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"Our mission is to save animalsô lives and we 
understand that, in some instances, [declawing] may 

be the only way to prevent abandonment, 
relinquishment, or euthanasia." 

 
The San Francisco SPCA issued the above statement denouncing San 

Francisco's move to ban declaws even though the group advocates 
against the procedure.  The SF SPCA is concerned frustrated owners 
with no option to declaw cats will be forced to decide to abandon or 

relinquish their pet. 
 

 
ñKeep it legal, keep it rare.ò 
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Executive Summary 

 
The purpose of this report is to 
respond to the overstated claims of 
the proponents of a Declaw Ban, 
and explain the unintended 
consequences, costs and liabilities 
a ban would have on local shelters 
and municipal budgets. 
 
This report does not support 
declawing as a routine or 
preemptive procedure.  However, 
declawing is a medical decision 
and as such must remain within the 
purview of licensed veterinarians.   
 
National and Local Animal Welfare Organizations Oppose a Ban 
It is the position of the American Veterinary Medical Association (AVMA) that declawing 
domestic cats may be performed as a last resort; after all other remedies have failed to 
prevent a cat from using its claws destructively or when clawing presents a zoonotic risk 
for the catôs owner(s).  This position is shared by the Canadian Veterinary Medical 
Association; the American Association of Feline Practitioners (AAFP), the Humane 
Society of the United States (HSUS); the American Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals (ASPCA); the California Veterinary Medical Association (CVMA); the San 
Francisco SPCA; the Cat Fancier's Association, the Animal Council, and many other 
national and local humane and animal welfare organizations.1 
 
It is the position of this paper that a ban is dangerous, ill-advised, and irresponsible.  It 
is unfortunate that activists are manipulating the data, masking unintended 
consequences, and attempt to manipulate municipal leaders into circumventing the 
existing due process for reviewing and modifying veterinary rules and regulations.2 
 
Proponents Create Artificial Crisis 
The rush to enact declaw bans in some California communities is the result of the 
passage of California Senate Bill 762.3  Animal activists claim the California Veterinary 

                                            
1
 These position statements can be found in the Table of Contents 

2
 The California Legislature, the Department of Consumer Affairs (DCA), and the boards and bureaus 

overseen by the DCA, should retain ultimate authority over medical scope of practice issues for healing 
arts licentiates.     
3
 A copy of SB 762 and analysis can be found through the Table of Contents 
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Medical Association (CVMA) sponsored SB 762 as a sinister attempt to prohibit local 
governments from enacting declaw bans, such as the one in West Hollywood.4 
 
Decision Best Left to Medical Professionals 
The fact of the matter is SB 762 is a good law. It was 
overwhelmingly supported in the California State 
legislature.  It passed in the Senate 31-6.  It was 
endorsed in the Assembly Business and Professions 
Committee unanimously.  It passed on the Assembly 
floor 59ï6. This overwhelming support demonstrated 
legislatorsô understanding that this issue is more 
appropriately within the purview of the Department of 
Consumer Affairs and a professional, competent and 
well resourced Veterinary Medical Board (VMB).  This is 
the appropriate forum for evaluating this divisive issue; where cool heads can prevail 
without the undue pressure of an arbitrary deadline. 
 
While some ban proponents characterize veterinarians who practice declawing in 
disparaging terms, the fact is that they are compassionate health care professionals 
who genuinely seek to protect the best interests of the animals in their care.  You will 
not find a single veterinarian who declaws for money alone; most veterinarians perform 
this procedure only when it is absolutely necessary. 
 
No Scientific Data Supports Ban 
There is simply not enough scientific data available to suggest elected officials are in a 
better position than trained, licensed veterinarians to decide on the efficacy of this 
procedure.  Until more scientific information is available, it is important to separate 
personal beliefs about declawing from what is objectively known about its medical and 
behavioral effects and benefits. 
 
