.5 million legal action alleged that the 
Animal Shelter staff failed to provide injured animals with appropriate veterinary care, 
and routinely euthanized healthy, adoptable animals while failing to hold the animals for 
adoption for the period mandated by law. 

The October lawsuit (Maniaci v. County of Orange) was initiated by a former 
animal control officer who was terminated after he filed a complaint over lack of proper 
safety equipment and training for animal control officers. In addition, he had filed a 
complaint with the California Division of Occupational Safety and Health (known as 
Cal/OSHA) in May 2012. These complaints resulted in the OC Animal Care being fined 
$6,750 for a serious safety violation. 

REASON FOR STUDY 

The 2014-2015 OCGJ received written and verbal complaints from current and 
former employees, including veterinarians, and from various humane organizations. 
Many of these alleged problems were the same as those discussed in the 1999-2000, 
2003-2004, and 2007-2008 OCGJ reports: organizational malfunctions relative to poor 
morale, unfair hiring and promotion practices; and, mistreatment and mishandling of the 
animals. As a result of these complaints and allegations, the 2014-2015 OCGJ 
launched an investigation to determine whether the various claims were valid and 
whether prior OCGJ recommendations had been implemented.  

METHODOLOGY 

The OCGJ initiated an investigation that involved site visits of the Animal Shelter 
and other animal shelters inside and outside of Orange County. Numerous personal 
interviews of current and former shelter personnel were conducted and existing 
investigative studies of the Animal Shelter were analyzed. The following lists provide 
specific examples of the various sources of information utilized in completing this report. 

Site Visits 

1. OC Animal Shelter
2. Riverside County (Jurupa) Animal Shelter
3. City of Mission Viejo Animal Shelter

Interviews 

1. Current and former OC Animal Care employees and staff, including past
and present executive level staff and management, the employed and
contract veterinarians, and executive level management at both the
Riverside County (Jurupa) Animal Shelter and the City of Mission Viejo
Animal Shelter
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2. Executive management of the Office of the Auditor-Controller, the County 
Executive Office, the Office of Community Resources and the Office of the 
County Performance Auditor 

3. OC Vector Control executive management and case investigators 
4. OC Health Care Agency executive management at Public Health Services 
5. O C Sheriff’s Department, management at the Office of Research and 

Development 

Previous Grand Jury Reports 

1. 1999-2000, We Can Do Better…Improving Animal Care in Orange County 
2. 2003-2004, The Orange County Animal Shelter – Are Improvements 

Needed? 
3. 2007-2008, Is Orange County Going to the Dogs? 

Independent Investigative Reports on the Orange County Animal Shelter 

1. UC Davis 2008, The UC Davis Koret Shelter Medicine Program, Final 
Consultation Report, February 2, 2008 (UC Davis Report, 2008) 

2. JVR Shelter Strategies, Orange County Animal Care, Shelter Consultation 
Summary, June 16, 2014 (JVR Shelter Strategies, 2014) 

3. OC Vector Control Investigative reports: 2012, 2013, 2014 
4. A workplace investigation report ordered by the OC Board of Supervisors 

(BOS) in May 2014, and submitted to OC Internal Auditor in October, 2014 
(Workplace Investigation Report, 2014)  

INVESTIGATION AND ANALYSIS 

During an initial visit, the 2014-2015 OCGJ immediately noted that the Animal 
Shelter was rundown and in dire need of major repair or replacement. During the 
ensuing investigation, the OCGJ looked into several areas of concern. Among these 
were the following: health risks, environmental concerns, inhumane treatment of 
animals, staff training, alleged criminal behavior, and personnel issues.  

Zoonotic Diseases 

This investigation determined that there are potential problems with preventing 
zoonotic diseases that can be passed between animals and humans. Zoonotic diseases 
are very common and can be caused by viruses, bacteria, parasites, and fungi. They 
are commonly spread through animal urine and feces, or from being bitten by a flea, 
tick, or mosquito (Zoonotic diseases, n.d.). Serious concerns have been expressed by 
Vector Control about potential zoonotic diseases at the Animal Shelter (Vector Control 
personal communication, October 31, 2014). 

Examples of those diseases are as follows: 

 Leptospirosis is a bacterial disease that affects humans and animals. In 
humans, it can cause a wide range of symptoms, some of which may be 
mistaken for other diseases. Some infected persons may show no 
symptoms at all. Without treatment, leptospirosis can lead to kidney 
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damage, meningitis, liver failure, respiratory distress, and death. The 
bacteria are commonly spread through animal urine (Leptospirosis, n.d.). 

 Psittacosis is an infection that is acquired by inhaling dried secretions from
infected birds. Although all birds are susceptible, pet birds (parrots,
parakeets, and macaws) and poultry (turkeys and ducks) are most
frequently involved in transmission to humans. In humans, fever, chills,
headache, muscle aches, and a dry cough are common symptoms, and
pneumonia may also occur (Psittacosis, n.d.).

 Rabies is a viral disease of mammals most often transmitted through the
bite of a rabid animal. The majority of cases reported to the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) are traced to wild animals like
raccoons, skunks, bats, and foxes. Rabies is a virus that attacks the
central nervous system, ultimately causing disease in the brain and, if not
treated, results in death (Rabies, n.d.).

 Typhus is an infectious disease caused by bacteria of Rickettsia
transmitted by fleas, mites, lice, and ticks during their feeding. The
common symptoms include headache, malaise, skin rash, and sometimes
nausea and vomiting. No vaccine is available for preventing the infection
(Typhus, n.d.).

Feral Free Program 

The Feral Free Program is also known as a trap-neuter-return (TNR) program. 
The feral cats are trapped or apprehended and brought to the Animal Shelter where 
they are micro-chipped, vaccinated, neutered, and then returned to the areas from 
which they were taken. This practice does not take into account the fact that feral cat 
colonies are found, not only in residential neighborhoods and industrial sites, but also at 
schools, college campuses, hospital facilities, parks, and beaches. 

OC Animal Care implemented the Feral Free Program in 2013, and it is endorsed 
by several animal rights groups throughout the country. Proponents believe the program 
helps reduce the number of feral cats without euthanizing them. In 2014, OC Animal 
Care released 1,705 neutered and micro-chipped feral cats back into the communities 
(OC Animal Care, 2015). 

Opponents of the program, including the Orange County Vector Control District 
(Vector Control), question its effectiveness. Vector Control is the agency that protects 
the public from vector-borne diseases spread by public health pests, such as 
mosquitoes, flies, fleas, and rodents. Vector Control’s major concern is that released 
feral cats could easily become hosts to flea-borne typhus, a bacterial disease found in 
fleas and transmitted to humans by a bite (Vector Control personal communication, 
October 31, 2014). American Bird Conservancy also opposes the program because 
outdoor, free roaming cats pose a serious threat to birds and endangered wildlife 
(Shimura, 2015, April 19). 

Due to the presence of feral cats at the Animal Shelter and at nearby Theo Lacy 
Jail and Juvenile Hall facilities, at least one illness has been reported that was attributed 
to fleas from feral cats. This occurred when an employee of the Sheriff’s Department’s 
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Research and Development organization, located near the Animal Shelter, called in sick 
on June 14, 2012. On June 24, 2012, the employee was diagnosed with Endemic 
Typhus and was hospitalized (Research & Development personal communication, 
November 20, 2014). 

As a consequence of the illness, Vector Control conducted an investigation, 
citing the fact that there was a noticeable presence of feral cats at the Animal Shelter 
property. On March 3, 2013, Vector Control personnel were at the Animal Shelter and 
observed at least five feral cats on top of the cages and a dead rodent on the ground. 
When this observation was reported to a high-ranking official of the Animal Shelter, 
Vector Control personnel were told that only three feral cats were living at the Animal 
Shelter and they were used as “mousers.” The Animal Shelter official said that perhaps 
some additional feral cats had “escaped” (Vector Control personal communication, 
October 31, 2014).  

Vector Control had issued multiple previous warnings to OC Animal Care 
regarding flea-borne typhus exposure risks at the Animal Shelter and adjoining 
properties, including Theo Lacy Jail and the Orangewood Children’s home. The OC 
Health Care Agency has asked that OC Animal Care comply with Vector Control’s 
recommendation that it conduct a California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review 
of the Feral Free Program in order to address the public health risk of flea-borne typhus 
and the legal liabilities posed by the release of these cats in areas where the disease is 
endemic (Vector Control personal communication, October 31, 2014). 

OC Animal Care chose not to comply with Vector Control’s recommendations 
(OC Animal Care personal communications, November 13, 2014). Independent 
investigations (Workplace Investigation Report, 2014) have confirmed that current 
conditions at the Animal Shelter could pose a risk to public health. However, interviews 
with senior OC Animal Care officials have indicated that they support the Feral Free 
Program (OC Animal Care personal communications, September 11, 2014 and January 
5, 2015). 

It should be noted that OC Animal Care receives at least two grants to continue 
the Feral Free Program. One is the annual, recurring, $100,000 Free-Roaming Cat 
Spay/Neuter Grant from PetSmart Charities. The other is the annual, recurring, $50,000 
Feral Freedom Grant from American Society for Prevention of Cruelty to Animals 
(ASPCA) (OC Community Resources, FY 2015-16, Annual Grants Table). 

Further, the 2014 Workplace Investigation Report states that witness statements, 
documentary evidence, and preponderance of evidence indicated that: 

 a minimum of three feral cats reside upon, and are maintained and fed by
staff, on the premises of the Animal Shelter, and many more cats have
been seen lounging on the premises last year;

 County-employed medical personnel and veterinarians have advised
against the TNR program, calling it a potential public health hazard,
ineffective, and a waste of tax dollars; and
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 The report substantiated instances of OC Animal Care’s delaying the
spaying, neutering, and emergency treatment of domestic dogs and cats
awaiting adoption . The adoptable animals have, on occasion, been
assigned a lower priority for surgery than the spaying, neutering, and
micro-chipping of feral cats.

Some veterinary experts are of the opinion that emergency treatment of domestic 
dogs and cats should be given priority over feral cats. According to a chief veterinarian 
from another California county, some counties have abandoned feral free programs 
(Veterinarian personal communication, October 27, 2014). 

Vector Control personnel indicated that, during their investigation, they asked OC 
Animal Control personnel whether they kept records or had any data on the Feral Free 
Program concerning the locations and the names of the citizens who had called to have 
feral cats removed. Vector Control personnel were told that there were accurate 
records, but Animal Shelter personnel refused to share that information. The Vector 
Control personnel requested that the Animal Shelter notify them of the areas in which 
they were releasing the feral cats so those neighborhoods could be monitored for the 
flea borne typhus, but the Animal Shelter personnel refused to do so (Vector Control 
personal communication, October 31, 2014).  

Vector Control representatives stated that the Feral Free Program could possibly 
contribute to the spread of typhus in Orange County and believed the program, as 
currently administered, violates the CEQA and the Clean Water Act. Vector Control 
believes that a program returning feral cats into other areas should have a CEQA 
review to determine if it would adversely impact the environment (Vector Control 
personal communication, October 31, 2014). Independent investigations have 
confirmed that the present conditions at the Animal Shelter could pose a risk to public 
health (UC Davis Report, 2008; Workplace Investigation Report, 2014).  

Impound and Euthanasia Facts 

The OC Animal Care Impound Summary sheet highlights, among other things, 
the extensive shelter workload based solely on the number of cat impounds and 
corresponding number of cats euthanized (OC Animal Care, 2015). For example, in 
2014, 44% of cats that were impounded (5,581 cats) were euthanized. During that same 
period, 16% of the cats (2,007 cats) were adopted. In addition, 19% of the cats (1,689 
cats) were feral free and released after being micro-chipped, vaccinated, and neutered 
(OC Animal Care Impound Summary March 5, 2015).  

Soaking the Dogs 

During the Animal Shelter inspection, the OCGJ observed that the kennels were 
hosed down while dogs were in the kennels. The OCGJ has confirmed during various 
interviews that this was a common, everyday practice. The OCGJ could find no 
justification to support the practice of soaking the dogs. The accepted standard for 
cleaning kennels is the “move-one-down” method to avoid soaking the animals. This is 
accomplished by moving the dog from an adjacent kennel down one kennel into an 
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empty clean kennel. The “move-one-down” method for cleaning kennels is considered 
one of the best methods in the industry as it helps to lower the dogs’ susceptibility to 
disease (JVR Shelter Strategies, 2014, p. 15; UC Davis, 2007).  

Wasted Water 

During the Grand Jury inspection, it was noted that the kennel attendants use 
large, industrial type water hoses for cleaning purposes. The water was running 
constantly even when the attendants were not present. There were no nozzles on the 
hoses, which necessitated walking to the end of the kennel row to turn off the water. 
Based on observations and subsequent interviews, the OCGJ concluded that this 
common practice could result in hundreds, if not thousands, of gallons of water wasted 
each day at the Animal Shelter. 

Cat Trailers 

During the inspection of the Animal Shelter, Grand Jury members entered one of 
the cat trailers and were overwhelmed by the strong odor of cat urine. In the two main 
trailers that house cats, there was limited air flow and no air conditioning. There was 
also a small cat isolation structure that was in total disrepair. These cat structures had 
environments that increased the vulnerability and exposure to disease (JVR Shelter 
Strategies, 2014, p.18). 

Lack of Training and Equipment 

Another major OCGJ concern is the lack of training for the Animal Control 
Officers (ACOs) and the absence of appropriate tools and equipment to deal with 
animals that need to be tranquilized or euthanized. In September 2014, two ACOs were 
accused of allegedly slaughtering a deer impaled on a fence in Anaheim Hills by slitting 
its throat. When the officers arrived at the scene and observed the deer hanging upside 
down on the fence, they were unable to remove the animal from the fence and 
determined that it should be euthanized (Ritchie, February 2015). A local veterinarian 
who witnessed the incident asked the animal control officers whether they had 
euthanasia drugs, and they told her that they were no longer allowed to carry them 
(Ritchie, February 2015). Although the veterinarian offered to administer the drug under 
her Drug Enforcement Agency (DEA) license, the officers decided to kill the animal by 
cutting its throat so it would bleed to death (Ritchie, February 2015). Another 
veterinarian, familiar with wildlife, conducted a review of the incident and referred to the 
American Veterinary Medical Association guidelines, which state that an animal’s throat 
cannot be cut in order to allow bleeding out unless it is under anesthesia (Ritchie, 
February 2015). Following an internal investigation, the two officers were dismissed 
(Ritchie, April 2015). 

ACOs have stated that they do not have required professional training and 
procedures to deal with such a situation. In addition, they assert that they do not have 
the proper equipment to tranquilize or euthanize animals in the field, making it difficult to 
expect them to deal with such circumstances in a professional manner (Animal Shelter 
staff, personal communication, November 20, 2014). 
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Personnel Vacancies 

The OCGJ learned during an interview with OC Animal Care management that 
OC Animal Care was understaffed by approximately 20%. Due to this shortage of 
personnel, the quality of service has degraded. There are fewer kennel attendants, 
which has resulted in a less-than-thorough cleaning of kennels and cages, and 
exercising the dogs. The JVR Shelter Consultation Summary of June 16 2014 revealed 
that, based on the Shelter’s population on the date observed, it would require 18 staff 
members cleaning and feeding for eight hours to ensure basic care for every animal 
(JVR Shelter Strategies, 2014. p.4). At the time of the OCGJ site visit, only two kennel 
attendants were observed to be present.  

The loss of ACOs has caused significant delays in field services, wherein dead 
animals in the field have been exposed to public view for several days. One former ACO 
stated that there had been a dead deer in front of a residence for five days before he 
was able to respond to the call. Although there is a need for 10-12 ACOs in the field on 
a normal day, there have been times when there was only one ACO available to 
respond to service calls throughout the entire County (OC Animal Care staff, personal 
communications, November 6, 2014). 

It is common to have 70-100 unassigned calls for service with only two ACOs 
available to respond (Animal Shelter personal communication, November 6, 2014). In 
fact, on any given day, especially on Monday morning, there are commonly 100 calls 
backlogged. Many of those calls are minor in nature and many are handled 
telephonically. The delay for dead animals to be picked up can be longer than a week 
(Animal Shelter personal communication, November 10, 2014). 

OC Animal Care hired a Chief Veterinarian and also appointed her as the 
Director of the Animal Shelter. OC Animal Care was operating at approximately 80% of 
authorized staffing or 112 employees (Organizational chart provided by Shelter Director, 
September 11, 2014). On November 4, 2014, the Grand Jury learned that there were 29 
vacant Animal Shelter positions that would be filled as soon as possible. As of February 
2015, eight of those 29 positions had been filled. On March 31, 2015, there were still 
four vacant ACO positions and eight vacant Kennel Attendant positions. The ACOs are 
required to complete a six-month training program before they receive an assignment. 
The recent ACO training session started with eight candidates with seven completing 
the course. Since then, three have resigned, leaving only four candidates to fill the void 
(OC Animal Care management, personal interviews, April 7, 2015). 

There is also an acute shortage of Kennel Attendants, who only receive on-the-
job training. Their duties include cleaning the kennels, which is critical to the health and 
welfare of the animals (Animal Care personal communication, April 7, 2015). 

Morale Issues 

During the investigation, the majority of the present and former shelter 
employees who were interviewed complained of morale problems. Those who 
discussed the morale issues identified specific management personnel who had created 
a “toxic” environment. Virtually every mid-level and lower-level employee identified the 
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same individuals in management as those who were responsible for low morale 
(Employee interviews, 2014 – 2015). 

Potential Criminal Behavior and Other Serious Concerns 

During the investigation, serious allegations of criminal behavior and other 
serious matters were brought to the OCGJ’s attention. Since the OCGJ is not 
authorized to investigate criminal activity in a civil report, those complaints of a criminal 
nature were referred to the District Attorney’s Office for investigation.  

FINDINGS 

In accordance with California Penal Code sections 933 and 933.05, the 2014-
2015 Grand Jury requires (or, as noted, requests) responses from each agency affected 
by the findings presented in this section. The responses are to be submitted to the 
Presiding Judge of the Superior Court.  

Based on its investigation titled, “If Animals Could Talk About the Orange County 
Animal Shelter,” the 2014-2015 Orange County Grand Jury has arrived at ten principal 
findings, as follows: 

F.1 There are serious morale issues among Animal Shelter staff, many of which can 
be attributed to poor management practices and lack of effective leadership. 

F.2. The trap, neuter, and return practice is reportedly delaying the spaying, 
neutering, and treatment of domestic dogs and cats awaiting adoption and is 
evidence that the domestic animals have been assigned a lower priority for 
surgery than the spaying, neutering, and micro-chipping of the feral cats. 

F.3. Feral cats have been allowed to roam freely in and around the Animal Shelter 
and have been fed by Animal Shelter staff, possibly contributing to human and 
animal exposure to zoonotic diseases.  

F.4. Animal Control Officers do not have effective equipment or appropriate 
procedural options to deal with unique, emergency circumstances that may 
require special procedures such as tranquilizing and euthanizing in the field. 

F.5. OC Animal Care is currently operating with a shortage of personnel, including 
Animal Control Officers (ACOs), thereby making it much more difficult for them to 
respond to calls in a timely manner throughout such a large county, especially 
since there is only one shelter to serve all of Orange County.  

F.6. There is little evidence that the Feral Free Program has been successful in 
reducing the feral cat population, which could be a contributing factor to the 
spread of zoonotic diseases. 

F.7. Kennels are hosed down with dogs still present in the kennels, resulting in the 
dogs getting soaked and becoming more susceptible to disease. 
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F.8. Kennel attendants were observed leaving the large water hoses running when
not being used for cleaning purposes, thereby wasting large quantities of water. 

F.9. There is limited airflow and no air conditioning in the cat trailers. The conditions
in these trailers increase the vulnerability to disease. 

F.10. There is a rodent problem, creating additional risk of humans and animals
contracting zoonotic diseases. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

In accordance with California Penal Code sections 933 and 933.05, the 2014-
2015 Grand Jury requires (or, as noted, requests) responses from each agency affected 
by the recommendations presented in this section. The responses are to be submitted 
to the Presiding Judge of the Superior Court. 

Based on its investigation titled “If Animals Could Talk About the Orange County 
Animal Shelter,” the 2014-2015 Orange County Grand Jury makes the following ten 
recommendations: 

R.1. Consider a change of leadership within the Orange County Community
Resources Department and arrange for mandatory leadership training for all 
managers and supervisors that includes a curriculum of leadership skills, people 
skills, and diversity (F.1.). 

R.2. Discontinue the practice of giving feral cats priority for surgery over the domestic
dogs and cats awaiting adoption (F.2.). 

R.3. Discontinue feeding feral cats and allowing feral cats to roam freely in and
around the Animal Shelter (F.3.). 

R.4. Develop proper protocols for Animal Control Officers to follow when confronted
with unique circumstances in the field that require tranquilizing or euthanizing 
animals and take all measures necessary to ensure that the Animal Control 
Officers can be given the proper equipment and training in that regard (F.4.). 

R.5. Establish a more aggressive approach in hiring qualified personnel on a timely
basis, especially with the position of Animal Control Officer (F.5.). 

R.6. Conduct an evaluation of the Feral Free Program to determine its effectiveness
in the reduction of zoonotic diseases. (F.6.). 

R.7. Utilize the “move-one-down” method for cleaning kennels to avoid soaking the
animals. (F.7.). 

R.8. Place nozzles on all water hoses and direct kennel attendants to turn off the
water when not being used. (F.8.). 

R.9. Improve the ventilation system in all cat trailers for the health and survival of the
cats (F.9.). 
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R.10 Promptly control the rodent population in order to reduce the possibility of
spreading diseases to human beings and animals (F.10.). 

REQUIRED RESPONSES 

The California Penal Code section 933 requires the governing body of any public 
agency which the Grand Jury has reviewed, and about which it has issued a final report, 
to comment to the Presiding Judge of the Superior Court on the findings and 
recommendations pertaining to matters under the control of the governing body. Such 
comment shall be made no later than 90 days after the Grand Jury publishes its report 
(filed with the Clerk of the Court). Additionally, in the case of a report containing findings 
and recommendations pertaining to a department or agency headed by an elected 
County official (e.g. District Attorney, Sheriff, etc.), such elected official shall comment 
on the findings and recommendations pertaining to the matters under that elected 
official’s control within 60 days to the Presiding Judge with an information copy sent to 
the Board of Supervisors.  

Furthermore, California Penal Code section 933.05, subdivisions (a), (b), and (c), 
provides as follows, the manner in which such comment(s) are to be made: 

(a) As to each Grand Jury finding, the responding person or entity shall indicate one of
the following:

(1) The respondent agrees with the finding

(2) The respondent disagrees wholly or partially with the finding, in which case
the response shall specify the portion of the finding that is disputed and shall include an 
explanation of the reasons therefore.  

(b) As to each Grand Jury recommendation, the responding person or entity shall report
one of the following actions:

(1) The recommendation has been implemented, with a summary regarding the
implemented action. 

(2) The recommendation has not yet been implemented, but will be implemented
in the future, with a time frame for implementation. 

(3) The recommendation requires further analysis, with an explanation and the
scope and parameters of an analysis or study, and a time frame for the matter to be 
prepared for discussion by the officer or head of the agency or department being 
investigated or reviewed, including the governing body of the public agency when 
applicable. This time frame shall not exceed six months from the date of publication of 
the Grand Jury report.  

(4) The recommendation will not be implemented because it is not warranted or
is not reasonable, with an explanation therefore. 

(c) If a finding or recommendation of the Grand Jury addresses budgetary or personnel
matters of a county agency or department headed by an elected officer, both the
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agency or department head and the Board of Supervisors shall respond if requested by 
the Grand Jury, but the response of the Board of Supervisors shall address only those 
budgetary /or personnel matters over which it has some decision making authority. The 
response of the elected agency or department head shall address all aspects of the 
findings or recommendations affecting his or her agency or department. 

Comments to the Presiding Judge of the Superior Court in compliance with Penal 
Code section 933.05 are required from: 

Responses are required from the Orange County Board of Supervisors for 
Findings F.1. through F.10. and Recommendations R.1. through R.10.  

Responses are requested from the Director of OC Community Resources and 
from the OC Animal Shelter Director for Findings F.1. through F.10. and 
Recommendations R.1. through R.10. 
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Life Science Building 382 
1 LMU Drive 

Los Angeles, CA 90045-2659 
Office. 310.338.7337 

www.lmu.edu 

CURes 
Center for Urban Resilience 

October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
Environmental Management Group, Environmental Supervisor II 
Bureau of Engineering, Department of Public Works 
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600 
Los Angeles, CA  90015 

By Email:  Jan.Green.Rebstock@lacity.org 

RE: CAT PROGRAM 

Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

The Center for Urban Resilience at Loyola Marymount University applauds the city’s efforts to improve their 
citywide Cat Program.  We have been studying the impact of cats in urban and wild ecosystems for years, and 
feel any attempt to improve the challenge of free roaming breeding cats and unwanted kittens is 
commendable, necessary, and a core element of a humane solution for this vexing problem. 

Our perspective, as a research and program development center, is that the document fails to provide a 
grounded analysis to help us understand the implementation of the embedded goals of the DEIR, to reduce 
breeding of free roaming cats. The biggest challenge in the overall plan is the decision to use a one-mile buffer 
around areas of critical habitat (Environmentally Sensitive Areas, or ESA’s). We believe it is difficult to defend 
the buffer size and likely impossible to manage areas of that magnitude, since they take up close to 40% of the 
city.  In addition, strong evidence suggests that natural predators of cats, such as coyotes, are most common 
in the green belts of urban and peri-urban areas. As such, the impact of predation by these coyotes, while 
uncertain and uncalculated with respect to maintaining biodiversity in these ESA’s, is a factor to consider. 

Therefore, the buffer system as a tool for best management practices may not have its desired effect. Effective 
interventions to protect wildlife, engage the community, and be sustainable from a financial standpoint have to 
be grounded in sound science and durability. We feel that a reinterpretation of the critical areas and how best 
to protect them is necessary in order for this program to work for all stakeholders involved. 

Please feel free to contact me if you have any additional questions or concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Eric G. Strauss, PhD 
President's Professor of Biology 
Executive Director, LMU CURes 
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28 October 2019 

To: Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 

From: Amanda Harrison 
4715 Orion Avenue #210 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403 

Re: Los Angeles Community Cat Program 

Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

I write in support of the DIER proposed community cat program. While the program has its 
flaws, and needs some revision, the current non-existent program is killing cats and kittens in 
mass in Los Angeles. As a private citizen with no animal rescue affiliation, I have spent multiple 
days per week for several decades working on volunteer street animal rescue in the San 
Fernando Valley. I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in 
the humane treatment of free roaming cats. 

The uptick in volunteers needed has surmounted in the past 3 years and we are not even 
making a dent on the streets. I, along with hundreds of others, are spending our own time, 
money, and effort to clean up the street cat problem in the San Fernando Valley. It has become 
the norm to encounter houses and blocks that need TNR, and easily hit 30-55 cats per property. 
The numbers are growing annually, and private volunteers are the only ones on the streets 
doing this work.  

Lack of education about spay and neuter and lack of free/ low cost spay and neuter has 
resulted in the cat population growing extensively and shelter intake rising. Last month the 
intake in LA Animal Shelters for cats and kittens was up 155% from the year before. The lack of 
resources for free spay and neuter have resulted in the general public having no idea where to 
go, who to call, or what to do about the cat explosion in the SF Valley. Therefore, people turn 
the other way and the numbers of cats increase, or people pick up litters of kittens and drop 
them at the shelters.  

Other regions of the world host free “spayathons” to combat these issues. This has been done 
with great success in China, Puerto Rico, Vietnam, parts of Africa, and Mexico among others. 
Los Angeles Animals Services (LAAS) does nothing of this sort. Implementing more spay and 
neuter for pet and community cats will decrease the number of kittens born annually in Los 
Angeles. We need multilingual (Spanish, Russian, Mandarin, Armenian, Farsi) free programs all 
over the Los Angeles staffedarea with people that have a problem solving mentality and help 
find solutions to this epidemic of kittens 12 months a year. 
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While I trust that the national affiliated rescue groups are working diligently with research to 
pick apart the DIER because of the feeding borders and times being a major concern to all, I can 
only share with you my personal anecdotal concerns as a volunteer trapper in the SF Valley. On 
any given day, I can show up and trap 6-10 cats per location. This is unacceptable. The cats are 
in deplorable conditions, sick, diseased, and dying on the streets by the time we get to them. 
Our lists of locations to get to are long; our free TNR spay/neuter slots are limited. We are 
spending our own time and money to clean up the cities mess, and it has to stop. 

LAAS needs more resources, programs, and innovation. Los Angeles and California, for being a 
supposed progressive city and state, have done a shameful job of caring for cats and animals. 
Our shelter rates are staggering, we are so far from no-kill, and we provide no resources to the 
public for cats. I urge you, with this EIR and proposed Community Cat Program, to take a step in 
the right direction of getting to where we would want to be in 2019. Thank you for your time, 
effort, and dedication to this matter.  

Sincerely, 
Amanda Harrison 
TNR Community Volunteer 
Professor, California State University, Northridge 
amandamh@gmail.com  
818/788-7306 
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September 5, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

Please support and establish the Citywide Cat Program.  It would be a tremendous asset to Los Angeles. 

TNR is the only humane and effective solution for dealing with free-roaming cat populations: 

• Cats are humanely trapped, spayed or neutered, vaccinated, and returned to their outdoor
homes.

• Stabilizes community cat populations, and, over time, colonies decrease in size.
• Stops the breeding cycle, so no new kittens are born, and eliminates mating behaviors, such as

yowling, spraying, roaming, and fighting.
• Reduces illness in the shelter; community cats are stressed in a shelter and a stressed cat is

more likely to get sick.
• Saves taxpayer money - sterilizing rather than killing community cats is simply less expensive,

with exponential savings in terms of reducing births.
• Helps create a rescue network that adopts out community cats who are social with people

through rescue groups, rather than having them impounded (and potentially killed) by shelters.
• Could support a working cat program (for cats who aren’t social with people) as the working

cats would provide natural (non-toxic, non-pesticide) rodent deterrents for enclosed properties
such as City Hall, LAPD downtown stations, warehouses, churches, factories or other facilities.

Thanks for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Anita Szafran 
929 Idaho Ave #1 
Santa Monica, CA 90403 
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Rebecca Arvizu 
Attorney at Law 

5541 Rock Tree Drive 
Agoura Hills, CA 91301 

October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: City Wide Cat Program-DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program (“CCP”) in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats.  The CCP is 
long overdue given the City’s long standing No Kill goal.  The injunction resulted in more 
threats to the health, safety, and welfare of both cats and City residents.  However, the proposed 
CCP, with some modifications, has the potential to make the City safer against nuisance and 
disease, while saving and enhancing the lives of free roaming cats. 

TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination, flea 
treatment, and reducing free roaming cat numbers through sterilization.  However, I am 
concerned that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit these positive impacts 
of the CCP, and potentially render it unenforceable.  Specifically, these restrictions should be 
removed from the final CCP: 

1. Restricting TNR from Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City off limits.  Section 2.3.1 of the DEIR states that
free-roaming cats are present in lower densities in ESAs, and have the “potential” to affect
sensitive biological resources.  This is a highly speculative and inconclusive statement.  Section
2.3.1 also states that free roaming cats  center around food, water, and shelter, and are typically
in higher abundance in human dominated landscapes, where TNR activities will be centered.
Given the lack of evidence that cats pose a significant risk to ESAs and given the wide breadth of
ESAs in the City that would significantly hinder TNR efforts, this restriction should be removed
from the final CCP.  Further, since an additional element of the CCP is to implement guidelines
and ecological conservation measures to minimize environmental and public health impacts of
the existing population of free-roaming cats, this restriction is too broad and not necessary given
that cats do not pose a significant risk to ESAs based on the City’s current data, and the number
of free-roaming cats will significantly decrease once the City implements TNR.
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2. Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations exist.  The entire City could be
off limits to TNR since children, the elderly, and those with compromised immune systems live
throughout the City without restrictions.  This restriction seems to be an appeasement to the LA
County Department of Health (LACDH), which raised these concerns in their public comments
and information submitted for the DEIR. What LA County failed to reveal to the City is its
opposition to the City’s No Kill goals.  In fact, LA County disparages the City and other
communities with No Kill goals and programs when it justifies its excessively high service rates
to its contract cities, complaining that the City’s No Kill goal contributes to the high number of
cat impounds in LA County.  LA County’s blatant opposition to TNR and No Kill goals puts it in
direct conflict with the City, therefore all input from LA County should be disregarded in the
final CCP.

Further, LACDH failed to provide the City its data showing the increase of fleaborne typhus on 
City residents when it stopped its TNR efforts due to the injunction.  In their responses to the LA 
County Civil Grand Jury 2017-2018 Report, LACDH reported that fleaborne typhus increased 
from 20 cases in 2010 in LA County (when the City stopped doing TNR) to 47 reported cases in 
2016, 38% of whom were residents in the City (6 years after the injunction was in place). The 
disease spread geographically across the county. LACDH attributes this spread to the relocation 
of flea infested animals, “especially feral cats and opossums” (see attachment).  If this is factual 
data, LA County should be in support of removing the injunction and implementing the CCP so 
that the City can return to TNR efforts and reduce the threat of fleaborne typhus for its residents. 

Finally, LACDH disagreed with the Grand Jury’s recommendation that the City should seek to 
overturn the injunction and implement TNR because TNR groups do not “acknowledge there are 
direct public health implications associated with ‘community cats.’” TNR groups are a subset of 
animal rescue groups, which are an essential element of any successful No Kill program.  This 
statement to the Grand Jury also shows LACDH’s bias and conflict of interest to the City’s CCP 
and No Kill goals, as well as its lack of transparency and trustworthiness since they failed to 
acknowledge that typhus cases increased after the City was forced to stop its TNR efforts, 
resulting in an increase in unsterilized cats not receiving the active management of their 
vaccinations and flea treatment by the very TNR groups that LACDH disparages and villainizes 
as “anti-science.”   

3. Other Direct Restrictions on TNR, including regulated feeding times and forcing free
roaming cats into indoor enclosures for the Working Cat Program (WCP).TNR has been
successfully implemented in other communities such as San Jose. The “modifications” to TNR
proposed by the City in the DEIR can have an adverse impact on the CCP and should not be
implemented.  Feeders have their own personal schedules and have to accommodate the
activities and surroundings of the feeding areas, many in industrial areas with employees
working flexible schedules.  Further, forcing free roaming cats into an enclosure for the WCP
can trigger significant stress and anxiety in the cat, and can create an unsafe situation for
volunteers and the other cats.  While I believe that cats are safer indoors, not all free roaming
cats can successfully adapt to indoor enclosures. The health and safety of the volunteers and
other cats in the WCP should outweigh a strict mandate that forces a free-roaming cat into an
enclosure simply because it cannot be returned to an area deemed an ESA, especially when the
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data used to define ESAs is ambiguous and does not support that cats are significant risks to 
these areas. 

4. Restrictions and Regulations in Proposed Alternatives to the CCP.  While CEQA may
require the City to provide alternatives to the CCP, these alternatives fall far short of
implementing a successful CCP and achieving No Kill in the City.  Many of the alternatives are
punitive on the City’s taxpayers and pet owners, imposing licensing fees and other penalties on
people who choose to care for cats, and dedicate their time to contributing to a safe and healthy
community for people and animals.  Instead, the City should move forward with a final CCP that
does not incorporate the restrictions outlined here.

Final Note on LA County.Section 4.5.4 of the DEIR states false information from LACAC that 
it holds animals for 6 days in its pounds.  Most cats impounded in LACAC pounds in the last 
year are killed within the 72 hour statutory hold period for reasons such as “irremediably 
suffering” or “behavior.”  Most of these cat killings in LACAC pounds happen over the 
weekend. To date, LACAC has refused my public record requests to confirm if a vet declared the 
cat “irremediably suffering,” or if the cats were examined and diagnosed by vets on staff.  
Further, LACAC has a contentious history in working with rescue groups, who are also an 
essential element of a No Kill community.  LACAC’s employee manuals has more pages 
detailing to employees how to submit a complaint against a rescue group than it has information 
on how to successfully release animals to rescue groups. 

LACAC cannot possibly contribute any positive input into the CCP given its disparagement of 
the City, other No Kill supporters, and rescue groups.  Finally, LACAC admitted to the Grand 
Jury that it kills 60% of feral cats impounded (see page 137 of the 2017-18 Civil Grand Jury 
Report).These lives are completely disregarded and the expense is passed on to the LA County 
contract cities, forcing LA County residents to pay twice for these killings (at the county and 
contract city level).  For these obvious reasons, LA County should not have any input on the 
CCP as the City continues to strive towards its No Kill goal and its mandate to protect the health, 
safety and welfare of its residents. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvements to the CCP.  I respectfully request that you move forward without 
the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in the City, for the benefit of 
the health and welfare of the City and its animals. 

Regards, 

Rebecca Arvizu 
Attorney at Law 
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Audrey Fok 
5070 Kester Ave Unit #4 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403 
(310)626-5575

RE: CAT PROGRAM 

Dear Dr. Jan Green Rebstock, 

My name is Audrey Fok, and I have lived in Los Angeles county since I was three years old. As someone 
who has lived here in LA for predominately all my life, TNR is the ONLY way to properly take care of the 
feral cat problem in LA in a humane and fiscally responsible way. I volunteer with a non profit 
organization called the Kitty Bungalow Charm School for Wayward Cats, and a huge part of KB’s mission 
is TNR. In the years that KB has been practicing TNR, we have noticed the incredibly difference it has 
made amongst our local communities. The success rate is incredible, and this is something I would love 
to share with you if you would like to see the evidence for yourself.  

TNR is the only solution for this problem. KB is a great organization that can show you the value of TNR. 
This problem has taken too long to address and as a cat lover, I truly hope that you take this comment 
seriously. Please feel free to reach out to me if you have any further questions or would like a tour of 
the KB facilities to show you the kind of work KB does on a daily basis.  

Thank you, 

Audrey Fok 

390503
Typewritten Text
AF2-1

390503
Line



390503
Typewritten Text
BR-1

390503
Typewritten Text
BR-2

390503
Typewritten Text
BR-3

390503
Line

390503
Line

390503
Line



390503
Typewritten Text

390503
Typewritten Text
BR-3

390503
Typewritten Text
BR-4

390503
Typewritten Text
BR-5

390503
Typewritten Text
BR-6

390503
Typewritten Text

390503
Line

390503
Line

390503
Line

390503
Line









11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Overturning the TNR injunction
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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Jellicle Cats Rescue Foundation 
281 E. Bort Street Long Beach CA 90805 
jelliclecatsrescuefoundation@gmail.com 

(562) 234-2437

September 26, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 

Subject: CAT PROGRAM 

Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

I have reviewed the Draft EIR and would like to lend my voice to the chorus of cat caretakers who are in 
agreement with the Draft and would like to encourage the city of Los Angeles to support this effort and 
to implement Trap-Neuter-Return programs as proposed in the Draft. 

I have been a Long Beach resident and cat rescuer for 20 years now. I can attest: TNR works. As changes 
have been made over the years within Long Beach Animal Care Services, and as Trap-Neuter-Return 
became a concept that LBACS endorsed, the number of cats euthanized at LBACS has decreased year 
after year. 

Additionally, the public became more involved and started doing their own TNR, championed by LBACS. 
As more and more cats were TNRd by the public, the live release rates at LBACS continued to climb. 

Now, the effects of the LA City TNR Injunction are being felt in areas outside of Los Angeles. The 
Injunction has impacted TNR efforts even in Long Beach. Even though I do not live in Los Angeles and the 
colonies I help get TNRd are not in Los Angeles, I cannot effectively TNR cats in my city, because the 
resources I would normally use to do so have become nonexistent. The clinics that we would use, or 
refer people to, are turning cats away because of the Injunction. We MUST make these resources 
available again, to the public and to the rescue/TNR organizations who depend upon them, if we are to 
ever see an end to the overpopulation crisis that’s overwhelmed us all.  

We can neither rescue nor euthanize our way out of this mess; TNR must be factored into this equation, 
as well.  I support Trap-Neuter-Return as an integral part of achieving a No-Kill Los Angeles! 

Thank you for your consideration, 

Brandy Gaunt 
Director, Jellicle Cats Rescue Foundation 

mailto:jelliclecatsrescuefoundation@gmail.com
mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
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11/1/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program
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11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Progam/ EIR
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Citywide Cat Program
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - EIR/Cat Program
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October 1, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
Environmental Management Group | Environmental Supervisor II
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600 
Los Angeles, CA 90015

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock,

After recently reading the full draft of the Environmental Impact Report for the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program, it seems like this program would be a very effective and humane 
solution to our area’s cat overpopulation issue.  The report clearly shows that there 
aren’t any significant downsides in regard to humans or other wildlife, so there should 
be no reason not to move forward with this proposed program.  

As a longtime resident of Los Angeles who who has helped with animal rescue, I have 
seen the unnecessary suffering of animals due to the cat reproduction and overpopula-
tion problem.  I fully support TNR and the Citywide Cat Program.  I look forward to hear-
ing about its implantation as soon as possible.

Regards,

Chris Wong
11842 Kiowa Ave. Apt# 2
Los Angeles, CA 90049
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Re: Cat Program
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11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - I support the LA cat plan
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Louis Famiiy^rust

PO Box 32126, Long Beach. CA 90832
craig@louis-equipment.com

To: Dr. Jan Green Rebstock October 28, 2019
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

From: Craig Louis
Louis Family Trust Hldgs.
6416 Via Canada

Rancho Palos Verdes

CA 90275

Re: In SUPPORT of Citywide Cat Program (E1907610)

Dear Dr. Rebstock,

Thanks for making the effort to read and consider our comments. We write to you today
to state our support for the Citiwide Cat Program. We wish to voice our support for
the Trap, Neuter, and Return (TNR) approach and techniques for handling the feral and
stray domestic cat population of our city.

We have found TNR to be the best approach to controlling the considerable feral/stray
population on and around our industrial properties in Wilmington in the Los Angeles
Harbor region. We want to see active City support for this approach to addressing the
free-roaming cat population in the City

We believe that a broadly supported program of TNR is the best way to control the
feral/stray cat population. It is a humane approach to reducing the stray/feral population
over time by reducing uncontrolled reproduction while obviating the practice of
inhumane, unnecessary, and counterproductive euthanasia. Killing stray/ferals only
provides additional urban range for fertile un-neutered cats which quickly occupy ranges
of removed and euthanized animals. Neutered "community cat" populations occupy the
urban range and vastly reduce uncontrolled reproduction.

Thankyou for reading and considering our comments.

Regards,
Craig Louis
In Southern California: Wilmington, Long Beach, and Rancho Palos Verdes

NB: https://eng.lacity.org/citywide-cat-program-e 1907610
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CAT PROGRAM

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
 jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

Debra Prisk
521 N. Lyall Ave.
West Covina, CA 91790
626 966-5397
dmprisk@yahoo.com

I am for the shelters providing low cost spay and neuter for 
community cats. I’ve been a volunteer for decades for Stray Cat 
Alliance and have TNR’d hundred of cats and kittens. But when 
the injunction by the Bird group went into effect. It made matters 
worse. Thank God for Fixnation and other groups that tried to fill 
the void of no vouchers to help with the spaying and neutering of 
these stray cats. People do not want to kill these cats, as the 
shelters were prevented from educating the public that there was 
an alternative to trapping and bringing them in to be killed. So 
most people did nothing. And of course SCA would not help with 
TNRing if the people wanted them killed. So the cat population 
just went out of control. So hopefully you will put in place the 
education of the public that their is alternatives to killing the cats 
and giving vouchers or allowing people to come to the shelters 
with the cats in traps, and we don’t trust it when you say you will 
return the cats to the “area” like Inland valley Humane society tells 
people they do, when they don’t, we only trust to bring the cats, 
drop off, and we pick them back up. Or give vouchers so we can 

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
mailto:dmprisk@yahoo.com
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CAT PROGRAM

find kind vets who want to help. The only proven method to 
control the stray cat population is to TNR. 

Thank you and hope you give the public and cat organizations the 
chance to prove that TNR does work. 

