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OFTEN MADE ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF ALTERNATIVE MANNER OF EUTHANASIA OTHER THAN INJECTION 
authored by: by Garo Alexanian, www.CompanionAnimalNetworkTV.org, 
1) Dangerous animals are too risky to handle to locate a vein to inject.

Answer: This is an argument favored by those municipal pound directors who seek reasons to not update their manner of euthanasia. A properly operated shelter has properly trained euthanasia technicians who know the techniques involved in calming down, restraining, or sedating both feral and dangerous animals. Many common restraint methods do not require kennel workers to handle animals themselves. These include restraint poles, squeeze gates, and syringe poles. Animals can be anesthetized with an intramuscular injection, followed by Sodium Pentobarbital once the animal is unconscious. Moreover, this argument is an admission that the staff at many municipal animal pounds are simply not provided any training and are given employment when not qualified to be in this field. The great majority of the 50 states predominantly or exclusively use injection, as do 63 of North Carolina’s 100 counties. Accepting this argument would mean that only the dogs and cats in the 37 counties of NC who refuse to use injection are much more dangerous than the other 63 counties and the rest of the country. On its face this is an irrational argument.
2) It is easier for the kennel personnel to do their difficult jobs when not personalizing the animal and permitting them to use catch poles to stuff them into steaming or freezing gas boxes.

Answer: This is an argument favored by kennel workers in animal pounds which refuse to switch to injection. Every study has shown that kennel personnel far prefer to be kindly euthanizing dogs and cats while petting them. This argument attempts to make a case to permit kennel personnel to commit cruelty with impunity so that they do not feel any guilt for the cruel manner in which they choke, stomp, stuff and euthanize dogs and cats. The crux of this argument is that the conscience and guilt feelings of kennel employees are mitigated when such terror perpetuated upon former family pets are condoned by state laws. 

3) Rules by the Commissioner of Agriculture would be an improvement over the present and would provide state oversight of municipal animal pounds for the first time.

Answer: This is an argument favored by the Commissioner of Agriculture. The realities of government being what they are, especially when it comes to enforcing animal related laws, much less rules, it is unrealistic to claim that the state would ever be inclined to or be able to commit sufficient resources to properly scrutinize the day to day operations of up to 100 municipal pounds. In California, prior to eliminating the gas chambers by state statute, the Bureau of Measurements and Standards had failed to inspect the 26 shelters still using gas chambers as required by State law every six months. Consequently, the majority of those chambers were not functioning properly and as a result many kennel workers were getting lung cancers and other illnesses, and animals were suffering untold tortures. The state Bureau of audits finally caught this failure of government, censured and fined the Bureau and the Department of Agriculture. The fear of law suits and public outcry hastened the California Legislature to outlaw all gas chambers by state law.  The exact same “oversight” has been repeatedly committed by the NC Agriculture Department, who has failed to timely inspect many NC gas chambers.  Therefore, rules would never be able to be adequately enforced. Moreover, the enforcement of any rules would be put at the discretion of a “chain” of command at the Agriculture Department, which includes the Commissioner, the Deputy Commissioner, the Deputy Assistant Commissioner, the state veterinarian, the counsel, and the inspector, any one of which could “sabotage” the enforcement of any rules by simply setting a policy of not enforcing rules or even whitewashing clear violations.
4) Injection euthanasia would be too expensive for the municipality
This is another time and time again proven blatantly false statement. This argument is favored by municipal government administrations. Cost comparison studies done by the ASPCA, euthanasia expert Doug Fakkema, the American Humane Association and others have consistently shown that the costs are virtually the same (annexed). The only difference is that at the transition point the costs associated with sending kennel personnel to training to utilize proper sedation and injection techniques is a one time expense. The cost comparison studies have always included this one time training expense and even including this expense, the costs are the same. Grants are even sometimes available for such training. Please see attached cost comparison study from the Humane Society of the United States, based upon Texas A & M University study.
5) Pentobarbital  is a DEA controlled substance and can get diverted in the possession of municipal animal pounds
Nationally very little pentobarbital is diverted. This is the argument favored by Dr. Lee Hunter, the NC Agriculture Department veterinarian. As with any controlled substance, pentobarbital’s use is not banned in even a single state merely because a fraction of a fraction may eventually get diverted.  There are hundreds of other DEA controlled drugs which are used by medical facilities, and the “fear” of diversion has never been substantial to warrant sacrificing the gain from their benefits.  The risk of a tiny amount of “theoretically possible” diversion vs. the benefit of bringing North Carolina’s animal pounds into the modern era, and sparing hundreds of thousands of animals every year a tortuous death reminiscent of only the horrors of World War II, should be self-evident.
6) North Carolina does not have a “direct-purchasing” law, and thereby municipal animal pounds cannot purchase pentobarbital. They must use a veterinarian to purchase it, which not only makes it very expensive but also veterinarians are hesitant to permit the DEA controlled drug purchased under their license to be used and stored by the municipal animal pound and administered by euthanasia technicians
While a “work-around” to the lack of a direct purchasing law in NC has been utilized by 63 NC municipal animal pounds who exclusively use injection, this argument has been relied upon by some municipalities as a justification to not switch to injection. A direct-purchase law should abate their objections against mandating injection euthanasia. A direct purchase law is in effect in 31 other states. There is already pending legislation in NC for direct-purchase.
7) North Carolina should not follow the trends in any other states on this issue as we have out own culture and traditions.
It took 20 years for North Carolina to enact an Animal Welfare Act, passed in 2005. Some animal control associations, local governments, gas chamber manufacturers, so-called “sport clubs” opposed having a law that would insure the humane treatment of impounded animals. The role of the United States as the beacon for humanity is assaulted by such purely self-interested, profit-motivated and divisive arguments.