With that in mind, it is important to understand the data that is available:  

1. Declawed cats are no more likely to bite than clawed cats.5 

2. Declawed cats have a very low incidence of complications or behavior problems.6 

                                            
4
 SB 762 is supported by California Veterinary Medical Association, California Association of Marriage 

and Family Therapists (CAMFT), California Chiropractic Association, California Dental Association, 
California Medical Association, and the California Optometric Association 
5 Study conducted by Drs. Victoria Voith and Peter Borchelt, sampled about 600 cat owners and found 
that declawed cats were no more likely to bite than were clawed cats. 
6 Dr. Gary Landsberg, a Canadian veterinary behaviorist, surveyed over 200 owners whose cats had 

been declawed, and found a very low incidence (4%, 10 cats) of complications or behavior problems. 
Most of these (70%, 7 cats) were due to poor surgical technique, and only one owner reported a 
continuing house soiling problem after surgery. 
According to Paige Garnett, a Denver veterinarian, many veterinarians are now making recovery from 
declaw surgery easier by using medication more often to control post-surgical pain. Despite short-term 

ñPublic policy based on 

emotion and sound 

bites is never a        

good idea.ò 

Gina Spadafori  
The Pet Connection 
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3. There is no evidence that declawing causes long-term litter box problems. 7 

4. Declawed cats are less likely to be surrendered to shelters than clawed cats.8 

5. Declawing was not associated with any behavior problems.9 

6. Declawing has no long-term negative effects on a catôs health and well-being.10  

7. In households where cats come in contact with immune-compromised 
individuals surgical onychectomy is an appropriate option.11 

8. Enforcement of a declawing ban is difficult, costly and will result in an increase in 
abandoned pets at local shelters.12 

9. A legislative ban in opposition to the recommendation of the AVMA creates a 
liability for the enacting municipality in the event a person is disfigured or whose 
health is compromised by a cat scratch. 

 
Unintended Costs and Consequences Incalculable 
Admittedly additional information is needed about the effects of declawing.  The 
unintended consequences, costs and liabilities of a ban are incalculable.  Municipal 
leaders must not limit the life-saving tools available to licensed veterinarians or second 
guess their professional judgment. 
 
When performed as a last resort, declawing is a last chance remedy to repair a strained 
cat/guardian bond that otherwise may result in abuse, abandonment, or death.   
 
A declawing ban will increase pet relinquishment and abandonment.  
Without this option, the choice many cat guardians will be left with is to 
give up a cherished and loved pet.  The guardian and veterinarian who 
ultimately decide to declaw a cat should not be turned into criminals; 
instead they should be appreciated for their commitment to providing 
the cat with a home and love for as long as the cat lives.   
 

                                                                                                                                             
pain and discomfort, there are no scientific data to support claims that declawing has long-term negative 
effects on a catôs health and well-being. 
7
 Daniel Estep, Ph.D. and Suzanne Hetts, Ph.D. 

8
 ñAssessment of claims of short- and long-term complications associated with onychectomy in catsò 

study conducted by Gary Patronek, a veterinary epidemiologist, indicated that declawed cats were less 
likely to be surrendered than were clawed cats. 
9
 Patronek, study results indicated that declawing was not associated with any behavior problems. 

10
 Landsberg study, 40% of cat owners reported allowing their declawed cats outside, even after being 

advised not to do so reported their cats still climbed trees, hunted, and successfully defended themselves 
against other cats and dogs. 
11

 Reviewed By: D. Scott Smith, M.D., MSc, DTM&H, Chief of Infectious Disease & Geographic Medicine, 
Kaiser Redwood City, CA & Adjunct Assistant Professor, Stanford University. Review provided by 
VeriMed Healthcare Network. Also reviewed by David Zieve, MD, MHA, Medical Director, A.D.A.M., Inc., 
and American Accreditation HealthCare Commission 
12

 AVMA position statement states, ñScientific studies indicate cats with destructive clawing behavior are 
more likely to be euthanized, released, abandoned, or surrendered to shelters, thus contributing to the 
homeless or feral cat populations.ò 
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Response to LA City Council Motion to Ban Cat 
Declawing 
 