Regards,
Debra Prisk

390503
Typewritten Text
DP-2

390503
Typewritten Text

390503
Typewritten Text

390503
Typewritten Text

390503
Line



10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Citywide Cat program
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Citywide Cat program
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11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648396325429508658&simpl=msg-f%3A1648396325429508658 1/1

390503
Typewritten Text
DM-1

390503
Typewritten Text
DM-2

390503
Line

390503
Line



10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Citywide Cat Program
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10/23/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Proposed Cat TNR Program
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11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - YES TO TNR!
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Evet Sanchez

1136 S. Lucerne Blvd.

Los Angeles, CA 90019


CAT PROGRAM


As a individual who was born and raised in the city of Los Angeles I’ve witnessed the 
tremendous growth of the stray/feral cat population. It saddens me to see an avoidable 
situation if only people were given the proper information and had the compassion to do what 
is right; having their own cat spayed & neutered. 


This new program that is being directed at helping the cat population be reduced and to help 
those cats in need is a MUST have. I also believe legislation needs to be put in place so that 
this issue as serious as it is, is taken seriously. Will there be those who break laws? Sure. But 
with fines attached, I believe the proper treatment of cats will be taken more seriously. 


Education in communities who need it most is also a MUST!! People are the issue here and 
negligence is a major factor. Again, with repercussions attached to the mistreatment of cats 
that lead them to the streets, vulnerable and sick, people will take it more seriously. Los 
Angeles’ reputation and health is on the line here and so far it’s embarrassing. 


This initiative strikes home with me on a personal note because last summer I came home to 
11 cats in my back yard. Seven young cats (some kittens) and a few adults. I took them in and 
had them vaccinated, and tried to give the remaining away to proper homes where they would 
be cared for. Some of the cats most likely did not make it as they were most likely infected with 
Feline Leukemia, but they were able to be cared for in a way they weren’t accustomed to. I’m 
now an owner of 2 of the adult cats (one which has been diagnosed with Feline Leukemia)


390503
Typewritten Text

390503
Typewritten Text
ES-1

390503
Typewritten Text
ES-2

390503
Line

390503
Line



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program - LA
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat program.
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat program.
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11/1/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - EIR
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11/1/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Trap-Neuter-Return of stray cats in Los Angeles
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan - please support TNR
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11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Citywide Cat Program
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - cat program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1645040251179440276&simpl=msg-f%3A16450402511… 1/1

390503
Typewritten Text
JC-1

390503
Line



Janine	Sailly		 	 September	10,	2019	
2056	Rodney	Drive	
LA,	CA,	90027	

To	whom	it	may	concern,	

I	would	like	to	submit	my	statement	for	the	Citywide	Cat	Program	(E1907610).	
I	believe	that	Los	Angeles	is	in	desperate	need	of	funding	for	a	TNR	program	as	well	
as	a	Working	Cats	program	in	order	to	eliminate	the	euthanasia	of	millions	of	
innocent	animals	per	year	in	your	city.		
I	have	used	the	service	of	the	free	vouchers	for	the	street	cats	in	my	area	and	it	is	
indispensible.	Unfortunately,	when	I	tried	to	contact	to	help	me	do	a	TNR	for	some	
kittens	and	cats	I	had	to	do	it	alone.	This	is	an	extremely	involved	process	for	people	
who	do	not	know	how	to	do	it.	I	believe	that99%	of	the	population	would	never	
have	the	time,	money	or	wherewithal	to	undertake	an	endeavor	without	help	from	
the	city	in	some	form.		
I	was	able	to	get	the	traps	from	Fix	Nation	but	the	rest	was	a	learning	experience.	
These	cats	will	continue	to	repopulate	exponentially	without	being	Neutered	and	
spayed.	This	is	the	problem	and	the	TNR	program	is	the	solution.	Some	cats	are	in	
bad	situations,	especially	with	all	the	intense	construction	going	on	in	Hollywood	
and	the	surrounding	areas	and	must	be	relocated	to	indoor	Working	Cat	situations	
where	they	can	be	of	use	and	be	safe.		
I	believe	we	must	implement	a	modified	TNR	program	that	includes	facilitation	of	
TVR	related	community	education	and	outreach	and	collaboration	with	TNR	
organizations	and	the	use	of	incentives	to	encourage	the	capture,	sterilization,	and	
release	of	free-roaming	cats,	including	to	TNR	groups	who	may	return	the	cats	to	
free-roaming	status;	Publish	and	implement	program	guidelines	and	ecological	
conservation	measures;	and	create	a	Working	Cat	program.	

390503
Typewritten Text

390503
Typewritten Text
JS-1

390503
Typewritten Text
JS-2

390503
Typewritten Text
JS-3

390503
Line

390503
Line

390503
Line



10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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Jeffrey Mausner 

Phone: 310-617-8100 

Email: Jeff@MausnerLaw.com 

October 13, 2019 

By email to:  jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org; christopher.adams@lacity.org 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock, Environmental Supervisor II 
Christopher Adams 
Environmental Management Group 
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works 
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600  
Los Angeles, CA 90015 

Re: CAT PROGRAM, Los Angeles Citywide Cat Program 

Dear Dr. Rebstock and Mr. Adams: 

Thank you for your work on the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the 
Citywide Cat Program.  I wholeheartedly support it.  I urge you to consider 
comments made by persons at the October 7, 2019 meeting regarding eliminating 
or liberalizing time, geographic, and other limitations in the Draft EIR, to make it 
easier for some people to participate in Trap, Neuter, Return (TNR).   

Two matters I would like to note: 

1. I submitted materials in support of the EIR in 2017, from the Valley Alliance of
Neighborhood Councils, the Tarzana Neighborhood Council, and myself
personally.  The latter two items were included in the Draft EIR and Appendix, but
the letter/resolution from the Valley Alliance of Neighborhood Councils
supporting Trap Neuter Return (TNR) was not included in either the report or the
appendix materials.

The Valley Alliance of Neighborhood Councils (VANC for short) consists of 
representatives of all 34 Neighborhood Councils in the San Fernando Valley, so its 
resolution is significant.   

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
mailto:christopher.adams@lacity.org
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Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
Christopher Adams 
October 13, 2019 
Page 2 

As stated in the resolution, VANC “SUPPORTS City Council File 17-0413, 
directing the appropriate City departments to prepare an Environmental Impact 
Report to allow reconsideration of a proposed Citywide Cat Program that applies 
to all ‘free roaming cats’ including feral cats and stray cats, utilizing the Project 
Description as detailed in the April 11, 2017 Department of Animal Services 
(DAS) report.”   

Very importantly, as stated in the resolution, “VANC supports Trap,

Neuter, Return as the humane way to deal with free roaming cats, rather 
than mass extermination.” 

As stated in the resolution “VANC requests that the EIR include 
consideration of the morality of the proposed Citywide Cat Program 
utilizing Trap Neuter Return, as opposed to the alternative.  This should 
include consideration of the damage to the reputation of Los Angeles and 
potential resulting loss of revenue if the City engages in the 
extermination of free roaming cats.”   (Emphasis in original and added.) 

A copy of the VANC Resolution is attached, along with the other materials 
previously submitted, which are submitted again in support of the Draft EIR. 

2. The second thing I’d point out is that the moral consideration of using
TNR, as opposed to rounding up tens of thousands of cats and killing them, as
far as I can tell, is not explicitly considered in the EIR conclusions.  Many
people who raised the morality issue are noted in tables and the appendix, but that
doesn’t seem to be part of the final determination.  Maybe that was found not to be
necessary to the final conclusion; the final conclusion is good, so I’ll leave it at
that.

In response to some comments made at the meeting on October 7, there is nothing 
humane about killing tens of thousands of cats when there is a truly humane 
alternative to doing so, TNR.  Even in the unlikely event that all of those deaths 
could be done painlessly, it is neither humane nor moral to kill tens of thousands of 
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Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
Christopher Adams 
October 13, 2019 
Page 3 

cats.  Instead, neuter and release them, and let them live out the rest of their lives 
without producing further offspring, as contemplated in the EIR.  Again, thank you 
for your work! 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey N. Mausner 

Jeffrey N. Mausner 

Attachments 

cc:  Councilmember Bob Blumenfield 
John Popoch, Deputy Chief of Staff 
Veronica Voss, Tarzana Field Deputy 

Councilmember Paul Koretz 
James Bickhart 
Elaine De Leon 

Brenda Barnette, General Manager 
Tammy Watson, Assistant General Manager 
MeLissa Weber, Assistant General Manager for Life Saving 
Los Angeles Animal Services Department 

Commission President Larry Gross 
Commission Vice President Olivia Garcia 
Commissioner Alisa Finsten 
Commissioner Roger Wolfson 
Commissioner Jose Sandoval 
Los Angeles Board of Animal Services Commissioners 

JM-4
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Resolution Passed by the Valley Alliance of Neighborhood Councils 

(VANC)   December 14, 2017 

RE: CF 17-0413 

     The Valley Alliance of Neighborhood Councils (VANC), consisting of representatives 

of all 34 Neighborhood Councils in the SFV, SUPPORTS   City Council File 17-0413, 

directing the appropriate City departments to prepare an Environmental Impact Report to 

allow reconsideration of a proposed Citywide Cat Program that applies to all “free roaming 

cats” including feral cats and stray cats, utilizing the Project Description as detailed in the 

April 11, 2017 Department of Animal Services (DAS) report.   

     VANC supports Trap, Neuter, Return as the humane way to deal with free roaming 

cats, rather than mass extermination. 

    VANC requests that the EIR include consideration of the morality of the proposed 

Citywide Cat Program utilizing Trap Neuter Return, as opposed to the alternative.  This 

should include consideration of the damage to the reputation of  Los Angeles and potential 

resulting loss of revenue if the City engages in the extermination of free roaming cats.    

    VANC Liaison to the Department of Animal Services, Jeffrey Mausner, is authorized to 

communicate this resolution to Brenda Barnette, Dana Brown and William Tranzow of the 

Animal Services Dept., the Board of Animal Services Commissioners, and  

Councilmembers Koretz and Blumenfield, and to the persons conducting the scoping 

process. 

   We hope that you will give our Resolution every consideration. 

      Jill Banks Barad 

      Founder and Chair VANC 
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Jeffrey Mausner 

Phone: 310-617-8100 

Email: Jeff@MausnerLaw.com 

October 7, 2017 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock, Environmental Supervisor II 
Christopher Adams 
Bureau of Engineering 
Department of Public Works 
City of Los Angeles 

Gilberto Ruiz, Senior Project Manager 
Tanvi Lal, Project Manager 
ICF 

Re: Los Angeles Citywide Cat Program 

Dear Dr. Rebstock, Mr. Ruiz, Ms. Lal, and Mr. Adams: 

I am writing this letter on my own behalf, not on behalf of the Neighborhood 
Council. 

It was good meeting you at the Scoping meeting at the East Valley Animal Shelter 
on September 28.  Thank you for speaking with me and the others at the meeting, 
and taking our input, regarding the scoping process for the Citywide Cat Program 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 

I believe that Trap Neuter Return (TNR) is the humane and civilized way to deal 
with free roaming cats.  The way that the Urban Wildlands Group, Audubon 
Society, and the other plaintiffs in the lawsuit want to do it, by mass slaughtering 
of free roaming cats, is horrific, inhumane, and contrary to a civilized society.   
I am absolutely astounded that so-called environmental groups would advocate the 
wholesale killing of thousands of cats.  But of course, that is exactly what the  
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entire lawsuit and injunction is about.  Urban Wildlands, along with the Audubon 
Society and other plaintiffs, should be ashamed of the position they have taken in 
support of killing animals.  They and their injunction are responsible for the death 
of thousands of cats.     
Urban Wildlands, Audubon Society, and the other plaintiffs are costing the City 
hundreds of thousands of dollars, by requiring this EIR, money that could be used 
to spay/neuter thousands of cats, which would deal with this issue. 
I request that the Environmental Impact Report consider the morality of the 
alternative solution for free roaming cats proposed by Urban Wildlands and 
Audubon.  While mass extermination may be more efficient or cost less (and of 
course that isn’t a given -- hence the reason for the EIR), the inhumanity of that, 
and the effect it will have on millions of citizens of our City and throughout the 
world, should be considered.  How will it look if Los Angeles deals with free 
roaming cats by killing them all rather than using a civilized method.  Also 
consider the impact of having to kill these cats on the employees of Los Angeles 
Animal Services Department who have to carry out this edict.  The City provides 
counseling for employees of LAAS who carry out killings of animals at the 
Shelters; how much more will this cost if they have to unnecessarily kill tens of 
thousands of cats. 
The opponents of Trap, Neuter Return (TNR) make much of their claim that a 
certain percentage of free roaming cats would have to be spay/neutered to have an 
impact on the population.  This is a red herring.  Even if true, wouldn’t the same be 
true for the percentage of free roaming cats that have to be killed?  Isn’t it better to 
spay/neuter them rather than kill them? 

A possible suggestion for the scope of the EIR: A person at the Animal Welfare 
Committee meeting suggested that the EIR could include a study of the impact on 
the number of rats in the City if free roaming cats are killed rather than neutered 
and returned.   
I would also like to respond to several things that Travis Longcore of the Urban 
Wildlands Group said in his letter to David Zaft, President of the Board of Animal 
Services Commissioners at the time, dated November 7, 2016. 
Longcore’s criticism of the goal of reducing “euthanasia” of cats in City Shelters 
(page 3) is perverse.  (His use of the term “euthanasia” is incorrect.  Euthanasia is 
defined as:  killing or permitting the death of hopelessly sick or injured animals in 
a relatively painless way for reasons of mercy.  See Merriam Webster.)  What he is 
advocating is actually the killing of cats, not euthanasia.  That is, in particular, the 
case when there is a readily available alternative to the killing, like TNR.  Contrary 
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to what Longcore says, the City of Los Angeles, City Council, L.A. Animal 
Services, and the Board of Animal Services Commissioners should be commended 
for wanting to reduce the killing of cats in the City Animal Shelters. 
Longcore’s criticism of Brenda Barnette for not immediately killing cats at the end 
of the minimum hold period, possibly to explore alternatives to killing them such 
as adoption or rescue, is also perverse.  Not only does Longcore want more cats 
killed at the City Shelters, he wants them killed more quickly.  The reason to kill 
them more quickly?  To save a little money.  How about withdrawing the lawsuit 
and injunction -- that will save the City $800,000, the expected cost of the EIR. 
Longcore concludes: “The primary goal of any stray/feral cat program, both from 
an environmental perspective and a humane perspective, should be to reduce the 
number of unowned cats in the most efficient way.  TNR programs simply have 
not been shown to do that. They can reduce the number of cats that are euthanized 
at shelters, because those cats are released outside, shifting the burden onto the 
environment and residents of the community. But sterilization of a tiny fraction of 
outdoor cats does not reduce the overall impact of unowned free-roaming cats on 
the environment.”  Longcore letter, page 8. 
What Longcore overlooks is that the specific cats that are spay/neutered, living-
breathing animals, aren’t killed, and they won’t produce any more feral cats 
because they are neutered.  That is what should be done from a “humane 
perspective.” 
And if it is true, as Longcore states, that spay/neutering the small percentage of 
cats that are brought in to the Shelters will have no effect on the overall feral cat 
population, why will killing the same number of cats have such an effect? 
What Longcore and these “environmental” groups are advocating is not in any way 
humane.  It is completely inhumane.  Furthermore, by pursuing the lawsuit and 
injunction, they are requiring the City to expend $800,000 to conduct the EIR.  
Because of their unreasonable position, it has to be done.  I certainly hope the City 
will never provide any funding or benefits to the plaintiffs in the lawsuit after 
requiring the City to spend this money. 
Once again, thank you to the City of Los Angeles, the City Council, Los Angeles 
Animal Services Department, the Board of Animal Services Commissioners, and 
the Department of Public Works for your work on this important project. 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey N. Mausner 

Jeffrey N. Mausner 
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cc:  Councilmember Bob Blumenfield 
Svetlana Pravina 
John Popoch 
Councilmember Paul Koretz 
James Bickhart 
Elaine De Leon 

Brenda Barnette, General Manager 
Dana Brown, Assistant General Manager 
Louis Dedeaux, Acting Assistant General Manager 
Los Angeles Animal Services Department 

Commission President Larry Gross 
Commission Vice President Olivia Garcia 
Commissioner Layne David Dicker 
Commissioner Alisa Finsten 
Commissioner Roger Wolfson 
Los Angeles Board of Animal Services Commissioners 
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TARZANA NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL 
P.O. BOX 571016 

TARZANA, CA 91357 
(818) 921-4992

tnc@tarzananc.org 

October 7, 2017 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock, Environmental Supervisor II 
Christopher Adams 
Bureau of Engineering 
Department of Public Works 
City of Los Angeles 

Gilberto Ruiz, Senior Project Manager 
Tanvi Lal, Project Manager 
ICF 

Re: Los Angeles Citywide Cat Program 

Dear Dr. Rebstock, Mr. Ruiz, Ms. Lal, and Mr. Adams: 

It was nice meeting you at the Scoping meeting at the East Valley Animal Shelter 
on September 28.  Thank you for speaking with me and the others at the meeting, 
and taking our input, regarding the scoping process for the Citywide Cat Program 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 

As I advised you at the Scoping meeting, on September 26, 2017, at its regularly 
scheduled public meeting, the Tarzana Neighborhood Council (TNC) Board passed 
the following motion: 

Council File 17-0413 Resolved: The TNC Board approves the 
Animal Welfare Committee’s request to file a CIS in support of 
Council File 17-0413 directing the appropriate city departments to 
prepare an EIR to allow reconsideration of a proposed Citywide Cat 
Program that applies to all “free roaming cats” including feral cats 
and stray cats, utilizing  the Project Description as detailed in the 

mailto:tnc@tarzananc.org
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April 11, 2017 Department of Animal Services (DAS) report.  The 
Animal Welfare Committee Chair is authorized to communicate this 
resolution to Brenda Barnette, Dana Brown and Louis Dedeaux of 
the Animal Services Dept., the Board of Animal Services 
Commissioners, Councilmembers Koretz and Blumenfield, and at 
public meetings for the scoping process. 

The agenda containing this resolution is attached.  (Please see page 5 of the 
attachments, paragraph 15.)  This resolution was passed unanimously, with only 1 
abstention by a new Board Member who was not familiar with the issues.  This 
resolution was previously passed unanimously by the TNC Animal Welfare 
Committee.  (Please see page 9 of the attachments.)  

Thank you to all of you for your work on this EIR. 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey N. Mausner 

Jeffrey Mausner 
Board of Directors and 2nd Vice President, 
Tarzana Neighborhood Council (TNC) 
Chair, TNC Animal Welfare Committee 
TNC and Valley Alliance of Neighborhood   
Councils (VANC) Liaison to Los Angeles Animal 
Services Dept  
Volunteer, West Valley Animal Shelter 

cc:  Councilmember Bob Blumenfield 
Svetlana Pravina 
John Popoch 
Councilmember Paul Koretz 
James Bickhart 
Elaine De Leon 

Brenda Barnette, General Manager 
Dana Brown, Assistant General Manager 
Louis Dedeaux, Acting Assistant General Manager 
Los Angeles Animal Services Department 
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
  

 
TARZANA  

 NEIGHBORHOOD 
COUNCIL  

P.O. Box 571016 
Tarzana, CA 91357 

TELEPHONE (818) 921-
4992 

tnc@tarzananc.org 
www.tarzananc.org 

TARZANA NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL 
BOARD MEETING AGENDA 

Tuesday September 26, 2017 7:00 PM
Tarzana Elementary School Auditorium

5726 Topeka Dr 
Tarzana, CA 91356 

Speaker Card Board taking action 
on an item.  Comments from the public on Agenda items will be heard only when the respective item is being considered unless a 
board member requests that it be called out of order. Speakers shall limit their comments to matters relevant to the item on the agenda. 
The Chair may rule that the speaker is out of order if the comments are not germane to the item under consideration. If multiple 
speaker cards are submitted on one agenda item, preference will be granted to members of the public who have not spoken previously 
during the meeting, either during public comment or on another agenda item. 
Comments from the public on other matters not appearing on the Agenda that are 
heard during the Public Comment period. Public comment is limited to 2 minutes per speaker, unless waived by the presiding officer 
of the Board.   
As a covered entity under Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act, the City of Los Angeles does not discriminate on the basis of 
disability and upon request, will provide reasonable accommodation to ensure equal access to its programs, services, and activities.  
Sign language interpreters, assistive listening devices, or other auxiliary aids and/or services may be provided upon request.  To ensure 
availability of services, please make your request at least 72 hours prior to the meeting you wish to attend by contacting Leonard 
Shaffer at (818) 921-4992 or by email at tnc@tarzananc.org.  

1. Call to Order, Roll Call, Welcoming Remarks and Pledge
2. Remarks by representatives of public officials
3. Public Comments  Comments from the public on non-

jurisdiction.  Public comments are limited to two minutes per speaker.
4. Budget Advocate Report
5. Presentation: Food & Water Watch  Proposal to ban drilling and other oil field activities within 2500 feet of

residential properties and other specified locations in Los Angeles
6. Discussion and motion - Approval of minutes of August 22, 2017 meeting.
7. Discussion and motion: Approval of August 2017 expenditures for submission to DONE (MER)
8. Discussion and motion: Approval of Financial Statements as of August 31, 2017
9. Discussion and mo

Susan Rogen to the open South Area Representative board position.
10. Discussion and motion: Resolved: The TNC Board approves the Budget recommendation

regarding the request from the Animal Welfare Committee to purchase a "Bone Pool," a wading pool for dogs,
for the use of the Volunteers at the West Valley Shelter for not to exceed $325.00.

11. 
regarding the request from the Animal Welfare Committee to purchase a canopy for use of the Volunteers at
the West Valley Shelter, in the backyard, for not to exceed $325.00.

Officers 
Leonard J. Shaffer President 

Eran Heissler 1st VP 
Jon Reich 2nd VP 

Harvey Goldberg Treasurer 
Max Flehinger Exec. Secretary 

Board Members 
David Garfinkle 
Esther Wieder 
Joyce Greene 

Kenneth Schwartz 
Jennifer Varela 
Pam Blattner 
Susan Lord 

Richard Silverman 
Bob Shmaeff 
Terry Saucier 
Iris Polonsky 
Jeff Mausner 
Elliot Durant 

Barry Edelman 
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12. Discussion and motion: Resolved: Based on approval of the above agenda items 10 and 11 above the TNC
Board approves a revised budget for the fiscal year July 1, 2017-June 30, 2018 as follows: General and
Operational Expenditures $10,080.00, Neighborhood Purpose Grants $550 and Community Improvement
Projects $8,928.57, for a total budget of $19,558.57.

Consent Calendar Items; The following items will be passed by consent unless a board member request the
item to be pulled for discussion or a member of the public wishes to address the item: 13,14, 15, 16, 18 and 20

13. Discussion and motion: Council File 17-0002-S66 - Resolved: The TNC Board approves the Animal Welfare
-0002-S66 regarding AB1199 (the Pet Canine

Encounters Protection Act), which will provide training to California peace officers about how to both quickly
and safely respond to unexpected situations when encountering a dog, which invaluable training will give
them the tools to protect themselves as well as the life of a treasured canine family member. The Animal
Welfare Committee Chair is authorized to send a letter to Assemblymember Nazarian informing him of our

14. Discussion and motion: Council File 17-0170 - Resolved: The TNC Board approves the Animal Welfare
ile 17-0170 re-

Animal Welfare Committee Chair is authorized to communicate this resolution to Brenda Barnette, Dana 
Brown and Louis Dedeaux of the Animal Services Dept., the Board of Animal Services Commissioners, and 
Councilmembers Koretz and Blumenfield. 

15. Discussion and Motion: Council File 17-0413 Resolved: The TNC Board approves the Animal Welfare
to file a CIS in support of Council File 17-0413 directing the appropriate city

departments to prepare an EIR to allow reconsideration of a proposed Citywide Cat Program that applies to all
the Project Description as detailed in the April

11, 2017 Department of Animal Services (DAS) report.  The Animal Welfare Committee Chair is authorized
to communicate this resolution to Brenda Barnette, Dana Brown and Louis Dedeaux of the Animal Services
Dept., the Board of Animal Services Commissioners, Councilmembers Koretz and Blumenfield, and at public
meetings for the scoping process.

16. Discussion and motion:
support the use of all kennels at the West Valley Shelter, including the Training Kennels, Puppy Kennels, and
kennels in the Grooming Room, before any healthy, adoptable animals are killed for lack of space at any of
the City Shelters. The Animal Welfare Committee Chair is authorized to communicate this resolution to
Brenda Barnette, Dana Brown and Louis Dedeaux of the Animal Services Dept., the Board of Animal
Services Commissioners, and Councilmembers Koretz and Blumenfield.

17. Discussion and motion: Resolved: The TNC Board
regarding the Encino-Tarzana Community Plan update as follows:

1. Zoning: Retain the existing zoning throughout the community. Except that properties on the full extent
the south side of Ventura Boulevard be zoned commercial.
2. Mixed Use: Encourage mixed use along Ventura and Reseda Boulevards, but require a 16 foot height
for first story commercial and retail use..  If so, the allowable building height to be increased to 36 feet
except that for properties between Etiwanda Avenue and Wilbur Avenue on the north side of the Ventura
Boulevard the allowable height be increased to 51 feet.
3. Boundary: Include the portion of Tarzana north of Topham Street/Oxnard Street and south of Victory
Boulevard in the Encino-Tarzana Community Plan.
4. Population Increase: Recognizing the need to accommodate increased population, allow an additional
story in height and increased FAR in the multi-family zoned portion of Tarzana for properties that require
a portion of each new construction or major remodel to include very low income, low income, and
moderate income units.
5. Orange Line Stations: Upgrade the existing Orange Line stations, particularly the station at
Reseda/Oxnard, to provide restrooms and other amenities such as snack bars.
6. Parks: Explore the possibility of designating the space under the power lines along Crebs Avenue for
parks.
7. Major commercial street upgrades:  Upgrade the commercial, retail, and office spaces along Ventura
and Reseda Boulevards to require increased setback and wider sidewalks to increase pedestrian
friendliness for all new construction or major remodel.  Install  X crosswalks (pedestrian scramble) on
Ventura Boulevard at Yolanda Avenue, and at  Reseda Boulevard at Burbank.  Increase the allowable
building height to 36 feet except that for properties between Etiwanda Avenue and Wilbur Avenue on the
north side of the boulevard, the allowable height to be increased to 51 feet.

Jeff
Highlight

390503
Typewritten Text

390503
Typewritten Text
Attachment



CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
TARZANA  

 NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
P.O. Box 571016 

Tarzana, CA 91357 

TELEPHONE (818) 921-4992 
tnc@tarzananc.org 
www.tarzananc.org  

TARZANA 
 NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL

C/O Department of Neighborhood 
Empowerment  

200 N. Spring St. Suite 2005 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

TELEPHONE (213) 978-1551
Fax (213) 978-1751 

 TARZANA NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL 
 ANIMAL WELFARE COMMITTEE MEETING AGENDA 

September 11, 2017 at 7:00 pm 
Tarzana Child Care Center 

5700 Beckford Ave., Tarzana, CA 91356, 
Chairman - Jeffrey Mausner 

Committee members 
      Mary Aratounian, Eva Brusa, Lynn Davis, Michael Gross, Shelley Gross, Janet Mausner, 

Deanna Dylan Scott, Renee Shamloo, and Jennifer Varela 

The public is requested to fill out a “Speaker Card” to address the Board on any item of the agenda prior to the 
Board taking action on an item.  Comments from the public on Agenda items will be heard only when the respective 
item is being considered. Comments from the public on other matters not appearing on the Agenda that is within the 
Board’s subject matter jurisdiction will be heard during the Public Comment period.  Public comment is limited to 2 
minutes per speaker, unless waived by the presiding officer of the Board.   
As a covered entity under Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act, the City of Los Angeles does not 
discriminate on the basis of disability and upon request, will provide reasonable accommodation to ensure equal 
access to its programs, services, and activities.  Sign language interpreters, assistive listening devices, or other 
auxiliary aids and/or services may be provided upon request.  To ensure availability of services, please make your 
request at least 72 hours prior to the meeting you wish to attend by contacting Leonard Shaffer at (818) 921-4992 or 
by email at tnc@tarzananc.org.  

1. Call to Order and Welcoming Remarks.
2. Approval of Minutes of the May 9, 2017 meeting - Action Item.

3. Discussion and possible motion:  Resolved:  The Tarzana Neighborhood
Council Animal Welfare Committee (TNC AWC) requests that the TNC
Board pass a resolution of support for AB 1199, the Pet Canine Encounters
Protection Act, send a letter to Assembly Member Nazarian informing him of
its support and thanking him for his work on the bill, and file a Community
Impact Statement supporting the City Council Resolution supporting this bill,
Council File No. 17-0002-S66.
4. Discussion and possible motion:  Resolved:  The Tarzana Neighborhood
Council Animal Welfare Committee (TNC AWC) requests that the TNC
Board pass a resolution supporting the use of all kennels at the West Valley
Animal Shelter, including the Training Kennels, Puppy Kennels, and kennels
in the Grooming Room, before any healthy adoptable animals are killed for
lack of space at any of the City Shelters, and communicate its support of this
use to Brenda Barnette, General Manager of Los Angeles Animal Services,
Dana Brown and Louis Dedeaux, Assistant General Managers, and
Councilmembers Koretz and Blumenfield.
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5. Discussion and possible motion:  Resolved:  The Tarzana Neighborhood
Council Animal Welfare Committee (TNC AWC) requests that the TNC
Board pass a resolution of support for the implementation of No-Kill of
healthy adoptable dogs, cats, and rabbits at the City Animal Shelters by
December 31, 2017,  communicate its support of this to Brenda Barnette,
General Manager of Los Angeles Animal Services, Dana Brown and Louis
Dedeaux, Assistant General Managers, and Councilmembers Koretz and
Blumenfield, and file a Community Impact Statement in support of the City
Council’s reaffirmance of this goal, Council File No. 17-0170.
6. Discussion and possible motion:  Resolved:  The Tarzana Neighborhood
Council Animal Welfare Committee (TNC AWC) requests that the TNC
Board pass a resolution and file a Community Impact Statement in support of
City Council File 17-0413, relative to the preparation of an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) in connection with the proposed Citywide Cat Program,
which directs appropriate City Departments to prepare an EIR pursuant to
the California Environmental Quality Act utilizing the Project Description as
detailed in the April 11, 2017 Department of Animal Services (DAS) report;
communicate its support of this to Brenda Barnette, General Manager of Los
Angeles Animal Services, Dana Brown, Assistant General Manager,
Councilmembers Koretz and Blumenfield, and the City Attorney’s Office;
and thank them for their continued support.
7. Discussion and possible motion regarding submission of a request to the
Budget Committee to purchase a “Bone Pool,” a wading pool for dogs, for the
use of the Volunteers at the West Valley Shelter, for an amount not to exceed
$300.00.  This will allow the dogs to cool off on hot days on the exercise yard.
8. Discussion and possible motion regarding submission of a request to the
Budget Committee to purchase an approximately 12 x 20 foot canopy for the
use of the Volunteers at the West Valley Shelter, in the back yard, for an
amount not to exceed $300.00.  This will provide shade for the Volunteers when
they take the dogs into the back yard.  The previous canopy we purchased was for
the exercise yard and has proven to be very popular with the Volunteers, shielding
them from the sun and providing some relief from the high temperatures.
9. Discussion regarding the killing of dogs, cats, and other animals at the City
Animal Shelters.
10. Comments by the Chair and discussion regarding:
a. RFP (Request for Proposals) for the Jefferson Park Animal Shelter.
b. Toffy, dog who was transferred from the West Valley Shelter to the South
L.A. Shelter, who has now been rescued.
c. Volunteers at the West Valley Animal Shelter.
d. AB 485, the Pet Rescue and Adoption Act.
11. Public Comments – Comments from the public on non-agenda items within
the Committee’s subject matter jurisdiction. Public comments are limited to two
minutes per speaker.
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Your Community Impact Statement has been successfully submitted to City Council and
Committees. 

If you have questions and/or concerns, please contact the Department of Neighborhood
Empowerment at NCSupport@lacity.org. 

This is an automated response, please do not reply to this email. 

Contact Information 
Neighborhood Council: Tarzana Neighborhood Council 
Name: Jeffrey Mausner 
Phone Number: 310-617-8100 
Email: j.mausner@tarzananc.org 
The Board approved this CIS by a vote of: Yea(12) Nay(0) Abstain(1) Ineligible(0) Recusal(0) 
Date of NC Board Action: 09/26/2017 
Type of NC Board Action: For 

Impact Information
Date: 08/30/2018 
Update to a Previous Input: No 
Directed To: City Council and Committees 
Council File Number: 17-0413 
Agenda Date: 
Item Number: 
Summary: Resolved: The Tarzana Neighborhood Council Board approves the Animal Welfare
Committee’s request to file a Community Impact Statement in support of Council File 17-0413
directing the appropriate city departments to prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to allow
reconsideration of a proposed Citywide Cat Program that applies to all “free roaming cats” including
feral cats and stray cats, utilizing the Project Description as detailed in the April 11, 2017
Department of Animal Services (DAS) report. The Animal Welfare Committee Chair is authorized
to communicate this resolution to Brenda Barnette, Dana Brown and Louis Dedeaux of the Animal
Services Dept., the Board of Animal Services Commissioners, Councilmembers Koretz and
Blumenfield, and at public meetings for the scoping process. 

mailto:NCSupport@lacity.org
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648675221443994998&simpl=msg-f%3A16486752214… 1/1
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Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, Ca 90015-2213 

Dear Dr Jan Green Rebstock, 
Please find here, my comments in support of the implementation of a humane TNR program for 
all free roaming cats. Let’s move Los Angeles into the future and make it a true no-kill city. 

Time and again, in locales across the US and abroad, TNR has been proven to be the most 
cost effective way and humane way to control roaming cat populations. Euthanasia is simply a 
cycle of endless killing, never ‘fixing’ the problem. We humans created the problem, by not 
requiring neutering of all cats, by not providing easy and cost effective services for those who 
need it most, and simply, by not caring what happens to these creatures as a result of our 
apathy. 

All of the issues involving bird population reduction, disease, etc can be resolved simply by 
population control. Feral cats that can not be placed in a working cat program should be 
returned to their original colony area, where caretakers are allowed to feed them in their 
remaining lifespans without repercussion. I personally have seen the effectiveness of TNR, both 
as a child and as a resident of Los Angeles , right here in Silverlake/Echo Park.  

In short, I’d like to know that my tax dollars are hard at work creating TNR programs, providing 
financial assistance for to TNR free roaming cats and providing proper laws and education. It’s 
appalling to think that a problem humans created can be solved by killing.  

Let’s take responsibility and make a forward thinking change. 

Best regards, 
Jennifer Wojinski 
1009 N. Coronado St. 
Los Angeles, CA 90026 
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1644515469483632604&simpl=msg-f%3A16445154694… 1/1
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LA CITY CAT PROGRAM 

To Whom It May Concern, 

I want to lend my absolute support of local TNR work and policy implementation in the LA area. This is a 
vital necessity due to overwhelming numbers of community cats who deserve the chance to live. TNR-
ing to help manage the population is humane and effective. It is the right thing to do where possible.  

The city needs policies and support in place to help those who do this work. Spay/Neuter support and 
medical wellness programs for these cats are desperately needed. We also need education in the 
community. It would be so helpful to have literature or pamphlets that groups could take to the 
communities they work in to help foster understanding and further the ultimate goal of managing these 
colonies. 

Kind Regards,  

Jocelyn Armour 

2213 S. Longwood Ave, LA, CA, 90016 
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10/23/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1643235415412139831&simpl=msg-f%3A16432354154… 1/1
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11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - RE: Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648482623498815420&simpl=msg-f%3A1648482623498815420 1/1
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648686953144648760&simpl=msg-f%3A16486869531… 1/1
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648684320075914952&simpl=msg-f%3A16486843200… 1/1
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1644581620311886084&simpl=msg-f%3A16445816203… 1/1
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10/23/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1644493969176495006&simpl=msg-f%3A16444939691… 1/1
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October 5, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

I wish to express my support for implementation of the proposed Citywide Cat Program (CCP), E1907610.  I’m 
an active volunteer with Kitty Bungalow Charm School, an independent 501(c)3 in South Los Angeles working 
in the local community for cat & kitten rescue, TNR, working cat placement and adoptions.  I welcome the 
opportunity to have larger support from the City of Los Angeles in reducing the cat overpopulation on our city 
streets and providing affordable and accessible spay/neuter for residents’ pets and community cats alike.  The 
program should be implemented as it is laid out in section ES.2 of the draft EIR.  

In the effort towards making Los Angeles a “no-kill” city, the Citywide Cat Program will aid in saving thousands 
of lives by stemming the breeding cycle and, in turn, preventing the needless euthanizing of cats and kittens. 
TNR halts disruptive mating behaviors—like yowling, spraying, roaming, and territorial fighting—so community 
cats and people can coexist peacefully.  It is the ethical and humane solution to diffusing cat conflict and litters 
of kittens, period. Additionally, fewer free-roaming cats means reduced harmful environmental impact, such as 
flea-borne disease and over-predation of native wildlife. Providing affordable spay/neuter for City residents is 
also an essential factor of the CCP, as is establishing a city-sanctioned Working Cat program.  

One aspect of the plan that I would request be addressed, is re-assessment of the one-mile radius protection 
boundary around areas designated as “environmentally sensitive” (ESA); please consider reducing or eliminating 
this radius. The main concern is that nearly 40% of Los Angeles will be impacted by radial overlap between 
designated ESAs, potentially cutting off areas that may benefit from TNR and free-roaming cat management. 

By adopting an official position on TNR, affordable spay/neuter, a community cat management program, and 
partnering with the numerous grassroots organizations, volunteer-led programs and independent rescuers, the 
cats and residents of Los Angeles can have a safe and happy coexistence with a manageable population. 
Education is key, and as a dedicated member of an organization already working in communities that need our 
assistance; additional education and support from the Citywide Cat Program will enhance our outreach efforts 
and emphasize the life-saving work that we do. 

Thank you for your time and for the opportunity to comment on and support such a necessary program for the 
City of Los Angeles. 

Sincerely, 

Katharine Weiss 
2300 Vanderbilt Lane 
Redondo Beach, California  90278 
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Wednesday 11 September 2019
Los Angeles, California

To Whom It May Concern,

Every method of so called animal control that involves poisoning, trapping, catching and killing are all 
ineffective and inhumane. All methods that kill animals just end up providing more food source for 
the animals who survive, as there is less competition for the food source.
Trap, neuter, release works as the population declines naturally and kittens are brought inside and fixed
and adopted out whenever possible.
The science is on the side of animal advocates who practice and promote TNR and it is the right thing 
to do.
TNR works.

Thank  you,

Kim Lowe
828 1/2 N. La Fayette Park Place
Los Angeles, CA  90026
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10/23/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1643324441662560444&simpl=msg-f%3A16433244416… 1/1
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Citywide Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1646963399871097421&simpl=msg-f%3A16469633998… 1/1
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11/1/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Public Support of Trap- Neuter- Return

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648387595240212745&simpl=msg-f%3A16483875952… 1/1
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - YES I overwhelming support the LA Cat Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648293198804220218&simpl=msg-f%3A16482931988… 1/1
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11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Support Trap Neuter Release

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648402770414423721&simpl=msg-f%3A1648402770414423721 1/1
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648031093954491375&simpl=msg-f%3A16480310939… 1/2
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648031093954491375&simpl=msg-f%3A16480310939… 2/2
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10/23/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Draft EIR

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1643309892692308415&simpl=msg-f%3A16433098926… 1/1
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648682192101811123&simpl=msg-f%3A16486821921… 1/1
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October 24, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles 

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

/� I lo .--t.-J 

I am in full support of TNR for the following reasons: 

1. Cats and kittens who are taken to the LA shelters and who are semi feral/feral are put
down despite the workers saying they will be adoptable. There is a good article by
Daniel Gus of City Watch on LA's animal shelters.

2. The cat hoarders, and there a hundreds of them in LA, are out of control. Animals
shelters will not do TNR.

3. Disneyland in Anaheim has over 200 cats and has a TNR program to control rats. It's
effective

4. Chicago also has a TNR program. Before that rats were eating the grains of breweries, so
the businesses got feral cats and it was effective.

5. New York also adopted a TNR program near their waterfronts and it was effective.
6. Best Friends while they do good work, took in millions of contributions which makes me

personally think there is a financial gain for not doing TNR.
7. I live on a block with two cat hoarders and I personally see what suffering goes on with

cats. The hoarders need psychiatric intervention. They don't see suffering. I am hoping
that laws change so the TNR program along with the shelters work. From my research
on the web, this is a major, major problem and is widespread. Thanks for your services/

Marge Kado ,,;_/ /
_,,,
/. /,,_

//ff t:&� 0,17;_.a V14710 S. Catalina ________-' 

Gardena, Ca 90247 

PS: If you want articles on the above effectiveness sent to you, I will send them to you. 
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October 22, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

I am writing to express my support for implementation of the proposed Citywide Cat Program (CCP), 
E1907610. I’m an active volunteer with Kitty Bungalow Charm School, an independent 501(c)3 in South 
Los Angeles working in the local community for cat & kitten rescue, TNR, working cat placement and 
adoptions. I welcome the opportunity to have larger support from the City of Los Angeles in reducing the 
cat overpopulation on our city streets and providing affordable and accessible spay/neuter for residents’ 
pets and community cats alike. The program should be implemented as it is laid out in section ES.2 of the 
draft EIR.  

In the effort towards making Los Angeles a “no-kill” city, the Citywide Cat Program will aid in saving 
thousands of lives by stemming the breeding cycle and, in turn, preventing the needless euthanizing of cats 
and kittens. TNR halts disruptive mating behaviors—like yowling, spraying, roaming, and territorial 
fighting—so community cats and people can coexist peacefully. It is the ethical and humane solution to 
diffusing cat conflict and litters of kittens, period. Additionally, fewer free-roaming cats means reduced 
harmful environmental impact, such as flea-borne disease and over-predation of native wildlife. Providing 
affordable spay/neuter for City residents is also an essential factor of the CCP, as is establishing a city-
sanctioned Working Cat program.  

One aspect of the plan that I would request be addressed, is re-assessment of the 1-mile radius protection 
boundary around areas designated as “environmentally sensitive” (ESA); please consider reducing or 
eliminating this radius. The main concern is that nearly 40% of Los Angeles will be impacted by radial 
overlap between designated ESAs, potentially cutting off areas that may benefit from TNR and free-
roaming cat management. 

By adopting an official position on TNR, affordable spay/neuter, a community cat management program, 
and partnering with the numerous grassroots organizations, volunteer-led programs and independent 
rescuers, the cats and residents of Los Angeles can have a safe and happy coexistence with a manageable 
population. Education is key, and as a dedicated member of an organization already working in 
communities that need our assistance; additional education and support from the Citywide Cat Program 
will enhance our outreach efforts and emphasize the life-saving work that we do. 

Thank you for your time, and for the opportunity to comment on & support such a necessary program for 
the City of Los Angeles. 

Sincerely, 

Maria Gale 
10648 Spy Glass Hill Rd 
Whittier CA 90601 
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM (mail attached too))

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1646519438675308582&simpl=msg-f%3A16465194386… 1/1
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11/13/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat, Kitten - Feral situation

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648524197069061759&simpl=msg-f%3A16485241970… 1/1
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648231042010332569&simpl=msg-f%3A16482310420… 1/1
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Comments on Citywide Cat Program
(E1907610)

I have a lot of experience in TNR throughout my life: I must have trapped 20+ cats in 
my area and returned them. Of course some of them adopted me and ended up with me. 
Based on my experience I like to give some suggestions:

1. Use a humane cat trap that is secure  and not made in China. I once got a cheap
made in China trap and the cat got away after being trapped. Hope he did not
injured himself. I never saw the cat again. A two way trap works best. You can put
food on one end and open door on the other hand. There are a lot of quality traps
made here.

2. There must a place to house the animal after the surgery. Even a male cat
needs to rest overnight before he can be returned back to the wild. It is just fair to
let an animal rest after the operation. For females, I keep them for 2 days in a big
cat carrier. There are feral dens that would make it more comfortable to care for
the cat during recovery. I once heard an ignorant lady kept the cat in her car trunk
which is an absolute NO NO.

3. Animals should be returned back to the same place they are found. But
younger ferals can be adopted if they look cute and not too wild.  They should be
turned over to an organization like Stray Cat Alliance etc. to help them find a
home. My latest set of ferals I got from the church yard ended up in my house as
forever home. If a kitten is trapped, it definitely should be taken into a home or
foster so it can grow up as a pet.

