
Date: 

Re: Bills negatively impacting rabbit and cavy breeding A3506, A8536, A2118, A8146, A7964 

Dear Assembly Agriculture Committee 

I’m writing today to request you OPPOSE a number of bills that would negatively impact rabbit and cavy breeding. I am 

involved in breeding rabbits or cavies and believe these bills if enacted would prevent breeders, 4-H, Future Farmers of 

America, and farmers from breeding rabbits or cavies. 

A8536 would ban tattooing of rabbits & ear tags for cavies with exemptions if for medical reasons and then only performed 

by a veterinarian. It is customary, safe, and humane to tattoo rabbits as a permanent form of identification. The owner is 

able to tattoo the rabbit without the need of a veterinarian. The American Rabbit Breeders Association requires a 

permanent ear tattoo to show a rabbit. In addition to register a rabbit the animal receives a tattoo in the other ear. As 

written A8536 would make that a felony. If veterinarians are the only ones allowed to tattoo rabbits it would add an 

enormous and unnecessary expense to the hobby. Cavy breeders would be negatively impacted by banning “piercing” 

because cavies require an ear tag to be shown and/or registered by ARBA. Again tags are safe, humane, and able to be 

done without veterinary assistance. 

A3506 requires “pet dealers” to pay a 12% surcharge on sales of “animals”, defining a pet dealer as anyone who sells 9 or 

more animals or a breeder selling 25 or more per year. The problem with this bill is it creates a new section outside of the 

Pet Dealer law which would mean it applies to ALL animals, rabbits, cavies, birds, mice, gerbils, etc. The licensing 

threshold of 25 is an arbitrary number and does not take into account that different species can easily exceed that number 

but be hobby breeders. In the case of rabbits setting 25 as a licensing threshold means over 80% of hobby breeders will 

now be labeled “pet dealers”. Adding to the problem Rabbits are multi-purpose yet these bills offer no exemption for meat 

sales, breeding stock, or livestock auction sales. The average sale price of a dog is $630 (Times Union pet classifieds) 

While for rabbits pet sales average $19 (Rabbit Education Society), auction sales $2-$5, sales to pet stores $5, meat 

sales $0.50 to $1.75 per lb. so clearly hobby dog breeders are allowed a higher exemption than other animals, unfair. 

A2118 is the “cruelty to farm animals” bill. It is common and humane to stack rabbit and cavy cages more than 2 high this 
bill bans that. The Amount of breeding varies widely one species to the next and even among a species so who is to say 
what is “excessive” breeding? Farming and breeding is already done with a regard to humane standards, stakeholders not 
a commissioner should determine proper husbandry. The concern is influence by animal rights fanatics who have no 
experience in animal husbandry standards and their goal is to end all animal use. One can clearly see this with the 
banning of stacked cages more than 2 high. 
 
A8146 creates a law to regulate “backyard breeders”. To start the term is offensive, has no legal definition, and is used by 
animal rights fanatics to describe hobby breeders. Although it is being placed under the pet dealer section why does the 
licensing threshold say you need a backyard breeding permit to breed a female dog or any other animal. Will it only apply 
to cat and dog breeders or because of the way it’s worded will it apply to all other animals? If so again this is a ridiculous 
waste of money and unfair to other animal breeders. There is no evidence that there are widespread husbandry issues 
among animal breeders. And why are shelters and rescues exempted from regulatory laws when they import pets to sell 
into NY and offer for sale cats, dogs, and other animals from pet stores.  
 
A7964 requires a fire suppression and alarm system wherever animals are housed or displayed. This would mean 
everyone raising animals would be required to put in an expensive fire suppression and alarm system in their animal 
facilities. This would make raising animals too cost prohibitive. Even if a breeder had the money many especially rabbit 
breeders would not be able to retrofit a barn to comply.  
 