On September 4, 2009, newly elected Council Member Paul Koretz and senior Member 
Bill Rosendahl, entered a motion to ban a veterinary practice known as onychectomy or 
ñdeclawingò in the City of Los Angeles.  The motion was seconded by Council Member 
Tony Cardenas.  The motion echoes animal right activistsô "over-generalization"13 of 
reports and studies to support its claim that feline onychectomy is behaviorally and 
physically bad for cats.ò 14 
 
The motion reads, ñThere is a widespread misunderstanding in the community 
regarding a surgical procedure commonly performed on cats known as onychectomy or 
ódeclawing.ô  Contrary to most peopleôs understanding, declawing consists of amputating 
not just the claws but the whole phalanx (up to the joint), including bones, ligaments, 
and tendons.ò   
 
In fact, there has been a great deal of public education and information released from a 
large array of animal welfare organizations in recent years on the appropriate use of 
declawing.  It is the position of most reputable animal welfare organizations that 
declawing is a last resort, after all other remedies have failed, to keep the cat/guardian 
bond intact and prevent ñdestructiveò cats from being relinquished at local shelters.  
However, for the sake of argument we will stipulate that while there may still be a 
widespread misunderstanding in the community regarding this procedure there is surely 
no such misunderstanding among the veterinary community.  The American Veterinary 
Medical Association (AVMA), the California Veterinary Medical Association (CVMA) and 
most of the national animal welfare and cat fancier organizations all share a similar ñlast 
resortò position on this topic. 15  
 
The Motion then begins with sweeping ñgeneralization16ò Number One: ñDeclawing is 
properly characterized as a cruel procedure for several reasons.ò  We will review each 
of these ñreasonsò in their order, but first we must comment on the premise that a 
medical procedure in common practice for decades is ñproperly characterized as cruelò.   
 
It needs to be understood that this reportôs opposition to a Declaw Ban is no evidence of 
a pro-declawing position.  Like The Humane Society of the United States we oppose 

                                            
13

 September 22, 2009 By Jennifer Fiala For The VIN News Service: [Patronek], ña veterinarian 
researcher poked holes in the anti-declaw movement's "over-generalization" of his reports and studies to 
support its claims that feline onychectomy is behaviorally and physically bad for cats.ò 
14

 September 22, 2009 By Jennifer Fiala For The VIN News Service 
15

 Position statements of the AVMA, CVMA, and several other national and local animal welfare 
organization can be found in the Table of Contents. 
16

 September 22, 2009 By Jennifer Fiala For The VIN News Service 
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declawing when done solely for the convenience of the owner.17  However, as explained 
throughout this report there is strong evidence that there is a greater cruelty than 
declawing, and that is the cruelty of relinquishment, abandonment, and the untimely 
euthanasia these animals experience when their owners are given no recourse for 
salvaging a strained human/pet bond after all other remedies have failed. 18    
 
Generalization #2: ñDeclawing robs an animal of an integral means of movement and 
defense.  Declawed cats are deprived of normal posture, the normal use of their toes in 
walking and running, and satisfying their instinctive behavioral impulses to climb, 
exercise, and mark their territory.  Cats walk and run on their toes instead of the heel to 
toe movement of humans.  Declawing necessarily changeôs a catôs gait and can result in 
arthritis and other complication associated with postural and bone changes caused by 
declawing.ò 
 
While such general statements sound plausible, they lack any scientific basis.  In fact, 
several objective studies have been done to try to determine how, or if, declawing 
affects cat behavior.  
 