4. A lot of people I know are feeding stray cats as they love animals but they may
not have all the space for the cats to move in. If the people can provide a small
outdoor shelter e.g. dog house or make a feral cat den and keep caring for the
cats, they can live on after TNR. But the life of a feral cat outdoors is limited.
However it is better not to see so many cats being born without a home.

5. Raise the limit of cats that a household can keep, e.g. up to six. Organizations
like Stray Cat Alliance often have fosters for cats and these people may have more
than 2 in a household due to their kind heart. Houses with yards can have more
cats as long as neighbors can tolerate them e.g. hillside property, cats do not
disturb the neighbor’s yard.

6. Work in collaboration with organizations like Fix A Nation that has a lot of
experience with TNR.  Do not work alone.

7. Link Rescue organizations into the program so situable animals can be placed
into homes with their help.
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Citywide Cat Program Comments

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1646861999796380841&simpl=msg-f%3A16468619997… 1/1
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CITYWIDE CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1646703186870077054&simpl=msg-f%3A16467031868… 1/1
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648220433634225373&simpl=msg-f%3A16482204336… 1/1
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11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM, Los Angeles Citywide Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648473657579609177&simpl=msg-f%3A1648473657579609177 1/1

390503
Typewritten Text
MC-1

390503
Typewritten Text

390503
Typewritten Text
MC-2

390503
Line

390503
Line



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Citywide Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648764556899916778&simpl=msg-f%3A16487645568… 1/1
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1646964386469684829&simpl=msg-f%3A16469643864… 1/1
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11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648474918182034084&simpl=msg-f%3A1648474918182034084 1/1
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10/23/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1643994286518702056&simpl=msg-f%3A16439942865… 1/1
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - La city cat plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648772202151528905&simpl=msg-f%3A16487722021… 1/1

390503
Typewritten Text
NL2-1

390503
Typewritten Text
NL2-2

390503
Typewritten Text

390503
Line

390503
Line



11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Citywide Cat Program - Comments to Draft EIR/TNR Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648673843461999146&simpl=msg-f%3A16486738434… 1/1
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648693228707345803&simpl=msg-f%3A16486932287… 1/1
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Fwd: IN SUPPORT OF THE CITYWIDE CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1647503380430507303&simpl=msg-f%3A16475033804… 1/2
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN
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13 October 2019 

Sahaja Aram 
2519 5th Avenue  
Los Angeles, CA 90018 
t. 917-664-2300
sahaja.aram@gmail.com

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
Via email: jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org   

Re: Citywide Cat Program Draft EIR 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

I am a resident of Los Angeles. I love all cats. I support the stated Project Objectives of the Citywide Cat Program. I have 
reviewed the Citywide Cat Program Draft EIR with great concern regarding the welfare of all cats, and reducing the homeless 
cat population throughout Los Angeles. Following are my comments on the project alternatives proposed in the Draft EIR. I 
believe the following actions will ensure the Citywide Cat Program objectives are met as rapidly and thoroughly as possible: 

Alternative 1: please refuse 
I support a voucher program for pet owners, however vouchers for owned cats alone will not meaningfully address the 
objective of reducing the number of free roaming cats.  

Alternative 2: please refuse  
A no-roaming ordinance for owned cats is just impractical. My cats are indoors only, but it is virtually impossible to prevent 
a determined cat from sneaking out occasionally. Many cats who have been raised as roaming and adopted as pets, need to 
roam for exercise and mental well-being. Many cats who have been raised while allowing to roam cannot be trained to stay at 
home, and will climb fences and trees to get out of yards. Because of these concerns, this alternative could discourage 
responsible people from adopting cats who need homes. 

Alternative 3: please refuse  
Cats frequently lose their collars and so requiring the presence of a physical license on owned cats is not practical. The 
financial burden of replacing licenses and collars would disadvantage low-income cat owners.  

Alternative 4: please refuse 
Kind people feed homeless cats, look after colonies and Trap-Neuter-Release. There is no reason to ban feeding, as the 
people typically engaged in feeding are also engaged in managing the feral cat population. Requiring cats to be fed indoors is 
not feasible, as cats born and raised free-roaming don’t adapt to being indoors and will be too frightened to eat indoors. 
Alternatively, a ban on feeding during certain hours could be considered, if a clear benefit to limited feeding hours can be 
demonstrated.  

Alternative 5: please accept 
Mandatory spay/neuter of pet cats will help reduce the homeless cat population immediately, and more over time. If 
mandatory spay neuter is enacted, vouchers are needed for low-income cat owners, and should also be available for free-
roaming cats who do not have homes.  
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Alternative 6: please refuse 
This alternative will result in a dramatic increase in kill rates. It is unethical and counter to the stated objectives of the 
Citywide Cat Program. It does it represent who we are as Los Angelenos. Alternative 6 treats homeless animals like literal 
trash and adopting Alternative 6 would shame our City.  

Alternative 7: please refuse  
Reducing the number of permissible cats per residence will make it harder to reduce the homeless cat population. 

Alternative 8: please refuse 
A dusk-to-dawn curfew for owned cats is just impractical. My cats are indoors only, but it is virtually impossible to prevent a 
determined cat from sneaking out occasionally. Also, some cat owner’s work schedules will not allow them to be home to let 
cats out during the day. This ordinance would discourage responsible people from becoming cat owners.  

Alternative 9: please refuse 
Limiting the number of permissible cats based on residence square footage could penalize low income households, who are 
just as capable of loving and caring for their cats as wealthier households.  

Alternative 10: please refuse 
Banning pet owners from allowing their animals to trespass on private or public property is just impractical. My cats are 
indoors only, but it is virtually impossible to prevent a determined cat from sneaking out occasionally. Once out, the cat can 
crawl under gates or climb fences before being caught and brought back indoors. This ordinance would discourage 
responsible people from becoming pet owners.  

Alternative 11: please refuse 
The intent of the program should be Citywide. Implementing it in limited areas will result in cats moving to other areas. 

Alternative 12: please refuse 
Trapping and euthanizing all free-roaming cats is unnecessary and cruel. In addition to the plight of innocent, free-roaming 
cats, owned cats do get lost and survive outdoors until they are found. I once found a cat who had been missing for several 
months and was able to locate its owners and return it.   

Regarding Section ES.8.3 “Environmentally Superior Alternative”: I strongly disagree that Alternative 6 represents the 
“Environmentally Superior Alternative”. The complete or near-complete removal of cats via euthanasia would simply create 
a vacuum, wherein other intact cats, possibly from adjacent Cities, move into a recently cleared area. Populations would rise 
again more quickly due to reduced competition and greater abundance of resources and space. In fact, returning trapped and 
neutered cats to their original locations will better control the cat population than Alternative 6, by discouraging rapid 
repopulation of de-catted areas.  

I would offer the following additional items for consideration in meeting the objectives described in the EIR: 

1. Incentivize LA City and LA County veterinarians to offer free or low-cost spay/neuter to the public and to cat
welfare charities.

2. The Citywide Cat Program should include outreach and education to the public. One way to do this would be to send
educational representatives to neighborhood meetings.

3. LA City should coordinate efforts with LA County due to the interwoven geographic area. Cats don’t know about or
respect invisible boundaries.

4. Enforce existing spay/neuter laws vigorously. Target enforcement at home breeders.

Regards, 

Sahaja Aram 
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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10/23/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat program
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Dear Dr. Rebstock; 
  I am writing in support of the proposed amendment to the LA City Community Cat program. 
I support the proposed allowing of funds for spay/neutering being given to ALL cats, whether 
pets or free-roaming. 
 I support the implementation of TNR for community/free-roaming cats. 
   I am a volunteer at North Central Shelter, and see the cage after cage of community cats 
there, doomed to a life alone in that cage, til their muscles waste away, and they eventually die. 
While I applaud the city's goal of being No-Kill, there is a better way for cats like these.  I 
ardently support LAAS being allowed to endorse and practice TNR on cats like this, so that they 
can be returned to their outdoor homes to live out their lives, without ultimately adding several 
litters of kittens to an already overburdened shelter system, or to the community. 

My mailing address is 2539 Elsinore St, Los Angeles, Ca 90026 
Sari McConnell 
Almond Talent Agency 
(323) 934 5500 - office
(323) 359 8151 - cell
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - EIR Report
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11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - EIR Report
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - TNR Back to Los Angeles
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - #savekittens
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10/23/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Population
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Feral Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1647854648089543808&simpl=msg-f%3A16478546480… 1/1
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October 1, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
Environmental Management Group | Environmental Supervisor II 
Bureau of Engineering | Department of Public Works 
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 600  
Los Angeles, CA 90015 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

After reviewing the full draft of the Environmental Impact Report for the proposed Citywide Cat 
Program, it seems quite obvious that the program is the most effective and humane solution to 
our region’s community cat overpopulation issue.  Since the report clearly reveals that there 
are no significant downsides in regard to human or other wildlife safety, there should be no 
reason not to move forward with this program.   

As a 20 year resident of the city of Los Angeles who has also been deeply involved in animal 
rescue, I have seen firsthand the unnecessary suffering due to unmitigated community cat 
reproduction and overpopulation.  This can be prevented and I fully support TNR and the 
Citywide Cat Program.  I look forward to hearing about its implantation as soon as possible. 

Most sincerely, 

Stephanie Albrycht 
11842 Kiowa Ave 
Apt 2 
Los Angeles, CA 90049 
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10/23/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Citywide Cat Program Draft EIR
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October 25, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles 

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 

Environment Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Re: CAT PROGRAM 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

We are writing to you regarding the necessity for the City of Los Angeles to allocate funds for the 

sterilization of free-roaming and feral cats.   

In June of 2016 we bought our home in the West Adams Terrace neighborhood and have since 

turned a once dried-up and weedy backyard into a beautiful insect and bird habitat, a sanctuary for 

all kinds of wildlife.  We have two bird feeders and a bird bath, both of which receive several varieties 

of birds each day, and recently, a pair of Copper’s Hawks.  As nature lovers, we marvel at the fact 

that we live two blocks from a 10-lane highway and have such an abundance of wildlife.  But, we also 

have to deal with the cats, including the pet of a neighbor who chooses to allow his cat to roam freely 

during the day.  We also have to contend with a growing population of free-roaming cats fed by an 

elderly woman who lives 1 block behind us at the corner of 9th Avenue and 25th Street.  The numbers 

of this band had been greatly reduced by the efforts of R.I. Eventoff, our backyard neighbor who paid 

out of her own pocket to have these cats sterilized.  We believe over time, through attrition, this 

group would have been eliminated.  The population has now increased to over 20 cats, with an 

upsurge in territorial marking and fighting, and of course the stalking of birds around our feeders and 

bath. To further complicate the problem, many people use the elderly lady’s house as a dumping 

ground for boxes of kittens. 

We are providing our support for the TNR program and also asking for the allocation of funds through 

vouchers for individuals, like Ms. Eventoff, who have shown leadership in controlling cat populations 

in their neighborhoods. 

Sincerely, 

Theresa and James Maysonet 

2531 8th Avenue 

Los Angeles, CA  90018 

310-552-5341

cc: R.I. Eventoff 

390503
Typewritten Text
TJM-1

390503
Line



10/23/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - TNR proposal for City of LA

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1644084803734306778&simpl=msg-f%3A16440848037… 1/1
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1136 S Lucerne Blvd 
Los Angles, CA 90019

Trevor T. Olson 
 September 18, 2019

Los Angeles Cat 
Program 

Tuxedo & Puma (once feral cats) 



1136 S Lucerne Blvd 
Los Angles, CA 90019

Trevor T. Olson 
 September 18, 2019

Cat Program  

To Whom It May Concern, 

 I write this letter with the full support of the new initiative to 
help LA cats be captured, neutered, and monitored.  

 In the above photos are my two cats that I rescued from the 
streets…well, technically they wandered into my yard after my 
neighbor abandoned them and they had several litters. It broke my 
heart to see these cats cast off and their kittens to not be cared for. I 
took it upon myself with my girlfriend to bring the cats to the vets and 
have them properly vaccinated and neutered.  

 I love these two cats and am happy they have found a “forever” 
home at our residence but it is far too often that I see other cats in 
similar situations. I firmly believe that if people had more compassion 
and the proper knowledge of what needs to be done as responsible pet 
owner Los Angeles wouldn’t be facing such a dire cat epidemic. 
Therefore, this new push to help keep the cat population at safe 
numbers is well needed. 

 I’m happy to offer my name and support for such a worthy cause. 
Thank you! 

TO-1
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11/13/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - The Importance of a TNR Policy
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10/25/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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September 18, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

Environmental Supervisor 

RE:  Cat Program 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

I am writing to voice my very strong support for the new proposed program that would establish 
Trap-Neuter-Return-Monitor as the official process through which the City of Los Angeles will 
manage our community cats.  TNRM has been shown to be the most effective long-term 
approach to managing cat populations, and it is obviously the most humane.  Further, the 
inclusion of low-cost spay neuter programs AND education of both the public and animal 
services staff will make this program a wonderful example to other large urban areas. 

Thank you so much for taking the time to consider my thoughts. 

With best regards, 

Dennis Lyday 

1737 Glendon Ave., Apt. 7 

Los Angeles, CA 90024 
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Aug. 29, 2019 

Dear Dr. Green, 

As someone who has actively been involved in Cat rescue, with my full emphasis being on the feral Cats 
of Los Angeles, and involvement in Trap, Neuter, Return, I am GREATLY in favor of the Citywide Cat 
Program (E1907610). 

The project description is humane, compassionate, demonstrates common sense and logically addresses 
the issue of free-roaming Cats in the L.A. area. 

It is a shame that the injunction was ever issued and I am very pleased that your Environmental Impact 
Report has shown it to be without merit. By working together, all of us who care about the plight of ALL 
the creatures in the Los Angeles area can find solutions. 

It is not necessary to decimate the roaming cat population, but, rather, to humanely reduce it with TNR. 
Many esteemed organizations agree that TNR is effective: 

American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals: "The ASPCA endorses Trap-Neuter-Return 
(TNR) as the only proven humane and effective method to manage community cat colonies." It clarifies 
its position by stating that managing "involves a colony caretaker who provides food and adequate 
shelter and monitors the cats' health." 
The Humane Society of the United States (HSUS): "we support Trap-Neuter-Return (TNR) and similar 
sterilization programs, legislation that allows for and supports non-lethal population control, and 
coalition-based approaches that involve community leaders, citizens, and stakeholders to implement 
effective community cat management programs." They further clarify this view by stating: "The HSUS 
believes that the humane reduction and eventual elimination of unowned cat populations should be the 
end goal for all TNR participants and supporters. TNR should be considered a humane means to an end, 
not a method of permanently maintaining outdoor cat populations. 
The American Humane Association: "In some situations, safe cat colonies can be maintained by 
caretakers. American Humane Association supports trap, neuter and release programs for colony cats – 
especially for feral cats. Whenever possible, homes should be found for colony cats that might be 
successfully socialized." 
The UK's Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (RSPCA): For feral cats "supports Trap, 
Neuter and Release (TNR) programmes with veterinary support. Healthy cats should be neutered, ear-
tipped and returned or, where appropriate, re-sited."  

As a seven year volunteer at a no-kill Cat Shelter (The Kitty Bungalow Charm School for Wayward Cats) I 
have seen, first hand, the benefits of TNR. In our case, we work with Colony Caretakers, so the ferals 
that are returned to their colonies are guaranteed to be well treated, as they live out their lives without 
reproducing. I would be thrilled to work, hand-in-hand with the City, in this humane effort to further 
reduce the population of roaming Cats. 
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I full heartedly applaud the City of Los Angeles's efforts at making our great City no-kill. I intend to be at 
the meeting, held Monday, October 7, 2019 at 6:00 p.m. at the Ramona Hall Community Center, 4580 N 
Figueroa St, Los Angeles, CA 90065 in order to show my support. 

Yours sincerely, 

Doug Stone 

dstoneent@yahoo.com 
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A. Star Glover
California State University, Northridge
Department of English, Mail Drop 8248
18111 Nordhoff St
Northridge, CA 91330

October 7, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Support for Trap, Neuter, Release (TNR)  

To Whom it May Concern: 

Trap, Neuter, Release (TNR) is the only humane, responsible approach to solving the feral cat problem in 
Los Angeles.  

Giving kittens away for free is grossly irresponsible; “clear the shelter” events are not an adequate 
response. Unfortunately, kittens end up in homes that are not equipped to care for them or their needs, 
or suffer at the hands of adopters with malicious intentions.  

Fosters and homes are a finite resource. Population growth is exponential. I fully support making TNR 
the official policy and providing support for current TNR groups and individuals so that they can 
continue their important work to preserve what we can of our local ecosystem and alleviate human and 
animal suffering in this city.  

Thank you for your time and attention. 

A. Star Glover
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September 8, 2019 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock: 

As the founder of a nonprofit that supports pets of the homeless in Los Angeles, I strongly urge the city 
to support the Citywide Cat Program, E1907610. There are too many cats suffering and reducing the 
populations through humane trap, neuter and release programs and free sterilization certificates could 
significantly reduce the populations and prevent suffering. 

We frequently see cats that live on the streets without veterinary care. The suffering is heartbreaking. If 
we can prevent more cats from suffering by preventing births via sterilization, we would be taking 
reasonable, responsible and compassionate steps to reduce suffering. I urge the city to move forward 
with the Citywide Cat Program. 

Thank you. 

Best, 

Amanda Skerski 

Founder 
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Andrea Vogel 

1022 Coronado Terrace 

Los Angeles, Ca 90026 

Re: Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I am a resident of the city of Los Angeles and I am writing to express my full support of this 
program. It is unfathomable to me that anyone could be against it. Both cat lovers and cat 
haters should be fully supportive as TNR reduces the number of feral cats in the neighborhood, 
thereby reducing the number of cats that feed on birds, cats that are euthanized in shelters, 
and providing relief for the tireless volunteers who either volunteer for organizations who TNR 
or who try to find homes for the many street cats. One cat that hasn’t been spayed can lead to 
over 22 thousand over a span of 10 years. By the city strongly behind a TNR program this will 
enable the existing feral cats to live out their life-span but then there will be no reproduction. 
Again, I repeat that cat lovers and cat haters alike should be 100% behind this program because 
it will lead to fewer (and hopefully eventually) non-existent feral cats. Thank you for your time 
in reading my comments. 

Sincerely, 

Andrea Vogel 
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October 27, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am concerned that the City has included significant, unworkable restrictions that will hamper the TNR 
program.  These are my main concerns with the DEIR: 

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, 
rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. Will the stray and feral cats in these areas not be 
addressed? Will they not be trapped, fed or treated for illnesses? How can we possibly get control over 
the feral population with this restriction? 

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems – exist. TNR is an outdoor activity. I am a feral cat trapper and my 
trapping has never been accomplished in the presence of children or the elderly. If anything, TNR 
improves the environment for those with compromised immune systems. Cats we take to FixNation, for 
instance, get flea meds and an FVRCP vaccination.  

Restricting feeding times. Flexibility is necessary. The city does not employ a special team of feeders that 
handle this on behalf of the public. Feeding and vet care is accomplished by people like myself who may 
work or live quite a distance from the colonies they support, and we do it on our own dime mostly.  

As soon as you embrace the idea that TNR is a free service performed by a few compassionate citizens 
on behalf of the public, you will better understand how it is a labor of love and deserves respect, and 
more than that, your assistance. 

Please take my comments into consideration. The cats are suffering. They have been waiting far too long 
for a solution. I know you can create a plan that will work for all of us.  

Sincerely, 

Ann Heatherton 
18106 Erik Court, #572 
Santa Clarita, CA 91387 
cocoalace@aol.com 
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My name is Ashlye Underwood and I support the LA Cat Plan. 

We cannot adopt our way out of this problem – we need to spay and neuter all cats. 

Thank you, 

Ashlye Underwood 

2212 ½ Marathon Street 

Los Angeles, CA 

90026 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

I am writing to encourage the City of Los Angeles to support TNR as a humane and effective way to 
preserve a feral cat population that keeps rodent and pest populations under control while also safely 
keeping the feral cat population under control. The current trap and kill policy is ineffective, cruel, 
people have no stomach for it, and it doesn’t take into account the real value ferals add to our 
community as mousers. The city must subsidize spay/neuter in order to get our insane shelter spending 
under control. The injunction has not worked.  

Thank you, 

Ayelet Ifrah 

1724 N. Edgemont St. #103 

Los Angeles CA 90027 

(323) 326-4713
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October 23, 2019 

Bobbi Cichowski 
3023 Maine Ave  
Long Beach CA 90806 

Dear Jan and the city of LA, 

I am writing in support of Citywide Ct Program (SCH#2013101008), which is a program that proposes 
using TNR (Trap-Neuter-Release) to reduce the population of feral cats over time, rather than 
euthanizing them in shelters.  

As someone who has volunteered in a rescue for the last five years in Los Angeles, and also works part-
time for an animal rescue group, I can tell you unequivocally that programs of this nature are absolutely 
necessary. 

We have so many success stories of adopting animals into loving homes, but we need to address the 
root of the problem and not just have reactive solutions. On behalf of the humans that help the sweet 
little kittens and cats like Gigi pictured below, please join us in this fight! 

Thank you for your consideration, 

Roberta “Bobbi” Cichowski 
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To: Dr Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th floor Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, Ca 90015-2213 

Subject: CAT PROGRAM 

Dear Dr Green Rebstock, 

This letter is written in support of the proposed CAT PROGRAM in the city of Los Angeles to encourage, 
support and educate TNR and spay/neuter services for free roaming/feral cats.  The plan provides the 
most humane way to regulate free roaming/feral cat populations by coordinating resources with 
outreach programs that involve community participation.  Free roaming/feral cat populations can be 
managed as research as shown by TNR and community cat populations do decrease in response to 
programs like these.  Additionally, the TNR programs help facilitate less burden on the Animal 
Services/Shelter systems in the city that are already overwhelmed. 

Appreciate you time and consideration, 

Carrie J Nichols 
1400 S Grand Ave #101 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 
dcjnichols@hotmail.com 

mailto:dcjnichols@hotmail.com
mailto:dcjnichols@hotmail.com
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Dear Dr., Green Rebstock: 

Thank you for holding the City-Wide Cat Program (CWCP) meeting on the 7th 
October 2019 at the Ramona Hall. I was happy to see a good turnout and that 
many people stood up and spoke. But in future, I would like to see speakers face 
the audience from the side vs. having their backs to all but you. I also think 
Brenda Barnette should have spoken, especially since several speakers brought up 
the animal shelters.  

I do have some recommendations and suggestions that I would really like you to 
seriously consider and hopefully implement in helping get the cat population 
down and to the point where it is really quite difficult to adopt a cat (all animals in 
fact); along with the helping with the welfare of cats so they can have a better 
life. 

First, it is important to know that this is not just a City of Los Angeles problem it IS 
a Los Angeles County problem, as it IS with most major cities in the US and around 
the world. It is truly a sad state of affairs in almost every situation the world over, 
with no thanks to irresponsible, uneducated and cruel humans!! I can honestly 
say I despise most humans and the lack of compassion and accountability by most 
even those in the animal rescue business is shameful at best!! I continually fail to 
understand why God put humans at the top of the food chain, because WE ARE 
ALL so undeserving. God has a lot to answer for imho. 

Regardless, below are my suggestions (but they are not in any order): 

• The boundaries need to be removed totally. Cats do not know or
understand boundaries so where there are cats is where TNR will need to
happen.

• The cat feeding times need to be removed too. Cats do not know or
understand time as we know it. Most often a feeder cannot feed during the
times you stated due to work/home or other commitments. Also, most
often where feeding occurs may be a very busy place with
people/cars/noise/lack of access or whatever the case may be. So, the
feeder (and cats) would often have to choose a time to feed when all has
quietened down before proceeding to ensure the cats safety. Most cats
usually get used to a feeding time but to change feeding times when it
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might not be safe to do so could put the whole colony in jeopardy for just 
some of the reasons I have stated above. 

• Many, many, many, many, many, many, many, many, many………….. more 
vets need to be on board. And I literally mean 100’s (or even 1000’s)!! For 
this project to succeed, trappers need access to vets seven days a week. I 
firmly believe that ALL “” regular vets”” MUST be involved. The only 
exceptions would be the emergency 24/7/365 vets and vets that specialize 
in illnesses or conditions of animals. Every other vet NEEDS to be on board 
unless they have good cause otherwise.  

o I would like to see regular vets in the Cities of LA County they reside
in to implement a program that forces (for lack of a better word) vets
to partake by whatever means it takes for vets to be part of the
solution; and not look the other way and think they do not have to
participate unless the cat is an owned cat (dog or rabbit).

o Trappers need this type of access to many more vets and what is and
has been in place right now for many years, decades in fact, is so
inadequate it is beyond pathetic at best!

o Spay and Neutering of cats (and dogs/rabbits) need to be free across
the board – end of story!!

o Low cost vaccinations and any testing (blood etc.) need to be free too
or at a deeply discounted cost to those who do rescue work/foster
along with organizations that do the adoptions.

• This 30-year program NEEDS to be cut in half to no more than 15 years or
less!!

o As things stand right now this 30-year plan that the CWCP is looking
at WILL FAIL MISERABLY in under five years. This number of cats you
stated in the program to get fixed is nowhere near enough by far!!
What the CWCP has stated is the number of cats that needs to be
fixed in approx. two or so years for the next 15 years if you truly want
to make any head-way.

• ALL cats (and dogs/rabbits) owned or not MUST be scanned for a microchip
while at the vet -make it mandatory. Many cats are dumped or get lost and
ultimately end up in a colony. I believe there is a percentage of these stray
cats that are chipped that could be reunited with their owners. But I believe
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few vets scan trapped cats for any microchips. It must be made mandatory 
to scan every single cat (animal) that comes through their doors. 

o ALL adoptable pets MUST be chipped and fully registered BEFORE
that pet owner leaves the vet/adoption centre or shelter or wherever
they got the animal from. Absolutely NO EXCEPTIONS.

o Too many people say they will register their new pet but NEVER EVER
do. So, all you are left with a lost chipped pet, but the number has no
name or any other info shown so there is no way to match the
number with the owner.

• For trappers/fosters etc., to get the discounts at the vet they must be
registered via the City.

o Trappers / fosters whichever role the person partakes in will be given
an ID card of sorts which will be accepted at ALL Los Angeles County
vets in the program. Many trappers trap in numerous cities, so they
may need access to a vet in that area. To have to schlep cats too far
across town and most often in heavy traffic does not help anyone yet
alone the cats.

o Do NOT overburden/clog down this registration with too many
useless rules and regulations. It will put people off and they probably
will not register.

• I know this might be a long-shot but I would like to see an outreach (via
local TV/radio etc.) to long term homeowners who have a “secure” garden,
along with a garage or shed on their property. These homeowners would
adopt/rescue between two and four feral or semi feral cats that perhaps
live in a dangerous area where there is a threat of them being injured or
killed.

o The cats will live on their property. The cats will have use of the
garage or shed (via a cat flap door) which will be used as a haven and
shelter from the elements and predators in exchange for keeping
their property clear of most rodents. The homeowner will learn how
to acclimate the cats on their property via experienced volunteers,
feed and give fresh clean water every day and clean bedding for the
life of the cats.

o Should the homeowner move to a different home, the same
acclimation process will need be repeated.
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o No homeowners that lives on busy roads or precarious
areas/situation that may put the cats in jeopardy will be allowed to
partake in this outreach, unless they have or are willing to install a
safe and secure enclosure with shelter to protect them from the
weather.

o Cats must come from the same colony and NOT be cats from
different colonies.

• There is a huge need for more animal loving people to be on board to learn
about trapping / fostering / adopting.

o I personally did not know there was this massive cat feral/stray
problem within LA County until about five-six years ago. So I am sure
there are many other people who do not know or realize just how a
big a situation it all is.

o Therefore, to do an outreach (via TV/Radio etc.), asking for people to
volunteer to learn to trap/foster or help with adoptions etc., and to
get involved. There are several organizations out there that will train
people in all areas such as Kitty Bungalow/Stray Cat Alliance to name
a couple.

o People should volunteer (even for three to six months) at their local
animal shelters too because to me, you can never ever get enough
people involved where animals are concerned. There is always
something to do such as feeding/cleaning/bathing/medical
help/grooming/dog walking/adoptions/administrative work/working
with the public/interviewing potential adopters and so much more.
There is NO such thing as having enough people at a facility where
the welfare of animals is concerned.

• There needs to be more education in schools - kindergarten all the way
through to universities about all animals and their welfare, what it means
to have a pet/work with animals / why animal abuse and cruelty and
murder of an animal is not the answer.

o I know this is a long shot but schools should and could have day trips
to shelters/farms/ASPCA facilities where pupils can see and learn
about all animals with zero liability to either party – the school or
animal facility.
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o Obviously the school children will need to adhere to the rules and
regulations of whatever facility they visit for their safety and also the
safety of the animals.

• Local shelters can do an outreach to out of state shelters where there is not
so many cats available. I hear Oregon and Washington State do not have as
many cats available as California; and I know some rescues take cats up to
these states to be adopted out.

o I would like to see an outreach to other states such as
Idaho/Nebraska and others and this will include an outreach into
Canada to transport adoptable cats to adoption facilities in these
areas. But please, NOT Mexico or such like countries (Central
America/Caribbean etc.).

• I’d also like to see an outreach to in-state and out-of-state farms/ranches
etc., for unadoptable to cats to become working cats, especially for colonies
at risk. But much due diligence will be needed to ensure the cat’s welfare
for its life.  Farmer’s/ranchers etc. MUST be willing to feed/give
water/bedding and safety from weather and predators via a barn or such
like and willing to learn and go through at least a two-month acclimation of
the cats.

o The farmer/rancher must be willing to do what is necessary for the
welfare of the cats.

o Cats must come from the same colony and NOT be cats from
different colonies.

• I absolutely 1000% want to see abuse/neglect and murder of an animal up

there as if it were a child. It is inconceivable that someone who abuses or
murders animals are barely made accountable. The perpetrator only gets a
small fine and kick up the behind with a warning not to do it again. Sorry
but what the F is that all about??

o As things stand right now there is NO deterrent to stop people
abusing or murdering animals.

o Some of the cruelty of cats that I have been told about and that has
happened is:-

▪ A cat in Monterey Park had been held down while a
firecracker was put in its mouth then lit. The feeder found the
dead cat with its lower face/jaw missing – obviously died in
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sheer agony. The police (MPPD) and ASPCA and Animal Cruelty 
Task Force (ACTF) via the LAPD were informed, but because 
there was NO witness nothing was done!!! The feeder had her 
suspicions as to who did it but the authorities did not bother 
speaking to the suspect either!! What is that about too? 
• Since when does a murderer have or leave witnesses

behind?
▪ A Hispanic man got hold of a young kitten that was on his

property and slit its throat.
▪ Cats have been poisoned.
▪ Cats have been shot at with a BB guns and had pellets inside its

body. The vet found the pellets when operating to fix the cat.
▪ Cats (and dogs) are often discarded as if they were a piece of

trash for various reasons from being too noisy/destroying
furniture/not toilet trained to name a few reasons why.

▪ A car was recently stolen that had a trapped cat inside – the
trapper had got out for a minute to do something and it was
during that time the car was stolen. A few days later, the car
was found and everything was inside – radio/owner’s purse etc
but NOT the cat or the trap!! God only knows what has
happened to the cat. It is horrifying to say the least that a cat
in a trap and being vulnerable in this manner might now be
abused or murdered. One can only hope/pray the car thief
released the cat, but it’s 50/50 and anyone’s guess.

▪ Most recently is the Laguna Beach man who bashed his already
abused cat’s head on a top of a police car bonnet until it died.

• https://ktla.com/2019/10/22/laguna-beach-man-arrested-after-
allegedly-beating-cat-against-hood-of-patrol-vehicle/

o Despite this man having mental problems does
NOT give him the right to abuse and murder a cat.
I hope he gets jail time to the full extent of the law
and his time inside is an absolute nightmare for
him. But I sincerely don’t think that will happen.
That poor cat and the life it has with no thanks to
its f**k-head owner.

https://ktla.com/2019/10/22/laguna-beach-man-arrested-after-allegedly-beating-cat-against-hood-of-patrol-vehicle/
https://ktla.com/2019/10/22/laguna-beach-man-arrested-after-allegedly-beating-cat-against-hood-of-patrol-vehicle/
https://ktla.com/2019/10/22/laguna-beach-man-arrested-after-allegedly-beating-cat-against-hood-of-patrol-vehicle/
https://ktla.com/2019/10/22/laguna-beach-man-arrested-after-allegedly-beating-cat-against-hood-of-patrol-vehicle/
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These are just a few horror stories that cats endure with practically zero 
accountability to the abuser and so that needs to change ASAP. If any of the 
above were a child instead of an animal, the police and authorities would be all 
over this like a dog on heat. 

I really do hope something becomes of this CWCP and very soon so it will help 
cats, so over the next decade there will be some benefits and a reduction on the 
cat population. But good people need to be on board and the City officials and 
law enforcement NEED to be on board too. I also hope other Cities will follow suit 
so they too can get their cat population under control in a humane way. I also feel 
that after I send this letter in to you, I will no doubt think of something else I 
would want to include, but that’s always the way. 

I do hope that some if not all my ideas and suggestions above can somehow be 
implemented. 

Please keep everyone updated of any progress. 

Thank you, 

Dawn Elliott 
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EDWARD MACAN 

1812 16th Street 

Eureka, CA  95501 

(707) 441-1292

hermetic1@earthlink.net 

Friday, August 30, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

Thank you for your e-mail of August 29, 2019, which included, as an attachment, the Citywide Cat 
Program (E1907610) flyer. 

I am writing to tell you that I thoroughly approve of the City’s proposed course of action. 

As a long-time advocate for community (a term that takes in both feral and long-term stray) cats in 
Humboldt County, specifically in the area around Eureka, I can tell you that TNR works, because I have 
seen it work over a period of some years.  Before our local spay and neuter got off the ground, 
Humboldt County had a terrible overpopulation problem. It was not uncommon to see dead feral cats 
on the side of the road, children giving away kittens on street corners, and the County Shelter had a 
terrible kill rate. Today, 15 years later, the first two sights have become uncommon, and the Shelter’s kill 
rate has dropped to 10-15%; very near to official “no-kill” levels. 

I believe that if the City gives this program sufficient resources and stands behind it, over a number of 
years, it will work. The City already has one excellent community cat organization (Alley Cat Rescue) 
working in Los Angeles, and I encourage the City to partner with this organization, which has a national 
reach and which, I think, could be a great asset to the City in the implementation of this program. 

Again, thank you for your role in bringing this program to the cusp of implementation. I wish you, the 
City, and the tens of thousands of community cats that will be impacted all the best in moving forward. 

Very Sincerely Yours, 

Edward Macan 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock City of Los Angeles 
Public Works Bureau of Engineering 

mailto:hermetic1@earthlink.net
mailto:hermetic1@earthlink.net
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EMG 1149 S. Broadway 6th Floor MS 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015  



RE: Cat Program 

Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

I’m writing to express my support for the Citywide Cat Program. TNR needs to be an officially supported 
city policy. The reasons why are very simple: because it works and because it’s humane. How does TNR 
work? It works by reducing populations through sterilization and by removing cats and kittens from the 
streets by getting them adopted or into Working Cats programs. Why is it humane to TNR and get cats 
off the streets? Because cats and kittens suffer tremendously when they are homeless, breeding, and 
have no medical care or access to untainted food or water supply. TNR’d cats form stable colonies which 
can be supported with food and medical care. Colony populations reduce over time not just through 
sterilization, but through homing the tame cats and finding Working Cat programs for the feral cats.  

I have been TNR’ing cats for many years through Stray Cat Alliance and Fix Nation. My personal total for 
spaying and neutering cats in Los Angeles stands at 25. In the condo complex where I live, I have 
significantly improved the lives of the cats by spaying and neutering every stray or feral cat I find. This 
also improves the quality of life in my condo complex as there are no late night cat fights or unaltered 
males spraying urine to mark territory. And, if I determine the sterilized cat is tame enough, I work to 
socialize them and get them adopted into a loving home. Just in my home location, I have trapped and 
sterilized 7 cats. 5 of those were tame or semi-tame and I was able to get them adopted into forever 
homes. These cats are now thriving indoors and are beloved pets enriching the lives of their families.  

The animal-human bond is a strong and valuable one and our city should support it. From my knowledge 
about animals and willingness to teach what I know, even more cats have been removed from the 
streets and homed by the people who’ve learned the process from me. There should be free educational 
programs in public institutions (such as public libraries) that provide trainers in TNR education and pet 
care. Seeing the cat over-population problem can cause humans to look unfavorably upon cats and to 
feel justified in acting cruelly towards them and those who would seek to aid them. Educational 
programs would curb these attitudes as would active-informed TNR teams. I saw these attitudes change 
in my own neighborhood due to my TNR work and backing up my actions through publicly available 
articles and informational sites. In reduction of the cat population and in learning how useful the few 
working cats still left in the complex were in doing free rodent control, my neighbors began to see the 
actual benefit to themselves and started to look favorably upon my actions, allowing me to spay and 
home more cats and kittens.  

By banding together in awareness, we can solve this problem of cat neglect and overpopulation which 
causes tremendous suffering to the cats and reduces populations of other animals who share their space 
(birds). Though it was an uphill battle getting my community to support my TNR efforts, they now see 
TNR is humane to every species, especially when incorporated with adoption. 

In spite of the city injunction, I have undertaken TNR on my own and have been able to stop the 
increase of the cat population in my location in Van Nuys. But with city support, TNR could reduce the 
cat population and suffering in every location. If the Citywide Cat Program is implemented and the TNR 
education injunction ended, people such as myself would immediately seek to become TNR community 
educators and would help in setting up Working Cat programs to get the feral sterilized cats off the 
streets. Tame sterilized cats would be temporarily housed with fosters and in the network of LA agencies 
moving to get them adopted into loving homes. I have seen all of these things work in my location. They 
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absolutely work on the small scale. It’s time to move this to the large-scale with the Citywide Cat 
Program and really do some good.  

Please contact me should you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Elisabeth Calla 
8221 Langdon Ave #112 
Van Nuys CA 91406 
213-700-7592
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October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA  90015-2213 

Re: City Wide Cat Program - DEIR 

I am writing this letter on the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). I support the practice of 
TNR and strongly feel this is a proven and beneficial program for both the feral and stray cat populations 
and for the human communities that co-exist with them. 

TNR allows for organizations to spay/neuter cats to prevent an endless cycle of uncontrolled breeding 
and to, hopefully, put an end to the cruel and unnecessary cycle of euthanasia of so many unwanted 
kittens and cats. With TNR, the feral and stray cats in our neighborhoods and communities get the 
chance to live out their lives in their settled cat colonies. Before the ban on TNR, I’ve seen several ear-
clipped cats around my neighborhood who live quite peacefully with each other and with us humans. 
None of these outdoor cats have bothered my indoor/outdoor cats, or me, or my property. 

With that said, I don’t agree with the City’s proposed restrictions on the TNR program. Specifically, I do 
not think TNR – if it’s allowed to work well for everyone and cats – should be restricted in 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones. I don’t agree with the 
unreasonable expectation that feeding times must be restricted given the reality of when people can 
make time in their busy schedules to feed cats; and finally, I don’t agree with restricting TNR to areas 
where no vulnerable populations per your definition (children, the elderly, and those with immune 
system vulnerabilities) live and are. These obstacles would make the TNR less successful than it can and 
should be. 

I ask that you consider the comments and suggestions made by Stray Cat Alliance, and I respectfully ask 
you to move forward with permitting TNR without the aforementioned restrictions.  

Thank you for your consideration of my letter. 
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Grace Lee, Associate Professor of English 

East Los Angeles College  

Phone: 323-415-5464  

E-mail: Leegs2@elac.edu

October 28, 2019 



Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles 

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 

Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

I am writing to show my support in the Citywide Cat Program. 

As a volunteer kitten foster for Best Friends, I have particular interest in the success of this program. I 
take pride that our state is on the forefront with most social issues and hope that when this program is 
implemented with success, it will lead other cities to follow. 

Thanks for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Hej Woodard 

Pasadena, CA 
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Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Los Angeles EIR for the Citywide Cat Program. 

Here are my thoughts: 

1) I applaud Los Angeles for initiating a citywide spay/neuter program for feral (“free-roaming”) cats.
It is greatly needed.

2) This will have an impact on the number of breeding cats on the streets of Los Angeles.

a) It is a fact that many kind people feed these animals, but cannot afford to have them altered,
thereby increasing their numbers. As we have seen, restrictions on feeding them did not solve the
problem.

b) Trapping and euthanasia impacts the city shelter and its personnel in many negative ways
(time and cost to the city; psychological effects on personnel involved).

c) Stabilizing the number of cats at each location will prevent new animals from moving in.

3) I participated years ago in a Voucher system for altering stray cats. A simple telephone call was
needed to acquire a voucher number at that time. It expedited the procedure (as opposed to application 
for a paper voucher). Once a cat was trapped, the call was made to a participating veterinarian and an 
appointment set for its surgery.  

a) Vouchers could be distributed through cat rescue groups that specialize in street rescue (I am
familiar with Allie Cat Allies, Best Friends Animal Society Los Angeles network, Kitten Rescue,
People and Cats Together (PACT), and Stray Cat Alliance). Vouchers could also be available
through city shelters.

b) Vouchers should cover the surgery and a vaccination.

4) A final thought: A stabilized feral cat population has a very important positive impact: containment of
the rodent population.

I have seen myself that when feral colonies are moved (or removed) complaints soon come about the 
increase of rodents in the neighborhood. Not a good thing. Implementing the Citywide Cat Program will 
be a benefit to the citizens of our city. 

Thank you for considering my thoughts on this plan. 

Jacqueline Sherman 
1280 Keats St. 
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 
310-374-0010
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Jamie Ball 

1331 N. Cordova St 

Burbank, CA 91505 

The city of Los Angeles desperately needs city wide free spay and neuter for feral and community cats. 

Currently, the absence of feeding and sterilizing feral/community cats is actually endangering wildlife. 
The cat population has grown out of control and become a crisis impacting the city shelters physically 
and financially with kittens and injured cats.  People concerned with cats impacting the environment 
understand that more unsterilized cats results in staggering overpopulation and only through close 
monitoring, consistent feeding and  most importantly safe and free TNR that cat colonies can be 
humanely and naturally limited. 

All areas of Los Angeles city and county have community cats. To limit any area is to limit the success of 
TNR and any attempts to eliminate the homeless cat population. 

Enforcing spay/neuter laws and anti dumping laws is well intended, but would be ultimately 
unsuccessful. Currently, people dumping cats are reported and the city and animal control are too 
overwhelmed with the care of overcrowded homeless animals in the shelters to be able to followup on 
the reports. It is unrealistic to think there would be individual followup on s/n given the lack of staff and 
factoring in the expense. The future wellbeing of any pet cannot be assessed without serious 
infringement on a citizens personal rights. It is not the responsibility of private citizens to monitor and 
report their neighbors. Most people do not even know who their neighbors are, much less if they have a 
pet.  

We already have laws that are supposed to prevent pet abandonment and enforce people to spay and 
neuter their pets. These laws have been ineffective and have failed miserably.  People still have 
unaltered pets either for financial, personal or cultural reasons. Education and low cost options are 
essential. A $40 pet sterilization is more reasonable and likely to succeed than spending $200 or more 
for s/n procedure.  

I believe, affordable, $40 for a spay/neuter, needs to be available throughout the city of LA and the San 
Fernando valley. Community cats are homeless and helpless, not belonging to anyone and therefore 
needs to be sterilized free of charge to prevent future colonies and add to the burden of the community. 
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A well fed colony will not hunt to eat as they will have ample food in their designated feeding area, thus 
preserving indigenous wildlife. It is imperative that the cat colonies have regular feedings. This needs to 
be executed by caring individuals that will be on alert for new feline residence or any cats that may fall 
ill or injured. The caregiver will make appropriate plans to rescue, TNR and/or provide medical care. 

Jamie Ball 

390503
Typewritten Text
JB-5

390503
Line



September 29,2019 

As the founder and President of Marin Friends of Ferals, a nonprofit formed 
in 2009, I can attest to the fact that TNR does work. We work closely with 
Marin Humane in our feral cat program, which also consists of rehoming 
ferals to new outdoor homes when their current one is no longer viable. 

