DECLARATION OF THE NO KILL MOVEMENT IN THE UNITED STATES

|. Preamble

One hundred and titty years ago, societies forthe Prevention of crueit3 to animals
and other humane organizations were founded to establish standards for humane treatment of
animals, to promote their rigi’zts, and to protect them from harm. T his marked the formal
beginning of the humane movement in the (Jnited States.

Tiﬁe scope and influence of these eariy humane organizations were testament to the
Pubiic’s concern for animals. |t did not take iong for them to set their sights on the abuse of
homeless animals and cruel methods of kiiiing bg Pubiic Pouncis. Jt was common Practice at the
time for citg and town ciogcatctiers to beat, cirown, or shoot homeless animals.

Mang humane agencies resPonoeci bg entering into animal control contracts with
towns and cities to ensure that the i(i”ing was done more humaneig. Butin taking on municiPai
animal control duties, these agencies abandoned their iitesaving and !ite~eni‘iancing Piattorms
when those beliefs conflicted with their contractual responsibilities. |n the current era, where
laws require i<i”ing bg even more “humane” methods, these contradictions have become starker.

]ncreasinglg, the Practices of both humane societies and municiPaI animal control
agencies are out of step with Pubiic sentiment. Tociag, most Americans hold the humane
treatment of animals as a Personai value, which is reflected in our laws, cultural Practices, the
Proliteration of organizations founded for animal Protection, increased per caPita spenciing on
animal care, and great advancements in veterinary medicine. Put the agencies that the Pub]ic
expects to protect animals are instead kiiiing more than five million animals annua”g.

Litesaving alternatives to the mass kii]ing of animals in shelters have existed for
decades. ] hese iitesaving methods are based on innovative, humane, nonlethal programs and
services that have proven that the kiliing can be brought to anend. | oo many of these
agencies, however, remain mired in the kill Pi"iiIOSOPi"IiCS of the past, unwiiiing to or hamPereci
from exPioring and acioPting methods that save lives. T his is a breach of their Public trust, a
gross deviation from their resPonsibiiit9 to protect animals, and a Point of view that we, as
caring People and a humane communitg, can no ionger accePt or tolerate.

We assert that a No KI” nation is within our reach—that the kiiiing can and must be
i)rougiit to anend. Jtis up to each of us wori<ing inciiviciua”g and togeti*ner to imPIement
si‘neitering models that have alreacig saved tens of thousands of animals in Progressive
communities. |f we work togetiier—with certainty of purpose, assured of our own success, with

the commitment that “what must be cione, will be done?—the attainment of ourgoals will not be

far off.
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Il. No Kill Kcsolution

thrcas, the rigl'ﬂ: to live is every animal’s most basic and fundamental rig!—lt;
threas, societies for the Prevention of crue]t9 to animals and other humane organizations
were founded to establish standards for humane treatment of animals, to promote their rights,
and to protect them from harm;
Whereas, traditional sheltering practices allow the mass killing of sheltered animals;
Whereas, every year shelters in the (nited States are kil]ing millions of healthg and treatable
animals who could be Placed in homes, and are also ki”ing millions of feral cats who do not
}Je]ong in shelters;
Whereas, life alwags takes Precedence over expe&iencg;
threas, the No Kill movement in the United States has successFu”y imPIemented new and
innovative programs that provide alternatives to mass killing;
thrcas, lhcesaving changc will come about on]3 i No Kll programs are embraced and further
developed;
Whereas, failure to imPIcment No Kl programs constitutes a breach of the Public’s trust in
the shcltering community;

Now, t[‘ucrc{:orc, be it resolved that No Kl Po]icies and Procedures are the on|9
legitimate foundation for animal sl—le]tering; and,

[tis incumbent upon all shelters and animal groups to embrace the Philosophg of No
Kill, to immediately begin implementing programs and services that will end the mass killing of
sheltered animals, and to reject the failed kill-oriented practices of the past.