One study conducted by Dr. Gary Landsberg, a Canadian veterinary behaviorist, 
surveyed over 200 owners whose cats had been declawed, and found a very low 
incidence (4%, 10 cats) of complications or behavior problems.  Most of these 
(70%, 7 cats) were due to poor surgical technique, and only one owner reported a 
continuing house soiling problem after surgery. 19  
 
Generalization #3: ñBecause they cannot defend themselves adequately against 
attacks by other animals, declawed animals that are allowed outdoors are at increased 
risk of injury or death.ò 
 
In fact, all animals allowed to roam at large outside are at risk of injury or death.  That is 
why it is the position of most respectable animal welfare organizations that all declawed 
cats should be kept indoors.  In fact, this is good practice for all cats.  Studies found that 
indoor cats live three times longer than their free roaming relatives, clawed or declawed.  
Risks of outdoor life to all cats include exposure to infectious diseases, such as feline 
leukemia, feline immunodeficiency virus, feline infectious peritonitis, and rabies; injury or 
death occurring on busy roads; and attacks by predators.     
 

                                            
17

 HSUS Position Statement . 
18 Dr. Bernard E .Rollin, Distinguished Professor of Philosophy, Animal Sciences and Biomedical Sciences 
at Colorado State University; Arnold Plotnick DVM, board-certified veterinary internist and owner of 
Manhattan Cat Specialists, feline-exclusive veterinary hospital in New York City; Bonnie V .Beaver BS, 
DVM,MS, DPNAP, DACVB, Professor, Head of the Community Practice Service 
19

 Landsberg G. Declawing is controversial but still saves pets, a veterinarian survey. 
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But to respond directly to the point made by the Council Motion, most declawed cats 
scratch objects as though they still had their claws.  In fact, in the Landsberg study, 40% 
of cat owners reported allowing their declawed cats outside, even after being advised 
not to do so.  Owners of these cats reported their cats still climbed trees, hunted, and 
successfully defended themselves against other cats and dogs.  
 
Generalization #4: ñDeclawing exposed cats to relatively high risks of painful adverse 
and long-lasting physiological effects.  Complications include excruciating pain, damage 
to the radial nerve, hemorrhage, bone chips that prevent healing, painful re-growth of 
deformed claw inside of the paw which is not visible to the eye, necrosis, lameness, and 
chronic back and joint pain as shoulder, leg and back muscles weaken.ò 
 
In fact, according to Dr. Paige Garnett, a Denver veterinarian, many veterinarians are 
now making recovery from declaw surgery easier by using medication more often to 
control post-surgical pain.  Despite short-term pain and discomfort, there are no 
scientific data to support claims that declawing has long-term negative effects on 
a catôs health and well-being.  
 
Generalization #5:  ñDeclawing unnecessarily increases public health and safety risks 
and public expenditures related thereto.  First, research indicates that a substantial 
number of declawed cats become more prone to biting as a form of defense.  Cat bites 
are associated with higher rates of infection than are cat scratches and lead to 
hospitalization more often.  Second, declawed cats are more likely to avoid the litter 
box.  Instead of experiencing the rough surface of cat litter on their maimed paws, a 
substantial number of cats will urinate or defecate outside of the litter box.ò 
 
This is patently false.  In fact, public health and safety is greatly compromised by a cat 
declaw ban. There are legitimate reasons for declawing in the prevention of 
transmission of Bartonella in immunocompromised persons.  Bartonella is the causative 
agent of Cat Scratch Disease in persons with competent immune systems.  Cat Scratch 
Disease is diagnosed in an estimated 22,000 persons a year in the United States. 20  In 
healthy people, Cat Scratch Disease typically causes fever, lymph node swelling, 
headache and fatigue.  Immunocompromised people, particularly those with HIV/AIDS, 
are at higher risk for developing bacillary angiomatosis, a severe and potentially fatal 
disease, caused by the organism Bartonella. 21 
 
Additionally, there is a large population of elderly residents who have cats as pets and 
may have increased incidence of bleeding due to medications such as Coumadin to 

                                            
20

 Dr. Ed Breitschwerdt, a veterinary researcher at N.C. State University, adjunct professor in infectious 
diseases at Duke University Medical School says unreported Baronella cases represents ña silent 
epidemicétaking an unacknowledged toll on human healthò. 
21

 Arnold Plotnick DVM, board-certified veterinary internist, feline-exclusive veterinarian: Reasons Not to 
Adopt a Ban on Declawing Cats 
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control clotting.  These individuals often have cats as sole companions and reach the 
decision to declaw their pet after all other options have been exhausted. 
 