Since 2009 we have TNR’ed nearly 2700 cats and relocated just over 700. 
Stats at Marin Humane show a steady decrease, not only in feral adult cats 
entering the shelter but also feral kittens. Healthy ferals are never 
euthanized at our shelter and in fact, the demand for feral cat mousers is 
so high, we are able to take ferals from other local humane societies to 
rehome them to spare them from being euthanized while offering a much 
needed community service through rodent control. 

In all the time we’ve been practicing TNR, we have had no more than a 
handful of complaints about the cats eating birds. All our TNR’ed cats are 
fed by volunteers or homeowners. We are fortunate here in Marin to have 
enough caring individuals willing to help care for the cats (with our help with 
food) so the felines don’t have to rely on hunting to survive. We have not 
reached the stage of needing to release them without knowledge of a 
steady feeder. I understand the theory behind that method but we’d rather 
not leave the cats’ fate to chance.  

Anyway, those who say TNR doesn’t work and that it has a huge impact on 
bird populations doesn’t work in the field daily with ferals. We who do are 
aware of the real reason for the reduction of bird populations —
environmental concerns like water and air pollution, encroachment on the 
birds’ habitat, over use of pesticides…all man-made culprits.  

There is no reason to kill perfectly healthy cats simply because they aren’t 
lap cats. People need to be educated on the importance of spay/neuter.  
And in our opinion, vets should offer reduced cost spay/neuter as a 
community service, or spay/neuter should be funded by cities so people will 
actually have their pets fixed. But for many, it’s not affordable and in that 
case, we will always have unaltered ferals.  

Thank you, Janet Williams 
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This attachment regards the proposed program, TNR, for the city of Los Angeles.  Although I am not a 
residence in the city, I very much support this kind of program.  As an active volunteer for the Peter 
Zippy Memorial Foundation, I strongly see the necessity for this kind of program.   All cats are neutered 
prior to adoption, ensuring that no unnecessary births are created should a cat unwittingly get out of 
the house.  No cat should be killed simply because it is out in the wild.  If it can be trapped, neutered and 
released, then a real difference can be realized in the number of animals running wild. 

Jenny hughes  

1509 prospect ave 

Hermosa beach,  ca 90254 

Agamore2@yahoo.com 
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October 25, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 South Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop #939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

  RE:  CAT PROGRAM 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

Attached please find SOME of my concerns regarding the requested changes in the 
City of Los Angeles’ feral/stray  cat program. I have maintained a managed feral cat 
colony in the San Pedro Harbor area for more than 37 years. I initially followed the feral 
cat guidelines instituted by the Royal SPCA of of Great Britain. I was appointed by then 
Mayor Tom Bradley to the City of Los Angeles’ original Los Angeles Animal 
Regulation’s (now Los Angeles Animal Services) Feral Cat Committee (1991 - 1995). 

CONCERN: The negative impact of cat feces and urine to our local environment. Fact: 
the Cabrillo Beach Inner Harbor consistently rates “F” ratings by Heal the Bay and other 
highly respected environmental organizations for its dismally toxic condition. No, cats 
are not the only contributors to the unhealthy issue, but the local feral cat colonies have 
unquestionably added to the problem. The Los Angeles Harbor Department and the City 
of Los Angeles spent several hundred thousand dollars cleaning up the sandy shoreline 
of feral cat feces at Cabrillo Beach. The cat colony located there used the beach as 
their giant litter box city employees told us. Unfortunately, polluting cat feces and urine 
(along with dog feces, etc.) flow into the Harbor by untreated storm drain water from 
surrounding city areas. 

CONCERN: As described above, the negative impact of animal waste has caused 
wildlife to suffer! Domoic acid has caused our local pelican population to become ill and 
die. Three years ago, more than 18 pelicans were staggering around the parking lot 
next to my colony. Some were able to barely able fly to the next pier. Some eventually 
were staggering in vehicle traffic on the heavily driven 22nd Street in San Pedro. I called 
the wonderful volunteers at the universally respected INTERNATIONAL BIRD RESCUE 
in San Pedro (310 514-22573) and the caring officers at the City’s  Harbor Animal 
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Shelter because the nearby California Department of Fish and Wildlife (also based on 
22nd Street -- less than one block from the sick wildlife). The traffic was stopped, the 
birds were taken to the bird rescue where they receive appropriate treatment. Following 
up on the condition of the birds, I was told that the effects of domoic acid were the 
cause of their bizarre behavior.    

CONCERN: Confirmed outbreak  of Typhus from fleas. Los Angeles City Hall has 
allegedly suffered an outbreak of Typhus attributed to filthy habitat created by the 
homeless encampment around the area which has attracted rats and other vermin. San 
Pedro’s homeless encampments are immediately adjacent to the Harbor.  Raccoons 
and other vermin have been attracted to there. The fleas living on the raccoons are 
common to cats. Ergo, stray or feral cats have the potential of spreading Typhus. I have 
treated my colony cats with flea treatment. It’s an arduous and expensive procedure.      

CONCERN:  I vehemently oppose any type of relocation program of cats impounded by 
LAAS and given to ANYONE, including any animal “welfare” or “rescue” group! If a cat 
was trapped and taken to one of the six city shelters it was NOT WANTED in the 
location where it was originally trapped. To return it to that original area would almost 
certainly guarantee it would be subject to harm! To relocate the cat to another location 
IS AGAINST THE LAW -- ANIMAL ABANDONMENT!!!  Too often I’ve acquired dumped 
off feral or stray cats by so called cat rescuers without concern for the welfare of the 
cat.       

The Los Animal Services has given many animal rescue or welfare organization 
“PARTNERS”  cats and dogs who have moved these animals to other cities and states 
WITHOUT any follow up on the eventual outcome of the cats/dogs by either Los 
Angeles Animal Services or the animal groups. Any type of document signed by any 
individual or group when given an impounded cat has NO VALUE! The Department 
management has no will or ability to follow up on PROVEN track record for seeking out 
information on the cat’s welfare. 

CONCERN: ALL CATS LEAVING CITY OF LOS ANGELES ANIMAL SERVICES MUST 
BE MICROCHIPPED! AND MANDATORY SPAY/NEUTERED! NO 
EXCEPTIONS!!  Microchips are the “cost of doing business”.  
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Thank you and everyone who has worked on this project. One hopes that the ultimate 
welfare of the cats is foremost objective in the program’s final resolution. 

 Sincerely, 

Judy Cairns 
P.O. Box 826 San Pedro, CA 90732 
562-485-8313



10/04/2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Dear Dr. Jan Rebstock, 

I am writing to express my support for implementation of the proposed Citywide Cat Program (“CCP”), 
E1907610. I have been a resident of the City of Los Angeles for 5 years, and an active volunteer with 
Kitty Bungalow Charm School, an independent 501(c)3 in South Los Angeles working in the local 
community for cat & kitten rescue, TNR, working cat placement and adoptions for 3 years. I am excited 
about the effort of the CCP and believe that the larger support from the City of Los Angeles in reducing 
the cat overpopulation on our city streets and providing affordable and accessible spay/neuter for 
residents’ pets and community cats alike is both necessary and long overdue. I would love to see the 
program implemented as it is laid out in section ES.2 of the draft EIR.  

In the effort towards making Los Angeles a “no-kill” city, the Citywide Cat Program will aid in saving 
thousands of lives by stemming the breeding cycle and, in turn, preventing the needless euthanizing of 
cats and kittens. TNR halts disruptive mating behaviors—like yowling, spraying, roaming, and territorial 
fighting—so community cats and people can coexist peacefully. It is the ethical and humane solution to 
diffusing cat conflict and litters of kittens, period. Additionally, less free-roaming cats means reduced 
harmful environmental impact, such as flea-borne disease and over-predation of native wildlife. I realize 
that our local wildlife populations may be negatively impacted by large feral domestic cat populations, 
and TNR is the only solution that will humanely reduce the cat population, and thereby protect our 
precious wildlife populations. The help from the city in this endeavor is invaluable as the work of charities 
has clearly not been sufficient in both protecting our communities from diseases that feral cats spread, 
protecting our wildlife, and protecting our existing and future cats.  

There is, however, one aspect of the proposal that I would request be addressed. The 1-mile radius 
protection boundary around areas designated as “environmentally sensitive” (ESA) may be an 
ineffectively large radius, causing large swaths of neighborhoods to overlap between designated ESAs, 
potentially cutting off areas that may benefit from TNR and free-roaming cat management. Obviously, 
every stakeholder wants this program to be effective, and if too much of the city is protected for these 
programs to be effectively implemented, then we will not see the results that we desire. This is a clear 
and obvious flaw in the plan, as effectiveness (alongside humane treatment of all of our animal 
populations) needs to be the #1 concern. 

By adopting an official position on TNR, affordable spay/neuter, a community cat management program, 
and partnering with the numerous grassroots organizations, volunteer-led programs and independent 
rescuers, the cats and residents of Los Angeles can have a safe and happy coexistence with a manageable 
population. 
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As a dedicated member of an organization already working in communities that need our assistance, 
additional support from the Citywide Cat Program will enhance our outreach efforts and emphasize the 
life-saving work that we do.  

This year to date, Kitty Bungalow has rescued, adopted out, and TNR’d over 1000 cats. Imagine the 
number of cats that could be helped with the increased resources that only a local government can 
provide? Charity work is not enough, as evidenced by the sickening number of cats that are euthanized 
and the wildlife killed by feral cats every year. The senseless deaths of all of these animals can truly be 
prevented with your help. We have seen the results of City help regarding dog populations, and it is long 
overdue that the City of Los Angeles similarly supports our cat populations as well. 

Thank you for your time, and for the opportunity to comment on & support such a necessary program for 
the City of Los Angeles. 

Sincerely,  

Katie Tisch 

142 S Wetherly Drive 

Los Angeles, CA 90048 
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Hello, 

I’m a resident of Lake Balboa, CA--as well as a local business owner--and am writing in support of the 
proposed Community Cat Program in LA which would offer free spay and neuter for community cats, as 
well as companion cats. 

I was unable to attend the October 7 meeting, but wanted to express my thoughts in relation to the 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Community Cat Program in LA. 

I fully agree that TNR should be the city's official policy and preferred method of dealing with the free-
roaming cat population, including the details below: 

1. Directly engage in spaying or neutering, or make the spaying or neutering of cats more affordable
by allowing the City to provide funds by means of free or discounted spay or neuter coupons or
other City, public, or grant funds to subsidize the spaying and neutering of any cat in the City of
Los Angeles to prevent them from having litters of kittens, regardless of the cat’s status as either
owned pet, stray, or feral. This includes spay and neuter of free-roaming cats that may be returned
by their caretakers or a rescue organization to where they were found, relocated to a working cat
program, or adopted.

My husband and I have seen various community cats in need of spay/neuter services and medical 
attention and have rescued, cared for, and adopted 6 cats living in and around our own yard since 
purchasing our Lake Balboa home in 2004. This included TNR for 4 cats that appeared to be feral, but were 
then socialized and lived inside. We realize that this is a tiny portion of the thousands of cats in Los Angeles 
that are in need of TNR. 

We have also supported others in their rescue efforts and hope that the city will support TNR efforts and 
humane treatment of all cats. 

Thank you, 

Kristine Ashton-Magnuson 

Ashton-Magnuson Media 

7915 Amestoy Ave. 

Lake Balboa, CA 91406 
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Kristine@am-media.net 

(818) 996-2496
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To whom it may concern, 

According to the Los Angeles County Animal Care website – animalcare.lacounty.gov/dacc-mission, the 
Mission, Vision and Values of the Los Angeles County Animal Care & Control leads the nation in 
protecting people and animals through compassionate care, community education, proactive 
intervention, and effective enforcement.  

For the purposes of my supporting a Citywide Cat Program, I want to focus and emphasize UPON the 
VALUES of LA County’s mission statement, namely COMPASSION, SAFETY and SUSTAINABILITY and the 
Animal Care Agencies commitment to “Ensure every unwanted or homeless pet has a safe place to go 
for shelter and care. DACC care centers will not turn away animals in need of assistance.” No where in 
this mission statement does it state that feral cats are exempt from receiving the same Socially 
Conscious consideration, whether sheltered or otherwise.  

I am proud of the City’s Department of Animal Services (LAAS) ongoing efforts to evolve into the type of 
agency that serves animals in need with COMPASSION and DIGNITY and for being the VOICE that has 
been so desperately needed for so long. Taking a firm stand in of support the Citywide Cat Program by 
implementing official public policies of TNR outreach, education, and training I believe, will set a 
precedent across the nation for other Animal Care Agencies to join in the Socially Conscious effort to 
assist Feral Cat Organizations, supporters, feeders, and ferals themselves, who by no fault of their own, 
are homeless and forced to live on the streets.  

In reviewing the reports impact the feral cats have on the environment, I simply want to say that my 
family and I have experienced and been victims of unwanted destructive behavior, crime, filth, and 
neighborhood deterioration due to the growing population of homeless persons living in the vicinity. 
I would much rather co-exist with feral cats that are TNR’d and fed by feeders or by neighbors.    

I strongly support ES.2.1 Project Objectives, TNR, feral cat organizations, the feeding of ferals by feeders 
and/or caring individuals, and the City of Los Angeles participation, support, and engaging in TNR, spay 
and neuter clinics, funding, outreach, education, and collaboration with organizations that engage in 
TNR.  

I DO NOT support most to the No Project Alternative but most especially…. 

I DO NOT support prohibiting the City to engage in TNR, facilitating TNR, or any of its related resources 
or programs.  

I DO NOT support ES.8.1 No Project Alternative #4: Enact a feeding ban as it is in direct contradiction of 
the Animal Services mission statement to provide and protect animals with COMPASSION, SAFETY, and 
SUSTAINABILITY. Worse yet, it is intentionally cruel and inhumane. Enforcing a feeding ban will then 
force feral cats to hunt for food. It will lead to unnecessary illness and suffering. There is absolutely no 
human dignity in allowing any animal to go hungry or suffer for any reason.  

I DO NOT support Alternative #12: Trap and euthanize free roaming cats. Again, this is in direct 
contradiction of Animal Services mission statement to provide and protect animals with COMPASSION, 
SAFETY, and SUSTAINABILTY. Animal Services is a strong voice for animals and is committed to moving 
forward and engaging in positive outcomes and resolutions. Why would they want to go backwards?  

Liz Hernandez 
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1619 Westmont Drive 
San Pedro, CA 90732 
10-27-19 



Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Re: City Cat Program 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

As an animal lover, cat rescue-agency volunteer, colony caretaker, and trapper; I am grateful to the City 
of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering for their hard work and research resulting in a proposal for a much 
needed City Cat Program.  I support the proposed program that is a positive step in the direction of our 
city’s compassionate move toward “no kill” and our common goal of reducing the unwanted pets in our 
shelters and number of community cats.  I believe, however, having fewer restrictions in the Program’s 
implementation, some of which is noted and explained by Dona Cosgrove, President and Founder, CEO 
of Feral Cat Caretaker’s Coalition, in her letter to the Bureau of Engineering, would further improve its 
effectiveness. As a tax paying citizen, I do not support the killing of community cats in shelters.   

Management of colonies in environmentally sensitive areas (ESAs) and buffer zones should be 
encouraged rather than excluded/limited to help facilitate an expedient and humane reduction of stray 
and feral cats in these areas.  Allowing flexibility in the management process will improve effectiveness 
while exclusion/process restrictions tie the hands of those committed to the common goal and thus fails 
by resulting in a population explosion from either poor or lack of consistent management where it is 
deemed most needed. 

For example, the cat colony I have managed for the past eleven years has been reduced from 36 to 7.  
Of the current seven, only two from the original colony remain.  This work has many challenges and 
costs. Sometimes there is blow back from those who need to be educated about the value of TNR in 
reaching our common goal of fewer stray, feral and thus unwanted pets that burden our city shelters.  
Those of us in the field could be more effective without the fear of repercussions, with fewer restrictions 
and more support.  Yes, for example, let’s make no-fee spay/neuter and humane traps available to 
certified trappers when they are expressly used for TNR. 

Page 1 
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Given our compassionate nature, there are important laws to protect animals and especially cats and 
dogs from inhumane treatment.  Cats are pets in nearly fifty percent of all households that have pets.  
Anecdotally, pets often become an important part of the family and are regarded as such.  Irresponsible, 
misinformed and maybe financially challenged folks sometimes abandon, “dump,” cats in local parks or 
other places where colonies form.  The counter balance to this negative behavior is a stellar army of 
compassionate volunteers who love cats and who take time out of their busy lives to provide an 
essential community service.  They not only care for these abandoned cats but make every effort to trap 
these loved animals, take them to veterinarians at their own expense and have them medically checked 
and fixed.  If the cats are assessed to be adoptable, every effort is made to get them adopted.  As a 
result of humane, community supported and voluntary intervention the cat population in these areas is 
reduced.  By us all working together in collaboration we can make a difference in reaching our common 
goal of fewer community and unwanted pets.   

Education is the key to removing a negative mindset instilled in folks having a negative attitude toward 
cats brought on by years of misinformation/misunderstanding about the TNR process and cats and cat 
behavior in general.  A well fed and cared for community cat eliminates its need to kill to survive for 
example.  We need education to not only teach the importance of spay/neuter but to help alleviate the 
outdated stigma attached to free roaming cats and increase respect for all animals with whom we share 
our communities and learn ways to live in harmony with them.  

While the City and County of Los Angeles grapple with the best course for dealing with cats in the 
community, one of the best answers continues to be dedicated volunteers working in collaboration with 
stake holders to practice TNR to help put an end to inhumane and cruel means of dealing with 
community cats like mass extermination and slow death starvation.   

I would like to receive a notice when the Final EIR is available.  Please add me to the project mailing list. 

Sincerely, 
Lynn Grosch 
1619 Westmont Drive 
San Pedro, CA 90732 
Cell: (424) 210-9936 
lynnspurride@yahoo.com 
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4705 Franklin Avenue 

Apartment 4 

Los Angeles CA  90027 

October 25, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles 

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 

Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Sent via email: jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

My husband and I would like to officially voice our support for the community cat program as proposed 

in 2006, and support this becoming the city's official policy and preferred method of dealing with the 

free-roaming cat population.  As a lifelong animal lover, it took me some time to understand why feral 

cats needed to be treated differently than other cats. But I have learned that, sadly, bringing a feral cat to 

a shelter is a death sentence. These are not cats that can be rehomed. However, they CAN be cared for 

and loved by their caretakers. The most humane way to reduce the feral and community cat population is 

the TNR (Trap/Neuter/Release) model.  

The only argument against TNR seems to be that cats can be destructive to native wildlife. Yes, cats can 

kill birds; they can also kill rats, and in a city currently undergoing a major rat infestation, putting these 

cats to work seems like a win/win for all of us. Euthanizing these animals will reduce the amount of 

predators for rats, mice, etc., as well as reducing the food source for predators like coyotes (another 

natural rat predator as well).  

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
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But even without the current rat crisis, it has been shown time and time again that the only way to truly 

reduce the amount of animals in shelters is through spay/neuter. It’s also vital that not only the 

community/feral cats are sterilized, but pets throughout Los Angeles county. The amount of animals 

euthanized in our shelters in shameful. We can and should do better.  

Sincerely, 

Melody King & Lawrence Hennigan 
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TO:  Jan Green Rebstock 

FROM:  Michele P. Schultz 

RE:  Cat Program 

DATE:  19 September 2019 

As I caregiver for a (neutered) community cat whom I love dearly, I urge you to implement the proposed 
Trap-Neuter-Return-Monitor (TNRM) in Los Angeles.  TNRM is a proven program to humanely manage 
community cat colonies. 

Community cats are not pests.  They are intelligent, sentient beings who can form strong bonds with 
humans and pet cats, even if many of them can never be successfully turned into “inside” cats.  They 
deserve to live out their lives in dignity.  Through TNRM, this can be achieved while humanely breaking 
the cycle of population growth. 

In the name of my good buddy Harper, I ask you to implement TNRM and associated educational and 
veterinary services throughout Los Angeles. 

Thank you. 

Michele P. Schultz 

1322 Holmby Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA  90024 
310-441-9792
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 9/14/19 

2123 Duane St. 

Los Angeles 

CA, 90039 

To: Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

Please consider outreach programs and education specific to Skilled Nursing Facilities (SNF) 

administration.  I work at Sierra View Care Center in Baldwin Park.  There was at one point 30+ 

homeless cats.  Some of those patients really love those cats and depend on them for their 

well-being.  If only the facility were educated enough to have them TNR and truly educate the 

staff and patients on caring for the community cats, the population would be monitored.  I 

attempted to reach out for help from TNR programs, however had a difficult time since all the 

programs do not have Baldwin Park as a location they served. I wished a program came to my 

work to educate the importance of TNR and ways that the community cats can co-exist with the 

facility and patients.  The administrator asked maintenance to buy traps.  Those traps were 

used to catch the cats then they were released somewhere else away from the location.  When 

I found out, I submitted an anonymous complaint to the Baldwin Park Animal Shelter and they 

got involved.  The cats trapped were sent to the shelter, which, since they were feral, probably 

had a poor chance at a second home and most likely euthanized.   

Please consider my comment and thank you, 

Patricia M 
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Rachel Buhner 
1437 ½ N. Las Palmas Ave. 

Los Angeles, CA 90028 

Alley Cat Rescue strongly supports the reintroduction of TNR into the Los Angeles community and the 
humane reduction of the city’s population of feral cats. Communities throughout the country have 
shown that TNR programs result in fewer cats entering and being euthanized in shelters, fewer cats on 
the streets, and a decrease in neighborhood complaints. However, these programs are only successful 
when they are allowed to operate freely and without unnecessary restrictions.  

The proposed Citywide Cat Program currently includes a feeding ban in Environmentally Sensitive Areas 
and a one-mile buffer zone around these areas. These areas comprise a significant portion of the city, 
and the proposed restrictions on feeding within these areas would make trapping feral cats living there 
nearly impossible. Regularly scheduled feeding prior to trapping is necessary in order to acclimatize cats 
to feeding schedules, which eventually results in them entering traps. Thus, limiting feeding to the 
baiting of traps will lead to fewer cats captured. Furthermore, ACR finds that limiting feeding hours is 
overly restrictive, as any feeding is required to be supervised and limited to 30 minutes increments. 
Ultimately, these restrictions hinder the ability to perform TNR in these areas, and failing to trap cats 
living there would prevent them from being spayed or neutered, leaving them to breed indiscriminately 
and continuing to add to the feral cat population. 

Therefore, in order to establish a robust and successful TNR program in Los Angeles, ACR respectfully 
requests for the removal of Environmentally Sensitive Areas and the related exclusion zones from the 
proposal. ACR strongly believes that efforts to manage community cats throughout the city should not 
be hindered by unnecessary restrictions, and restrictions such as ESAs will severely incumber the 
efficacy of TNR programs throughout Los Angeles. 

ACR hopes that the City will accept our suggestions in the cooperative spirit in which they are offered. 
We are thrilled at the prospect of reintroducing TNR to Los Angeles and support the Program 
wholeheartedly, with the addition of the minor changes outlined above, which would make it easier to 
implement as well as its goals more achievable.  

We fully agree with the City’s assessment that TNR is the preferred method of dealing with the free-
roaming cat population and we look forward to actively working with the Department of Animal Services 
to help cats, kittens, wildlife, public health and civic harmony in our great city.   
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Susan Lawson 

6312 Arrowhead Pl 

Los Angeles, CA 90068 

September 18, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles 

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 

Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Dear Ms. Green Rebstock, 

I am writing to tell you I fully support the proposed Citywide Cat Program (E1907610).  This is 
a huge leap forward in humanely and more successfully managing the city’s free-roaming cat 
populations. 

The proposed program’s approach of Trap-Neuter-Return-Monitor is the only proven humane 
and effective method that the ASPCA recognizes for managing community cat colonies.  The 
inclusion of funding for free or discounted spay/neuter services and education to the public and 
animal services staff on cat management programs is vitally important to making this program 
successful. 

Sincerely, 

Susan Lawson 
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October 21, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City Of Los Angeles, Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

I attended the public meeting in Los Angeles regarding the EIR and TNR. 

I would like to comment that we definitely need to re-instate TNR for Los Angeles County.  I already 
foster for ASPCA, as well as donate to Fix Nation, Stray Cat Alliance and ASPCA on a regular basis.  This 
year was terrible in terms of the amount of feral kittens that were picked up throughout the community. 
Since much of Los Angeles is urban, I don’t see the cats being a threat to rare bird species.  I don’t see 
any other viable solution for cat over-population than TNR.  It needs to happen quickly.  We also need 
clinics for TNR.  The Pasadena Humane Society and Fix Nation are booked a couple of months out.  I 
recently took a friend’s cat in for spaying and vaccinating and paid out-of-pocket for all of it and it 
totaled over $300.00 after blood-testing and related expenses.  While I can afford it, many residents 
cannot and I feel for the elderly and low-income residents that want to spay their pets. 

Please consider the impact returning to TNR for the sake of the multitudes of feral cats roaming our 
streets. The situation is dire and time is of the essence. 

While I don’t live in the City Of Los Angeles, I was born in Los Angeles and work closely with cat rescue in 
the area. 

Thank you for listening to all the comments. 

Regards, 

Sylvia Fino 
515 Magnolia Street 
South Pasadena, CA 91030 
latinacat@earthlink.net 
626-808-5113
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles,
Public Works Bureau of Engineering, Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

mailto:latinacat@earthlink.net
mailto:latinacat@earthlink.net
390503
Typewritten Text
SF-1

390503
Line



Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

As a resident of the city of Los Angeles, I am writing to urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support 
trap/neuter/return as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of free roaming cats. 

I am very much in favor of the proposed Citywide Cat Program that is currently in the Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) public review period.    

Trap/neuter/return (TNR) programs have a positive impact on neighborhoods by reducing the 
community cat populations humanely and cost effectively. These free-roaming cats are already in the 
community, therefore the spaying/neutering of these cats has a favorable impact.  Additionally, TNR 
programs foster a mutually beneficial relationship between city residents and public agencies. 
I also support the proposed use of city facilities to provide educational programming on any animal 
related topic, including free-roaming cats. 

It is also important to that the program includes changes to the City administrative and municipal codes 
related to accessing funds from the City’s Animal Sterilization Fund to spay/neuter community cats 
(free-roaming).  We only support waiving cat trap rental fees if the intended use is for TNR.  

As a resident and city taxpayer, I support funding the Citywide Cat Program because I want to know 
that my taxes are going to humane efforts to manage cat populations and I do NOT support the killing 
of community cats in shelters. 

I support TNR programs and know that they have helped manage the city cat population and save many 
cats from being killed in LA shelters.  I appreciate that the city works collaboratively with rescue 
organizations to save the lives of cats in our community. 

Sincerely, 

Zoë Nissen 

301 North Alvarado St. #110 
Los Angeles, CA 90026 

805-404-789
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October 27, 2019 

FROM:  Joy Rasmussen, Owner, several Los Angeles properties 
including 12 plex located at 4253 Broadway, behind Hawthorne Mall 
P.O. Box 775813 
Steamboat Springs, Colorado 80477 
Phone: 970-846-8678 
Cell: joy@mybrokers.com 

TO: 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 
cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 
proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 
also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 
feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 
active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 
restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 
potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following 
areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of
Los Angeles off limits.

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined
as children, the elderly and those with compromised immune
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systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR 
and be unenforceable.

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

A few years ago I experienced the TNR program first hand.  I discovered 
that one of the properties I own was beginning to see an increase in cats, 
specifically kittens in an area that was behind the Hawthorne Mall.  My 
discovery, upon looking further into the situation was that many people 
simply “dump” their cats at this location for no reason but as an 
inhumane act to rid themselves of a problem.  Some of these cats were 
coming to our property.   

Not wanting to see any of these meet their death, I began the search to 
find a humane way to get them fostered or adopted out.  That is when I 
discovered the “Trap, neuter, release” program that is a network of 
individuals who work tirelessly to cut down the population of cats.  I was 
able to contact several of the individuals who give of their time to trap the 
kittens and cats that were beginning to populate on my property.   

It was a huge success.  I was happy to donate the needed funds to 
provide to the gals who came to my property in the middle of the night or 
during the day (cats are obviously nocturnal and it was critical to give 
them access at any time to do their job) and they were able to trap the 
cats and foster them out and/or release them back once they were 
spayed and/or neutered.  This has significantly cut down on the 
population of any cats whatsoever on my property and I believe it is a 
method that works especially with removing any restrictions to allow 
people who care to do their job of volunteering to make a difference in 
eliminating the inhumane treatment of unwanted animals.  After all, these 
are VOLUNTEERS and the gals I work with are only able to do this work 
around their schedules – of being a Mom, working 2 jobs, working night 
school, or working graveyard shifts.  The cats are fed 2x/daily, given 
water and food generally paid for by the volunteers and the cats depend 
on a wide variety of people to help them survive and live out their lives.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 
their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

Please contact me if you would like a first-hand testimony of my belief in 
NOT placing restrictions on this much needed program in Los Angeles.

Joy Rasmussen
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Lorraine Gardner 
432 S. Barrington Ave #10 
Los Angeles, CA 
310-476-9112

October 15, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles, Public Works Bureau of 
Engineering, EMG 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, MS 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 
RE:  Cat Program 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

As a resident of the city of Los Angeles, I am writing to express my strong support for the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program. 

I am very much in favor of the proposed 2017 Citywide Cat Program that is currently in the 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) open comment period.   Trap/neuter/return (TNR) programs have a 
positive impact on neighborhoods by reducing the community cat populations humanely and cost 
effectively. These free-roaming cats are already in the community, therefore the spaying/neutering of 
these cats has a favorable impact.  Additionally, TNR programs foster a mutually beneficial relationship 
between city residents and public agencies. 

I also support the proposed use of city facilities to provide educational programming on any animal 
related topic, including free-roaming cats.It is also important that the program includes changes to the 
City administrative and municipal codes related to accessing funds from the City’s Animal Sterilization 
Fund to spay/neuter community cats (free-roaming).  We only support waiving cat trap rental fees if the 
intended use is for TNR. 

As a resident and city taxpayer, I support funding the Citywide Cat Program because I want to know that 
my taxes are going to humane efforts to manage cat populations and I do NOT support the killing of 
community cats in shelters. 

I support Stray Cat Alliance and their TNR programs and know that they have helped manage the city cat 
population and save many cats from being killed in LA shelters.  I appreciate that the city works 
collaboratively with Stray Cat Alliance and other rescue organizations to save the lives of cats in our 
community. 
Sincerely, 

Lorraine Gardner 
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Marianne Gadhia 
12701 Moorpark St., #112 

Studio City, CA 9164 
(818) 634-5365

October 27, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

Dear Dr. Rebstock 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

I am happy that the report favors what everyone who TNRs knows, that it is the most 
effective and only humane way to keep the feral cat population down and if there are less 
free roaming cats, in theory, it should please the Audobon Society as it might translate 
into less birds falling to predation. 

More and more research shows that really it is not the cats that are killing all the birds 
and as some states have come to realize, it’s best if the opposing interests work together, 
it’s better for everyone – this was done in Oregon with success.  I hope that in the future 
cats will be dealt a fair hand as to the science and research out there and that the shelters 
can have the opportunity to educate the public at every level and this would include the 
truth about cats and birds.  There appears to be lots of studies recently highlighting that 
development/loss of habitat, wind energy, air travel, pollution, global warming and lack 
of food contribute to the decline of birds – cats are oftentimes a convenient scapegoat that 
gets blamed for the decline of every native species.  As an example, Australia who has 
recently resorted to dropping poisonous sausages out of the sky is well aware that culling 
leads to more cats, yet they are doing it anyway.  It is barbaric, backward, and won’t 
work.  Please see below link on bird decline: 
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 https://cornellsun.com/2019/09/26/ornithologists-birdwatchers-uncover-staggering-
magnitude-of-bird-population-decline/?fbclid=IwAR2ZylGgh7Fp5NfFcNdJeUYYMsB-
sPSIcD9cjXK1IHTiY3Onq-hrO-BR7KM 

Here is an interesting study: 

https://www.alleycat.org/resources/the-wisconsin-study-bad-science-costs-cats-
lives/?fbclid=IwAR36yUaN6WNIhhViEdeVlbGzDgGyGgL2yHWV_8m6woBcVeos_Sx
P1Sv8-aQ 

I also would like to get the hysteria out of toxoplasmosis and cats ;according to the CDC 
birds carry it as well, and rabies is so rare in cats, and then there are the fleas which all 
the other critters have as well. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs 
from the desires and goals of the city and the public.  Restricting TNR activities from 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 
39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits – the cat overpopulation is everywhere and a 
huge effort is needed to bring it under control.  Those of us who practice TNR cannot 
possibly control the population and in the big picture there really are not than many of us 
who do it and we are completely worn out and overworked.  We need the city and 
outreach into every corner of the City along with humane education to even begin to 
make a dent.   

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable – this won’t work as the cats, once 
again, are everywhere and TNR would benefit these populations.  You can put flea 
control in the cat’s food and the cats don’t carry anything contagious – though ringworm 
is contagious you aren’t going to get close enough to a feral cat to catch it.  They can get 
their vaccinations and flea drops when being sterilized. 

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats – this is almost impossible, many people 
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who feed the cats are often not the ones that live there as in many areas the people who 
live there argue over the cats or don’t care – you find this in poor underfunded areas 
where people don’t have access to TNR and/or don’t have transportation even if they 
want to do something about it.  Many who rescue, feed and TNR are doing it in areas 
they don’t live in.  A positive stance has to be put forward to get people in their own 
neighborhoods to want to cooperate in this humane effort or they won’t bother. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.    

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles – we can’t wait much longer- us or the cats who 
desperately need our help.    

Sincerely,  

Marianne Gadhia 
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Nicholas Brokaw
18540 Plummer St #237
Northridge, CA 91324
nibroka@aol.com

October 27, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat 
Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

THIS PROGRAM HAS THE POTENTIAL TO ALLEVIATE THE NEEDLESS SUFFERING OF THOUSANDS UPON 
THOUSANDS OF CATS, ANIMALS AND HUMANS WHO MUST DEAL WITH THE NEVER-ENDING PROBLEMS 
OF FERAL CAT AND KITTEN OVERPOPULATION AND THE EMOTIONAL TRAUMA THAT COMES FROM 
HAVING TO WITNESS THIS SUFFERING.

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full 
support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities happier 
as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-
roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR 
program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those 
who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones,

rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with

compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility on

when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for improvement to 

the project. 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los 

Angeles. 

Sincerely,

Nicholas Brokaw
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Eliza Johansen 
2741 S. Harcourt Ave 

LA CA 90016 

Greetings, I came to the meeting earlier this month and I agree with the 
stray cat alliance talking points on the cat program. I have otherwise one 
GRAND Concern with the fact that LAAS does not enforce the spay/
neuter laws that have been in place for something like a decade. This is 
obviously the other side of the coin to accomplish the goals of the Cat 
Program and imperative if the city expects volunteers to keep giving 
their time to unpaid community TNR work.  

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact 
of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as 
the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 
also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 
feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 
active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 
restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 
potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR: 
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· Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los
Angeles off limits.

· Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined
as children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems -
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be
unenforceable.

· Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 
their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 

Sincerely, 

Eliza Johansen
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Appendix T 
Citywide Cat Program Environmental Impact Report 

Public Comments on Draft EIR: 
Interested Parties and Individuals – Form Letters





T1. Form Letter Category 1 





October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an
Environmentally Sensitive Area;

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats.

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

Sincerely, 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213  

            Re:      Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to 
the request for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of 
the proposed Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of 
Los Angeles. I have also been doing TNR in LA County for more than 20 years and have TNR’d 
approximately 2000 cats. I support the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly 
concerned with the negative impact that specific elements of the Program would have on the 
ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1.      The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2.      The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3.      The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the 
free-roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program. 

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that 
would require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services 
belongs in this Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a 
matter that should be left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

  

 Sincerely, 

 

Andrea Humberger        

  

 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat program
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648798193553569401&simpl=msg-f%3A16487981935… 2/2



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Re: Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648764645726197860&simpl=msg-f%3A16487646457… 1/1



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles 

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 

Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213  

            Re:      Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1.      The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2.      The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3.      The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program. 

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

  

                                                                                       Sincerely, 

Ester Moscati and Michael Leahy  
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October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an
Environmentally Sensitive Area;

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats.

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

Sincerely, 
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October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an
Environmentally Sensitive Area;

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats.

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

Sincerely, 



O. .....  28, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213  
               Re:         Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 
 
I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to 
the request for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of 
the proposed Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of 
Los Angeles. I support the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned 
with the negative impact that specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to 
control and reduce the feral and stray cat population in our city. Specifically, these are: 
 
1.      The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of 
an Environmentally Sensitive Area; 
 
2.      The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 
 
3.      The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 
 
All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the 
free-roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program. 
 
In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that 
would require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services 
belongs in this Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a 
matter that should be left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Gwendolyn Mathers 



October 28, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

           Re:     Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610)

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock,

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to 
the request for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of 
the proposed Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of 
Los Angeles. I support the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned 
with the negative impact that specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to 
control and reduce the feral and stray cat population in our city. Specifically, these are:

1.      The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area;

2.      The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and

3.      The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats.

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the 
free-roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that 
would require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services 
belongs in this Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a 
matter that should be left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners.

 

                                                                                      Sincerely,

Jenny Ho

 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 

Jesec Griffin
          1452 Fairbanks Pl

                   Los Angeles, CA 90026



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works, 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 
6th Floor, 
Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the 
freeroaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.

 In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that 
would require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

Sincerely,

Jo Ventresca
Kitten Rescue





October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 

Nicole Thomson



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



October 28, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

           Re:     Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610)

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock,

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in 
response to the request for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that 
evaluates the impact of the proposed Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of 
stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support the comments submitted by 
Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that specific 
elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and 
stray cat population in our city. Specifically, these are:

1.      The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one 
mile of an Environmentally Sensitive Area;

2.      The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile 
of an Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are 
present; and

3.      The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats.

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at 
reducing the free-roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the 
Program.

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal 
Code that would require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of 
Animal Services belongs in this Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with 
the environment, and is a matter that should be left to the Board of Animal Services 
Commissioners.

 

Sincerely,

Shannah Tenner

24834 Eilat Street

Woodland Hills, CA 91367



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 

Stephaine Boltjes



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648763981699445728&simpl=msg-f%3A16487639816… 1/1



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an
Environmentally Sensitive Area;

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats.

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

Sincerely, 





T2. Form Letter Category 2 





10/30/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - YES!! I support the LA CAT PLAN!!!

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648318179565425945&simpl=msg-f%3A16483181795… 1/1



11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648419480721564214&simpl=msg-f%3A1648419480721564214 1/2



11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648419480721564214&simpl=msg-f%3A1648419480721564214 2/2



 

 

To Whom It May Concern::

Introduction

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)to 
reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los Angeles and the 
challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health and safety.   The Report 
is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of the problems and concerns of all 
parties associated with managing and controlling both feral and domestic cat populations.

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming 
cat”population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrarylawsuit filed against the City by special interest and 
politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   This misguided course of 
inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not provided a comprehensivesolution to 
the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being needlessly destroyed using tax dollars. 

My conclusions from the study

 Suspe� nsion of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter& Return) does not work!
 The� re is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, unowned cats) 
that they may transmit diseasesto other animals and possibly humans.   No correlation was found for 
this assumption in the DEIR.
My recommendations to the City

 The�  City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which would subsidize the 
cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community groups and concerned citizens who 
are willing to donate their time to TNR. 
 The�  city should consider the fact that fire fightersare not required to cover the cost of water needed to 
extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community groups, and even rescues groups, 
willing to help control the number of free roaming cats and reduce the burden on our city shelters. 
To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free roaming cats, 
the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as the preferred policy in 
the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the LAAS only in extreme cases 
where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill.

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the “Citywide Cat 
Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible program, which also 
benefits the citizens of Los Angeles. 

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action.

Sincerely,



Alex Stein

1200 N Alvarado st, 

Los Angeles, CA 

90026

Sent from my iPhone
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To Whom It May Concern:: 

Introduction

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral 
and domestic cat populations.

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming 
cat” population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special 
interest and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   
This misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not 
provided a comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being 
needlessly destroyed using tax dollars. 

My conclusions from the study

 Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work!

 There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR.

My recommendations to the City

 The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which 
would subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community 
groups and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR. 

 The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescue groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming cats 
and reduce the burden on our city shelters. 

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the 
LAAS only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill. 

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles. 

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action.

Sincerely,

Alyssa Birkland

1457 S Westgate Ave

Los Angeles CA 90025
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Dr. Jan Green Rebstock:

Introduction

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral 
and domestic cat populations.

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming 
cat” population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special 
interest and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   
This misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not 
provided a comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being 
needlessly destroyed using tax dollars. 

My conclusions from the study

 Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work!

 There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR.

My recommendations to the City

 The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which 
would subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community 
groups and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR. 

 The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescues groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming 
cats and reduce the burden on our city shelters. 

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the 
LAAS only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill. 

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles. 

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action.

Sincerely,

Anna Stopa 

4613 Jacques St. Torrance, CA 90503

 
 







To Whom It May Concern:: 

Introduction

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral and 
domestic cat populations.

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming cat” 
population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special interest 
and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   This 
misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not provided a 
comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being needlessly 
destroyed using tax dollars. 

My conclusions from the study

 Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work!

 There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR.

My recommendations to the City

 The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which would 
subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community groups 
and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR. 

 The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescue groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming cats 
and reduce the burden on our city shelters. 

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free roaming 
cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as the 
preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the LAAS 
only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill. 

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the “Citywide 
Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible program, 
which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles. 

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action.

Sincerely,

Benny Zafrani

3834 Longridge Avenue

Sherman Oaks, CA 91423       



 

To Whom It May Concern:: 

Introduction

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral 
and domestic cat populations.

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming 
cat” population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special 
interest and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   
This misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not 
provided a comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being 
needlessly destroyed using tax dollars. 

My conclusions from the study

 Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work!

 There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR.

My recommendations to the City

 The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which 
would subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community 
groups and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR. 

 The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescue groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming cats 
and reduce the burden on our city shelters. 

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the 
LAAS only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill. 

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles. 

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action.

Sincerely,

BRETT COLLINS

4749 DENNY AVE. APT #1

NORTH HOLLYWOOD, CA 91602      
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To Whom It May Concern:

Introduction

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral 
and domestic cat populations.

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming 
cat” population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special 
interest and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   
This misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not 
provided a comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being 
needlessly destroyed using tax dollars. 

My conclusions from the study

 Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work!

 There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR.

My recommendations to the City

 The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which 
would subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community 
groups and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR. 

 The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescues groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming 
cats and reduce the burden on our city shelters. 

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the 
LAAS only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill. 

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles. 

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action.

Sincerely,

Jacquie Navratil

2810 London St. Los Angeles, CA 90026

jacinc@mac.com      

 
 



 

To Whom It May Concern:: 

Introduction

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral and 
domestic cat populations.

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming cat” 
population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special interest 
and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   This 
misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not provided a 
comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being needlessly 
destroyed using tax dollars. 

My conclusions from the study

 Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work!

 There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR.

My recommendations to the City

 The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which would 
subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community groups 
and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR. 

 The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescue groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming cats 
and reduce the burden on our city shelters. 

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free roaming 
cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as the 
preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the LAAS 
only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill. 

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the “Citywide 
Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible program, 
which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles. 

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action.

Sincerely,

CLAUDIA CHIODA

729 E. DORAN ST. #305

GLENDALE, CA 91206      
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To Whom It May Concern:: 

Introduction

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral 
and domestic cat populations.

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming 
cat” population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special 
interest and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   
This misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not 
provided a comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being 
needlessly destroyed using tax dollars. 

My conclusions from the study

 Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work!

 There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR.

My recommendations to the City

 The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which 
would subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community 
groups and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR. 

 The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescues groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming 
cats and reduce the burden on our city shelters. 

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the 
LAAS only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill. 

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles. 

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action.

Sincerely,

Danielle Doscher

925 E. Grinnell Drive, Burbank, CA 91501

 
 



Dr. Jan Green Rebstock:

Introduction

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral 
and domestic cat populations.

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming 
cat” population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special 
interest and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   
This misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not 
provided a comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being 
needlessly destroyed using tax dollars. 

My conclusions from the study

 Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work!

 There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR.

My recommendations to the City

 The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which 
would subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community 
groups and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR. 

 The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescues groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming 
cats and reduce the burden on our city shelters. 

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the 
LAAS only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill. 