Ill. Statement of Rights

We acknowledge the Fo”owing:

o  Sheltered animals have a right to live;

e [Teralcatshave a right to their lives and their habitats;

o Animals, rescuers, and the Pub]ic have a right to expect animal Protection
organizations and animal shelters to do evergthing in their power to promote,
protect, and advocate for the lives of animals;

o Animal Protection groups, rescue groups, and No Kll shelters have a right to
take into their custody animals who would otherwise be killed }33 animal
shclters;

° Taxpagers and community members have a right to have theirgovernment
spend tax monies on programs and services whose purpose is to save and
enhance the lives of all anima]s;

° Taxpagers and community members have a right to full and comP]ete

disclosure about how animal shelters oPerate.
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]\/ Guiding Frinciples
No KIH is achieved oniﬁ bg guaranteeing the Fo”owing:

o |ifetoall I‘iea]tlﬂg animals, and to all sick, injurecl, or vicious animals where medical
or behavioral intervention would alter a poor or grave Prognosis;

e TJhe right of feral cats to live in their habitats.

T hese conditions can be achieved onlg through adherence to the Fo”owing:

o  Shelters and humane groups end the killing of healthg and treatable animals,
inc]uding feral cats;

° Every animal in a shelter receives individual consideration, regarc“ess of how many
animals a shelter takes in, or whether such animals are healthg, underagecl, elderiﬁ,

sick, injured, traumatized, or feral;

e  Shelters and humane organizations discontinue the use of Ianguage that misleads
the Public and glosscs over the nature of their actions, such as “euthanasia,”
“unadoPtabIe,” “fractious,” “Put’cing them to slecp,” and other euphcmisms that
downplag the gravity of cnciing life and make the task of ki”ing easier;

o  Shelters are open to the Public c{uring hours that Permit working People to reclaim
or acloPt animals cluring nonworkirxg hours;

L] 5helters and other government agencies Promote sPaﬂ/neuter programs and
mandate that animals be spaged or neutered before adoption;

o [ublic shelters work with humane animal adoption organizations to the fullest
extent to promote the adoPtion of animals and to reduce the rate of ki]ling;

o  Shelters Provide care and treatment for all animals in shelters to the extent
necessary, incluc]ing prompt veterinary care, ac{equate nutrition, shelter, exercise,
and socialization;

°

5}161{:6% are held accountable for and make information Pub]iclg available about

all the animals in their care.

V. No Kl” Standards

The implementation of these !iFesaving Procedures, Policics, and programs must be the

immediate goal of every shelter, and animal control and animal welfare agency:

e [Tormal, active commitment 53 shelter directors, management, and staff to
lifesaving programs and policies, and dedication to promptly ending mass
i(i”ing of shelter animals;

o |mmediate imP]ementation of the Fo”owing programs bg all Public19 funded or

subsidized animal shelters:
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. Hig}%voiume, low- and no-cost sPag/neuter services;

» A fostercare network for undcraged, traumatized, sick, injured, or
other animals needing reFuge before any sheltered animal is killed,
unless the Prognosis for rehabilitation of that individual animal is
poor or grave;

= ComPrehensive ac{oPtion programs that operate c{uring weekend
and evening hours and include offsite acloption venues;

. Medical and behavioral rehabilitation programs;

. Fet retention programs to solve medical, environmental, or
behavioral Prob]ems and kceP animals with their caring and
responsibie caregivers;

. Trap-Neuter-Retum or Rcleasc (TN R) programs;

. Rescuc group access to shelter animals;

" \/oluntecr programs to socialize anima]s, Promote adoPtions, and
lﬁelP in the oPerations of the shelter;

. Documentation before any animal is killed that all efforts to save
the animal have been considered, inclucling medical and behavioral
rehabilitation, foster care, rescue groups, neuter and release, and
acJoPtion.

An end to the Policg of acccPting traPPccl feral cats to be c{cstrogcc{ as
unadoptable, and imP]emen’cation of TNR as the accePtcd method of feral
cat control bg eclucating the Pu!:)lic about TNR and oFlCering TNR program
services;

An end to the use of temperament testing that results in ki”ing animals who
are not tru]g vicious (e.g., shg/timid cats and Frightened dogs) but who can be
Piaced in homes, or are feral cats who can be returned or released;
Abolishment of traPPing, |encling traps to the Pub]ic to capture animals, and
suPPort of traPPing bg shelters, governments, and Pcst control comPanics for
the purposcs of removing animals to be killed;

An end to owner—requested ki”ing of animals unless the shelter has made an
independent determination that the animal is irremec{iablg sugering or cannot
be rehabilitated;

The rePcal of unenforceable and counter~Produc’cive animal control
ordinances such as cat ]icensing and leash laws, pet limit laws, bans on Fecding

stray animals, and bans on sPechCic breeds.
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