The Council Members claim that declawing increases the incidence in biting is also 
inaccurate.  In fact, a study by Drs. Victoria Voith and Peter Borchelt, sampled about 
600 cat owners and found that declawed cats were no more likely to bite than were 
clawed cats.   
 
An unintended and costly consequence of this Motion is exposed by a study done at an 
Indiana animal shelter by Gary Patronek, a veterinary epidemiologist, that found 
declawed cats are less likely to be surrendered than clawed cats, and that 
declawing was not associated with any behavior problems.  A Declaw Ban will 
likely result in a significant increase in cat abandonment and relinquishment at a 
tremendous cost to the City. 22  
 
Lastly, with respect to the claim, ñdeclawed cats are more likely to avoid the litter boxò, 
while some cats may not like using the strips of newspaper that many veterinarians 
recommend placing in the litter box temporarily after surgery, the Landsberg study 
found no evidence that declawing causes long-term litter box problems.  There are 
also other products available like pelleted newspaper that many cats will use in place of 
clay litter.   
 
The Motion concludes with a statement that completely misses the point for why it is 
important to retain the right for licensed veterinarians to practice declawing.  The motion 
states, ñIronically, declawing is particularly cruel in light of the fact that there are many 
alternatives to onychectomy (declawing) that involve no physical harm to the animal.  
Harmless alternatives include training the pet to use a scratchpost, use of deterrent 
pheromone sprays, covering furniture, restricting the petôs access to certain areas of the 
home, use of plastic nail covers, and more.  Mere convenience of the onychectomy 
(declawing) to the petôs guardian does not justify the unnecessary pain, anguish and 
permanent disability caused the animal.ò 
 
Ironically, this portion of the Motion is in perfect agreement with the position statements 
of the AVMA, CVMA, HSUS, ASPCA, SFSPCA and most other respectable animal 
welfare organizations up to a point.  However, the Motion does not answer the question 
ñwhat do you do when all of these remedies fail?ò   Declaw is a last resort and a Ban will 
leave cat owners with no last resort remedy except relinquishment or abandonment.  
That is why all of the prominent animal welfare organizations insist that declawing 
remain an option for the owner who feels compelled to declaw rather than abandon the 
pet at a shelter or worse. 
 

                                            
22

 ñAssessment of claims of short-and long-term complications associated with onychectomy in catsò 
study conducted by Gary Patronek, a veterinary epidemiologist, indicated declawed cats were less likely 
to be surrendered than were clawed cats. 
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Then the Motion takes a bit of a paranoid bent, stating ñThis issue is particularly critical 
for Charter cities.  Local governments traditionally have been able to and should be able 
to pass appropriate public safety legislation ï such as measures to prevent animal 
cruelty.  Just this term, however, powerful Sacramento interests passed legislation 
which would divest this Council of its ability to make legislation in this area.  In light of 
this attack on home rule 23 -- which goes into effect on January 1, 2010 ï it is necessary 
that the Council adopt this important legislation by December 1, 2009.ò  
 
This rhetoric is straight out of the animal right activist handbook.  Activists are 
positioning SB 762 as an attempt to neuter local municipalities claiming it precludes 
home rule.  Home rule was never intended to usurp the role of the Veterinary Medical 
Board. 24  The reality is that SB 762 puts the declaw issue, and all other medical issues, 
squarely in the hands of a trained medical board with the resources, mandate, and 
experience to professionally evaluate community concerns.  That is where medical 
decisions and procedures need to be evaluated.  
 
Groups or individuals who legitimately seek to ban declawing will still be able to address 
the Department of Consumer Affairs (DCA) and/or the Veterinary Medical Board (VMB) 
directly.  However, it is clear that animal rights activists are afraid of existing due 
process because they understand that their arguments are not fact-based and will be 
exposed in a fair and impartial hearing by health care professionals.   
 