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles. 

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action.

Sincerely,

David Hansell

4613 Jacques St. Torrance, CA 90503
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To Whom It May Concern:

Introduction

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral 
and domestic cat populations.

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming 
cat” population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special 
interest and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   
This misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not 
provided a comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being 
needlessly destroyed using tax dollars. 

My conclusions from the study

 Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work!

 There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR.

My recommendations to the City

 The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which 
would subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community 
groups and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR. 

 The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescues groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming 
cats and reduce the burden on our city shelters. 

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the 
LAAS only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill. 

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles. 

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action.

Sincerely,

Jacquie Navratil

2810 London St. Los Angeles, CA 90026

jacinc@mac.com      
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To Whom It May Concern:: 

Introduction

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral and 
domestic cat populations.

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming cat” 
population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special interest 
and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   This 
misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not provided a 
comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being needlessly 
destroyed using tax dollars. 

My conclusions from the study

 Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work!

 There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR.

My recommendations to the City

 The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which would 
subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community groups 
and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR. 

 The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescues groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming cats 
and reduce the burden on our city shelters. 

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free roaming 
cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as the 
preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the LAAS 
only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill. 

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the “Citywide 
Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible program, 
which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles. 

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action.

Sincerely,

Jasmine Ghlijkhani

22929 Cantara st
West Hills, CA 91304      
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 To Whom It May Concern:  
 

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral and 
domestic cat populations. 

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming cat” 
population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special interest 
and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   This 
misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not provided a 
comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being needlessly 
destroyed using tax dollars.  

My conclusions from the study 

• Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work! 

• There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   No 
correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR. 

My recommendations to the City 

• The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which would 
subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community groups 
and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR.  

• The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescues groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming cats 
and reduce the burden on our city shelters.  

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the LAAS 
only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill.  

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles.  

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action. 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey Cook 
2201 Pacific Ave Apt 3B 
Cost Mesa, CA 92627     
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To Whom It May Concern::  

Introduction 

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral 
and domestic cat populations. 

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming 
cat” population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special 
interest and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   
This misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not 
provided a comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being 
needlessly destroyed using tax dollars.  

My conclusions from the study 

• Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work! 

• There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR. 

My recommendations to the City 

• The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which 
would subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community 
groups and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR.  

• The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescues groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming 
cats and reduce the burden on our city shelters.  

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the 
LAAS only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurably ill.  

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles.  

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action. 

Sincerely, 

Jennifer Viola 

1446 N. Benton Way, Los Angeles, CA 90026
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To Whom It May Concern:: 

Introduction

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral 
and domestic cat populations.

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming 
cat” population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special 
interest and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   
This misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not 
provided a comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being 
needlessly destroyed using tax dollars. 

My conclusions from the study

 Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work!

 There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR.

My recommendations to the City

 The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which 
would subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community 
groups and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR. 

 The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescue groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming cats 
and reduce the burden on our city shelters. 

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the 
LAAS only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill. 

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles. 

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Ramos

2830 Lan Franco St.

Los Angeles, CA  90033      
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To Whom It May Concern: 

I have been doing TNR in Los Angeles for 12 years. I TNR and care for a large colony in 
Hollywood as well as several colonies in the Frogtown area. I can attest to the fact that over 
those 12 years, TNR has been successful in keeping the population contained, contributed to 
the overall good health of the cats, mended relations between neighbors that were at odds due 
to the the free-roaming cats and has created more community pride.  I have worked with 
businesses to educate them and to develop a TNR/feeding program, which has lead to good 
neighbor relations and fostered pride in the care-taking of the cats for business owners and 
employees alike. I have seen amazing results due to my TNR efforts and I have been able to 
train others in how to practice TNR on their own.  I have experienced a great reduction in the 
behaviors that cause distress to neighbors; breeding, fighting, hunting, spraying, loud noises, 
territorial behavior-once the cats are TNR'd and the colony is managed.  

After reading the Citywide Cat Plan, my conclusions from the study are as follows.  

• Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work! 

• There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans. No 
correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR. Personal Note: I have never 
transmitted to other cats nor become infected with any disease during my TNR career.  

My recommendations to the City 

• The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which would 
subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community groups and 
concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR. 

• The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of water 
needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community groups, and 
even rescues groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming cats and reduce the 
burden on our city shelters. 

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the 
LAAS only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill. 

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles. 

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action. 

Sincerely, 

Michelene Cherie 

845 S. Mansfield Ave #1 Los Angeles CA 90036 



  

To Whom It May Concern::  

Introduction 

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral 
and domestic cat populations. 

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming 
cat” population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special 
interest and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   
This misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not 
provided a comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being 
needlessly destroyed using tax dollars.  

My conclusions from the study 

• Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work! 

• There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR. 

My recommendations to the City 

• The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which 
would subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community 
groups and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR.  

• The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescue groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming cats 
and reduce the burden on our city shelters.  

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the 
LAAS only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill.  

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles.  

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action. 

Sincerely, 

Michelle R. Blotzer 

23847 Arroyo Park Dr. Apt 513 

Valencia, CA 91355       

  
  
 

 



To Whom It May Concern:

After reading the Citywide Cat Plan, my conclusions from the study are as follows. 

� Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work!

� There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans. No 
correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR. Personal Note: I have never transmitted 
to other cats nor become infected with any disease during my TNR career. 

My recommendations to the City

� The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which would 
subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community groups and 
concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR.

� The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of water 
needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community groups, and even 
rescues groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming cats and reduce the burden 
on our city shelters.

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free roaming 
cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as the 
preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the LAAS 
only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill.

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the “Citywide 
Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible program, 
which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles.

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action.

Sincerely,

Nicholas Lynam

845 S. Mansfield Ave Apt #1 Los Angeles CA 90036 310-709-5942



  

October 24, 2019 

To Whom It May Concern:  

Introduction 

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral 
and domestic cat populations. 

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming 
cat” population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special 
interest and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   
This misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not 
provided a comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being 
needlessly destroyed using tax dollars.  

My conclusions from the study 

• Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work! 

• There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR. 

My recommendations to the City 

• The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which 
would subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community 
groups and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR.  

• The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescues groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming 
cats and reduce the burden on our city shelters.  

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the 
LAAS only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill.  

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles.  

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action. 

Sincerely, 

Persephone C. Harrington 



3205 Los Feliz Boulevard, 1-103 
Los Angeles, CA 90039
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 To Whom It May Concern: 

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral and 
domestic cat populations.

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming cat” 
population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special interest 
and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   This 
misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not provided a 
comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being needlessly 
destroyed using tax dollars. 

My conclusions from the study

 Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work!

 There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   No 
correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR.

My recommendations to the City

 The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which would 
subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community groups 
and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR. 

 The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescues groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming cats 
and reduce the burden on our city shelters. 

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the LAAS 
only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill. 

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles. 

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action.

Sincerely,

Rhiannon Axton
2201 Pacific Ave Apt 3B
Cost Mesa, CA 92627    

 
 



  
To Whom It May Concern::  

Introduction 

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral 
and domestic cat populations. 

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming 
cat” population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special 
interest and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   
This misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not 
provided a comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being 
needlessly destroyed using tax dollars.  

My conclusions from the study 

• Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work! 

• There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR. 

My recommendations to the City 

• The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which 
would subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community 
groups and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR.  

• The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescues groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming 
cats and reduce the burden on our city shelters.  

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the 
LAAS only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill.  

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles.  

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action. 

Sincerely, 

You Name    SASHA PATSENKA 

Your Address      3219 OVERLAND AVE #6183 LOS ANGELES, CA 90034

  
  



 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Introduction

After years of study and research, the City has created a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(DEIR) to reach a responsible solution to the increasing cat population within the City of Los 
Angeles and the challenges inherent in managing this population while maintaining public health 
and safety.   The Report is lengthy, nearly 400 pages, and comprehensive in its identification of 
the problems and concerns of all parties associated with managing and controlling both feral 
and domestic cat populations.

The City suspended its trap, spay and neuter efforts to monitor and control the “free-roaming 
cat” population for the last 9 years due to an arbitrary lawsuit filed against the City by special 
interest and politically powerful groups spearheaded by advocates for various bird species.   
This misguided course of inaction may have produced some limited results, but it has not 
provided a comprehensive solution to the problem at the expense of thousands of cats being 
needlessly destroyed using tax dollars. 

My conclusions from the study

 Suspension of the program of TNR (Trap, Neuter & Return) does not work!

 There is a mistaken assumption about “free-roaming cats” (both feral and domestically, 
unowned cats) that they may transmit diseases to other animals and possibly humans.   
No correlation was found for this assumption in the DEIR.

My recommendations to the City

 The City should immediately reinstate and support a citywide TNR program which 
would subsidize the cost of spay/neuter and vaccinations for rescue groups, community 
groups and concerned citizens who are willing to donate their time to TNR. 

 The city should consider the fact that fire fighters are not required to cover the cost of  
water needed to extinguish a fire. The same should be true for citizens, community 
groups, and even rescues groups, willing to help control the number of free roaming 
cats and reduce the burden on our city shelters. 

To achieve the City’s goals for the “Citywide Cat Program” and reduce the number of free 
roaming cats, the City should add provisions to Alternative 6 to both adopt and support TNR as 
the preferred policy in the humane treatment of cats with the goal of using euthanasia at the 
LAAS only in extreme cases where animals are rabid, mortally injured or incurable ill. 

With these critical measures in place, the City will accomplish their commitments in the 
“Citywide Cat Program” realize a financially viable, publicly acceptable, humanely responsible 
program, which also benefits the citizens of Los Angeles. 

I would urge the City to adopt such a solution and plan of action.

Sincerely,

Sheila Ghlijkhani

22929 Cantara st.
West Hills, CA 91340      
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October 28, 2018

To whom it may concern,

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the human treatment of free 
roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap and KILL and recommend the city subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Alexandra Bowman
9162 manzanar Ave
Downey, CA 90240
562-644-7619



October 28, 2018

To whom it may concern,

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the human treatment of free 
roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap and KILL and recommend the city subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Alexandra Bowman
9162 manzanar Ave
Downey, CA 90240
562-644-7619
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Andrea VanEpps 
11150 Glenoaks Blvd #111 
Pacoima, CA 91331 
andrealynnvanepps@gmail.com 

Oct. 27, 2019 

To Whom it May Concern, 

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy ni 
the humane treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current 
policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.  

Sincerely, 

Andrea VanEpps 

 



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of L.A. to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the 
humane treatment of free roaming cats.

I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill.

The current policy has created an ever growing problem!

Sincerely,

Anna Keeper

2242 Ronda Vista Drive

Los Angeles, CA  90027

213-324-2119.
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10/28/2018

To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 

treatment of free roaming cats. 

I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill, and recommend the City subsidize 

spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Anthony Pinto

4535 Palmero Drive

Los Angeles, CA 90065

(323) 630-3651

tony@tonypinto.net



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNS as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I DO NOT SUPPORT the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City 
subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely, 

Argishti Alexander Marksian , 1136 N Dalton Ave, Azusa CA 91702, 818-279-5202



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNS as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I DO NOT SUPPORT the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City 
subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely, 

Argishti Alexander Marksian , 1136 N Dalton Ave, Azusa CA 91702, 818-279-5202
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October 28, 2019

To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the 

humane treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap 

and kill and recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter

Sincerely,

Carolina Alonge

3463 Division Street

Los Angeles, CA 90065

323-363-2669



October 28, 2019

To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the 

humane treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap 

and kill and recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter

Sincerely,

Carolina Alonge

3463 Division Street

Los Angeles, CA 90065

323-363-2669



To whom it may concern,


I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.


Sincerely,


Caroline Foley

7415 Valaho Ln.

Tujunga, CA 91042



To Whom It May Concern;

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I DO NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the city subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,
Casey Hillman
401 S. Kenmore Ave #403
Los Angeles, CA 90020
323-829-6006



To Whom It May Concern;

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I DO NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the city subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,
Casey Hillman
401 S. Kenmore Ave #403
Los Angeles, CA 90020
323-829-6006
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October 28, 2019

To Whom It May Concern.

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Claudia Sabedra

18814 Stone Canyon Lane

Santa Clarita, CA 91351

661-993-4084



October 28, 2019

To Whom It May Concern.

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Claudia Sabedra

18814 Stone Canyon Lane

Santa Clarita, CA 91351

661-993-4084



11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648673508980709381&simpl=msg-f%3A16486735089… 1/1



11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - TNR

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648671645154612703&simpl=msg-f%3A16486716451… 1/1



October 28, 2019  
 
To Whom it May Concern:  
 
I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
Cristina Molina 
 
9659 Burma Rd  
Pico Rivera CA 90660 
(562)879-4904  
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To Whom it May Concern;

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Deanna Bowerman

8356 Deering Ave., 
Canoga Park, CA, 91304

(818) 269-6334



To Whom it May Concern;

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Deanna Bowerman

8356 Deering Ave., 
Canoga Park, CA, 91304

(818) 269-6334



October 28, 2019

To whom it may concern - the City of Los Angeles should fully support the Trap Neuter Release 
(TNR) program for strays and feral cats in the city. There is no reason that the Trap & Kill policy 
should be favored over the TNR.

Thanks,

Debra Broz
5068 Valley Blvd, Los Angeles, CA 90032
818-261-9613



October 28, 2019

To whom it may concern - the City of Los Angeles should fully support the Trap Neuter Release 
(TNR) program for strays and feral cats in the city. There is no reason that the Trap & Kill policy 
should be favored over the TNR.

Thanks,

Debra Broz
5068 Valley Blvd, Los Angeles, CA 90032
818-261-9613
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To whom it may concern: 

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats . I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and  
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter. 

Sincerely, 
Diana Calderon 
34 S. Mentor Ave. Apt. 205
 Pasadena, CA 91106
(832)518-6447



To whom it may concern: 

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats . I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and  
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter. 

Sincerely, 
Diana Calderon 
34 S. Mentor Ave. Apt. 205
 Pasadena, CA 91106
(832)518-6447



To whom it may concern: 

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats . I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and  
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter. 

Sincerely, 
Diego Zuniga 
34 S. Mentor Ave. Apt. 205
 Pasadena, CA 91106
(323)203-7459



To whom it may concern: 

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats . I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and  
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter. 

Sincerely, 
Diego Zuniga 
34 S. Mentor Ave. Apt. 205
 Pasadena, CA 91106
(323)203-7459
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To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the 

humane treatment of free-roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap 

and kill and recommend the city subsidize spay/neuter.

Thank you,

Elise H. Greven

1521 N. Commonwealth Ave.

LA, CA 90027

212-380-8146



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the 

humane treatment of free-roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap 

and kill and recommend the city subsidize spay/neuter.

Thank you,

Elise H. Greven

1521 N. Commonwealth Ave.

LA, CA 90027

212-380-8146



To Whom It May Concern,

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Frankel

1609 Bruce Court, Los Angeles, CA, 90026

(203)-913-1170



To Whom It May Concern,

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Frankel

1609 Bruce Court, Los Angeles, CA, 90026

(203)-913-1170



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the city subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Ellen Simons
14839 Needles St
North Hills, CA 91343
616-460-5737



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the city subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Ellen Simons
14839 Needles St
North Hills, CA 91343
616-460-5737



Monday, October 28, 2019

To Whom It May Concern;

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the 

humane treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trip 

and kill, and recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Emily Murray

765 Hyperion Ave,

Los Angeles, CA 90029

323-533-9519



Monday, October 28, 2019

To Whom It May Concern;

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the 

humane treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trip 

and kill, and recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Emily Murray

765 Hyperion Ave,

Los Angeles, CA 90029

323-533-9519



To Whom it May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 

treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 

recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Emma Goo

2604 ½ Locksley Place

Los Angeles, CA 90039

(818) 636-0457



To Whom it May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 

treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 

recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Emma Goo

2604 ½ Locksley Place

Los Angeles, CA 90039

(818) 636-0457



To whom it may concern,

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend that the city subsidize spay and neuter.

Sincerely,

Emma Hurme
539 S. Manhattan Place, #307
Los Angeles, CA 90020
310-387-5717



To whom it may concern,

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend that the city subsidize spay and neuter.

Sincerely,

Emma Hurme
539 S. Manhattan Place, #307
Los Angeles, CA 90020
310-387-5717



October 28, 2018

To whom it may concern,

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the human treatment of free 
roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap and KILL and recommend the city subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Erika Z. Bouverie
9076 Gallatin Rd
Downey, CA 90240
925-872-3758



October 28, 2018

To whom it may concern,

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the human treatment of free 
roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap and KILL and recommend the city subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Erika Z. Bouverie
9076 Gallatin Rd
Downey, CA 90240
925-872-3758



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the primary policy when it comes to 
addressing the problem of the homeless cat situation within Los Angeles. TNR is amongst one of 
the most humane and effective approaches to reducing the number of homeless cats on the 
streets. I do not support the current policy of trap and kill and I urge Los Angeles to support and 
subsidize spay/neuter (and other TNR efforts if/as possible). 

Sincerely,
Erin Reynolds

123 S.Figueroa St. 
Los Angeles, CA 90012
213-640-7393
Erin.reynolds@gmail.com



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the primary policy when it comes to 
addressing the problem of the homeless cat situation within Los Angeles. TNR is amongst one of 
the most humane and effective approaches to reducing the number of homeless cats on the 
streets. I do not support the current policy of trap and kill and I urge Los Angeles to support and 
subsidize spay/neuter (and other TNR efforts if/as possible). 

Sincerely,
Erin Reynolds

123 S.Figueroa St. 
Los Angeles, CA 90012
213-640-7393
Erin.reynolds@gmail.com
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October 28, 2018

To whom it may concern,

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the human treatment of free 
roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap and KILL and recommend the city subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Alexandra Bowman
9162 manzanar Ave
Downey, CA 90240
562-644-7619
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Andrea VanEpps 
11150 Glenoaks Blvd #111 
Pacoima, CA 91331 
andrealynnvanepps@gmail.com 

Oct. 27, 2019 

To Whom it May Concern, 

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy ni 
the humane treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current 
policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.  

Sincerely, 

Andrea VanEpps 

 



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of L.A. to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the 
humane treatment of free roaming cats.

I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill.

The current policy has created an ever growing problem!

Sincerely,

Anna Keeper

2242 Ronda Vista Drive

Los Angeles, CA  90027

213-324-2119.
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10/28/2018

To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 

treatment of free roaming cats. 

I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill, and recommend the City subsidize 

spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Anthony Pinto

4535 Palmero Drive

Los Angeles, CA 90065

(323) 630-3651

tony@tonypinto.net



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNS as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I DO NOT SUPPORT the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City 
subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely, 

Argishti Alexander Marksian , 1136 N Dalton Ave, Azusa CA 91702, 818-279-5202



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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October 28, 2019

To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the 

humane treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap 

and kill and recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter

Sincerely,

Carolina Alonge

3463 Division Street

Los Angeles, CA 90065

323-363-2669



To whom it may concern,


I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.


Sincerely,


Caroline Foley

7415 Valaho Ln.

Tujunga, CA 91042



To Whom It May Concern;

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I DO NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the city subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,
Casey Hillman
401 S. Kenmore Ave #403
Los Angeles, CA 90020
323-829-6006



10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Citywide Cat Program
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October 28, 2019

To Whom It May Concern.

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Claudia Sabedra

18814 Stone Canyon Lane

Santa Clarita, CA 91351

661-993-4084



11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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October 28, 2019  
 
To Whom it May Concern:  
 
I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
Cristina Molina 
 
9659 Burma Rd  
Pico Rivera CA 90660 
(562)879-4904  



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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To Whom it May Concern;

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Deanna Bowerman

8356 Deering Ave., 
Canoga Park, CA, 91304

(818) 269-6334



11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA's Cat Plan - TNR Please!
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October 28, 2019

To whom it may concern - the City of Los Angeles should fully support the Trap Neuter Release 
(TNR) program for strays and feral cats in the city. There is no reason that the Trap & Kill policy 
should be favored over the TNR.

Thanks,

Debra Broz
5068 Valley Blvd, Los Angeles, CA 90032
818-261-9613



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - City Cat Plan
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To whom it may concern: 

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats . I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and  
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter. 

Sincerely, 
Diana Calderon 
34 S. Mentor Ave. Apt. 205
 Pasadena, CA 91106
(832)518-6447



To whom it may concern: 

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats . I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and  
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter. 

Sincerely, 
Diego Zuniga 
34 S. Mentor Ave. Apt. 205
 Pasadena, CA 91106
(323)203-7459



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the 

humane treatment of free-roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap 

and kill and recommend the city subsidize spay/neuter.

Thank you,

Elise H. Greven

1521 N. Commonwealth Ave.

LA, CA 90027

212-380-8146



To Whom It May Concern,

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Frankel

1609 Bruce Court, Los Angeles, CA, 90026

(203)-913-1170



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the city subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Ellen Simons
14839 Needles St
North Hills, CA 91343
616-460-5737



Monday, October 28, 2019

To Whom It May Concern;

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the 

humane treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trip 

and kill, and recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Emily Murray

765 Hyperion Ave,

Los Angeles, CA 90029

323-533-9519



To Whom it May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 

treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 

recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Emma Goo

2604 ½ Locksley Place

Los Angeles, CA 90039

(818) 636-0457



To whom it may concern,

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend that the city subsidize spay and neuter.

Sincerely,

Emma Hurme
539 S. Manhattan Place, #307
Los Angeles, CA 90020
310-387-5717



October 28, 2018

To whom it may concern,

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the human treatment of free 
roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap and KILL and recommend the city subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Erika Z. Bouverie
9076 Gallatin Rd
Downey, CA 90240
925-872-3758



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the primary policy when it comes to 
addressing the problem of the homeless cat situation within Los Angeles. TNR is amongst one of 
the most humane and effective approaches to reducing the number of homeless cats on the 
streets. I do not support the current policy of trap and kill and I urge Los Angeles to support and 
subsidize spay/neuter (and other TNR efforts if/as possible). 

Sincerely,
Erin Reynolds

123 S.Figueroa St. 
Los Angeles, CA 90012
213-640-7393
Erin.reynolds@gmail.com



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNS as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I DO NOT SUPPORT the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City 
subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely, 

Gail McMichael , 1136 N Dalton Ave, Azusa CA 91702, 626-252-7265



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Re: TNR FOR HOMELESS CATS
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA cat plan
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648680987285144576&simpl=msg-f%3A16486809872… 1/1



To Whom It May Concern, 
  
I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Shackelford 
18741 Hatteras St  
Tarzana, CA 91356 
323-371-2427 



To Whom It May Concern;

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR (Trap, Neuter, Return) as the 
preferred policy in the humane treatment of free roaming cats.  
I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City 
subsidize spay/neuter. 

Sincerely,

Jessica Darwin

1349 S. Ogden Dr. #7
Los Angeles, CA 90019
(484) 883-8124



To whom it may concern:

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the city subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely, 

Julianna Magallanes
8009 S Lou Dillon Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90001
(323) 213-5954



To whom it may concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the city subsidize 
spay/neuter. 

Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Julie Costantini
3390 La Clede Avenue
Los Angeles, CA  90039



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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To Whom It may Concern,

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the 
humane treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the city subsidize spay/neuter 

Sincerely, 

Karla Olmo
14839 Needles St
North Hills, CA 91343
787-347-5760



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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To Whom It May Concern,

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommended the City subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Whinnery
1029 ½ N Ave 50
Los Angeles, CA 90042
213-453-9789



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - (no subject)
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To Whom It May Concern,

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter. 

Sincerely,
Kelly Miller
1417 N Broadway, Los Angeles, CA 90012
440-665-7884



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648681908507004218&simpl=msg-f%3A16486819085… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize 
spay/neuter,

Sincerely,

Kristin Copeland  

1920 Rosebud Ave, Los Angeles CA 90039 

818-460-5058



Dr.   Jan   Green   Rebstock  
City   of   Los   Angeles   Public   Works  
Bureau   of   Engineering   Environmental   Management   Group  
1149   S.   Broadway,   6th   Floor,   Mail   Stop   939  
Los   Angeles,   CA   90015-2213  
 
RE:   CITYWIDE   CAT   PROGRAM   –   DEIR  
 
 
To   Whom   It   May   Concern:  
 
I   wholeheartedly   urge   the   city   of   Los   Angeles   to   fully   support   TNR   as   the   preferred   policy   in   the  
humane   treatment   of   free-roaming   cats.   I   do   NOT   support   the   current   policy   of   trap   and   kill   and  
recommend   the   City   subsidize   spay/neuter   for   all   residents.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
Laura   Lampley  
3114   Winter   Street  
Los   Angeles,   CA   90063  
720-556-7492  
 



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Support of TNR Policy in LA
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - YES for LA Cat Plan and TNR to end suffering and cat overpopulation!!
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11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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LA Cat Plan

To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the Humane 
treatment of free roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,
Michelle Rivera
8169 Santa Monica Blvd. #180
West Hollywood, CA 90046
213.448.7108



To Whom It May Concern,

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Manuel Chavarria
5209 Fountain Avenue
Los Angeles CA 90029
213-281-1519



To whom it may concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,
Margaret Yu
4131 Perlita Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90039
(310) 689-8195



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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October 29, 2019

To Whom It May Concern;

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trip and kill, and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter. 

Sincerely,

Melisse Cantatore

727 Westbourne Dr.#204

West Hollywood,CA,90069

3107212256



 

October 28, 2019 

 

To Whom It May Concern; 

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap neuter and kill and recommend the city 
subsidize spay/neuter.  

Sincerely, 
Miah N. Ruiz  
  
 
477 Giano Ave. La Puente, CA 91744 
(626)523-9155 



10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Citywide Cat Program
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11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan - TNR injunction
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11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA cat plan
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To Whom it may concern


I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as they preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of roaming cats. I do NOT support the current ploy of drop and kill and recommend 
the city subsidize spay/neuter. 


We need to see these animals fixed not killed. This treatment of these poor animals is barbaric. 
You guys have a lot of responsibility and a lot to answer for. You need to act now please. Stop 
talking about it and do something about it.


Sincerely 


Neil Huxley

1308 factory Place apt 401

Los Angeles

90013



11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - TNR

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648671345248309644&simpl=msg-f%3A16486713452… 1/1



Nif Hodgson 
2336 Gardner Place 

Glendale, CA 91206 
 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
 
 
 

28 October 2019 
 
 
Dear Dr. Jan Green Rebstock and To Whom It May Concern, 
 
 
I strongly support providing funding for the spaying or neutering of free-roaming cats, and urge 
the city of Los Angeles to fully fund and support TNR (Trap, Neuter, and Return) as the official 
and preferred policy in the humane treatment of feral and stray felines. 
 
I absolutely OPPOSE and DO NOT SUPPORT the current Trap and Kill policy!!! 
 
Please facilitate, subsidize and implement a humane spay/neuter program and NO-KILL policy. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
Nif Hodgson 
 



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648675517542775863&simpl=msg-f%3A16486755175… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648682498661911480&simpl=msg-f%3A16486824986… 1/1



October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
Environmental Supervisor II
City of Los Angeles

Re: Support for TNR Program

Dear Dr. Rebstock,

I support the City of Los Angeles implementing a formal TNR program. TNR is a humane and 
proven solution, and I would not like the money I pay in taxes spent on housing and killing cat 
populations.

Thank you.

Respectfully,

Regan Chapman

Regan Chapman
6702 Aldea Ave.
Van Nuys, CA 91406



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648679380535414719&simpl=msg-f%3A16486793805… 1/1





11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - L.A cat plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648677097941571214&simpl=msg-f%3A16486770979… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - L.A. Cat Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648683992161465574&simpl=msg-f%3A16486839921… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - L.A. Cat Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648677230687202798&simpl=msg-f%3A16486772306… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648681391287735954&simpl=msg-f%3A16486813912… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648676898110057077&simpl=msg-f%3A16486768981… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648686303080156128&simpl=msg-f%3A16486863030… 1/1



Susan Austin
2321 Montrose Ave.
Montrose, CA 91020

October 28, 2019

To whom it may concern,

 I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support trap neuter return (TNR) as the preferred policy in the 
humane treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the city subsidize spay/neuter.

Thank you,

Susan Austin

818-823-0276



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap & kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter/

Sincerely

Tabitha Lee
2211 S Ridgeley Dr
Los Angeles CA 90016
310-804-1215



11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648671219180443034&simpl=msg-f%3A16486712191… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648680133640943780&simpl=msg-f%3A16486801336… 1/2



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648680133640943780&simpl=msg-f%3A16486801336… 2/2



11/1/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM - DEIR

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648376839486709616&simpl=msg-f%3A16483768394… 1/2



11/1/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM - DEIR

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648376839486709616&simpl=msg-f%3A16483768394… 2/2



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



Alethia Brhel  
7001 Church Avenue #54 

Highland, CA 92346 
Alethiab1973@gmail.com 

October 24, 2019 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.    

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 

Sincerely,  
Alethia Brhel  



 



October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 
and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 
the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – 
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and ec ho their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Alyson Lago 

 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 
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AMANDA LIVELY 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

16501 VENTURA BLVD. 
ENCINO, CA 91436 

818-501-8030 
alively@wkclegal.com 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 
handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 
may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 
outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - 



exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Amanda Lively 
 
 



AMANDA WILSON 
255 KENNEBEC AVE, LONG BEACH, CA 90803 

WILSON19692@YAHOO.COM 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 
and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 
the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   



 
Sincerely, 

Amanda Wilson 



Amber Eisenmann 
1179 Bellevue Avenue Los Angeles, CA 
90012 amber_eisenmann@yahoo.com 

 
 
October 27, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los 
Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact 
of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 
proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 
also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 
feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 
active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 



I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 
restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 
potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following 
areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles 
off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as 
this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 
their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Amber Eisenmann 

 



10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648228136025536552&simpl=msg-f%3A16482281360… 1/2



10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648228136025536552&simpl=msg-f%3A16482281360… 2/2



Ana Espinoza  
241 S. Mariposa Ave. #102 
Los Angeles CA 90004 
Myhp171@yahoo.com  
 
October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 
 
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.Restricting TNR to areas where 
no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with compromised 
immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 
 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  
 

mailto:Myhp171@yahoo.com


I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  
 
Sincerely,  
Ana Espinoza  
 
 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213  

            Re:      Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to 
the request for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of 
the proposed Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of 
Los Angeles. I have also been doing TNR in LA County for more than 20 years and have TNR’d 
approximately 2000 cats. I support the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly 
concerned with the negative impact that specific elements of the Program would have on the 
ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1.      The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2.      The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3.      The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the 
free-roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program. 

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that 
would require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services 
belongs in this Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a 
matter that should be left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

  

 Sincerely, 

 

Andrea Humberger        

  

 



Andrew Montiveo 
9539 Sunglow St. 
Pico Rivera, CA 90660 
agmontiveo@gmail.com  
  
  
October 25, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 
cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven 
way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the 
value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management 
of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions 
that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create 
an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the 
public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - 
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above 
to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Andrew Montiveo 
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October 25, 2019 
 
Ann LaGoy, president, Stray H.E.L.P., Inc. 
PO Box 245 
Fishkill, NY 12524 
845-489-5211 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 
and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 
the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Ann LaGoy, president, Stray HELP 
PO Box 245 
Fishkill, NY 12524 
845-489-5211 



 



Anna S. Isis-Brown 
2143 Clinton Street, Los Angeles, CA 90026 
(408) 497-3352 / isisbrown@mmrs-law.com  

 
 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
October 28, 2019 

 
 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am an environmentalist and lover of birds as well as cats. I am pleased the DEIR does not find 
a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of 
TNR as the proven, preferred way to humanely manage free roaming and feral cats. Thank you 
for recognizing the value of TNR. I do NOT support the current policy of “Trap and Kill.” 
Furthermore, I urge the City to further subsidize and expand spay/neuter programs, which would 
help to reduce the number of cats living on the streets in the first place. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR, and be unenforceable. 
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.    
 
Sincerely,  
Anna S. Isis-Brown 



October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and 
Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle 
free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers 
decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-
roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who 
respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about 
the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – 
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Anna Rust 

 



Anna Soydova 

2411 W. Sunset Blvd 
Los Angeles, CA 90026 

asoydova@gmail.com 

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 28, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 
and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 
the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – 
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 



I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Anna Soydova 

 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 
and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 
the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR:  

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits.  

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.  

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.  

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Annette Conlon 
4816 Coolidge Ave 
Culver City, CA 90230 

213‐344‐7926 



Annette Tornavacca Winkler 

8428 Williamsburg Place 

Riverside, CA 92504 

TNR Riverside 

tnrriverside@yahoo.com 

  

October 25, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
(“DEIR”). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 
cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 
proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR. 



TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions 
that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create 
an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off 

limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, 

the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would 

make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 

schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.    
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.    
 
Sincerely,  
Annette Tornavacca Winkler  

TNR Riverside  



10/30/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Lifting all TNR injunctions
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Aostara Kaye 
3595 Santa Fe Avenue, Long Beach CA 90810  

aostara@thelittlelionfoundation.org 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 25, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires 
and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Aostara Kaye 

 



April Cottini 
1305 ½ E Broadway 
Glendale, CA 91205 
cottini@post.harvard.edu 
  
October 24, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
  
RE: CITY-WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat 
Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full 
support of TNR as the proven way to handle free-roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR and 
the animals of Los Angeles in need of compassionate care. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities happier 
as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-
roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR 
program:  
 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones – which 
renders approximately 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 
 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 
compromised immune systems – exist, as this could be construed to mean the entire City is off limits to TNR. 

 
 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility in order 

to volunteer for TNR efforts. 
  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for improvement to 
the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los 
Angeles, and thank you sincerely for your time, consideration, and the efforts of City staff in addressing the feral and 
homeless pet population. 
  
With gratitude, 
 
  
April Cottini 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



October 26 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:  

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.  

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire 
city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.  

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.  

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Barbara McCarren, 25 30th Avenue, Venice 90291 
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https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648460286386014493&simpl=msg-f%3A1648460286386014493 1/2



11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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10/25/2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015‐2213 

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR. 
 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 

communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free‐roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 

the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one‐mile 

buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to 
TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I FULLY support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.   
 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 

implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 

Sincerely, 
Beth Rosemond, PhD 

 



October 28, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock     jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 
and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.  
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program and potentially create an outcome that differs from 
the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 
DEIR: 
• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-

mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 
• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 

elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 

  
Betsy Liley 
Board chair, Stray Cat Alliance  

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


11/1/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - TNR restriction

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648382968529823157&simpl=msg-f%3A16483829685… 1/2



11/1/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - TNR restriction

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648382968529823157&simpl=msg-f%3A16483829685… 2/2



11/7/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648395749602945850&simpl=msg-f%3A16483957496… 1/2



11/7/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648395749602945850&simpl=msg-f%3A16483957496… 2/2



10/30/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648318557570431201&simpl=msg-f%3A16483185575… 1/2



10/30/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648318557570431201&simpl=msg-f%3A16483185575… 2/2



11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648445815418844525&simpl=msg-f%3A1648445815418844525 1/2



11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR
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Caitlin Lavin 
6175 Canterbury Drive #111 

Culver City, CA 90230 
caitlin.r.lavin@gmail.com 

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 

October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 
and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 
the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR: 

● Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

● Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – 
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 



● Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 

Caitlin Lavin 



Candace Danbo 
2622 Fallsview Rd 

San Marcos, CA  92078 
candacedanbo@hotmail.com 

 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and 
mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs 
from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives 
of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of 
the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make 
the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Candace Danbo 







11/13/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - City wide cat program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648518002315945837&simpl=msg-f%3A16485180023… 1/1



11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - (no subject)
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11/1/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  

City of Los Angeles Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group  

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  

Los Angeles, CA 90015‐2213 

 

October 26, 2019 

 

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 

Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 

Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 

cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 

human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 

behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free‐roaming cats by providing feeding, 

vaccination and flea treatment. 

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 

positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 

desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 

wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one‐

mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 

elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 

entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 

and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.    



I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 

implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.    

 

Sincerely,  

Carole Elkins 

P.O. Box 1012 

Studio City, CA 91614 

elkicadi@gmail.com 

 

 

 



Carolyn Koh 
3834 175th Ave NE Apt E49 

Redmond, WA 98052 
 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the 
Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows 
for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.  

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the 
city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. TNR has 
proven very successful in Washington State where I live. In fact, the lack of TNR in California results in 
kittens that are driven up every year to the Seattle area where they are divided out among the rescues 
here. I am currently hosting two California kittens that are waiting for their low cost Spay and Neuter 
provided by the Feral Cat Spay and Neuter Project up here in Lynnwood, WA. The influx of kittens every 
year from California also has the effect of overwhelming our own systems here and these kittens have been 
waiting 4 weeks now, before finally receiving confirmed appointments in two weeks.  

I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of 
TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Carolyn Koh 

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/373a74a0-c991-4033-8990-feb5d567c1b2


Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 

Carolyn Seeman 
117 4 7 Otsego Street 

Valley Village, California 91607 
(818) 766-4889 

October 24, 2019 

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM - DEIR 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and 
Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle 
free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers 
decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-
roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who 
respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns 
about the following areas of the DEIR: 
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations -defined as children, 
the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would 
make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 



I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 

Sincerely, 

~~/) 
Carolyn Seeman 



Carri Brown
336 South Norton Avenue, Apt 204
Los Angeles, CA 90020
Carribrown@gmail.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.

mailto:Carribrown@gmail.com


I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

Sincerely,

Carri J. Brown



Casey Fisher 
2279 Glendale Blvd. Unit 1 
Los Angeles, CA 90039 
cdf135@hotmail.com 
 
October 25, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Casey Fisher 



Cat Edwards 

5151 Mesmer

Los Angeles, CA 90230

 writerxyz@gmail.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 

Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 

Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 

cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 

communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 

TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

I am concerned, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact 

of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the 

city and public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have 

serious concerns about these areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-

mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 

and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off 

limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 

need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 

suggestions for improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 

implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 

Cat Edwards

Shelter Volunteer, Foster and Networker

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


Holly	Fine	
6050	Lexington	Ave	#9	
Los	Angeles,		CA,	90038	
finallyholly@gmail.com	
	
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org	
	
	
October	24,	2019	
	
	
Dr.	Jan	Green	Rebstock	
City	of	Los	Angeles	
Public	Works,	Bureau	of	Engineering	
Environmental	Management	Group	
1149	S.	Broadway,	6th	Floor,	Mail	Stop	939	
Los	Angeles,	CA	90015-2213	
	
	
RE:	CITY	WIDE	CAT	PROGRAM	–	DEIR	
	
	
I	am	writing	in	response	to	the	request	for	public	comment	on	the	Draft	Environmental	
Impact	Report	of	the	Citywide	Cat	Program	in	Los	Angeles	("DEIR").	
	
	
I	am	pleased	the	DEIR	does	not	find	a	significant	environmental	impact	of	cats	and	Trap	
Neuter	Return	(TNR).	I	am	in	full	support	of	TNR	as	the	proven	way	to	handle	free	roaming	
and	feral	cats.	Thank	you	for	recognizing	the	value	of	TNR.	
	
	
TNR	not	only	reduces	cat	numbers	but	enhances	their	quality	of	life.	It	also	makes	feline	
and	human	communities	happier	as	free	roaming	and	feral	cat	numbers	decline	and	mating	
behaviors	cease.	TNR	allows	for	active	management	of	free-roaming	cats	by	providing	
feeding,	vaccination	and	flea	treatment.	
	
	
I	am	concerned,	however,	that	the	City	has	included	significant	restrictions	that	may	limit	
the	positive	impact	of	the	TNR	program,	and	potentially	create	an	outcome	that	differs	
from	the	desires	and	goals	of	the	city	and	the	public,	including	those	who	respect	the	lives	
of	cats,	wildlife	and	our	environment.	I	have	serious	concerns	about	the	following	areas	of	
the	DEIR:	
	
Restricting	TNR	activities	from	Environmentally	Sensitive	Areas	and	corresponding	one-
mile	buffer	zones,	rendering	39%	of	the	City	of	Los	Angeles	off	limits.	
	



Restricting	TNR	to	areas	where	no	vulnerable	populations	–	defined	as	children,	the	elderly	
and	those	with	compromised	immune	systems	-	exist,	as	this	would	make	the	entire	city	off	
limits	to	TNR	and	be	unenforceable.	
	
Restricting	feeding	times,	which	fails	to	recognize	that	people	have	different	schedules	and	
need	flexibility	on	when	they	can	feed	cats.	
	
	
I	fully	support	the	comments	submitted	by	Stray	Cat	Alliance	and	echo	their	concerns	and	
suggestions	for	improvement	to	the	project.	
	
	
I	respectfully	request	you	move	forward	without	the	restrictions	noted	above	to	allow	full	
implementation	of	TNR	in	Los	Angeles.	
	
	
Sincerely,	
	
Holly	Fine	
	
 



Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am in full support of TNR as the only  proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but also allows for active management of free-roaming cats 
by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.  Additionally, cats do contribute to rodent 
control in the Los Angles area.  

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 
and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off 
limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Catherine Grasso 
10729 Westminster Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90034



October 27, 2019
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment.
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires 
and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:
 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 

buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 

and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off 
limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.
 
Sincerely,
Catherine Garroni
8646 Edwin Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90046
garronic@yahoo.com



Celina Banuelos
13340 Glamis St

Pacoima, CA 91331
Email: celina_b@live.com

October 28, 2019
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
Email: jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

Dear Ms. Rebstock:

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. 
Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment.
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 
goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR 
and be unenforceable.
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

Sincerely,
Celina Banuelos



11/7/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - RE: City-Wide Cat Program - DEIR

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648395581508690803&simpl=msg-f%3A16483955815… 1/1



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648495979869863988&simpl=msg-f%3A1648495979869863988 2/2



Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 

the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Christina Iandoli

Rockville, MD 20850



10/30/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR
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10/30/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - TNR Los Angeles - Stray �  Cats
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - TNR Los Angeles - Stray �  Cats
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Supporter of TNR
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Supporter of TNR
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Re: Cat Program
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11/13/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - TNR- city ride program
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Cindy J. Rinaldi
470 La Loma Road
Pasadena, CA 91105
CindyRinaldi@gmail.com

October 23, 2019
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

PLEASE FEEL FREE TO CONTACT ME.  E-mail is best.

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  I respectfully request you move forward without the 
restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.
 
Sincerely,

Cindy J. Rinaldi

mailto:CindyRinaldi@gmail.com
mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org






10/30/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM
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Claudine Battisti 
202 S. Raymond Ave. #214

Pasadena, CA 91105 
claudinebattisti@gmail.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits 
to TNR and be unenforceable.
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats.
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 

Claudine Battisti



10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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Dani Messerschmidt 
3757 Westwood Blvd, Apt 4 
Los Angeles, CA, 90034 
diggitydani@gmail.com 
 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
October 28, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. 
Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 
goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR 
and be unenforceable. 
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats. 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dani Messerschmidt 

 



Danielle Langlois
15148 Haynes St
Van Nuys, CA 91411
danilanglois@gmail.com

To: 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
(“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 
cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 
proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and 
flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions 
that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially 
create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and 

mailto:danilanglois@gmail.com
https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/a3c94a7e-613a-4bd1-8a4e-f084098bda1c?fbclid=IwAR02tZpDfWZIqkaGmkytTD7soS_BdCTwq24_GXPUOh9V4JHAUuXS_nw19qM


the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 
DEIR:

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of 
Los Angeles off limits.

