No kill controversy

By Virginia Sullivan

With the abortion and assisied-suicide con-
troversies raging in this country, there is little
surprise that another right-to-life versus
iy-nf-life debate is captunng the nation’s alien
tion. Around the
country, no-kill
anunal shellers are
opening their doors
and full-service
ghelters such as the
SPCA of Texas are
suffering from a
back-lash of com-
munity disapproval
for their “kill poli-
oy

This phenome
na has an ironic
twist to it since
back in the 1930°,
the Sociely began
as n no-kill agency.

wanting the animals or had just tumed them
loose on the streeis...
On August 15, 1929, the SPCA made the

decision thal o painless death was beller than
abandoming the anumals o an uncertain and
ollen excruciating fate such as the slow death

remainder ol their hves o a small cage winle
many ol the animals they have o turiy AWay
evenlually end up with us."

Beth Neely who is a member of the Board
of Directors of the non-profit, no-kill
Operation Kindness in Carrollton sees it slight-

ly different. "“We just
iry io give people n
choice. We try
mmstead tn fneus on

1" Meely does nol
hesilate Lo say thal the
SPCA of Texas does a
good job, “They do
what they have to do
to take care of the
huge population of
animals rthey are
given. T undersiand
their position. 1 just
can't personally deal
with it (euthanasia),
A lot of people can't,”

It was not long
before an over- |
whelming numbers |
ol animals made |
eulhanasia the only
humane choice for
4 group dedicated
to the prevention
of cruelty 1o ani-
mals.

The SPCA of
Texus tried the no-
kill policy once
again in the early
1980°s, but it still wasn’t working. As wailing
lists got longer and longer, people unable Lo
keep ther peis began g W other alterma-
lives. Wihen the Sucicly began following up
with the people who had been on the waiting
lists for any length of time, they found that
often the owners had put the animals down
themselves by shooting, poisoning, drowning
or other means. Others had simply given them
away 1o people with questionnble reasons [or

1t weuld be wonderful o all animals found homes, but th
the 17000+ anirials taken in at the SPCA of Texas in 1992, Over 8,000 were adopted; the rest were
eullurzed guickly and painlessly.

ul starvation, The SPCA of Texas Director of
Operations Steve Smith explains the full-ser-
vice facility's position. “It would be wonderful
if there were homes for all of the animals out
there. Unforunately, that is not the way it
works. We take all animals, in all conditions
and we do our hest with them.

“With many wl the no kill lacilibics, it's
*oul ul sight, vul of mind," The reality is that
the anumals they do keep may spend the

isn'r the way it works, These are xome of

The underlying
theme found when
talking o r I‘prli"if‘nm-
tive from both
of this 1ssue is lh:'
love of animals.
Perhaps both Lypes ol
lacililies have a place,
but the bottom line s
that Qperation
Kindness can boast of
2,400 adoprions last
year whereas the
EPCA of Texas
accepted over 17,000 animals and can claim
responsibility for over 8 000 adoptions in the
same amount of tdme.

Both Neely and Smith are in complefe
agrecment that the most important area o con
centrate on 15 0 the educabion ol the public
aboul e nuporlance of spaylog and neuteding

Useir pets. W,
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