The Hammer:  Then in a surprising show of force typically reserved to a crime 
syndicate, the Council Motion wants to punish anyone who violates this ban along with 
their friends and family.  While that may be a bit of an exaggeration, consider this 
language, ñIn the event that an onychectomy or flexor tendonectomy procedure is 
performed on any animal within the City in violation of this Section, each of the following 
persons shall be guilty of a violation of this section: (a) the person or persons 
performing the procedure, (b) all persons assisting in the physical performance of the 
procedure; and (c) all persons or entities that procured the procedure, including but not 

                                            
23

 AVMAôs amicus letter to the California Supreme Court, states, ñState regulation of veterinary medicine, 
a system that has well served the American public and animal patients over 100 years, will be 
undermined if cities, villages, and counties get a green light to chip away at the uniformity of state 
veterinary practice acts and regulations issued by state veterinary medical boards, as authorized by those 
statues.ò  
Department of Consumer Affairsô amicus letter to the California Supreme Court, states, ñThe concept of 
statewide professional licensure relies on the legislative delegation of authority to state agencies which 
possess the necessary expertise to regulate the conduct of the professionals.  A municipal body generally 
lacks that professional expertise, and should not be allowed to substitute its judgment for that of the 
licensed medical professionals who are appointed to regulate the profession and advise the legislature, in 
this case, the CVMB.ò  
24

 ñAllowing local and municipal groups to dictate the standards of any medical practice would make 
California an impossible and unsafe place to practice medicine. SB 762 does not restrict local 
governments from acting in any other capacity...  It simply delivers the common sense message that it 
doesnôt serve Californians to create a patchwork quilt of standards of care from city to city and county to 
countyò, says author Senator Aanestad.  .    
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limited to any animal guardian, owner, or any other person or entitu that ordered, 
requested, or paid for the procedure.ò 
 
During a time of unprecedented budget crisis, the Council Motion gives no thought to 
the extraordinary cost associated with enforcing this ordinance, or to the staff/time 
required to investigate and prove that a procedure (that is legal throughout the United 
States, but illegal in LA), actually occurred within the City limits of LA.   
 
The Motion is asking that every veterinarian, veterinary technician, veterinary clinic 
employee, and possibly the vendors who sold the surgical materials, along with the cat 
owner and anyone who helped the cat owner pay for a surgery to be guilty of a crime.  
This could include out of state foundations and relatives who make a monetary donation 
to help offset the cost of the surgery.  
 
If the claims of the proponents of a Declaw Ban have any validity, their concerns can be 
reviewed by the California Veterinary Medical Board.  This is the appropriate venue, 
where there is no need for hasty, heated and ill informed decisions.   
 
"A municipal body generally lacks [the] professional expertise, and should not be 
allowed to substitute its judgment for that of the licensed medical professionals who are 
appointed to regulate the profession and advise the Legislature, in this case, the 
California Veterinary Medical Board. 25 

  

                                            
25

 From an Amicus Letter to the California Supreme Court from the Department of Consumer Affairs.  
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What is Declawing? 
 
Onychectomy, or ñdeclawingò is the excision of a 
claw or nail bed.  A surgical procedure carried out 
on single, damaged or diseased claws and at 
other times in domestic cats for social reasons 
and exotic cats, canines and ursids for the well-
being of handlers and cage-mates. 
 
The amputation of the distal phalanx is indicated 
in cases of chronic inflammatory processes, 
tumours, persistent and severe infections and 
gangrene that are limited to the distal phalanx. 
The procedure is usually limited to the affected 
claw, leaving the healthy claws (if any) intact. 
 