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined 
as children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems 
– exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Danielle Langlois



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Citywide Cat Program Draft EIR
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Citywide Cat Program Draft EIR
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October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Please Help the Cats of LA
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Deborah Panish Johnson 
11968 Doral Avenue 

Northridge, California  91326 
805-432-0099 

djohnson@oasistechnology.com 
 

 
 
 
October 23, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 
handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 
may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 
outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 



  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Deborah Panish Johnson 
 



Dee Carey 
409 Beryl Cove Way 
Seal Beach, CA 90740 
carey1947@gmail.com 
 
 
October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 
goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, 
the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would 
make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
 

Dee Carey 



11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - RE: City Wide Cat Program -DEIR

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648408730353804236&simpl=msg-f%3A1648408730353804236 1/2



11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - RE: City Wide Cat Program -DEIR

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648408730353804236&simpl=msg-f%3A1648408730353804236 2/2



October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 

cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 

proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 

recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 

also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 

feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 

active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 

vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 

restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 

potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 

the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 

wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following 

areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of 

Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined 

as children, the elderly and those with compromised immune 

systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR 

and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 

their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 



I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 

above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Donna Strull

11616 Clarkson Road

Los Angeles,  CA 90064
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Dora Sesler 
6524 W Olympic Blvd 

Los Angeles, CA 90048 
info@projectpetrescue.com 

310-986-7173 
  
  
October 23, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in FULL support of TNR as the proven way 
to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of 
TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
When I lived in Toronto I helped TNR a cat colony and I saw first-hand all the 
numerous positive aspects. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 
may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 
outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 



• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Dora Sesler 
	



Dora Sesler 
6524 W Olympic Blvd 

Los Angeles, CA 90048 
info@projectpetrescue.com 

310-986-7173 
  
  
October 23, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in FULL support of TNR as the proven way 
to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of 
TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
When I lived in Toronto I helped TNR a cat colony and I saw first-hand all the 
numerous positive aspects. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 
may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 
outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 



• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Dora Sesler 
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Elaine Alvarez
6612 Bevis Ave. Van Nuys, CA 91405

(pealvarez@att.net)

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 27,2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los 
Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact 
of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 
proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 
also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 
feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 
active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

mailto:pealvarez@att.net
mailto:pealvarez@att.net
mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 
restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 
potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following 
areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles 
off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as 
this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 
their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Elaine Alvarez
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October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,  Elizabeth I. Young
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October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an
Environmentally Sensitive Area;

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats.

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

Sincerely, 



FELICE RICHTER
15112 Haynes St, Van Nuys, CA 91411

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you 
for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have 
serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to 
TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation 
of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 
Felice Richter
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O. .....  28, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213  
               Re:         Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 
 
I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to 
the request for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of 
the proposed Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of 
Los Angeles. I support the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned 
with the negative impact that specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to 
control and reduce the feral and stray cat population in our city. Specifically, these are: 
 
1.      The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of 
an Environmentally Sensitive Area; 
 
2.      The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 
 
3.      The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 
 
All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the 
free-roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program. 
 
In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that 
would require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services 
belongs in this Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a 
matter that should be left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Gwendolyn Mathers 



HANA OGITA

371 N. Avenue 52

Los Angeles, CA 90042

T: (626) 476-6373 E: hana.ogita@gmail.com

October 28, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat 
Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full 
support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities happier 
as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-
roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR 
program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those 
who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of 
the City of Los Angeles off limits.

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with compromised 
immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility on when they can 
feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for improvement to 
the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los 
Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Hana Ogita



Hang Nguyen

1127 W 150th St, Gardena, CA

hang6260@gmail.com

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

(“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management 

of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles 

off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, 

the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would 

make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 

schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  



Sincerely,

Hang Nguyen
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Helen Sakamoto

15910 S. Harvard Blvd.  Unit B

Gardena, CA 90247

(310) 344-7346

 

October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers, but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free-roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatments.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - 

exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 

unenforceable.



 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. Community and feral cats lives 

matter too. If it wasn’t for the irresponsible humans (people) who didn’t get 

their pet cats fixed, but still allowed their unfixed cats to roam outside and 

mate, we probably wouldn’t be having this problem with the cat overpopulation 

and so many innocent cats and kittens brought into the shelter system wouldn’t 

be losing their lives for this reason (overpopulation or no room at the shelters) 

alone. The yearly numbers or statistics of cat deaths (euthanasia) at all city and 

county shelters are heartbreaking! :’(

Please allow the awesome people who are doing TNR after their normal 9-5 jobs 

continue to do their work without any limitations. These individuals are my 

heroes to be doing such life-saving work to help these poor community and 

feral cats. I just wish we could find them all loving indoor homes, so they could 

all be safe.

Thank you hopefully for your assistance in this extremely important issue that is 

close to my heart. I am a huge cat lover and only want what is best for them 

and I know this is the solution. 

 

Sincerely,

Helen Sakamoto



Holly Pitrago 
15824 Hartland St, Van Nuys, CA  91406

hollypit@earthlink.net

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 27, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the 
Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am 
in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value 
of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities 
happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the 
TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR:

� Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, 
rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

� Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 
compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.

� Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility 
on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in 
Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 
Holly Pitrago

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


I‐CHING LAO 
4225 DEL MAR AVE #408,  
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 

October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015‐2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide 
Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in 
full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of 
TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities 
happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free‐roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the 
TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one‐mile buffer zones, 
rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 
compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility on 
when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in 
Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
I‐Ching Lao 
kallimao@gmail.com 



Jacquelyn Robbins 
1720 Scott Road Apt 209
Burbank, CA 91504 
thom14700@yahoo.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 
Jacquelyn Robbins 

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


10/23/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - RE: CAT PROGRAM E1907610

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1643309705913371006&simpl=msg-f%3A16433097059… 1/1



11/1/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648333035949857175&simpl=msg-f%3A16483330359… 1/2



11/1/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648333035949857175&simpl=msg-f%3A16483330359… 2/2



Janet Duran

136 West 4th St

New York, NY 10012

Jan_duran@hotmail.com

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 

the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Janet Duran



Jenna N. Scott
11099 Ophir Drive, #202
Los Angeles, CA 90024

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (“TNR”). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.
 
Sincerely,

Jenna Scott



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Letter In Support of Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648674884144741836&simpl=msg-f%3A16486748841… 1/1



October 28, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the 

Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program 

in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental 

impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support 

of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 

cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of 

life. It also makes feline and human communities happier as free 

roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 

cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 

restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR 

program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 

desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who 

respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have 

serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:



� Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas 

and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the 

City of Los Angeles off limits.

� Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – 

defined as children, the elderly and those with compromised 

immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off 

limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

� Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people 

have different schedules and need flexibility on when they can 

feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and 

echo their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the 

project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions 

noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Lowman

17170 Parthenia St.

Northridge, CA. 91325

818-398-0818
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JENNIFER PARKER 
6426 La Punta Drive 

Los Angeles, CA  90068 
Parker-j@pacbell.net 

  
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
  
October 24, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the 
Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR).  Our 
Los Angeles family is in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats.  Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities 
happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of 
the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the 
public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about 
the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, 
rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 
compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility 
on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR 
in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 

 
Jennifer Parker and family 
 

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
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I support the lifting of all TNR restrictions. 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 

and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and 

mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 

the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 

one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 

elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 

entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 

and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  I respectfully request you move 

forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los 

Angeles.  

Sincerely, Jennifer Valentine
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October 28, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

           Re:     Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610)

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock,

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to 
the request for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of 
the proposed Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of 
Los Angeles. I support the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned 
with the negative impact that specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to 
control and reduce the feral and stray cat population in our city. Specifically, these are:

1.      The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area;

2.      The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and

3.      The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats.

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the 
free-roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that 
would require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services 
belongs in this Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a 
matter that should be left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners.

 

                                                                                      Sincerely,

Jenny Ho

 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 

Jesec Griffin
          1452 Fairbanks Pl

                   Los Angeles, CA 90026
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October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works, 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 
6th Floor, 
Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the 
freeroaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.

 In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that 
would require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

Sincerely,

Jo Ventresca
Kitten Rescue



Joana Chorniy 
44309 Dortmund, NRW (Germany) 

sneaky.vie@gmail.com	

 
 

October 24, 2019 
 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los 

Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact 
of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 

proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR. 

 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 

also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 
feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 

active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 

 



I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 
restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 
potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 

the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following 

areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as 
this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 
their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Joana Chorniy 

	



October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat 

Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full 

support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities happier 

as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-

roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR 

program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including 

those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 

DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 

39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 

compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility on when 

they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for improvement to 

the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los 

Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Joanie Anderson
N. Screenland Dr.
Burbank, CA +1505
Cat13jlace@aol.com



11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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Joshua D. Morrison
2143 Clinton Street, Los Angeles, CA 90026

joshuadmo@gmail.com 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

October 28, 2019

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock,

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am an environmentalist and lover of birds and cats. I am pleased the DEIR does not find a 
significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of 
TNR as the proven, preferred way to humanely manage free roaming and feral cats. Thank you 
for recognizing the value of TNR. I do NOT support the current policy of “Trap and Kill.” 
Furthermore, I urge the City to further subsidize and expand spay/neuter programs, which would 
help to reduce the number of cats living on the streets in the first place.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR, and be unenforceable.

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 
Joshua D. Morrison

mailto:joshuadmo@gmail.com
mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


JOSEPH BUSCH 
1885 VETERAN AVE., Los Angeles, CA 90025 

josephbusch9@gmail.com  

October 27, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

This letter is sent in response to the City’s request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.  Along with many other citizens, I am pleased the DEIR 
does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR).  We are all in 
full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats.  TNR not only reduces 
cat numbers but also enhances their quality of life along with the welfare of their neighboring human 
communities. 
 
However we have concerns regarding the significant restrictions listed in the DEIR that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, including: 
 

� Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.  
 
� Constraining TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations exist (children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems) as this would seemingly:  a) make our entire city 
banned from TNR activity and b) be extremely difficult to enforce  
 
� Regulating feeding times, which fails to recognize that volunteer citizens who tend to feral cats 
have different schedules and need flexibility on when they can give their help to their community 

 
These rules could potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city 
and the public in respecting the lives of domestic and wild animals as well as our urban environment.  
 
Stray Cat Alliance – a feral rescue group valued in many districts of LA  – has already submitted 
their recommendations for improvement to the project and I am in full support of their suggestions. 
 
I respectfully request you lead your department in taking the appropriate steps to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles without the burdensome restrictions noted above. 
 
Thank you for your attention and consideration to this important matter.  
 
Sincerely, 
Joseph Busch 



Josh Fruhlinger
1179 Bellevue Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

jfruh@jfruh.com

October 27, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and trap-neuter-return. 
(TNR). Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR! I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 
handle free roaming and feral cats.  

TNR makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and 
mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. It reduces the number of ferals and improves their quality of life. 

However, the city has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR 
program. These could create an outcome that won't meet many of the goals of advocates for cats, 
wildlife and our environment. These are the specific areas I'm concerned about:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 

buffer zones. This would render 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 

those with compromised immune systems – exist. This would make the entire city off limits to 
TNR and be unenforceable!

 Restricting feeding times. This fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 



implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Josh Fruhlinger



October 27, 2019

FROM:  Joy Rasmussen, Owner, several Los Angeles properties 

including 12 plex located at 4253 Broadway, behind Hawthorne Mall

P.O. Box 775813

Steamboat Springs, Colorado 80477

Phone: 970-846-8678

Cell: joy@mybrokers.com

TO: 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 

cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 

proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 

recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 

also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 

feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 

active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 

vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 

restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 

potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 

the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 

wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following 

areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of 

Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined 

as children, the elderly and those with compromised immune 

mailto:joy@mybrokers.com


systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR 

and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

A few years ago I experienced the TNR program first hand.  I discovered 

that one of the properties I own was beginning to see an increase in cats, 

specifically kittens in an area that was behind the Hawthorne Mall.  My 

discovery, upon looking further into the situation was that many people 

simply “dump” their cats at this location for no reason but as an 

inhumane act to rid themselves of a problem.  Some of these cats were 

coming to our property.  

Not wanting to see any of these meet their death, I began the search to 

find a humane way to get them fostered or adopted out.  That is when I 

discovered the “Trap, neuter, release” program that is a network of 

individuals who work tirelessly to cut down the population of cats.  I was 

able to contact several of the individuals who give of their time to trap the 

kittens and cats that were beginning to populate on my property.  

It was a huge success.  I was happy to donate the needed funds to 

provide to the gals who came to my property in the middle of the night or 

during the day (cats are obviously nocturnal and it was critical to give 

them access at any time to do their job) and they were able to trap the 

cats and foster them out and/or release them back once they were 

spayed and/or neutered.  This has significantly cut down on the 

population of any cats whatsoever on my property and I believe it is a 

method that works especially with removing any restrictions to allow 

people who care to do their job of volunteering to make a difference in 

eliminating the inhumane treatment of unwanted animals.  After all, these 

are VOLUNTEERS and the gals I work with are only able to do this work 

around their schedules – of being a Mom, working 2 jobs, working night 

school, or working graveyard shifts.  The cats are fed 2x/daily, given 

water and food generally paid for by the volunteers and the cats depend 

on a wide variety of people to help them survive and live out their lives.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 

their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 

above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Please contact me if you would like a first-hand testimony of my belief in 

NOT placing restrictions on this much needed program in Los Angeles.

Joy Rasmussen



October 27, 2019

FROM:  Joy Rasmussen, Owner, several Los Angeles properties 

including 12 plex located at 4253 Broadway, behind Hawthorne Mall

P.O. Box 775813

Steamboat Springs, Colorado 80477

Phone: 970-846-8678

Cell: joy@mybrokers.com

TO: 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 

cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 

proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 

recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 

also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 

feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 

active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 

vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 

restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 

potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 

the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 

wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following 

areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of 

Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined 

as children, the elderly and those with compromised immune 

mailto:joy@mybrokers.com


systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR 

and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

A few years ago I experienced the TNR program first hand.  I discovered 

that one of the properties I own was beginning to see an increase in cats, 

specifically kittens in an area that was behind the Hawthorne Mall.  My 

discovery, upon looking further into the situation was that many people 

simply “dump” their cats at this location for no reason but as an 

inhumane act to rid themselves of a problem.  Some of these cats were 

coming to our property.  

Not wanting to see any of these meet their death, I began the search to 

find a humane way to get them fostered or adopted out.  That is when I 

discovered the “Trap, neuter, release” program that is a network of 

individuals who work tirelessly to cut down the population of cats.  I was 

able to contact several of the individuals who give of their time to trap the 

kittens and cats that were beginning to populate on my property.  

It was a huge success.  I was happy to donate the needed funds to 

provide to the gals who came to my property in the middle of the night or 

during the day (cats are obviously nocturnal and it was critical to give 

them access at any time to do their job) and they were able to trap the 

cats and foster them out and/or release them back once they were 

spayed and/or neutered.  This has significantly cut down on the 

population of any cats whatsoever on my property and I believe it is a 

method that works especially with removing any restrictions to allow 

people who care to do their job of volunteering to make a difference in 

eliminating the inhumane treatment of unwanted animals.  After all, these 

are VOLUNTEERS and the gals I work with are only able to do this work 

around their schedules – of being a Mom, working 2 jobs, working night 

school, or working graveyard shifts.  The cats are fed 2x/daily, given 

water and food generally paid for by the volunteers and the cats depend 

on a wide variety of people to help them survive and live out their lives.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 

their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 

above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Please contact me if you would like a first-hand testimony of my belief in 

NOT placing restrictions on this much needed program in Los Angeles.

Joy Rasmussen



Judy Bergeron

6430 E. Pageantry Street

Long Beach, CA  90808

Jaberg11@charter.net

October 24, 2019

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

(“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 

cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 

proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing 

the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions 

that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially 

create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the 

public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 

environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

mailto:Jaberg11@charter.net
https://default.salsalabs.org/T2e28eb30-5c14-4f1e-8008-9328754d9894/8a0c132b-f83e-11e5-a0cf-12c35146c141


 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above 

to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Judy Bergeron



10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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JULIE RASMUSSEN 

1515 MCCOLLUM STREET 

LOS ANGELES, CA 90026 

jubooboo@gmail.com  
 

October 27, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles / Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 

Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. 
Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 
goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR 
and be unenforceable. 

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 

 

Sincerely, 

Julie Rasmussen  

mailto:jubooboo@gmail.com


Karen Larranaga
7102 11th Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90043

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. 
Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 
goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 
and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off 
limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 

Sincerely,
Karen Larranaga

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
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October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits 
to TNR and be unenforceable.

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,


Karen Rodecki

1035A East 4th Street

Long Beach, CA 90802



11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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Katherine Tolford
13130 ¼ Valleyheart Dr.
Studio City, CA 91604

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have 
serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, 
rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 
compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility 
on when they can feed cats. 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation 
of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Katherine Tolford

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/6f2500e5-c934-4b19-a6de-513c0ced5ee0
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Kathleen Hall

11 Shady Spring Pl

Gaithersburg, MD 20877 

katmhall@yahoo.com

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 

the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Kathleen Hall

mailto:katmhall@yahoo.com


October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 
and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city 
off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Katie Zehnpfennig 



KATHRYN BAKER PETRELLA 
16619 RUNNYMEDE ST. LAKE BALBOA, CA 91406 
KATYELISEBAKER@GMAIL.COM 
 
October 25, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. 
Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 
goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 
and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off 
limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  
 
Sincerely, 
Kathryn Baker Petrella 
 



Kay Healy
19804 Acre Street
Northridge, CA 91324

October 26, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and 
be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Kay Healy



October 26, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

We are writing to respond to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the 
Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. The DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). That’s great new. We are in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral community cats. 

TNR certainly reduces cat numbers and enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human commu-
nities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

We have concerns that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of any 
TNR program, and potentially creates an outcome that differs from the goals of the city and the public, including 
those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment.These are the areas in the DEIR that concern us:

1) Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, 
rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

2) Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 
compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforce-
able.

3) Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility on 
when they can feed cats. It is virtually impossible to trap and nueter community cats without being able to lure 
them with food.

We do fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project. 

We  respectfully request that you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementa-
tion of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Kaye and John T Zigrang
26327 Governor Ave
Harbor City CA, 90710

310-325-5801



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



Kelly Thomas 
1877 N Ave 51 
Los Angeles, CA 90042 
kellythomasla@gmail.com 
 

October 25, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you 
for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have 
serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:  

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.  

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.  

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.  

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation 
of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Thomas 
 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



Kim Jamron-Tseng 
3900 Beethoven St #102 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 
kajamron@gmail.com 

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 

October 24, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you 
for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals 
of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project. 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 

Sincerely, 
K
i
m
 
J



Kim Maturkanich

l186 W, Hampshire Ave,
Anaheim, CA　92802

Kimcat5@「oadrunner.com

手つき斗ヘア　青で警牽「

October 24, 2019

Dr, Jan G「een Rebstock

City of Los Angeies

Pub=c Works′ Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

l149 S. B「Oadway, 6th FIoor, MaiI Stop 939

Los Ange看es, CA 90015-2213

RE: CI丁Y WIDE CA丁PROGRAM - DEIR

I am writing in response to the request fo「 pubIic comment on the D「a仕

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeies

(-’DEIR“-),

I am pIeased the DEIR does not find a significant environmenta=mpact of

CatS and T「ap Neuter Retu「n (丁NR), I am in fu= suppo「t ofTNR as the

PrOVen Way tO handle free roaming and ferai cats,丁hank you for

recognizing the value ofTNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality o帥fe. It aIso

makes feIine and human communities happie「 as free roaming and fe「al

Cat numbers dec=ne and mating behaviors cease. TNR a=ows fo「 active

management of free-rOaming cats by providing feeding, VaCCination and

fIea treatment,

I am conce「ned, however, that the City has inciuded significant restrictions

that may limit the positive impact ofthe TNR program′ and potenti訓y

Create an OutCOme that d肝ers from the desires and goaIs ofthe city and

the pubiic, inciuding those who respect the lives of cats, W冊Iife and ou「

envi「onment, I have serious concems about the fo=owing areas ofthe

DEIR:

. Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and

CO「「eSPOnding one-m=e buffe「 zones, rendering 39% of the City of

Los AngeIes off limits.



・ Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable popuiations - defined as

Ch=d「en, the e看de「ly and those with compromised immune systems -

exist, aS this would make the entire city of帥mits to TNR and be

unenforceabie.

・ Restricting feeding times, Which fa=s to recognize that peopie have

different schedu看es and need flexib冊y on when they can feed cats,

I fu=y suppo「t the comments submitted by Stray Cat Ailiance and echo

their concems and suggestions fo「 imp「ovement to the project,

I 「espectfu=y request you move forwa「d without the rest「ictions noted

above to a=ow fu旧mplementation ofTNR in Los Angeies,

Sincerely,

、痢(励/之へ
Kim Matu「kanich
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Kirsten Turpel 
2732 N Lincoln Ave., #4 

Chicago, IL 60614 
Kirsten.turpel@gmail.com 

  
  
October 24, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 
and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from 
the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 
cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 
DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Kirsten Turpel 
 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



Laurel Dobos
25343 Pennsylvania Avenue
Lomita, CA 90717
Laurel.dobos@gmail.com

October 25, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.



 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Laurel Dobos



October 28, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and 

Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle 

free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers 

decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-

roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination, and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including 

those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious 

concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

● Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

● Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - 

exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 

unenforceable.

● Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Lauren Michaelsen

4779 Hillsdale Drive

Los Angeles, CA 90032

writerly@gmail.com
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LICHUN ALBERSTROM

637 S FAIRFAX AVE., #204

LOS ANGELES, CA 90036

Ingrid2005@gmail.com

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

 

October 27, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 

cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 

proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 

recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 

also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 

feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 

active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 

vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 

restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 

potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 

the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 

wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following 

areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of 

Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined 

as children, the elderly and those with compromised immune 

systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR 

and be unenforceable.

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 

their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 

above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

LICHUN ALBERSTROM
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October 26, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 
handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
This is a practice that was implemented in my own neighborhood nearly 14 
years ago.  My family and the several neighbors banded together to trap and 
neuter dozens of cats.  Since that time, the number of kittens has dropped to 
almost none.  Over the nears, the number of cats overall, has actually 
diminished significantly.   
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 
may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 
outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  



I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  Please leave these 
important points of implementation to the experts.  There are groups in the 
community who have been taking care of free roaming cats for up to 20 years, 
they have the knowledge.  Unreasonable restrictions will doom the project to 
fail. 
 
 I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Lisa Jaime 
1135 S. Windsor Blvd. 
Los Angeles, Ca.  90019 
 
 
	



Linda Wald
10517 Northvale Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90064

October 24, 2019
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and 
mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who 
respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about 
the following areas of the DEIR:

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off

limits. 
• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, 

the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would 

make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 
• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 

schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.



 
Sincerely,
Linda Wald
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Lori Saganek, LVT, BS  

950 W Sierra Madre Apt 304

Azusa, CA 91702

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 

the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/41c386b0-7490-4a59-b5cc-d3c751d5cd12


I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Lori Saganek



Lorraine Gardner
432 S. Barrington Ave #10
Los Angeles, CA
310-476-9112

October 15, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles, Public Works Bureau of 
Engineering, EMG
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, MS 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015

RE:  Cat Program

Dear Dr. Rebstock:

As a resident of the city of Los Angeles, I am writing to express my strong support for the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program.

I am very much in favor of the proposed 2017 Citywide Cat Program that is currently in the 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) open comment period.   Trap/neuter/return (TNR) programs have a 
positive impact on neighborhoods by reducing the community cat populations humanely and cost 
effectively. These free-roaming cats are already in the community, therefore the spaying/neutering of 
these cats has a favorable impact.  Additionally, TNR programs foster a mutually beneficial relationship 
between city residents and public agencies.

I also support the proposed use of city facilities to provide educational programming on any animal 
related topic, including free-roaming cats.It is also important that the program includes changes to the 
City administrative and municipal codes related to accessing funds from the City’s Animal Sterilization 
Fund to spay/neuter community cats (free-roaming).  We only support waiving cat trap rental fees if the 
intended use is for TNR. 

As a resident and city taxpayer, I support funding the Citywide Cat Program because I want to know that 
my taxes are going to humane efforts to manage cat populations and I do NOT support the killing of 
community cats in shelters.

I support Stray Cat Alliance and their TNR programs and know that they have helped manage the city cat 
population and save many cats from being killed in LA shelters.  I appreciate that the city works 
collaboratively with Stray Cat Alliance and other rescue organizations to save the lives of cats in our 
community.

Sincerely,

Lorraine Gardner



Lorraine Gardner
432 S. Barrington Ave #10
Los Angeles, CA
310-476-9112

October 15, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles, Public Works Bureau of 
Engineering, EMG
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, MS 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015

RE:  Cat Program

Dear Dr. Rebstock:

As a resident of the city of Los Angeles, I am writing to express my strong support for the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program.

I am very much in favor of the proposed 2017 Citywide Cat Program that is currently in the 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) open comment period.   Trap/neuter/return (TNR) programs have a 
positive impact on neighborhoods by reducing the community cat populations humanely and cost 
effectively. These free-roaming cats are already in the community, therefore the spaying/neutering of 
these cats has a favorable impact.  Additionally, TNR programs foster a mutually beneficial relationship 
between city residents and public agencies.

I also support the proposed use of city facilities to provide educational programming on any animal 
related topic, including free-roaming cats.It is also important that the program includes changes to the 
City administrative and municipal codes related to accessing funds from the City’s Animal Sterilization 
Fund to spay/neuter community cats (free-roaming).  We only support waiving cat trap rental fees if the 
intended use is for TNR. 

As a resident and city taxpayer, I support funding the Citywide Cat Program because I want to know that 
my taxes are going to humane efforts to manage cat populations and I do NOT support the killing of 
community cats in shelters.

I support Stray Cat Alliance and their TNR programs and know that they have helped manage the city cat 
population and save many cats from being killed in LA shelters.  I appreciate that the city works 
collaboratively with Stray Cat Alliance and other rescue organizations to save the lives of cats in our 
community.

Sincerely,

Lorraine Gardner



Luce Gauthier
1942 S Rimpau Blvd

Los Angeles, Ca 90016
lgauthierpq@gmail.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires 
and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits 
to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Luce Gauthier

mailto:lgauthierpq@gmail.com
https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/89ea33b9-f83e-11e5-a0cf-12c35146c141
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MAGGIE OLSEN 
P.O. Box 9, Red Rock, TX 78662 

jandm98027@yahoo.com  

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 27, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 
and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 
the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles 
off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, 
the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would 
make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.  

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Maggie Olsen  

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/4f70a597-a3b9-4b47-a762-dc08437c5a0c


October 28, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 
and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from 
the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 
cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 
DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Maral Tejirian 
1640 Glenwood Rd. 
Glendale CA 91201 
818-550-0800 
fixaferal@yahoo.com 
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Maria R DiAngelis
6243 Langdon Avenue
Van Nuys, CA  91411

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los 
Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact 
of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 
proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 
also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 
feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 
active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 



restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 
potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following 
areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as 
this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 
their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Maria R. DiAngelis



Phil Kovinick
Marian Yoshiki Kovinick

Authors
An Enry c lE edia of 'W'omen 

Anisu of th e American W'est'Western Heritage Award, 1998
OutstandingArt Book

4njDonRicardo Drive Phone: 321-243-01.44
LosAngeles, CAgoboS-z8rz Email mareko@pacbell.net

October 24,2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
ll49 S. Broadway,6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM _ DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles
("DEIR").

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of
cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the
proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing
the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also
makes feline and human cornmunities happier as free roaming and feral cat
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea
treatment.

I am concemedo however, that the City has included significant restrictions
that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create
an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the crty and the public,



including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

. Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and
coffesponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los
Angeles offlimits.

. Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations - defined as
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems -
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be
unenforceable.

o Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above
to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.
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Marianne Gadhia
12701 Moorpark St., #112

Studio City, CA 9164
(818) 634-5365

October 27, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

Dear Dr. Rebstock

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am happy that the report favors what everyone who TNRs knows, that it is the most 
effective and only humane way to keep the feral cat population down and if there are less 
free roaming cats, in theory, it should please the Audobon Society as it might translate 
into less birds falling to predation.

More and more research shows that really it is not the cats that are killing all the birds 
and as some states have come to realize, it’s best if the opposing interests work together, 
it’s better for everyone – this was done in Oregon with success.  I hope that in the future 
cats will be dealt a fair hand as to the science and research out there and that the shelters 
can have the opportunity to educate the public at every level and this would include the 
truth about cats and birds.  There appears to be lots of studies recently highlighting that 
development/loss of habitat, wind energy, air travel, pollution, global warming and lack 
of food contribute to the decline of birds – cats are oftentimes a convenient scapegoat that 
gets blamed for the decline of every native species.  As an example, Australia who has 
recently resorted to dropping poisonous sausages out of the sky is well aware that culling 
leads to more cats, yet they are doing it anyway.  It is barbaric, backward, and won’t 
work.  Please see below link on bird decline:
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 https://cornellsun.com/2019/09/26/ornithologists-birdwatchers-uncover-staggering-
magnitude-of-bird-population-decline/?fbclid=IwAR2ZylGgh7Fp5NfFcNdJeUYYMsB-
sPSIcD9cjXK1IHTiY3Onq-hrO-BR7KM

Here is an interesting study:

https://www.alleycat.org/resources/the-wisconsin-study-bad-science-costs-cats-
lives/?fbclid=IwAR36yUaN6WNIhhViEdeVlbGzDgGyGgL2yHWV_8m6woBcVeos_Sx
P1Sv8-aQ

I also would like to get the hysteria out of toxoplasmosis and cats ;according to the CDC 
birds carry it as well, and rabies is so rare in cats, and then there are the fleas which all 
the other critters have as well.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs 
from the desires and goals of the city and the public.  Restricting TNR activities from 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 
39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits – the cat overpopulation is everywhere and a 
huge effort is needed to bring it under control.  Those of us who practice TNR cannot 
possibly control the population and in the big picture there really are not than many of us 
who do it and we are completely worn out and overworked.  We need the city and 
outreach into every corner of the City along with humane education to even begin to 
make a dent.  

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable – this won’t work as the cats, once 
again, are everywhere and TNR would benefit these populations.  You can put flea 
control in the cat’s food and the cats don’t carry anything contagious – though ringworm 
is contagious you aren’t going to get close enough to a feral cat to catch it.  They can get 
their vaccinations and flea drops when being sterilized.

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats – this is almost impossible, many people 

https://cornellsun.com/2019/09/26/ornithologists-birdwatchers-uncover-staggering-magnitude-of-bird-population-decline/?fbclid=IwAR2ZylGgh7Fp5NfFcNdJeUYYMsB-sPSIcD9cjXK1IHTiY3Onq-hrO-BR7KM
https://cornellsun.com/2019/09/26/ornithologists-birdwatchers-uncover-staggering-magnitude-of-bird-population-decline/?fbclid=IwAR2ZylGgh7Fp5NfFcNdJeUYYMsB-sPSIcD9cjXK1IHTiY3Onq-hrO-BR7KM
https://cornellsun.com/2019/09/26/ornithologists-birdwatchers-uncover-staggering-magnitude-of-bird-population-decline/?fbclid=IwAR2ZylGgh7Fp5NfFcNdJeUYYMsB-sPSIcD9cjXK1IHTiY3Onq-hrO-BR7KM
https://www.alleycat.org/resources/the-wisconsin-study-bad-science-costs-cats-lives/?fbclid=IwAR36yUaN6WNIhhViEdeVlbGzDgGyGgL2yHWV_8m6woBcVeos_SxP1Sv8-aQ
https://www.alleycat.org/resources/the-wisconsin-study-bad-science-costs-cats-lives/?fbclid=IwAR36yUaN6WNIhhViEdeVlbGzDgGyGgL2yHWV_8m6woBcVeos_SxP1Sv8-aQ
https://www.alleycat.org/resources/the-wisconsin-study-bad-science-costs-cats-lives/?fbclid=IwAR36yUaN6WNIhhViEdeVlbGzDgGyGgL2yHWV_8m6woBcVeos_SxP1Sv8-aQ
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who feed the cats are often not the ones that live there as in many areas the people who 
live there argue over the cats or don’t care – you find this in poor underfunded areas 
where people don’t have access to TNR and/or don’t have transportation even if they 
want to do something about it.  Many who rescue, feed and TNR are doing it in areas 
they don’t live in.  A positive stance has to be put forward to get people in their own 
neighborhoods to want to cooperate in this humane effort or they won’t bother.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles – we can’t wait much longer- us or the cats who 
desperately need our help.   

Sincerely, 

Marianne Gadhia



October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat 
Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full 
support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities happier as 
free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming 
cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR 
program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those 
who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, 

rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 

compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 

unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility 

on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the 
project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los 
Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Marion H. Winkler

4949 Tyrone Avenue - #11C

Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1133

Phone: 818-986-4858   Email: kittymw4949@gmail.com 

https://www.google.com/maps/search/1149+S.+Broadway,+6th+Floor?entry=gmail&source=g


October 25, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant 
environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven 
way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have 
serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:  

● Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.  

● Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to 
TNR and be unenforceable.  

● Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project. I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above 
to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,  

Marisa Castro  

11044 Acama St #230, Studio City, CA 91602  

marisaxochitl@gmail.com 
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Marjorie Phan

260 S. Doheny Drive #6, 

Beverly Hills, CA 90211 

majphan@gmail.com

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

(“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 

cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 

proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing 

the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions 

that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially 

create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the 

public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 

environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – 



exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 

unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above 

to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Marjorie Phan



Marlene Pirtle

255 Mosport St. Hemet, CA 92544

m_pirtle2@live.com – 951 316-5932

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 28, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

mailto:m_pirtle2@live.com
mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely,

Marlene Pirtle
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Maya Gurrin
6226 Crestwood Way
Los Angeles, CA 90042
Mayaarnaout@gmail.com
 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
 
October 24, 2019
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.
 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.
 
Sincerely,



Maya Gurrin



Melinda Ayala 
3779 East 11th Street, Long Beach, CA 90804 

Mayala1016@aol.com 
  

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires 
and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:  

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.  

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.  

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.  

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Melinda Ayala 

 

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/d3286c67-3ea9-4246-9f37-5fdfe4f3aab9
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October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 

and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 

and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 

behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 

feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 

the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from 

the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 

cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 

DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 

one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 

elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 

entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 

and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 

suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 

implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Michael Wickstrom

2101 Lemoyne St.

Los Angeles, CA. 90026

mwickstrom@sbcglobal.net
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Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 

of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 

Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 

cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 

communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 

allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 

impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals 

of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 

buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 

and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off 

limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 

need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 

for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 

implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Michaelle Ross 

P.O. Box #4674

Chatsworth, CA

                  91311

ad-stuff@outlook.com 

mailto:ad-stuff@outlook.com


Micheline Donjacour

1449 Colby Ave, No. 202

Los Angeles, CA  90025

Genhappy101@yahoo.com

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

 

October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Micheline Donjacour



MICHELLE MALONEY

3400 AVENUE OF THE ARTS, #E303

COSTA MESA, CA 92626

MICHELLE.MALONEY11@GMAIL.COM

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

 

October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Michelle Maloney



Michael Fox
336 South Norton Avenue, #204
Los Angeles, CA 90020
MikePFox@gmail.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.



I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

Sincerely,

Michael P. Fox



Miranda Sidor 
423 N Coronado Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90026 
Cell: 213.880.4063 
Email: miranda.sidor@gmail.com 
 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
  
October 25, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers, but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination 
and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire 
city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Miranda Sidor 
 
	



Dinah Adler - madler822@gmail.com 

16026 Porter Road 

Lake Balboa, CA 91406 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 

October 24, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft              
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and               
Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle                 
free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also              
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat            
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active          



management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea          
treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may             
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that              
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who               
respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns             
about the following areas of the DEIR: 

● Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding         

one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

● Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the             

elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make             

the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

● Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different           

schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their             
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow             
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely, 

Dinah Adler 

 



Nancy Kleinrok
13220 Valleyheart Dr. #302

Studio City 91604 Nance2u@aol.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 
and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and 
be unenforceable.

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Nancy Kleinrok



11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648475875108536159&simpl=msg-f%3A1648475875108536159 1/2
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Nicholas Brokaw
18540 Plummer St #237
Northridge, CA 91324
nibroka@aol.com

October 27, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat 
Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

THIS PROGRAM HAS THE POTENTIAL TO ALLEVIATE THE NEEDLESS SUFFERING OF THOUSANDS UPON 
THOUSANDS OF CATS, ANIMALS AND HUMANS WHO MUST DEAL WITH THE NEVER-ENDING PROBLEMS 
OF FERAL CAT AND KITTEN OVERPOPULATION AND THE EMOTIONAL TRAUMA THAT COMES FROM 
HAVING TO WITNESS THIS SUFFERING.

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full 
support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities happier 
as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-
roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR 
program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those 
who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, 

rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 

compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility on 

when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for improvement to 

the project. 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los 

Angeles. 

Sincerely,

Nicholas Brokaw

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/a3c94a7e-613a-4bd1-8a4e-f084098bda1c?fbclid=IwAR3mCbB79t8i4WcA6HxbMNEjgJXC3AjKQsHfFs4EnLmo2QFL_rlavdv-efo


11/1/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program
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Nicole Meyer

8708 Reading Ave

Los Angeles, CA 90045

Meyer.nj@gmail.com

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - 

exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 

unenforceable.
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Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Nicole Meyer



Nicole Montemurro 
6736 Woodrow Wilson Drive 
Los Angeles, California 90068 
646-425-3009 
Nicole.montemurro@yahoo.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. 
Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 
goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 
and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off 
limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely, 
Nicole Montemurro 



10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - YES I SUPPORT THE LA CAT PLAN
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October 28, 2019 
 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock        Via Email 
City of Los Angeles          
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
 Re: City Wide Cat Program - DEIR 
 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 
 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs 
from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives 
of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of 
the DEIR: 
 

· Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

· Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

· Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
Nicole Piehl 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 

Nicole Thomson



11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - cat prgram
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October 27, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and 

Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle 

free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats 

by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who 

respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about 

the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles 

off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, 

the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would 

make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 

schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Pam Allison



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM - DEIR
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Patrick Wynne
5438 1/4 Harold Way
Los Angeles, CA 90027
pat_wynne@roosterville.net
 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
 
October 24, 2019
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.
 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.
 
Sincerely,



Patrick Wynne
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Politti Ashcraft 

833 Orchard Dr., Redlands, CA 92374 

politti.ashcraft@gmail.com 
 

October 24, 2019 
 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the 
Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). 
I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing 
the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows 
for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact 
of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and 
the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious 
concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, 
rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 
compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility on 
when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of 
TNR in Los Angeles.   

 

Sincerely, 

Politti Ashcraft 

mailto:politti.ashcraft@gmail.com


Rebecca Nash

724 Starlight Heights Drive

La Canada Flintridge, CA 91011

rl_nash@yahoo.com

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

 

October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Rebecca Nash



October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

� Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

� Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city 
off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

� Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  



Sincerely,

Rebekah Boyle 
7961 Genesta ave
Van nuys CA 91406

310-910-3509
rebekah101@hotmail.com
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Robin Fisher 
2279 Glendale Blvd. Unit 1 Los Angeles CA 

90039 

robinefisher@gmail.com 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 25, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 
and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from 
the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 
cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 
DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 

 
Sincerely, 

 
Robin Fisher 

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/2cc43eb3-4c10-4191-8c2d-5e517622ec23
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ROSE VILLASENOR 
121 Vista Pl, Venice, CA 90291 

rosievi@yahoo.com 
  
  
October 24, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los 
Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 
handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 
may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 
outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - 
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 



  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Rose Villasenor 
 



ROYA DEHGHANI
6001 Maury Avenue

Woodland Hills, CA 91367
818-648-8386

royadehghani@earthlink.net

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles, Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you 
for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have 
serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility 
on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation 
of TNR in Los Angeles.

Sincerely,

Roya Dehghani

mailto:royadehghani@earthlink.net


Ryan Cianfarani

72489 Sorrel Drive 

Bruce Township, MI 48065

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 28, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 

and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 

and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 

behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 

feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 

the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from 

the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 

cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 

DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-

mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 

elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 

entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 

and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 

suggestions for improvement to the project. I may not live in your state, but I take the 

lives of all animals everywhere seriously.  

I respectfully request that you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Ryan Cianfarani

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/89f91c4b-f83e-11e5-a0cf-12c35146c141
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Sandra Schuelke 
3633 Meadowlark St, El Monte, CA 91732 

626-377-8901 – Sandra.s@charter.net 
 
October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 
 
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to 
TNR and be unenforceable. 
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats. 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
 

Sandra Schuelke 
Sandra Schuelke 
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Sarah Campbell
4163 via marina apt 211
Marina Del rey, ca
90292
Srcampbell1990@gmail.com
310.927.4357

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to 
TNR and be unenforceable.
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats.
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  

mailto:Srcampbell1990@gmail.com


I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Sarah Campbell



Sekai Kusama

441 E. Markland Dr. Monterey Park, CA 91755

sekai.kusama@gmail.com

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 



the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR:

● Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

● Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – 

exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 

unenforceable.

● Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Sekai Kusama



Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

Shabana Strauss
12015 Lamanda St Apt 19
Los Angeles, CA 90066
queenshaboo@gmail.com

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the 
Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in 
Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental 
impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of 
TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank 
you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 
also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming 
and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 
restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 
potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals 
of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 



cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 
their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Shabana Strauss



October 28, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

           Re:     Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610)

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock,

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in 
response to the request for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that 
evaluates the impact of the proposed Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of 
stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support the comments submitted by 
Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that specific 
elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and 
stray cat population in our city. Specifically, these are:

1.      The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one 
mile of an Environmentally Sensitive Area;

2.      The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile 
of an Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are 
present; and

3.      The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats.

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at 
reducing the free-roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the 
Program.

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal 
Code that would require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of 
Animal Services belongs in this Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with 
the environment, and is a matter that should be left to the Board of Animal Services 
Commissioners.

 

Sincerely,

Shannah Tenner

24834 Eilat Street

Woodland Hills, CA 91367
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SILVIA BUSCH
1885 VETERAN AVE., Los Angeles, CA 90025

tuvran@yahoo.com 

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

Dear Dr. Rebstock:

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you very much for recognizing the value of TNR. TNR not only reduces cat numbers 
but enhances their quality of life. It also makes nearby human communities happier as roaming and 
feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management and 
natural decrease of free-roaming cats by providing spaying, feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that will limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that much differs from the desires 
and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

       Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

       Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 
and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits 
to TNR and be unenforceable. On the contrary, these populations may benefit the most from TNR.

       Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request the City moves forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. A well managed TNR program does not just help cats, 
above all it helps all taxpayers live in a cleaner, safer environment. Thank you for your time and 
attention.  

Sincerely,
Silvia Busch, Ph.D. 

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/4ab77bfd-3858-49d0-87aa-b1769d3a080c
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Sondra Selhorn 
6517 Kester Ave. #2 
Van Nuts, CA 91411 
sselhorn@hotmail.com 
 
 
October 27, 2019 
 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 
 
    Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 
    Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 
and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off 
limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 
 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  
 

mailto:sselhorn@hotmail.com


I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  
 
Sincerely, 
Sondra Selhorn 



Stacey McRae M.S.

32105 Buena Ventura Rd

Winchester CA 92596

760-840-0800

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 



I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Stacey McRae M.S.



STACIE ROBBINS 
5915 HAZELTINE AVE #5 

VAN NUYS, CA 91401 
STACIE.ROBBINS@GMAIL.COM / 760-793-6344 

 
 
  
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
  
October 24, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 
handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 
may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 
outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 



 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
First & Last Name 
 



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 

Stephaine Boltjes



Susan M. Dildine

9909 Topanga Canyon Boulevard, Unit 324 � Chatsworth, California 91311
Tel. (818) 324-9129 � Fax (818) 936-0538 � soobools@gmail.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 
and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and 
mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs 
from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives 

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


Susan M. Dildine

9909 Topanga Canyon Boulevard, Unit 324 � Chatsworth, California 91311
Tel. (818) 324-9129 � Fax (818) 936-0538 � soobools@gmail.com

of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas 
of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off 
limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, 
the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would 
make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

Sincerely,
Susan Dildine



Susan Ellis 
26329 W Plata Lane, Calabasas, CA 91302 

srellis8@gmail.com

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Ellis

mailto:srellis8@gmail.com
https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/8a0c6e21-f83e-11e5-a0cf-12c35146c141
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10/24/2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 

the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Tammy D Unterborg

17-B Ridge Rd, Marlboro NY 12542

Bearsmokey815@yahoo.com

mailto:Bearsmokey815@yahoo.com


Tawnya Kohrdt

3280 N Mayfield Ave

San Bernardino CA 92405

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you 
for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals 
of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. 
I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


Sincerely,
Tawnya Kohrdt



 
 
 
 
 

 
___________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
 
 
October 24, 2019 
  
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased to know that the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and 
Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven and obvious way to manage 
the situation of free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  

  

Terry A. Jordan, L.C.S.W., DCSW 
2001 S. Barrington Ave., Suite 202 
Los Angeles, CA 90025 
310-895-4848 
https://www.psychotherapyinla.com 
terry@psychotherapyinla.com 
 

California Psychotherapy Lic. #LCS19302 
Montana Lic. # BBH-LCSW-LIC-39002 

Adolescents & Adults 
Individual, Couples & Family Therapy 

Eye Movement Desensitization & 
Reprocessing 

 
 
  
 
 

https://www.psychotherapyinla.com/


I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Terry Jordan, LCSW, DCSW 
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Tina Winters

7172 Hawthorn Ave. Apt 104

Los Angeles, CA 90012

(323) 309-0633 tinawinters777@gmail.com
 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

 

October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 

of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 

Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 

cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 

communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 

TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 

impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 

goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 

environment. 