Please oppose these bills as they would force everyone out of breeding rabbits for show or meat.  
Sincerely, 

  



Date: 

Re: Bills negatively impacting rabbit and cavy breeding S2395, S4836, S5467, S3474 

Dear Senate Agriculture Committee 

I’m writing today to request you OPPOSE a number of bills that would negatively impact rabbit and cavy breeding. I am 

involved in breeding rabbits or cavies and believe these bills if enacted would prevent breeders, 4-H, Future Farmers of 

America, and farmers from breeding rabbits or cavies. 

S2395 requires “pet dealers” to pay a 12% surcharge on sales of “animals”, defining a pet dealer as anyone who sells 9 or 

more animals or a breeder selling 25 or more per year. The problem with this bill is it creates a new section outside of the 

Pet Dealer law which would mean it applies to ALL animals, rabbits, cavies, birds, mice, gerbils, etc. The licensing 

threshold of 25 is an arbitrary number and does not take into account that different species can easily exceed that number 

but be hobby breeders. In the case of rabbits setting 25 as a licensing threshold means over 80% of hobby breeders will 

now be labeled “pet dealers”. Adding to the problem Rabbits are multi-purpose yet these bills offer no exemption for meat 

sales, breeding stock, or livestock auction sales. The average sale price of a dog is $630 (Times Union pet classifieds) 

While for rabbits pet sales average $19 (Rabbit Education Society), auction sales $2-$5, sales to pet stores $5, meat 

sales $0.50 to $1.75 per lb. so clearly hobby dog breeders are allowed a higher exemption than other animals, unfair. 

S4836 is identical as S2395 except it sets a 5% surcharge, I oppose S4836 for the same reasons as the above bill. 

S5467 addresses animal “hoarding”. The problem with this bill is it sets arbitrary numbers that are not fair to animal 
owners and breeders. The bill defines “large” number of animals as 12 or more adults, or 9 or more animals and 3 or more 
litters. In the case of rabbits these numbers are far too low to accurately reflect averages owned and raised by breeders. 
Also hoarding is a problem that should not be defined using numbers. Cruelty laws in NYS are very vague and open to 
interpretation and in need of clearer definitions. Often breeders are charged with violations based on the whims of an 
animal control officer who is opposed to any animal breeding. It also mandates veterinary care, not simply medical (can 
be administered by the owner) this adds unnecessary expense to breeders who are able to provide competent care to 
their rabbits/cavies. S5467 would make it easier for animal breeders to be victimized. 
 
In addition S5467 requires health certificates for animals and that would include rabbits who at this time do not require 
health certificates to enter NY. Requiring health certificates for rabbits entering NY will add a huge unnecessary expense 
to showing. Many breeders in neighboring states help shows earn enough money for future shows, this will prevent that 
as they will not come to NY. Negative economic repercussions in loses for hotels, restaurants, gas stations, show 
vendors, etc will be incurred in NYS communities. Rabbits do not pose any public health threat so health certificates are 
not necessary. Health certificates do not protect against possible disease transmission among rabbits. Rabbit shows 
already have a system in place to protect against disease transmission among rabbits. Most vets will not even see a 
rabbit, those that do charge $100-$110 per rabbit for a health certificate. This makes showing cost prohibitive with no 
benefit. Another consideration would be if a NY breeder leaves to show in another state what happens when they return to 
NY? Would they be required to have a health certificate? Again this will severely impact the rabbit community and simply 
is not necessary. 
 
S3474 also deals with “hoarding” this time using the arbitrary number of 25 to define a “hoarder”. I oppose this bill for the 
same reasons I outlined in the section opposing S5467. 
 
New York does not define rabbits as “Farm Animals” however most hobby breeders raise them for their own use and use 
some as meat or as breeding stock for other breeders to improve the breed. They are not companion animals yet the 
definition for “companion animal” in NY states any domesticated animal residing in or near a residence. Rabbits should 
have their own unique classification of “Multi-purpose” so that they are protected from unintended consequences from 
laws regulating “companion animals” but also allows them to be raised in residential and urban settings as they do not 
produce the noise, or odor nuisance other farm animals do. 
 
Please oppose these bills as they would force everyone out of breeding rabbits for show or meat.  
Sincerely, 
 