Elective Onychectomy  
 
In North America, declawing is commonly performed on housecats to prevent damage 
to household possessions by scratching and to prevent scratching of people.26  To 
achieve this result, all distal phalanges of the front paws, and sometimes the rear paws, 
are amputated. Although no precise figures are available, peer-reviewed veterinary 
journal articles estimate that approximately 25% of domestic cats in North America have 
been declawed.27  Some privately owned apartment buildings in the U.S. ban cats 
unless they have been declawed, but in 2007 Congress enacted legislation that forbids 
public housing authorities from having such rules for publicly subsidized housing.28   
 
Some North American veterinarians hold the position that people with compromised 
immune systems, due to conditions such as AIDS, should have their cats declawed to 
prevent health risks to themselves.  However, there is disagreement within the North 
American (human) medical community that this course of action is necessary but until 
resolved the procedure is considered desirable to protect the health of such persons. 29 
 

                                            
26

 Patronek: ñAssessment of claims of short- and long-term complications associated with onychectomy in 
catsò   
27

 Patronek, ñAssessment of claims of short- and long-term complications associated with onychectomy in 
cats"  
28

 Section 960.707(c) of HUD Public Housing regulations 
29 American Association of Feline Practitioners Position Statement;  Arnold Plotnick DVM, board-certified 

veterinary internist and owner of Manhattan Cat Specialists, feline-exclusive veterinary hospital in New 
York City; Dr. Patrick Mahaney, West Hollywood Veterinarian   
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There is also disagreement as to whether declawing leads to behavioral problems in 
cats.30  There is concern for the welfare of cats who cannot defend themselves or climb 
to safety if they are allowed to go outside.  A declawed cat will still scratch but without 
damage to furnishings.  
 
An alternative surgical procedure, deep digital flexor tendonectomy, was first described 
by John Rife, DVM (Journal AAHA, Jan/Feb 1988). This surgery involves severing the 
tendon attached to the end toe digit but maintaining the claw in the sheath. It is not 
possible to detect the surgery visually but the cat is no longer able to extend the claws. 
The technique limits the cat's ability to damage surfaces when scratching as long as the 
claws are kept trimmed. It is less painful (cats recover within 2 days) and it has minimal 
postoperative risks. However, ongoing claw trimming is a must or the cat can use its 
claws again to some degree and there is a risk of ingrowth into the paw pads. Some 
veterinarians have reported joint fusion and arthritis problems. The technique has not 
been favored by most veterinarians mainly because of the above negative factors and 
the potential of the client's dissatisfaction and ultimate desire for declawing.31  
 
Behavioral aspects:  
 
Animal behaviorists currently believe that the main function of scratching for the cat is 
communication.  It is natural, instinctual behavior.  Scratching involves not only leaving 
a visual mark but it is an attention getting, happiness display.  Ideally the cat should be 
encouraged in this behavior; however, because of damage to furnishings, most cat 
owners reach a compromise with the cat by claw clipping and redirecting to other 
acceptable surfaces or using the relatively new claw guards, and most cats are 
adaptable enough to accept this arrangement.  In addition cats raised by pedigreed cat 
breeders can be deterred even further by early kitten handling.  Scratching becomes an 
ingrained habit which initially surfaces at the time a 4 or 5 week old kitten becomes 
aware of its claws.  This is when all cat habits, like use of the litter box, start to develop.  
Cat guardians can greatly minimize the scratching habit, and associated problems, by 
not allowing access to attractive home furnishing surfaces (i.e. fabrics, carpet) and by 
only making acceptable scratching surfaces available, such as cardboard or rope posts, 
until the kitten reaches the age of 8 to 10 weeks.  Kittens can learn good scratching 
habits during this early period.  

                                            
30

 Patronek, ñAssessment of claims of short- and long-term complications associated with onychectomy in 
cats" 
31

 Martinez et al., 1993 Comparing two techniques for onychectomy in cats and two adhesives for wound 
closure. Vet Med 1993; 88:516-525. 
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The majority of American veterinarians perform 
declawing surgery as a last resort for cats that 
would face euthanasia.  Many cat owners who 
have their cats declawed because of a perceived 
cat damage "problem" have not even tried any 
other solution first.  The veterinary scientific 
literature supports the claims that there are no 
differences in undesirable behaviors of cats before 
and after declawing.   A closer review of the studies 
executed in the 80's, which are the basis of the 
belief that declawing results in undesirable 
behaviors, reveal that the investigators themselves 
admit that there may have been special 
circumstances involved and that the numbers of 
cats were too few for significant results.  32  
 