I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 

buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 

those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to 

TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 

need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 

suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 

implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Tina L. Winters

Tina L. Winters

mailto:tinawinters777@gmail.com
mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


 

Whitney  Gries  
11615  Riverside  Drive,  Valley  Village,  CA  91602  
  
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 28, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 
and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from 
the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 
cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 
DEIR: 

•   Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

•   Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

•   Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 

Sincerely, 
Whitney Gries 
    

  



October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles  
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering  
Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 
 Re: Comments on Citywide Cat Program (E1907610) 
 
Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am a volunteer with Kitten Rescue, a Los Angeles no-kill rescue organization, in response to the request 
for comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report that evaluates the impact of the proposed 
Citywide Cat Program to address the problem of stray and feral cats in the city of Los Angeles. I support 
the comments submitted by Kitten Rescue and am similarly concerned with the negative impact that 
specific elements of the Program would have on the ability to control and reduce the feral and stray cat 
population in our city. Specifically, these are: 

1. The restrictions in the TNR Guidelines on returning fixed cats to areas within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area; 

2. The restrictions in the Feeding and Care Guidelines on feeding cats within one mile of an 
Environmentally Sensitive Area or in locations where vulnerable populations are present; and 

3. The restriction on allowable feeding times for stray and feral cats. 

All together, these restrictions will make the Citywide Cat Program less effective at reducing the free-
roaming cat population, which defeats the primary purpose of the Program.  

In addition, I do not believe that a recommendation of an amendment to the Municipal Code that would 
require people with 4 or 5 cats to register with the Department of Animal Services belongs in this 
Environmental Impact Report. It has nothing to do with the environment, and is a matter that should be 
left to the Board of Animal Services Commissioners. 

 

 Sincerely, 

 

  

 



From: Valida Carroll
244 Dimmick Avenue
Venice, CA 90291

To: Dr. Jan Green
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

Date: October 27, 2019

Re: Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Community Cat Program in LA 

Dr. Jan Green,

TNR needs to be the city's official policy and preferred method of dealing with the free-roaming 
cat population. It’s inhumane to kill “unwanted” cats. We have created them in the first place and 
we have an ancient bond and obligation to them: they take care of our pest/rodent population, 
and in turn we offer food/shelter. If we cannot offer shelter to all of them, we should at least be 
able to keep them alive and help bring down their numbers so that they do not suffer needlessly. 

Thank you,
Valida Carroll

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
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Wendy Koltz

160 Leatherwood St. Waynesville, NC

28786 wolfmk3@yahoo.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 

the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/3a0ae9c0-c412-454b-92ac-732c6ac37877


Sincerely,

Wendy Koltz



October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 

and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 

and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 

behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 

feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 

the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from 

the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 

cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 

DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 

one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 

elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 

entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 

and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 

suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 

implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Wendy Koltz



WENDY OBSTLER

427 WESTMINSTER AVE, APT 310

LOS ANGESLES, CA 90020

818-618-7575 / WOBSTLER@GMAIL.COM

 

October 26, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 



cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to 
TNR and be unenforceable.

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Wendy Obstler
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To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNS as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I DO NOT SUPPORT the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City 
subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely, 

Gail McMichael , 1136 N Dalton Ave, Azusa CA 91702, 626-252-7265



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNS as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I DO NOT SUPPORT the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City 
subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely, 

Gail McMichael , 1136 N Dalton Ave, Azusa CA 91702, 626-252-7265



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Re: TNR FOR HOMELESS CATS
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN;

I URGE THE CITY OF Los Angeles TO FULLY SUPPORT TNR AS THE PREFERRED 
POLICY IN THE HUMANE TREATMENT OF FREE ROAMING CATS. I DO NOT 
SUPPORT THE CURRENT POLICY OF OF TRAP AND KILL AND STRONGLY 
RECOMMEND THE CITY SUBSIDIZE SPAY/NEUTER.

SINCERLEY,
Jennifer Lauricella  
921 KENT STREET, ALTADENA, CA 91001
323.336.3043



To Whom It May Concern, 
  
I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Shackelford 
18741 Hatteras St  
Tarzana, CA 91356 
323-371-2427 



To Whom It May Concern;

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR (Trap, Neuter, Return) as the 
preferred policy in the humane treatment of free roaming cats.  
I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City 
subsidize spay/neuter. 

Sincerely,

Jessica Darwin

1349 S. Ogden Dr. #7
Los Angeles, CA 90019
(484) 883-8124



To Whom It May Concern;

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR (Trap, Neuter, Return) as the 
preferred policy in the humane treatment of free roaming cats.  
I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City 
subsidize spay/neuter. 

Sincerely,

Jessica Darwin

1349 S. Ogden Dr. #7
Los Angeles, CA 90019
(484) 883-8124



To whom it may concern:

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the city subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely, 

Julianna Magallanes
8009 S Lou Dillon Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90001
(323) 213-5954



To whom it may concern:

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the city subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely, 

Julianna Magallanes
8009 S Lou Dillon Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90001
(323) 213-5954



To whom it may concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the city subsidize 
spay/neuter. 

Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Julie Costantini
3390 La Clede Avenue
Los Angeles, CA  90039



To whom it may concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the city subsidize 
spay/neuter. 

Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Julie Costantini
3390 La Clede Avenue
Los Angeles, CA  90039



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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To Whom It may Concern,

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the 
humane treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the city subsidize spay/neuter 

Sincerely, 

Karla Olmo
14839 Needles St
North Hills, CA 91343
787-347-5760



To Whom It may Concern,

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the 
humane treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the city subsidize spay/neuter 

Sincerely, 

Karla Olmo
14839 Needles St
North Hills, CA 91343
787-347-5760



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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To Whom It May Concern,

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommended the City subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Whinnery
1029 ½ N Ave 50
Los Angeles, CA 90042
213-453-9789



To Whom It May Concern,

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommended the City subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Kathryn Whinnery
1029 ½ N Ave 50
Los Angeles, CA 90042
213-453-9789
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To Whom It May Concern,

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter. 

Sincerely,
Kelly Miller
1417 N Broadway, Los Angeles, CA 90012
440-665-7884



To Whom It May Concern,

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter. 

Sincerely,
Kelly Miller
1417 N Broadway, Los Angeles, CA 90012
440-665-7884



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN
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To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize 
spay/neuter,

Sincerely,

Kristin Copeland  

1920 Rosebud Ave, Los Angeles CA 90039 

818-460-5058



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize 
spay/neuter,

Sincerely,

Kristin Copeland  

1920 Rosebud Ave, Los Angeles CA 90039 

818-460-5058



Dr.   Jan   Green   Rebstock  
City   of   Los   Angeles   Public   Works  
Bureau   of   Engineering   Environmental   Management   Group  
1149   S.   Broadway,   6th   Floor,   Mail   Stop   939  
Los   Angeles,   CA   90015-2213  
 
RE:   CITYWIDE   CAT   PROGRAM   –   DEIR  
 
 
To   Whom   It   May   Concern:  
 
I   wholeheartedly   urge   the   city   of   Los   Angeles   to   fully   support   TNR   as   the   preferred   policy   in   the  
humane   treatment   of   free-roaming   cats.   I   do   NOT   support   the   current   policy   of   trap   and   kill   and  
recommend   the   City   subsidize   spay/neuter   for   all   residents.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
Laura   Lampley  
3114   Winter   Street  
Los   Angeles,   CA   90063  
720-556-7492  
 



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Support of TNR Policy in LA
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - YES for LA Cat Plan and TNR to end suffering and cat overpopulation!!

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648682658446122239&simpl=msg-f%3A16486826584… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648757831426211824&simpl=msg-f%3A16487578314… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648681052577673631&simpl=msg-f%3A16486810525… 1/2



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN
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11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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LA Cat Plan

To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the Humane 
treatment of free roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,
Michelle Rivera
8169 Santa Monica Blvd. #180
West Hollywood, CA 90046
213.448.7108



LA Cat Plan

To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the Humane 
treatment of free roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,
Michelle Rivera
8169 Santa Monica Blvd. #180
West Hollywood, CA 90046
213.448.7108



To Whom It May Concern,

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Manuel Chavarria
5209 Fountain Avenue
Los Angeles CA 90029
213-281-1519



To Whom It May Concern,

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and recommend the City subsidize 
spay/neuter.

Sincerely,

Manuel Chavarria
5209 Fountain Avenue
Los Angeles CA 90029
213-281-1519



To whom it may concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,
Margaret Yu
4131 Perlita Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90039
(310) 689-8195



To whom it may concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter.

Sincerely,
Margaret Yu
4131 Perlita Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90039
(310) 689-8195



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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October 29, 2019

To Whom It May Concern;

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trip and kill, and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter. 

Sincerely,

Melisse Cantatore

727 Westbourne Dr.#204

West Hollywood,CA,90069

3107212256



October 29, 2019

To Whom It May Concern;

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trip and kill, and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter. 

Sincerely,

Melisse Cantatore

727 Westbourne Dr.#204

West Hollywood,CA,90069

3107212256



 

October 28, 2019 

 

To Whom It May Concern; 

I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane treatment of 
free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap neuter and kill and recommend the city 
subsidize spay/neuter.  

Sincerely, 
Miah N. Ruiz  
  
 
477 Giano Ave. La Puente, CA 91744 
(626)523-9155 



10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Citywide Cat Program
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11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan
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11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648773470229084854&simpl=msg-f%3A16487734702… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan - TNR injunction

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648682865706013362&simpl=msg-f%3A16486828657… 1/1



11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA cat plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648672031384703199&simpl=msg-f%3A16486720313… 1/1



To Whom it may concern


I urge the city of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as they preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of roaming cats. I do NOT support the current ploy of drop and kill and recommend 
the city subsidize spay/neuter. 


We need to see these animals fixed not killed. This treatment of these poor animals is barbaric. 
You guys have a lot of responsibility and a lot to answer for. You need to act now please. Stop 
talking about it and do something about it.


Sincerely 


Neil Huxley

1308 factory Place apt 401

Los Angeles

90013



11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - TNR

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648671345248309644&simpl=msg-f%3A16486713452… 1/1



Nif Hodgson 
2336 Gardner Place 

Glendale, CA 91206 
 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
 
 
 

28 October 2019 
 
 
Dear Dr. Jan Green Rebstock and To Whom It May Concern, 
 
 
I strongly support providing funding for the spaying or neutering of free-roaming cats, and urge 
the city of Los Angeles to fully fund and support TNR (Trap, Neuter, and Return) as the official 
and preferred policy in the humane treatment of feral and stray felines. 
 
I absolutely OPPOSE and DO NOT SUPPORT the current Trap and Kill policy!!! 
 
Please facilitate, subsidize and implement a humane spay/neuter program and NO-KILL policy. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
Nif Hodgson 
 



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648675517542775863&simpl=msg-f%3A16486755175… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648682498661911480&simpl=msg-f%3A16486824986… 1/1



October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
Environmental Supervisor II
City of Los Angeles

Re: Support for TNR Program

Dear Dr. Rebstock,

I support the City of Los Angeles implementing a formal TNR program. TNR is a humane and 
proven solution, and I would not like the money I pay in taxes spent on housing and killing cat 
populations.

Thank you.

Respectfully,

Regan Chapman

Regan Chapman
6702 Aldea Ave.
Van Nuys, CA 91406



October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
Environmental Supervisor II
City of Los Angeles

Re: Support for TNR Program

Dear Dr. Rebstock,

I support the City of Los Angeles implementing a formal TNR program. TNR is a humane and 
proven solution, and I would not like the money I pay in taxes spent on housing and killing cat 
populations.

Thank you.

Respectfully,

Regan Chapman

Regan Chapman
6702 Aldea Ave.
Van Nuys, CA 91406



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648679380535414719&simpl=msg-f%3A16486793805… 1/1





11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - L.A cat plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648677097941571214&simpl=msg-f%3A16486770979… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - L.A. Cat Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648683992161465574&simpl=msg-f%3A16486839921… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - L.A. Cat Plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648677230687202798&simpl=msg-f%3A16486772306… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648681391287735954&simpl=msg-f%3A16486813912… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648676898110057077&simpl=msg-f%3A16486768981… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA Cat plan

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648686303080156128&simpl=msg-f%3A16486863030… 1/1



Susan Austin
2321 Montrose Ave.
Montrose, CA 91020

October 28, 2019

To whom it may concern,

 I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support trap neuter return (TNR) as the preferred policy in the 
humane treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the city subsidize spay/neuter.

Thank you,

Susan Austin

818-823-0276



Susan Austin
2321 Montrose Ave.
Montrose, CA 91020

October 28, 2019

To whom it may concern,

 I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support trap neuter return (TNR) as the preferred policy in the 
humane treatment of free roaming cats. I do NOT support the current policy of trap and kill and 
recommend the city subsidize spay/neuter.

Thank you,

Susan Austin

818-823-0276



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap & kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter/

Sincerely

Tabitha Lee
2211 S Ridgeley Dr
Los Angeles CA 90016
310-804-1215



To Whom It May Concern:

I urge the City of Los Angeles to fully support TNR as the preferred policy in the humane 
treatment of free roaming cats.  I do NOT support the current policy of trap & kill and 
recommend the City subsidize spay/neuter/

Sincerely

Tabitha Lee
2211 S Ridgeley Dr
Los Angeles CA 90016
310-804-1215



11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648671219180443034&simpl=msg-f%3A16486712191… 1/1



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648680133640943780&simpl=msg-f%3A16486801336… 1/2



11/18/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - LA CAT PLAN

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648680133640943780&simpl=msg-f%3A16486801336… 2/2





T4. Form Letter Category 4 





10/22/19 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

I am writing to express my support for the implementation of the proposed Citywide Cat 
Program (CCP), E1907610. I’m an active participant in the Animal Advocacy club at 
Immaculate Heart High School, a private catholic school in Los Angeles, working, learning, and 
educating the student body in wildlife issues facing the world today. One of our foci is cat rescue 
and TNR. I welcome the opportunity to have larger support from the City of Los Angeles in 
reducing the cat overpopulation on our city streets and providing affordable and accessible 
spay/neuter for residents’ pets and community cats alike. The program should be implemented as 
it is laid out in section ES.2 of the draft EIR.  

In the effort towards making Los Angeles a “no-kill” city, the Citywide Cat Program will aid in                                 
saving thousands of lives by stemming the breeding cycle and, in turn, preventing the needless                             
euthanizing of cats and kittens. TNR halts disruptive mating behaviors—like yowling, spraying,                       
roaming, and territorial fighting—so community cats and people can coexist peacefully. It is the                           
ethical and humane solution to diffusing cat conflict and litters of kittens, period. Additionally,                           
fewer free-roaming cats means reduced harmful environmental impact, such as flea-borne                     
disease and over-predation of native wildlife. Providing affordable spay/neuter for City residents                       
is also an essential factor of the CCP, as is establishing a city-sanctioned Working Cat program.  

By adopting an official position on TNR, affordable spay/neuter, a community cat management                         
program, and partnering with the numerous grassroots organizations, volunteer-led programs and                     
independent rescuers, the cats and residents of Los Angeles can have a safe and happy                             
coexistence with a manageable population. Education is key, and as a dedicated member of an                             
organization already working in communities that need our assistance; additional education and                       
support from the Citywide Cat Program will enhance our outreach efforts and emphasize the                           
life-saving work that we do. 

Thank you for your time, and for the opportunity to comment on & support such a necessary                                 
program for the City of Los Angeles. 

Sincerely, 

Ava Hittelman  
1900 N Serrano Avenue, Los Angeles, California 



 



10/22/19 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock, 
 
I am writing to express my support for the implementation of the proposed Citywide Cat 
Program (CCP), E1907610. I’m an active participant in the Animal Advocacy club at 
Immaculate Heart High School, a private catholic school in Los Angeles, working, learning, and 
educating the student body in wildlife issues facing the world today. One of our foci is cat rescue 
and TNR. I welcome the opportunity to have larger support from the City of Los Angeles in 
reducing the cat overpopulation on our city streets and providing affordable and accessible 
spay/neuter for residents’ pets and community cats alike. The program should be implemented as 
it is laid out in section ES.2 of the draft EIR.  
 
In the effort towards making Los Angeles a “no-kill” city, the Citywide Cat Program will aid in                                 
saving thousands of lives by stemming the breeding cycle and, in turn, preventing the needless                             
euthanizing of cats and kittens. TNR halts disruptive mating behaviors—like yowling, spraying,                       
roaming, and territorial fighting—so community cats and people can coexist peacefully. It is the                           
ethical and humane solution to diffusing cat conflict and litters of kittens, period. Additionally,                           
fewer free-roaming cats means reduced harmful environmental impact, such as flea-borne                     
disease and over-predation of native wildlife. Providing affordable spay/neuter for City residents                       
is also an essential factor of the CCP, as is establishing a city-sanctioned Working Cat program.  
 
By adopting an official position on TNR, affordable spay/neuter, a community cat management                         
program, and partnering with the numerous grassroots organizations, volunteer-led programs and                     
independent rescuers, the cats and residents of Los Angeles can have a safe and happy                             
coexistence with a manageable population. Education is key, and as a dedicated member of an                             
organization already working in communities that need our assistance; additional education and                       
support from the Citywide Cat Program will enhance our outreach efforts and emphasize the                           
life-saving work that we do. 
 
Thank you for your time, and for the opportunity to comment on & support such a necessary                                 
program for the City of Los Angeles. 
 
Sincerely,   
 
Cailene Ito 
520 Rosewood Lane, Pasadena, CA 91103 



October 22, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock, 
 
I am writing to express my support for the implementation of the proposed Citywide Cat 
Program (CCP), E1907610. I’m an active participant in the Animal Advocacy club at 
Immaculate Heart High School, a private catholic school in Los Angeles, working, learning, and 
educating the student body in wildlife issues facing the world today. One of our foci is cat rescue 
and TNR. I welcome the opportunity to have larger support from the City of Los Angeles in 
reducing the cat overpopulation on our city streets and providing affordable and accessible 
spay/neuter for residents’ pets and community cats alike. The program should be implemented as 
it is laid out in section ES.2 of the draft EIR.  
 
In the effort towards making Los Angeles a “no-kill” city, the Citywide Cat Program will aid in                                 
saving thousands of lives by stemming the breeding cycle and, in turn, preventing the needless                             
euthanizing of cats and kittens. TNR halts disruptive mating behaviors—like yowling, spraying,                       
roaming, and territorial fighting—so community cats and people can coexist peacefully. It is the                           
ethical and humane solution to diffusing cat conflict and litters of kittens, period. Additionally,                           
fewer free-roaming cats means reduced harmful environmental impact, such as flea-borne                     
disease and over-predation of native wildlife. Providing affordable spay/neuter for City residents                       
is also an essential factor of the CCP, as is establishing a city-sanctioned Working Cat program.  
 
By adopting an official position on TNR, affordable spay/neuter, a community cat management                         
program, and partnering with the numerous grassroots organizations, volunteer-led programs and                     
independent rescuers, the cats and residents of Los Angeles can have a safe and happy                             
coexistence with a manageable population. Education is key, and as a dedicated member of an                             
organization already working in communities that need our assistance; additional education and                       
support from the Citywide Cat Program will enhance our outreach efforts and emphasize the                           
life-saving work that we do. 
 
Thank you for your time, and for the opportunity to comment on & support such a necessary                                 
program for the City of Los Angeles. 
 
Sincerely,   
 
Ella Provan 
 



October 22, 2019   
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock, 
 
I am writing to express my support for the implementation of the proposed Citywide Cat 
Program (CCP), E1907610. I’m an active participant in the Animal Advocacy club at 
Immaculate Heart High School, a private catholic school in Los Angeles, working, learning, and 
educating the student body in wildlife issues facing the world today. One of our foci is cat rescue 
and TNR. I welcome the opportunity to have larger support from the City of Los Angeles in 
reducing the cat overpopulation on our city streets and providing affordable and accessible 
spay/neuter for residents’ pets and community cats alike. The program should be implemented as 
it is laid out in section ES.2 of the draft EIR.  
 
In the effort towards making Los Angeles a “no-kill” city, the Citywide Cat Program will aid in                                 
saving thousands of lives by stemming the breeding cycle and, in turn, preventing the needless                             
euthanizing of cats and kittens. TNR halts disruptive mating behaviors—like yowling, spraying,                       
roaming, and territorial fighting—so community cats and people can coexist peacefully. It is the                           
ethical and humane solution to diffusing cat conflict and litters of kittens, period. Additionally,                           
fewer free-roaming cats means reduced harmful environmental impact, such as flea-borne                     
disease and over-predation of native wildlife. Providing affordable spay/neuter for City residents                       
is also an essential factor of the CCP, as is establishing a city-sanctioned Working Cat program.  
 
By adopting an official position on TNR, affordable spay/neuter, a community cat management                         
program, and partnering with the numerous grassroots organizations, volunteer-led programs and                     
independent rescuers, the cats and residents of Los Angeles can have a safe and happy                             
coexistence with a manageable population. Education is key, and as a dedicated member of an                             
organization already working in communities that need our assistance; additional education and                       
support from the Citywide Cat Program will enhance our outreach efforts and emphasize the                           
life-saving work that we do. 
 
Thank you for your time, and for the opportunity to comment on & support such a necessary                                 
program for the City of Los Angeles. 
 
Sincerely,   
 
Fielden Coombs-Perez 10963 Ocean Dr. Culver City CA 90230 



October 22, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock, 
 
I am writing to express my support for the implementation of the proposed Citywide Cat 
Program (CCP), E1907610. I’m an active participant in the Animal Advocacy club at 
Immaculate Heart High School, a private catholic school in Los Angeles, working, learning, and 
educating the student body in wildlife issues facing the world today. One of our foci is cat rescue 
and TNR. I welcome the opportunity to have larger support from the City of Los Angeles in 
reducing the cat overpopulation on our city streets and providing affordable and accessible 
spay/neuter for residents’ pets and community cats alike. The program should be implemented as 
it is laid out in section ES.2 of the draft EIR.  
 
In the effort towards making Los Angeles a “no-kill” city, the Citywide Cat Program will aid in                                 
saving thousands of lives by stemming the breeding cycle and, in turn, preventing the needless                             
euthanizing of cats and kittens. TNR halts disruptive mating behaviors—like yowling, spraying,                       
roaming, and territorial fighting—so community cats and people can coexist peacefully. It is the                           
ethical and humane solution to diffusing cat conflict and litters of kittens, period. Additionally,                           
fewer free-roaming cats means reduced harmful environmental impact, such as flea-borne                     
disease and over-predation of native wildlife. Providing affordable spay/neuter for City residents                       
is also an essential factor of the CCP, as is establishing a city-sanctioned Working Cat program.  
 
By adopting an official position on TNR, affordable spay/neuter, a community cat management                         
program, and partnering with the numerous grassroots organizations, volunteer-led programs and                     
independent rescuers, the cats and residents of Los Angeles can have a safe and happy                             
coexistence with a manageable population. Education is key, and as a dedicated member of an                             
organization already working in communities that need our assistance; additional education and                       
support from the Citywide Cat Program will enhance our outreach efforts and emphasize the                           
life-saving work that we do. 
 
Thank you for your time, and for the opportunity to comment on & support such a necessary                                 
program for the City of Los Angeles. 
 
Sincerely,   
 
Isabel Cunningham,  
13225 Morrison St. Sherman Oaks, 91423 



October 22, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock, 
 
I am writing to express my support for the implementation of the proposed Citywide Cat 
Program (CCP), E1907610. I’m an active participant in the Animal Advocacy club at 
Immaculate Heart High School, a private catholic school in Los Angeles, working, learning, and 
educating the student body in wildlife issues facing the world today. One of our foci is cat rescue 
and TNR. I welcome the opportunity to have larger support from the City of Los Angeles in 
reducing the cat overpopulation on our city streets and providing affordable and accessible 
spay/neuter for residents’ pets and community cats alike. The program should be implemented as 
it is laid out in section ES.2 of the draft EIR.  
 
In the effort towards making Los Angeles a “no-kill” city, the Citywide Cat Program will aid in                                 
saving thousands of lives by stemming the breeding cycle and, in turn, preventing the needless                             
euthanizing of cats and kittens. TNR halts disruptive mating behaviors—like yowling, spraying,                       
roaming, and territorial fighting—so community cats and people can coexist peacefully. It is the                           
ethical and humane solution to diffusing cat conflict and litters of kittens, period. Additionally,                           
fewer free-roaming cats means reduced harmful environmental impact, such as flea-borne                     
disease and over-predation of native wildlife. Providing affordable spay/neuter for City residents                       
is also an essential factor of the CCP, as is establishing a city-sanctioned Working Cat program.  
 
By adopting an official position on TNR, affordable spay/neuter, a community cat management                         
program, and partnering with the numerous grassroots organizations, volunteer-led programs and                     
independent rescuers, the cats and residents of Los Angeles can have a safe and happy                             
coexistence with a manageable population. Education is key, and as a dedicated member of an                             
organization already working in communities that need our assistance; additional education and                       
support from the Citywide Cat Program will enhance our outreach efforts and emphasize the                           
life-saving work that we do. 
 
Thank you for your time, and for the opportunity to comment on & support such a necessary                                 
program for the City of Los Angeles. 
 
Sincerely,   
Isabel Ramos 
255 S Grand Ave #315 
Los Angeles, CA 



 

October 22, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock, 
 
I am writing to express my support for the implementation of the proposed Citywide Cat 
Program (CCP), E1907610. I’m an active participant in the Animal Advocacy club at 
Immaculate Heart High School, a private catholic school in Los Angeles, working, learning, and 
educating the student body in wildlife issues facing the world today. One of our foci is cat rescue 
and TNR. I welcome the opportunity to have larger support from the City of Los Angeles in 
reducing the cat overpopulation on our city streets and providing affordable and accessible 
spay/neuter for residents’ pets and community cats alike. The program should be implemented as 
it is laid out in section ES.2 of the draft EIR.  
 
In the effort towards making Los Angeles a “no-kill” city, the Citywide Cat Program will aid in                                 
saving thousands of lives by stemming the breeding cycle and, in turn, preventing the needless                             
euthanizing of cats and kittens. TNR halts disruptive mating behaviors—like yowling, spraying,                       
roaming, and territorial fighting—so community cats and people can coexist peacefully. It is the                           
ethical and humane solution to diffusing cat conflict and litters of kittens, period. Additionally,                           
fewer free-roaming cats means reduced harmful environmental impact, such as flea-borne                     
disease and over-predation of native wildlife. Providing affordable spay/neuter for City residents                       
is also an essential factor of the CCP, as is establishing a city-sanctioned Working Cat program.  
 
By adopting an official position on TNR, affordable spay/neuter, a community cat management                         
program, and partnering with the numerous grassroots organizations, volunteer-led programs and                     
independent rescuers, the cats and residents of Los Angeles can have a safe and happy                             
coexistence with a manageable population. Education is key, and as a dedicated member of an                             
organization already working in communities that need our assistance; additional education and                       
support from the Citywide Cat Program will enhance our outreach efforts and emphasize the                           
life-saving work that we do. 
 
Thank you for your time, and for the opportunity to comment on & support such a necessary                                 
program for the City of Los Angeles. 
 
Sincerely,   
Jamie DeNeve 
3939 S. Cloverdale Ave.  
Los Angeles, CA 90008 



22 October 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock, 
 
I am writing to express my support for the implementation of the proposed Citywide Cat 
Program (CCP), E1907610. I’m an active participant in the Animal Advocacy club at 
Immaculate Heart High School, a private catholic school in Los Angeles, working, learning, and 
educating the student body in wildlife issues facing the world today. One of our foci is cat rescue 
and TNR. I welcome the opportunity to have larger support from the City of Los Angeles in 
reducing the cat overpopulation on our city streets and providing affordable and accessible 
spay/neuter for residents’ pets and community cats alike. The program should be implemented as 
it is laid out in section ES.2 of the draft EIR.  
 
In the effort towards making Los Angeles a “no-kill” city, the Citywide Cat Program will aid in                                 
saving thousands of lives by stemming the breeding cycle and, in turn, preventing the needless                             
euthanizing of cats and kittens. TNR halts disruptive mating behaviors—like yowling, spraying,                       
roaming, and territorial fighting—so community cats and people can coexist peacefully. It is the                           
ethical and humane solution to diffusing cat conflict and litters of kittens, period. Additionally,                           
fewer free-roaming cats means reduced harmful environmental impact, such as flea-borne                     
disease and over-predation of native wildlife. Providing affordable spay/neuter for City residents                       
is also an essential factor of the CCP, as is establishing a city-sanctioned Working Cat program.  
 
By adopting an official position on TNR, affordable spay/neuter, a community cat management                         
program, and partnering with the numerous grassroots organizations, volunteer-led programs and                     
independent rescuers, the cats and residents of Los Angeles can have a safe and happy                             
coexistence with a manageable population. Education is key, and as a dedicated member of an                             
organization already working in communities that need our assistance; additional education and                       
support from the Citywide Cat Program will enhance our outreach efforts and emphasize the                           
life-saving work that we do. 
 
Thank you for your time, and for the opportunity to comment on & support such a necessary                                 
program for the City of Los Angeles. 
 
Sincerely,   
 
Michayla Brown  
4220 Colfax Ave. #104 Studio City, CA 91604 



October 22, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock, 
 
I am writing to express my support for the implementation of the proposed Citywide Cat 
Program (CCP), E1907610. I’m an active participant in the Animal Advocacy club at 
Immaculate Heart High School, a private catholic school in Los Angeles, working, learning, and 
educating the student body in wildlife issues facing the world today. One of our foci is cat rescue 
and TNR. I welcome the opportunity to have larger support from the City of Los Angeles in 
reducing the cat overpopulation on our city streets and providing affordable and accessible 
spay/neuter for residents’ pets and community cats alike. The program should be implemented as 
it is laid out in section ES.2 of the draft EIR.  
 
In the effort towards making Los Angeles a “no-kill” city, the Citywide Cat Program will aid in                                 
saving thousands of lives by stemming the breeding cycle and, in turn, preventing the needless                             
euthanizing of cats and kittens. TNR halts disruptive mating behaviors—like yowling, spraying,                       
roaming, and territorial fighting—so community cats and people can coexist peacefully. It is the                           
ethical and humane solution to diffusing cat conflict and litters of kittens, period. Additionally,                           
fewer free-roaming cats means reduced harmful environmental impact, such as flea-borne                     
disease and over-predation of native wildlife. Providing affordable spay/neuter for City residents                       
is also an essential factor of the CCP, as is establishing a city-sanctioned Working Cat program.  
 
By adopting an official position on TNR, affordable spay/neuter, a community cat management                         
program, and partnering with the numerous grassroots organizations, volunteer-led programs and                     
independent rescuers, the cats and residents of Los Angeles can have a safe and happy                             
coexistence with a manageable population. Education is key, and as a dedicated member of an                             
organization already working in communities that need our assistance; additional education and                       
support from the Citywide Cat Program will enhance our outreach efforts and emphasize the                           
life-saving work that we do. 
 
Thank you for your time, and for the opportunity to comment on & support such a necessary                                 
program for the City of Los Angeles. 
 
Sincerely,   
 
Simone Pisarik 
3825 Mound View Ave. Studio City, 91604 



10-22-19 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock, 
 
I am writing to express my support for the implementation of the proposed Citywide Cat 
Program (CCP), E1907610. I’m an active participant in the Animal Advocacy club at 
Immaculate Heart High School, a private catholic school in Los Angeles, working, learning, and 
educating the student body in wildlife issues facing the world today. One of our foci is cat rescue 
and TNR. I welcome the opportunity to have larger support from the City of Los Angeles in 
reducing cat overpopulation on our city streets and providing affordable and accessible 
spay/neuter for residents’ pets and community cats alike. The program should be implemented as 
it is laid out in section ES.2 of the draft EIR.  
 
In the effort towards making Los Angeles a “no-kill” city, the Citywide Cat Program will aid in                                 
saving thousands of lives by stemming the breeding cycle and, in turn, preventing the needless                             
euthanizing of cats and kittens. TNR halts disruptive mating behaviors—like yowling, spraying,                       
roaming, and territorial fighting—so community cats and people can coexist peacefully. It is the                           
ethical and humane solution to diffusing cat conflict and litters of kittens, period. Additionally,                           
fewer free-roaming cats mean reduced harmful environmental impacts, such as flea-borne                     
disease and over-predation of native wildlife. Providing affordable spay/neuter for City residents                       
is also an essential factor of the CCP, as is establishing a city-sanctioned Working Cat program.  
 
By adopting an official position on TNR, affordable spay/neuter, a community cat management                         
program, and partnering with the numerous grassroots organizations, volunteer-led programs,                   
and independent rescuers, the cats and residents of Los Angeles can have a safe and happy                               
coexistence with a manageable population. Education is key, and as a dedicated member of an                             
organization already working in communities that need our assistance; additional education and                       
support from the Citywide Cat Program will enhance our outreach efforts and emphasize the                           
life-saving work that we do. 
 
Thank you for your time, and for the opportunity to comment on & support such a necessary                                 
program for the City of Los Angeles. 
 
Sincerely,   
 
Sofia Kahwaji, 5219 Dahlia dr. Los Angles, CA90041 



October 22, 2019 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock, 
 
I am writing to express my support for the implementation of the proposed Citywide Cat 
Program (CCP), E1907610. I’m an active participant in the Animal Advocacy club at 
Immaculate Heart High School, a private catholic school in Los Angeles, working, learning, and 
educating the student body in wildlife issues facing the world today. One of our foci is cat rescue 
and TNR. I welcome the opportunity to have larger support from the City of Los Angeles in 
reducing the cat overpopulation on our city streets and providing affordable and accessible 
spay/neuter for residents’ pets and community cats alike. The program should be implemented as 
it is laid out in section ES.2 of the draft EIR.  

In the effort towards making Los Angeles a “no-kill” city, the Citywide Cat Program will                             
aid in saving thousands of lives by stemming the breeding cycle and, in turn, preventing the                               
needless euthanizing of cats and kittens. TNR halts disruptive mating behaviors—like yowling,                       
spraying, roaming, and territorial fighting—so community cats and people can coexist                     
peacefully. It is the ethical and humane solution to diffusing cat conflict and litters of kittens,                               
period. Additionally, fewer free-roaming cats means reduced harmful environmental impact,                   
such as flea-borne disease and over-predation of native wildlife. Providing affordable                     
spay/neuter for City residents is also an essential factor of the CCP, as is establishing a                               
city-sanctioned Working Cat program.  

By adopting an official position on TNR, affordable spay/neuter, a community cat                       
management program, and partnering with the numerous grassroots organizations, volunteer-led                   
programs and independent rescuers, the cats and residents of Los Angeles can have a safe and                               
happy coexistence with a manageable population. Education is key, and as a dedicated member                           
of an organization already working in communities that need our assistance; additional education                         
and support from the Citywide Cat Program will enhance our outreach efforts and emphasize the                             
life-saving work that we do. 

Thank you for your time, and for the opportunity to comment on & support such a                               
necessary program for the City of Los Angeles. 
 
Sincerely,   
 
Tyler Misraje 11521 Dona Pepita Place Studio City CA, 91604 
 



10/22/19 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock, 
 
I am writing to express my support for the implementation of the proposed Citywide Cat 
Program (CCP), E1907610. I’m an active participant in the Animal Advocacy club at 
Immaculate Heart High School, a private catholic school in Los Angeles, working, learning, and 
educating the student body in wildlife issues facing the world today. One of our foci is cat rescue 
and TNR. I welcome the opportunity to have larger support from the City of Los Angeles in 
reducing the cat overpopulation on our city streets and providing affordable and accessible 
spay/neuter for residents’ pets and community cats alike. The program should be implemented as 
it is laid out in section ES.2 of the draft EIR.  
 
In the effort towards making Los Angeles a “no-kill” city, the Citywide Cat Program will aid in                                 
saving thousands of lives by stemming the breeding cycle and, in turn, preventing the needless                             
euthanizing of cats and kittens. TNR halts disruptive mating behaviors—like yowling, spraying,                       
roaming, and territorial fighting—so community cats and people can coexist peacefully. It is the                           
ethical and humane solution to diffusing cat conflict and litters of kittens, period. Additionally,                           
fewer free-roaming cats means reduced harmful environmental impact, such as flea-borne                     
disease and over-predation of native wildlife. Providing affordable spay/neuter for City residents                       
is also an essential factor of the CCP, as is establishing a city-sanctioned Working Cat program.  
 
By adopting an official position on TNR, affordable spay/neuter, a community cat management                         
program, and partnering with the numerous grassroots organizations, volunteer-led programs and                     
independent rescuers, the cats and residents of Los Angeles can have a safe and happy                             
coexistence with a manageable population. Education is key, and as a dedicated member of an                             
organization already working in communities that need our assistance; additional education and                       
support from the Citywide Cat Program will enhance our outreach efforts and emphasize the                           
life-saving work that we do. 
 
Thank you for your time, and for the opportunity to comment on & support such a necessary                                 
program for the City of Los Angeles. 
 
Sincerely,   
 
Yuni Lee 
505 N. Kingsley Dr. Los Angeles, CA 90004 
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Alethia Brhel  
7001 Church Avenue #54 

Highland, CA 92346 
Alethiab1973@gmail.com 

October 24, 2019 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.    

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 

Sincerely,  
Alethia Brhel  



 



October 24, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 
and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 
the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los
Angeles off limits.

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems –
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be
unenforceable.

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and ec ho their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 
Alyson Lago 
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AMANDA LIVELY 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

16501 VENTURA BLVD. 
ENCINO, CA 91436 

818-501-8030 
alively@wkclegal.com 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 
handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 
may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 
outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - 



exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Amanda Lively 
 
 



AMANDA WILSON 
255 KENNEBEC AVE, LONG BEACH, CA 90803 

WILSON19692@YAHOO.COM 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 
and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 
the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   



 
Sincerely, 

Amanda Wilson 



Amber Eisenmann 
1179 Bellevue Avenue Los Angeles, CA 
90012 amber_eisenmann@yahoo.com 

 
 
October 27, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los 
Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact 
of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 
proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 
also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 
feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 
active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 



I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 
restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 
potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following 
areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles 
off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as 
this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 
their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Amber Eisenmann 
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Ana Espinoza  
241 S. Mariposa Ave. #102 
Los Angeles CA 90004 
Myhp171@yahoo.com  
 
October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 
 
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.Restricting TNR to areas where 
no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with compromised 
immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 
 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  
 

mailto:Myhp171@yahoo.com


I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  
 
Sincerely,  
Ana Espinoza  
 
 



Andrew Montiveo 
9539 Sunglow St. 
Pico Rivera, CA 90660 
agmontiveo@gmail.com  
  
  
October 25, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 
cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven 
way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the 
value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management 
of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions 
that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create 
an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the 
public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - 
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above 
to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Andrew Montiveo 
 



11/1/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program
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11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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October 25, 2019 
 
Ann LaGoy, president, Stray H.E.L.P., Inc. 
PO Box 245 
Fishkill, NY 12524 
845-489-5211 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock, 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 
and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 
the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Ann LaGoy, president, Stray HELP 
PO Box 245 
Fishkill, NY 12524 
845-489-5211 



 





Anna S. Isis-Brown 
2143 Clinton Street, Los Angeles, CA 90026 
(408) 497-3352 / isisbrown@mmrs-law.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group  
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

October 28, 2019 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock, 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

I am an environmentalist and lover of birds as well as cats. I am pleased the DEIR does not find 
a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of 
TNR as the proven, preferred way to humanely manage free roaming and feral cats. Thank you 
for recognizing the value of TNR. I do NOT support the current policy of “Trap and Kill.” 
Furthermore, I urge the City to further subsidize and expand spay/neuter programs, which would 
help to reduce the number of cats living on the streets in the first place. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the
entire city off limits to TNR, and be unenforceable.

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

Sincerely,
Anna S. Isis-Brown



October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and 
Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle 
free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers 
decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-
roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who 
respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about 
the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – 
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Anna Rust 

 



Anna Soydova 

2411 W. Sunset Blvd 
Los Angeles, CA 90026 

asoydova@gmail.com 

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 28, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 
and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 
the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – 
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 



I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Anna Soydova 

 



October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 
and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 
the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR:  

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits.  

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.  

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.  

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Annette Conlon 
4816 Coolidge Ave 
Culver City, CA 90230 

213‐344‐7926 



Annette Tornavacca Winkler 

8428 Williamsburg Place 

Riverside, CA 92504 

TNR Riverside 

tnrriverside@yahoo.com 

  

October 25, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
(“DEIR”). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 
cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 
proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR. 



TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions 
that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create 
an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off 

limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, 

the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would 

make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 

schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.    
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.    
 
Sincerely,  
Annette Tornavacca Winkler  

TNR Riverside  



10/30/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Lifting all TNR injunctions

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648316585229170092&simpl=msg-f%3A16483165852… 1/2



10/30/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Lifting all TNR injunctions

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648316585229170092&simpl=msg-f%3A16483165852… 2/2



Aostara Kaye 
3595 Santa Fe Avenue, Long Beach CA 90810  

aostara@thelittlelionfoundation.org 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 25, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires 
and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Aostara Kaye 

 



April Cottini 
1305 ½ E Broadway 
Glendale, CA 91205 
cottini@post.harvard.edu 
  
October 24, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
  
RE: CITY-WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat 
Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full 
support of TNR as the proven way to handle free-roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR and 
the animals of Los Angeles in need of compassionate care. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities happier 
as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-
roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR 
program:  
 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones – which 
renders approximately 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 
 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 
compromised immune systems – exist, as this could be construed to mean the entire City is off limits to TNR. 

 
 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility in order 

to volunteer for TNR efforts. 
  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for improvement to 
the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los 
Angeles, and thank you sincerely for your time, consideration, and the efforts of City staff in addressing the feral and 
homeless pet population. 
  
With gratitude, 
 
  
April Cottini 



October 26 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:  

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.  

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire 
city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.  

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.  

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Barbara McCarren, 25 30th Avenue, Venice 90291 

 

 



11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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10/25/2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015‐2213 

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR. 
 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 

communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free‐roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 

the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one‐mile 

buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to 
TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I FULLY support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.   
 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 

implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 

Sincerely, 
Beth Rosemond, PhD 

 



October 28, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock     jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 
and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.  
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program and potentially create an outcome that differs from 
the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 
DEIR: 
• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-

mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 
• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 

elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 

  
Betsy Liley 
Board chair, Stray Cat Alliance  

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


11/1/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - TNR restriction
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10/30/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM
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10/30/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM
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11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648445815418844525&simpl=msg-f%3A1648445815418844525 1/2



11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR
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10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648227967040214699&simpl=msg-f%3A16482279670… 2/2



Caitlin Lavin 
6175 Canterbury Drive #111 

Culver City, CA 90230 
caitlin.r.lavin@gmail.com 

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 

October 28, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 
and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 
the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR: 

● Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

● Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – 
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 



● Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 

Caitlin Lavin 



Candace Danbo 
2622 Fallsview Rd 

San Marcos, CA  92078 
candacedanbo@hotmail.com 

 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and 
mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs 
from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives 
of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of 
the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make 
the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Candace Danbo 







11/13/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - City wide cat program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648518002315945837&simpl=msg-f%3A16485180023… 1/1



11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - (no subject)
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11/1/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648343145917371166&simpl=msg-f%3A16483431459… 1/1



Dr. Jan Green Rebstock  

City of Los Angeles Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group  

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939  

Los Angeles, CA 90015‐2213 

 

October 26, 2019 

 

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 

Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 

Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 

cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 

human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 

behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free‐roaming cats by providing feeding, 

vaccination and flea treatment. 

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 

positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 

desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 

wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one‐

mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 

elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 

entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 

and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.    



I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 

implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.    

 

Sincerely,  

Carole Elkins 

P.O. Box 1012 

Studio City, CA 91614 

elkicadi@gmail.com 

 

 

 



Carolyn Koh 
3834 175th Ave NE Apt E49 

Redmond, WA 98052 
 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the 
Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows 
for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.  

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the 
city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. TNR has 
proven very successful in Washington State where I live. In fact, the lack of TNR in California results in 
kittens that are driven up every year to the Seattle area where they are divided out among the rescues 
here. I am currently hosting two California kittens that are waiting for their low cost Spay and Neuter 
provided by the Feral Cat Spay and Neuter Project up here in Lynnwood, WA. The influx of kittens every 
year from California also has the effect of overwhelming our own systems here and these kittens have been 
waiting 4 weeks now, before finally receiving confirmed appointments in two weeks.  

I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of 
TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Carolyn Koh 

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/373a74a0-c991-4033-8990-feb5d567c1b2


Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 

Carolyn Seeman 
117 4 7 Otsego Street 

Valley Village, California 91607 
(818) 766-4889 

October 24, 2019 

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM - DEIR 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and 
Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle 
free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers 
decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-
roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who 
respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns 
about the following areas of the DEIR: 
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations -defined as children, 
the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would 
make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 



I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 

Sincerely, 

~~/) 
Carolyn Seeman 



Carri Brown
336 South Norton Avenue, Apt 204
Los Angeles, CA 90020
Carribrown@gmail.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.

mailto:Carribrown@gmail.com


I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

Sincerely,

Carri J. Brown



Casey Fisher 
2279 Glendale Blvd. Unit 1 
Los Angeles, CA 90039 
cdf135@hotmail.com 
 
October 25, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Casey Fisher 



Cat Edwards 

5151 Mesmer

Los Angeles, CA 90230

 writerxyz@gmail.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 

Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 

Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 

cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 

communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 

TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

I am concerned, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact 

of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the 

city and public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have 

serious concerns about these areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-

mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 

and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off 

limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 

need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 

suggestions for improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 

implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 

Cat Edwards

Shelter Volunteer, Foster and Networker

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


Holly	Fine	
6050	Lexington	Ave	#9	
Los	Angeles,		CA,	90038	
finallyholly@gmail.com	
	
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org	
	
	
October	24,	2019	
	
	
Dr.	Jan	Green	Rebstock	
City	of	Los	Angeles	
Public	Works,	Bureau	of	Engineering	
Environmental	Management	Group	
1149	S.	Broadway,	6th	Floor,	Mail	Stop	939	
Los	Angeles,	CA	90015-2213	
	
	
RE:	CITY	WIDE	CAT	PROGRAM	–	DEIR	
	
	
I	am	writing	in	response	to	the	request	for	public	comment	on	the	Draft	Environmental	
Impact	Report	of	the	Citywide	Cat	Program	in	Los	Angeles	("DEIR").	
	
	
I	am	pleased	the	DEIR	does	not	find	a	significant	environmental	impact	of	cats	and	Trap	
Neuter	Return	(TNR).	I	am	in	full	support	of	TNR	as	the	proven	way	to	handle	free	roaming	
and	feral	cats.	Thank	you	for	recognizing	the	value	of	TNR.	
	
	
TNR	not	only	reduces	cat	numbers	but	enhances	their	quality	of	life.	It	also	makes	feline	
and	human	communities	happier	as	free	roaming	and	feral	cat	numbers	decline	and	mating	
behaviors	cease.	TNR	allows	for	active	management	of	free-roaming	cats	by	providing	
feeding,	vaccination	and	flea	treatment.	
	
	
I	am	concerned,	however,	that	the	City	has	included	significant	restrictions	that	may	limit	
the	positive	impact	of	the	TNR	program,	and	potentially	create	an	outcome	that	differs	
from	the	desires	and	goals	of	the	city	and	the	public,	including	those	who	respect	the	lives	
of	cats,	wildlife	and	our	environment.	I	have	serious	concerns	about	the	following	areas	of	
the	DEIR:	
	
Restricting	TNR	activities	from	Environmentally	Sensitive	Areas	and	corresponding	one-
mile	buffer	zones,	rendering	39%	of	the	City	of	Los	Angeles	off	limits.	
	



Restricting	TNR	to	areas	where	no	vulnerable	populations	–	defined	as	children,	the	elderly	
and	those	with	compromised	immune	systems	-	exist,	as	this	would	make	the	entire	city	off	
limits	to	TNR	and	be	unenforceable.	
	
Restricting	feeding	times,	which	fails	to	recognize	that	people	have	different	schedules	and	
need	flexibility	on	when	they	can	feed	cats.	
	
	
I	fully	support	the	comments	submitted	by	Stray	Cat	Alliance	and	echo	their	concerns	and	
suggestions	for	improvement	to	the	project.	
	
	
I	respectfully	request	you	move	forward	without	the	restrictions	noted	above	to	allow	full	
implementation	of	TNR	in	Los	Angeles.	
	
	
Sincerely,	
	
Holly	Fine	
	
 



Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

Dear Dr. Green Rebstock

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am in full support of TNR as the only  proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but also allows for active management of free-roaming cats 
by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.  Additionally, cats do contribute to rodent 
control in the Los Angles area.  

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 
and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off 
limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Catherine Grasso 
10729 Westminster Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90034



October 27, 2019
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment.
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires 
and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:
 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 

buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 

and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off 
limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.
 
Sincerely,
Catherine Garroni
8646 Edwin Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90046
garronic@yahoo.com



Celina Banuelos
13340 Glamis St

Pacoima, CA 91331
Email: celina_b@live.com

October 28, 2019
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
Email: jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

Dear Ms. Rebstock:

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. 
Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment.
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 
goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR 
and be unenforceable.
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

Sincerely,
Celina Banuelos
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Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 

the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Christina Iandoli

Rockville, MD 20850
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Cindy J. Rinaldi
470 La Loma Road
Pasadena, CA 91105
CindyRinaldi@gmail.com

October 23, 2019
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

PLEASE FEEL FREE TO CONTACT ME.  E-mail is best.

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  I respectfully request you move forward without the 
restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.
 
Sincerely,

Cindy J. Rinaldi

mailto:CindyRinaldi@gmail.com
mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
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Claudine Battisti 
202 S. Raymond Ave. #214

Pasadena, CA 91105 
claudinebattisti@gmail.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits 
to TNR and be unenforceable.
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats.
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 

Claudine Battisti
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Dani Messerschmidt 
3757 Westwood Blvd, Apt 4 
Los Angeles, CA, 90034 
diggitydani@gmail.com 
 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
October 28, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. 
Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 
goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR 
and be unenforceable. 
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats. 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dani Messerschmidt 

 



Danielle Langlois
15148 Haynes St
Van Nuys, CA 91411
danilanglois@gmail.com

To: 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
(“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 
cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 
proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and 
flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions 
that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially 
create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and 

mailto:danilanglois@gmail.com
https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/a3c94a7e-613a-4bd1-8a4e-f084098bda1c?fbclid=IwAR02tZpDfWZIqkaGmkytTD7soS_BdCTwq24_GXPUOh9V4JHAUuXS_nw19qM


the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 
DEIR:

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of 
Los Angeles off limits.

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined 
as children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems 
– exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Danielle Langlois
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Deborah Panish Johnson 
11968 Doral Avenue 

Northridge, California  91326 
805-432-0099 

djohnson@oasistechnology.com 
 

 
 
 
October 23, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 
handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 
may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 
outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 



  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Deborah Panish Johnson 
 



Dee Carey 
409 Beryl Cove Way 
Seal Beach, CA 90740 
carey1947@gmail.com 
 
 
October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 
goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, 
the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would 
make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
 

Dee Carey 
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October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 

cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 

proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 

recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 

also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 

feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 

active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 

vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 

restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 

potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 

the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 

wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following 

areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of 

Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined 

as children, the elderly and those with compromised immune 

systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR 

and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 

their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 



I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 

above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Donna Strull

11616 Clarkson Road

Los Angeles,  CA 90064



10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648233077227235230&simpl=msg-f%3A16482330772… 1/1



Dora Sesler 
6524 W Olympic Blvd 

Los Angeles, CA 90048 
info@projectpetrescue.com 

310-986-7173 
  
  
October 23, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in FULL support of TNR as the proven way 
to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of 
TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
When I lived in Toronto I helped TNR a cat colony and I saw first-hand all the 
numerous positive aspects. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 
may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 
outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 



• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Dora Sesler 
	



Dora Sesler 
6524 W Olympic Blvd 

Los Angeles, CA 90048 
info@projectpetrescue.com 

310-986-7173 
  
  
October 23, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in FULL support of TNR as the proven way 
to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of 
TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
When I lived in Toronto I helped TNR a cat colony and I saw first-hand all the 
numerous positive aspects. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 
may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 
outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 



• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Dora Sesler 
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Elaine Alvarez
6612 Bevis Ave. Van Nuys, CA 91405

(pealvarez@att.net)

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 27,2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los 
Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact 
of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 
proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 
also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 
feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 
active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

mailto:pealvarez@att.net
mailto:pealvarez@att.net
mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 
restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 
potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following 
areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles 
off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as 
this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 
their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Elaine Alvarez
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October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,  Elizabeth I. Young



11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648489433416130478&simpl=msg-f%3A1648489433416130478 1/3



11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648489433416130478&simpl=msg-f%3A1648489433416130478 2/3



11/12/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648489433416130478&simpl=msg-f%3A1648489433416130478 3/3



10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648243314647661191&simpl=msg-f%3A16482433146… 1/1



FELICE RICHTER
15112 Haynes St, Van Nuys, CA 91411

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you 
for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have 
serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to 
TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation 
of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 
Felice Richter
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HANA OGITA

371 N. Avenue 52

Los Angeles, CA 90042

T: (626) 476-6373 E: hana.ogita@gmail.com

October 28, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat 
Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full 
support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities happier 
as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-
roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR 
program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those 
who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of 
the City of Los Angeles off limits.

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with compromised 
immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility on when they can 
feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for improvement to 
the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los 
Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Hana Ogita



Hang Nguyen

1127 W 150th St, Gardena, CA

hang6260@gmail.com

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

(“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management 

of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles 

off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, 

the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would 

make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 

schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  



Sincerely,

Hang Nguyen



10/30/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648324758535162523&simpl=msg-f%3A16483247585… 1/2



10/30/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - Cat Program

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648324758535162523&simpl=msg-f%3A16483247585… 2/2



Helen Sakamoto

15910 S. Harvard Blvd.  Unit B

Gardena, CA 90247

(310) 344-7346

 

October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers, but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free-roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatments.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - 

exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 

unenforceable.



 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. Community and feral cats lives 

matter too. If it wasn’t for the irresponsible humans (people) who didn’t get 

their pet cats fixed, but still allowed their unfixed cats to roam outside and 

mate, we probably wouldn’t be having this problem with the cat overpopulation 

and so many innocent cats and kittens brought into the shelter system wouldn’t 

be losing their lives for this reason (overpopulation or no room at the shelters) 

alone. The yearly numbers or statistics of cat deaths (euthanasia) at all city and 

county shelters are heartbreaking! :’(

Please allow the awesome people who are doing TNR after their normal 9-5 jobs 

continue to do their work without any limitations. These individuals are my 

heroes to be doing such life-saving work to help these poor community and 

feral cats. I just wish we could find them all loving indoor homes, so they could 

all be safe.

Thank you hopefully for your assistance in this extremely important issue that is 

close to my heart. I am a huge cat lover and only want what is best for them 

and I know this is the solution. 

 

Sincerely,

Helen Sakamoto



Holly Pitrago 
15824 Hartland St, Van Nuys, CA  91406

hollypit@earthlink.net

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 27, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the 
Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am 
in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value 
of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities 
happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the 
TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR:

� Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, 
rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

� Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 
compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.

� Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility 
on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in 
Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 
Holly Pitrago

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


I‐CHING LAO 
4225 DEL MAR AVE #408,  
LOS ANGELES, CA 90029 

October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015‐2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide 
Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in 
full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of 
TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities 
happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free‐roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the 
TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one‐mile buffer zones, 
rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 
compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility on 
when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in 
Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
I‐Ching Lao 
kallimao@gmail.com 



Jacquelyn Robbins 
1720 Scott Road Apt 209
Burbank, CA 91504 
thom14700@yahoo.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 
Jacquelyn Robbins 

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
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Janet Duran

136 West 4th St

New York, NY 10012

Jan_duran@hotmail.com

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 

the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Janet Duran



October 25, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the 
Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program 
in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental 
impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support 
of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of 
life. It also makes feline and human communities happier as free 
roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 
restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR 
program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who 
respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have 
serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 
 • Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive 

Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 
39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 • Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – 
defined as children, the elderly and those with compromised 



immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city 
off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 • Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that 
people have different schedules and need flexibility on when 
they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and 
echo their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the 
project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions 
noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely, 

Janet Powers 
37 Mansion Drive 
Topsfield, MA 01983 
handerpowers@gmail.com 
(formerly a 14 year resident of LA) 



Jenna N. Scott
11099 Ophir Drive, #202
Los Angeles, CA 90024

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (“TNR”). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.
 
Sincerely,

Jenna Scott
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October 28, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the 

Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program 

in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental 

impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support 

of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 

cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of 

life. It also makes feline and human communities happier as free 

roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 

cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 

restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR 

program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 

desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who 

respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have 

serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:



� Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas 

and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the 

City of Los Angeles off limits.

� Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – 

defined as children, the elderly and those with compromised 

immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off 

limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

� Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people 

have different schedules and need flexibility on when they can 

feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and 

echo their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the 

project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions 

noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Lowman

17170 Parthenia St.

Northridge, CA. 91325

818-398-0818
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October 23,2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way 
to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of 
TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 
may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 
outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - 
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 

Jennifer J Murphy 
1109 Cerise Ave 
Torrance, CA 90503 
msjennmurphy@yahoo.com 
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JENNIFER PARKER 
6426 La Punta Drive 

Los Angeles, CA  90068 
Parker-j@pacbell.net 

  
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
  
October 24, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the 
Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR).  Our 
Los Angeles family is in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats.  Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities 
happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of 
the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the 
public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about 
the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, 
rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 
compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility 
on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR 
in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 

 
Jennifer Parker and family 
 

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
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I support the lifting of all TNR restrictions. 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 

and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and 

mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 

the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 

one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 

elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 

entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 

and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  I respectfully request you move 

forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los 

Angeles.  

Sincerely, Jennifer Valentine
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Joana Chorniy 
44309 Dortmund, NRW (Germany) 

sneaky.vie@gmail.com	

 
 

October 24, 2019 
 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los 

Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact 
of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 

proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR. 

 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 

also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 
feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 

active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 

 



I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 
restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 
potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 

the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following 

areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as 
this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 
their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Joana Chorniy 

	



October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat 

Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full 

support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities happier 

as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-

roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR 

program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including 

those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 

DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 

39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 

compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility on when 

they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for improvement to 

the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los 

Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Joanie Anderson
N. Screenland Dr.
Burbank, CA +1505
Cat13jlace@aol.com
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JOSEPH BUSCH 
1885 VETERAN AVE., Los Angeles, CA 90025 

josephbusch9@gmail.com  

October 27, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
Dear Dr. Rebstock: 

This letter is sent in response to the City’s request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.  Along with many other citizens, I am pleased the DEIR 
does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR).  We are all in 
full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats.  TNR not only reduces 
cat numbers but also enhances their quality of life along with the welfare of their neighboring human 
communities. 
 
However we have concerns regarding the significant restrictions listed in the DEIR that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, including: 
 

� Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.  
 
� Constraining TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations exist (children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems) as this would seemingly:  a) make our entire city 
banned from TNR activity and b) be extremely difficult to enforce  
 
� Regulating feeding times, which fails to recognize that volunteer citizens who tend to feral cats 
have different schedules and need flexibility on when they can give their help to their community 

 
These rules could potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city 
and the public in respecting the lives of domestic and wild animals as well as our urban environment.  
 
Stray Cat Alliance – a feral rescue group valued in many districts of LA  – has already submitted 
their recommendations for improvement to the project and I am in full support of their suggestions. 
 
I respectfully request you lead your department in taking the appropriate steps to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles without the burdensome restrictions noted above. 
 
Thank you for your attention and consideration to this important matter.  
 
Sincerely, 
Joseph Busch 



Josh Fruhlinger
1179 Bellevue Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

jfruh@jfruh.com

October 27, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and trap-neuter-return. 
(TNR). Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR! I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 
handle free roaming and feral cats.  

TNR makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and 
mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. It reduces the number of ferals and improves their quality of life. 

However, the city has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR 
program. These could create an outcome that won't meet many of the goals of advocates for cats, 
wildlife and our environment. These are the specific areas I'm concerned about:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 

buffer zones. This would render 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 

those with compromised immune systems – exist. This would make the entire city off limits to 
TNR and be unenforceable!

 Restricting feeding times. This fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 



implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Josh Fruhlinger



Judy Bergeron

6430 E. Pageantry Street

Long Beach, CA  90808

Jaberg11@charter.net

October 24, 2019

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

(“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 

cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 

proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing 

the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions 

that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially 

create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the 

public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 

environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

mailto:Jaberg11@charter.net
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 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above 

to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Judy Bergeron
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JULIE RASMUSSEN 

1515 MCCOLLUM STREET 

LOS ANGELES, CA 90026 

jubooboo@gmail.com  
 

October 27, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles / Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 

Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. 
Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 
goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR 
and be unenforceable. 

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 

 

Sincerely, 

Julie Rasmussen  

mailto:jubooboo@gmail.com


Karen Larranaga
7102 11th Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90043

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. 
Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 
goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 
and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off 
limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 

Sincerely,
Karen Larranaga

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
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October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits 
to TNR and be unenforceable.

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,


Karen Rodecki

1035A East 4th Street

Long Beach, CA 90802
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Katherine Lingenfelter

1070 S Genesee Avenue

Los Angeles, CA  90010


kling_rap@mac.com

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 

October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 
cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 
proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral 
cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and 
flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions 
that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially 
create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and 
the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 
DEIR:


mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of 
Los Angeles off limits.


• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined 
as children, the elderly and those with compromised immune 
systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR 
and be unenforceable.


• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.


 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 
their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,


Kath Lingenfelter



Katherine Tolford
13130 ¼ Valleyheart Dr.
Studio City, CA 91604

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have 
serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, 
rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 
compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility 
on when they can feed cats. 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation 
of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Katherine Tolford

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/6f2500e5-c934-4b19-a6de-513c0ced5ee0
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Kathleen Hall

11 Shady Spring Pl

Gaithersburg, MD 20877 

katmhall@yahoo.com

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 

the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Kathleen Hall

mailto:katmhall@yahoo.com


October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 
and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city 
off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Katie Zehnpfennig 



KATHRYN BAKER PETRELLA 
16619 RUNNYMEDE ST. LAKE BALBOA, CA 91406 
KATYELISEBAKER@GMAIL.COM 
 
October 25, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. 
Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 
goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 
and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off 
limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  
 
Sincerely, 
Kathryn Baker Petrella 
 



Kay Healy
19804 Acre Street
Northridge, CA 91324

October 26, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and 
be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Kay Healy



October 26, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

We are writing to respond to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the 
Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. The DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). That’s great new. We are in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral community cats. 

TNR certainly reduces cat numbers and enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human commu-
nities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

We have concerns that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of any 
TNR program, and potentially creates an outcome that differs from the goals of the city and the public, including 
those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment.These are the areas in the DEIR that concern us:

1) Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, 
rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

2) Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 
compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforce-
able.

3) Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility on 
when they can feed cats. It is virtually impossible to trap and nueter community cats without being able to lure 
them with food.

We do fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project. 

We  respectfully request that you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementa-
tion of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Kaye and John T Zigrang
26327 Governor Ave
Harbor City CA, 90710

310-325-5801



Kelly Thomas 
1877 N Ave 51 
Los Angeles, CA 90042 
kellythomasla@gmail.com 
 

October 25, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you 
for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have 
serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:  

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.  

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.  

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.  

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation 
of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Kelly Thomas 
 



Kim Jamron-Tseng 
3900 Beethoven St #102 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 
kajamron@gmail.com 

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 

October 24, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you 
for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals 
of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project. 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 

Sincerely, 
K
i
m
 
J



Kim Maturkanich

l186 W, Hampshire Ave,
Anaheim, CA　92802

Kimcat5@「oadrunner.com

手つき斗ヘア　青で警牽「

October 24, 2019

Dr, Jan G「een Rebstock

City of Los Angeies

Pub=c Works′ Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

l149 S. B「Oadway, 6th FIoor, MaiI Stop 939

Los Ange看es, CA 90015-2213

RE: CI丁Y WIDE CA丁PROGRAM - DEIR

I am writing in response to the request fo「 pubIic comment on the D「a仕

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeies

(-’DEIR“-),

I am pIeased the DEIR does not find a significant environmenta=mpact of

CatS and T「ap Neuter Retu「n (丁NR), I am in fu= suppo「t ofTNR as the

PrOVen Way tO handle free roaming and ferai cats,丁hank you for

recognizing the value ofTNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality o帥fe. It aIso

makes feIine and human communities happie「 as free roaming and fe「al

Cat numbers dec=ne and mating behaviors cease. TNR a=ows fo「 active

management of free-rOaming cats by providing feeding, VaCCination and

fIea treatment,

I am conce「ned, however, that the City has inciuded significant restrictions

that may limit the positive impact ofthe TNR program′ and potenti訓y

Create an OutCOme that d肝ers from the desires and goaIs ofthe city and

the pubiic, inciuding those who respect the lives of cats, W冊Iife and ou「

envi「onment, I have serious concems about the fo=owing areas ofthe

DEIR:

. Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and

CO「「eSPOnding one-m=e buffe「 zones, rendering 39% of the City of

Los AngeIes off limits.



・ Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable popuiations - defined as

Ch=d「en, the e看de「ly and those with compromised immune systems -

exist, aS this would make the entire city of帥mits to TNR and be

unenforceabie.

・ Restricting feeding times, Which fa=s to recognize that peopie have

different schedu看es and need flexib冊y on when they can feed cats,

I fu=y suppo「t the comments submitted by Stray Cat Ailiance and echo

their concems and suggestions fo「 imp「ovement to the project,

I 「espectfu=y request you move forwa「d without the rest「ictions noted

above to a=ow fu旧mplementation ofTNR in Los Angeies,

Sincerely,

、痢(励/之へ
Kim Matu「kanich
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Kirsten Turpel 
2732 N Lincoln Ave., #4 

Chicago, IL 60614 
Kirsten.turpel@gmail.com 

  
  
October 24, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 
and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from 
the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 
cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 
DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Kirsten Turpel 
 



Laurel Dobos
25343 Pennsylvania Avenue
Lomita, CA 90717
Laurel.dobos@gmail.com

October 25, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.



 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Laurel Dobos



October 28, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and 

Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle 

free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers 

decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-

roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination, and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including 

those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious 

concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

● Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

● Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - 

exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 

unenforceable.

● Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Lauren Michaelsen

4779 Hillsdale Drive

Los Angeles, CA 90032

writerly@gmail.com
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LICHUN ALBERSTROM

637 S FAIRFAX AVE., #204

LOS ANGELES, CA 90036

Ingrid2005@gmail.com

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

 

October 27, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 

cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 

proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 

recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 

also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 

feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 

active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 

vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 

restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 

potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 

the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 

wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following 

areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of 

Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined 

as children, the elderly and those with compromised immune 

systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR 

and be unenforceable.

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 

their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 

above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

LICHUN ALBERSTROM
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October 26, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 
handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
This is a practice that was implemented in my own neighborhood nearly 14 
years ago.  My family and the several neighbors banded together to trap and 
neuter dozens of cats.  Since that time, the number of kittens has dropped to 
almost none.  Over the nears, the number of cats overall, has actually 
diminished significantly.   
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 
may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 
outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  



I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  Please leave these 
important points of implementation to the experts.  There are groups in the 
community who have been taking care of free roaming cats for up to 20 years, 
they have the knowledge.  Unreasonable restrictions will doom the project to 
fail. 
 
 I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Lisa Jaime 
1135 S. Windsor Blvd. 
Los Angeles, Ca.  90019 
 
 
	



Linda Wald
10517 Northvale Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90064

October 24, 2019
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and 
mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who 
respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about 
the following areas of the DEIR:

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off

limits. 
• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, 

the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would 

make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 
• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 

schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.



 
Sincerely,
Linda Wald





11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648656229850879371&simpl=msg-f%3A16486562298… 1/2



11/15/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CAT PROGRAM

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648656229850879371&simpl=msg-f%3A16486562298… 2/2
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Lori Saganek, LVT, BS  

950 W Sierra Madre Apt 304

Azusa, CA 91702

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 

the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/41c386b0-7490-4a59-b5cc-d3c751d5cd12


I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Lori Saganek



Luce Gauthier
1942 S Rimpau Blvd

Los Angeles, Ca 90016
lgauthierpq@gmail.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires 
and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits 
to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Luce Gauthier

mailto:lgauthierpq@gmail.com
https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/89ea33b9-f83e-11e5-a0cf-12c35146c141
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MAGGIE OLSEN 
P.O. Box 9, Red Rock, TX 78662 

jandm98027@yahoo.com  

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 27, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 
feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 
and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 
the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles 
off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, 
the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would 
make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.  

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 
and suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Maggie Olsen  

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/4f70a597-a3b9-4b47-a762-dc08437c5a0c


October 28, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 
and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from 
the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 
cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 
DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Maral Tejirian 
1640 Glenwood Rd. 
Glendale CA 91201 
818-550-0800 
fixaferal@yahoo.com 
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Maria R DiAngelis
6243 Langdon Avenue
Van Nuys, CA  91411

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los 
Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact 
of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 
proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 
also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and 
feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for 
active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 



restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 
potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following 
areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as 
this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 
their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Maria R. DiAngelis



Phil Kovinick
Marian Yoshiki Kovinick

Authors
An Enry c lE edia of 'W'omen 

Anisu of th e American W'est'Western Heritage Award, 1998
OutstandingArt Book

4njDonRicardo Drive Phone: 321-243-01.44
LosAngeles, CAgoboS-z8rz Email mareko@pacbell.net

October 24,2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
ll49 S. Broadway,6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM _ DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles
("DEIR").

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of
cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the
proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing
the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also
makes feline and human cornmunities happier as free roaming and feral cat
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea
treatment.

I am concemedo however, that the City has included significant restrictions
that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create
an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the crty and the public,



including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

. Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and
coffesponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los
Angeles offlimits.

. Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations - defined as
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems -
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be
unenforceable.

o Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above
to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.



October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat 
Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full 
support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human communities happier as 
free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming 
cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR 
program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those 
who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, 

rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 

compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 

unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility 

on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the 
project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los 
Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Marion H. Winkler

4949 Tyrone Avenue - #11C

Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1133

Phone: 818-986-4858   Email: kittymw4949@gmail.com 

https://www.google.com/maps/search/1149+S.+Broadway,+6th+Floor?entry=gmail&source=g


October 25, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant 
environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven 
way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have 
serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:  

● Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.  

● Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to 
TNR and be unenforceable.  

● Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project. I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above 
to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,  

Marisa Castro  

11044 Acama St #230, Studio City, CA 91602  

marisaxochitl@gmail.com 
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Marjorie Phan

260 S. Doheny Drive #6, 

Beverly Hills, CA 90211 

majphan@gmail.com

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

(“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 

cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the 

proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing 

the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions 

that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially 

create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the 

public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 

environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – 



exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 

unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above 

to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Marjorie Phan



Marlene Pirtle

255 Mosport St. Hemet, CA 92544

m_pirtle2@live.com – 951 316-5932

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 28, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

mailto:m_pirtle2@live.com
mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   

Sincerely,

Marlene Pirtle



Maya Gurrin
6226 Crestwood Way
Los Angeles, CA 90042
Mayaarnaout@gmail.com
 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
 
October 24, 2019
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.
 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.
 
Sincerely,



Maya Gurrin



Melinda Ayala 
3779 East 11th Street, Long Beach, CA 90804 

Mayala1016@aol.com 
  

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires 
and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:  

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.  

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.  

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.  

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
Melinda Ayala 
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October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 

and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 

and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 

behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 

feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 

the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from 

the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 

cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 

DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 

one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 

elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 

entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 

and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 

suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 

implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Michael Wickstrom

2101 Lemoyne St.

Los Angeles, CA. 90026

mwickstrom@sbcglobal.net
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Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 

of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 

Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 

cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 

communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 

allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 

impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals 

of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 

buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 

and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off 

limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 

need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 

for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 

implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Michaelle Ross 

P.O. Box #4674

Chatsworth, CA

                  91311

ad-stuff@outlook.com 

mailto:ad-stuff@outlook.com


Micheline Donjacour

1449 Colby Ave, No. 202

Los Angeles, CA  90025

Genhappy101@yahoo.com

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

 

October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Micheline Donjacour



MICHELLE MALONEY

3400 AVENUE OF THE ARTS, #E303

COSTA MESA, CA 92626

MICHELLE.MALONEY11@GMAIL.COM

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

 

October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Michelle Maloney



Michael Fox
336 South Norton Avenue, #204
Los Angeles, CA 90020
MikePFox@gmail.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.



I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

Sincerely,

Michael P. Fox



Miranda Sidor 
423 N Coronado Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90026 
Cell: 213.880.4063 
Email: miranda.sidor@gmail.com 
 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
  
October 25, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers, but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination 
and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire 
city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Miranda Sidor 
 
	



Dinah Adler - madler822@gmail.com 

16026 Porter Road 

Lake Balboa, CA 91406 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 

October 24, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft              
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and               
Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle                 
free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also              
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat            
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active          



management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea          
treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may             
limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that              
differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who               
respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns             
about the following areas of the DEIR: 

● Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding         

one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

● Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the             

elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make             

the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

● Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different           

schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their             
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow             
full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely, 

Dinah Adler 

 



Nancy Kleinrok
13220 Valleyheart Dr. #302

Studio City 91604 Nance2u@aol.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 
and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, 
wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and 
be unenforceable.

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Nancy Kleinrok
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Nicole Meyer

8708 Reading Ave

Los Angeles, CA 90045

Meyer.nj@gmail.com

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - 

exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 

unenforceable.

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Nicole Meyer



Nicole Montemurro 
6736 Woodrow Wilson Drive 
Los Angeles, California 90068 
646-425-3009 
Nicole.montemurro@yahoo.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. 
Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 
TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 
goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 
and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off 
limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely, 
Nicole Montemurro 



 
 

October 28, 2019 
 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock        Via Email 
City of Los Angeles          
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
 Re: City Wide Cat Program - DEIR 
 

Dear Dr. Rebstock: 
 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 
roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs 
from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives 
of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of 
the DEIR: 
 

· Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 
one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

· Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

· Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
Nicole Piehl 
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October 27, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and 

Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle 

free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats 

by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who 

respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about 

the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles 

off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, 

the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would 

make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 

schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Pam Allison
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Patrick Wynne
5438 1/4 Harold Way
Los Angeles, CA 90027
pat_wynne@roosterville.net
 
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org
 
October 24, 2019
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for 
recognizing the value of TNR.
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.
 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.
 
Sincerely,



Patrick Wynne
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Politti Ashcraft 

833 Orchard Dr., Redlands, CA 92374 

politti.ashcraft@gmail.com 
 

October 24, 2019 
 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 

City of Los Angeles Public Works 

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of the 
Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). 
I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing 
the value of TNR. 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows 
for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive impact 
of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and 
the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious 
concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer zones, 
rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those with 
compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility on 
when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.   

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation of 
TNR in Los Angeles.   

 

Sincerely, 

Politti Ashcraft 

mailto:politti.ashcraft@gmail.com


Rebecca Nash

724 Starlight Heights Drive

La Canada Flintridge, CA 91011

rl_nash@yahoo.com

 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

 

October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Rebecca Nash



October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

� Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

� Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city 
off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

� Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  



Sincerely,

Rebekah Boyle 
7961 Genesta ave
Van nuys CA 91406

310-910-3509
rebekah101@hotmail.com
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Robin Fisher 
2279 Glendale Blvd. Unit 1 Los Angeles CA 

90039 

robinefisher@gmail.com 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 25, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 
and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from 
the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 
cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 
DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 

 
Sincerely, 

 
Robin Fisher 
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ROSE VILLASENOR 
121 Vista Pl, Venice, CA 90291 

rosievi@yahoo.com 
  
  
October 24, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los 
Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 
handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 
may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 
outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - 
exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 



  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Rose Villasenor 
 



ROYA DEHGHANI
6001 Maury Avenue

Woodland Hills, CA 91367
818-648-8386

royadehghani@earthlink.net

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles, Public Works, Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report of 
the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you 
for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of 
the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have 
serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need flexibility 
on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions for 
improvement to the project.

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full implementation 
of TNR in Los Angeles.

Sincerely,

Roya Dehghani

mailto:royadehghani@earthlink.net


Ryan Cianfarani

72489 Sorrel Drive 

Bruce Township, MI 48065

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 28, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 

and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 

and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 

behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 

feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 

the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from 

the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 

cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 

DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-

mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 

elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 

entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 

and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 

suggestions for improvement to the project. I may not live in your state, but I take the 

lives of all animals everywhere seriously.  

I respectfully request that you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Ryan Cianfarani

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/89f91c4b-f83e-11e5-a0cf-12c35146c141
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Sandra Schuelke 
3633 Meadowlark St, El Monte, CA 91732 

626-377-8901 – Sandra.s@charter.net 
 
October 24, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 
 
Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to 
TNR and be unenforceable. 
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats. 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 
Sincerely, 
 

Sandra Schuelke 
Sandra Schuelke 
 



10/29/2019 City of Los Angeles Mail - CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1?ik=5d3b287de5&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1648256130005030308&simpl=msg-f%3A16482561300… 1/1



Sarah Campbell
4163 via marina apt 211
Marina Del rey, ca
90292
Srcampbell1990@gmail.com
310.927.4357

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.
Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to 
TNR and be unenforceable.
Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats.
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  

mailto:Srcampbell1990@gmail.com


I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Sarah Campbell



Sekai Kusama

441 E. Markland Dr. Monterey Park, CA 91755

sekai.kusama@gmail.com

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 



the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR:

● Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

● Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – 

exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 

unenforceable.

● Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Sekai Kusama



Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

Shabana Strauss
12015 Lamanda St Apt 19
Los Angeles, CA 90066
queenshaboo@gmail.com

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the 
Draft Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in 
Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental 
impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of 
TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank 
you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It 
also makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming 
and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant 
restrictions that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and 
potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals 
of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 



cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 
following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo 
their concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted 
above to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,
Shabana Strauss
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SILVIA BUSCH
1885 VETERAN AVE., Los Angeles, CA 90025

tuvran@yahoo.com 

October 25, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

Dear Dr. Rebstock:

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you very much for recognizing the value of TNR. TNR not only reduces cat numbers 
but enhances their quality of life. It also makes nearby human communities happier as roaming and 
feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management and 
natural decrease of free-roaming cats by providing spaying, feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that will limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that much differs from the desires 
and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 
environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

       Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

       Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 
and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits 
to TNR and be unenforceable. On the contrary, these populations may benefit the most from TNR.

       Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 
need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request the City moves forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. A well managed TNR program does not just help cats, 
above all it helps all taxpayers live in a cleaner, safer environment. Thank you for your time and 
attention.  

Sincerely,
Silvia Busch, Ph.D. 

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/4ab77bfd-3858-49d0-87aa-b1769d3a080c
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Sondra Selhorn 
6517 Kester Ave. #2 
Van Nuts, CA 91411 
sselhorn@hotmail.com 
 
 
October 27, 2019 
 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 
 
    Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 
    Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly 
and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off 
limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 
 
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.  
 

mailto:sselhorn@hotmail.com


I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  
 
Sincerely, 
Sondra Selhorn 



Stacey McRae M.S.

32105 Buena Ventura Rd

Winchester CA 92596

760-840-0800

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 

("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 

and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 

handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 

makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 

numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 

management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 

may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 

outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 

including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 

have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 

concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project.

 



I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 

allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Stacey McRae M.S.



STACIE ROBBINS 
5915 HAZELTINE AVE #5 

VAN NUYS, CA 91401 
STACIE.ROBBINS@GMAIL.COM / 760-793-6344 

 
 
  
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
  
October 24, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats 
and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to 
handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that 
may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an 
outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, 
as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 



 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to 
allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
First & Last Name 
 



Susan M. Dildine

9909 Topanga Canyon Boulevard, Unit 324 � Chatsworth, California 91311
Tel. (818) 324-9129 � Fax (818) 936-0538 � soobools@gmail.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 
and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and 
mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 
providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs 
from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives 

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


Susan M. Dildine

9909 Topanga Canyon Boulevard, Unit 324 � Chatsworth, California 91311
Tel. (818) 324-9129 � Fax (818) 936-0538 � soobools@gmail.com

of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas 
of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off 
limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, 
the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would 
make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different 
schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

Sincerely,
Susan Dildine



Susan Ellis 
26329 W Plata Lane, Calabasas, CA 91302 

srellis8@gmail.com

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 
cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Ellis

mailto:srellis8@gmail.com
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10/24/2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 

the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

Sincerely,

Tammy D Unterborg

17-B Ridge Rd, Marlboro NY 12542

Bearsmokey815@yahoo.com

mailto:Bearsmokey815@yahoo.com


Tawnya Kohrdt

3280 N Mayfield Ave

San Bernardino CA 92405

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock
City of Los Angeles Public Works
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter Return 
(TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you 
for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 
communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR 
allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 
impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and goals 
of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. 
I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile buffer 
zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and those 
with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable.

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and suggestions 
for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


Sincerely,
Tawnya Kohrdt



 
 
 
 
 

 
___________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
 
 
October 24, 2019 
  
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased to know that the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and 
Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven and obvious way to manage 
the situation of free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  

  

Terry A. Jordan, L.C.S.W., DCSW 
2001 S. Barrington Ave., Suite 202 
Los Angeles, CA 90025 
310-895-4848 
https://www.psychotherapyinla.com 
terry@psychotherapyinla.com 
 

California Psychotherapy Lic. #LCS19302 
Montana Lic. # BBH-LCSW-LIC-39002 

Adolescents & Adults 
Individual, Couples & Family Therapy 

Eye Movement Desensitization & 
Reprocessing 

 
 
  
 
 

https://www.psychotherapyinla.com/


I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Terry Jordan, LCSW, DCSW 
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Tina Winters

7172 Hawthorn Ave. Apt 104

Los Angeles, CA 90012

(323) 309-0633 tinawinters777@gmail.com
 

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

 

October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report 

of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 

Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 

cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and human 

communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. 

TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 

treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the positive 

impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the desires and 

goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our 

environment. 

I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 

buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 

those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to 

TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and 

need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 

suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 

implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Tina L. Winters

Tina L. Winters

mailto:tinawinters777@gmail.com
mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


 

Whitney  Gries  
11615  Riverside  Drive,  Valley  Village,  CA  91602  
  
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
 
October 28, 2019 
 
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles Public Works 
Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
 
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
 
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”). 
 
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 
Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 
and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR. 
 
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 
and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 
behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 
feeding, vaccination and flea treatment. 
 
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 
the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from 
the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 
cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 
DEIR: 

•   Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-
mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits. 

•   Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 
elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, as this would make the 
entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable. 

•   Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 
and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.   
 
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.   
 

Sincerely, 
Whitney Gries 
    

  



Toni Vanston 
11511 Decente Dr 

Studio City CA  91604  
(818) 802-1010 

  
jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org 
  
October 24, 2019 
  
Dr. Jan Green Rebstock 
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works, Bureau of Engineering 
Environmental Management Group 
1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939 
Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213 
  
RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR 
  
I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles 
("DEIR"). 
  
I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of 
cats and Trap Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven 
way to handle free roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the 
value of TNR. 
  
TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also 
makes feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat 
numbers decline and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active 
management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, vaccination and flea 
treatment. 
  
I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions 
that may limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create 
an outcome that differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, 
including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I 
have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR: 

• Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 
corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 
Angeles off limits. 

• Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 
children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems - 

mailto:jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org


exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be 
unenforceable. 

• Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 
different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats. 

  
I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their 
concerns and suggestions for improvement to the project. 
  
I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above 
to allow full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles. 
  
Sincerely, 

Toni Vanston
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Wendy Koltz

160 Leatherwood St. Waynesville, NC

28786 wolfmk3@yahoo.com

jan.green.rebstock@lacity.org

October 24, 2019

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles Public Works

Bureau of Engineering Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles (“DEIR”).

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free 

roaming and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes 

feline and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline 

and mating behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by 

providing feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may 

limit the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that 

differs from the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect 

the lives of cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the 

following areas of the DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and 

corresponding one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los 

Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as 

children, the elderly and those with compromised immune systems – exist, 

as this would make the entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have 

different schedules and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns 

and suggestions for improvement to the project.  

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow 

full implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.  

https://default.salsalabs.org/Ta570a98c-44c8-47ef-ba6b-21215962bd78/3a0ae9c0-c412-454b-92ac-732c6ac37877


Sincerely,

Wendy Koltz



October 24, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap 

Neuter Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming 

and feral cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline 

and human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating 

behaviors cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing 

feeding, vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit 

the positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from 

the desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of 

cats, wildlife and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the 

DEIR:

 Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding 

one-mile buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

 Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the 

elderly and those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the 

entire city off limits to TNR and be unenforceable.

 Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules 

and need flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 

suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 

implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Wendy Koltz



WENDY OBSTLER

427 WESTMINSTER AVE, APT 310

LOS ANGESLES, CA 90020

818-618-7575 / WOBSTLER@GMAIL.COM

 

October 26, 2019

 

Dr. Jan Green Rebstock

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Engineering

Environmental Management Group

1149 S. Broadway, 6th Floor, Mail Stop 939

Los Angeles, CA 90015-2213

 

RE: CITY WIDE CAT PROGRAM – DEIR

 

I am writing in response to the request for public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report of the Citywide Cat Program in Los Angeles ("DEIR").

 

I am pleased the DEIR does not find a significant environmental impact of cats and Trap Neuter 
Return (TNR). I am in full support of TNR as the proven way to handle free roaming and feral 
cats. Thank you for recognizing the value of TNR.

 

TNR not only reduces cat numbers but enhances their quality of life. It also makes feline and 
human communities happier as free roaming and feral cat numbers decline and mating behaviors 



cease. TNR allows for active management of free-roaming cats by providing feeding, 
vaccination and flea treatment.

 

I am concerned, however, that the City has included significant restrictions that may limit the 
positive impact of the TNR program, and potentially create an outcome that differs from the 
desires and goals of the city and the public, including those who respect the lives of cats, wildlife 
and our environment. I have serious concerns about the following areas of the DEIR:

Restricting TNR activities from Environmentally Sensitive Areas and corresponding one-mile 
buffer zones, rendering 39% of the City of Los Angeles off limits.

Restricting TNR to areas where no vulnerable populations – defined as children, the elderly and 
those with compromised immune systems - exist, as this would make the entire city off limits to 
TNR and be unenforceable.

Restricting feeding times, which fails to recognize that people have different schedules and need 
flexibility on when they can feed cats.

 

I fully support the comments submitted by Stray Cat Alliance and echo their concerns and 
suggestions for improvement to the project.

 

I respectfully request you move forward without the restrictions noted above to allow full 
implementation of TNR in Los Angeles.

 

Sincerely,

Wendy Obstler
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Appendix U 
Citywide Cat Program Environmental Impact Report 

Public Comments on Draft EIR: 
Draft EIR Public Hearing 





Public Hearing Transcript 





For verbal comments received at the Citywide Cat 

Program Public Meeting, please see Appendix P for the 

Public Meeting transcript.  





Public Hearing Written Comments 
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