Most humane shelters have taken a strong stand 
against declawing but recognize the need in some 
cases.  Tuffs University School of Veterinary 
Medicine advocates thoroughly exploring 
noninvasive options and only if a client considers 
getting rid of the cat performing surgical removal.  
The AVMA policy is as follows: "The declawing of 
the domestic cat is justifiable when the cat cannot 
be trained to refrain from using its claws 
destructively." 33 

 
 
 

                                            
32

 Dr. Gary Patronek, who conducted the sited reports stated, ñif you [are] asking me if I can make some 
kind of unequivocal statement that declaw is badé, I canôt do that. No one can answer that question, and 
if they can, I havenôt seen the data.ò   
Effects of declawing on feline behavior; Bennett, et al; Companion Animal Practice, Dec. 1988. 
John Rife, DVM , Journa of the AAHA, Jan/Feb 1988, vol 24, pg 73-76  
Bennett, et.al; Companion Animal Practice, Dec. 1988, pg 7-12  
33

 AVMA (1994) 

òDeclawing is a controversial 

procedure. Some people feel 

it is inhuman e. Some 

veterinarians won't do the 

surgery. I believe there are 

appropriate reasons and 

times for declawing. It is a 

valuable procedure in many 

circumstances. It can be a 

life -saving procedure when 

the options are to euthanize 

the cat or have it declawed.ó 

Dr. Greenfield , small animal 
surgeon at the University of 
Illinois Veterinary Medicine 

Teaching Hospital at Urbana  
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The Declaw Controversy 
 
What effect declawing has on a catôs behavior is a 
controversial topic that actually involves several 
different issues. One involves personal beliefs 
about whether declawing is ethically acceptable. 
Personal beliefs about the acceptability of these 
procedures are a separate issue from what effects 
these procedures might have on an animalôs 
behavior.  
 
Several objective studies have been done to try to 
determine how, or if, declawing affects cat 
behavior. One study, by Drs. Victoria Voith and 
Peter Borchelt, sampled about 600 cat owners and 
found that declawed cats were no more likely to 
bite than were clawed cats.  
 
A second study, by Dr. Gary Landsberg, a 
Canadian veterinary behaviorist, surveyed over 200 
owners whose cats had been declawed, and found 
a very low incidence (4%, 10 cats) of 
complications or behavior problems. Most of 
these (70%, 7 cats) were due to poor surgical 
technique, and only one owner reported a 
continuing house soiling problem after surgery.  
 
While some cats may not like using the strips of 
newspaper that many veterinarians recommend 
placing in the litter box temporarily after surgery, 
there is no evidence that declawing causes long-term litter box problems.  
 
In a study done at an Indiana animal shelter by Gary Patronek, a veterinary 
epidemiologist, results indicated that declawed cats were less likely to be 
surrendered than clawed cats, and that declawing was not associated with any 
behavior problems.  
 
Most declawed cats seem to still scratch objects as though they still had their claws. In 
fact, in the Landsberg study, 40% of cat owners reported allowing their declawed cats 
outside, even after being advised not to do so. Owners of these cats reported their cats 
still climbed trees, hunted, and successfully defended themselves against other cats 
and dogs.  

ñI can see it from both sides,ò 

says Dr. Jack Aldridge, SF-

SPCA director of veterinary 

services. ñThe knee-jerk 

reaction is that a humane 

society would jump on this 

ban against declawing cats.ò  

 

Despite SF-SPCAôs anti-

declaw stance, the 

organizationôs position is that 

it should be left up to ethical 

and legal standards that 

encompass veterinary 

medicine, as well as the 

veterinarian-client-patient 

relationship. 
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Veterinarians are now able to make recovery from declaw surgery easier by using 
medication more often to control post-surgical pain. Despite short-term pain and 
discomfort, there are no scientific data to support claims that declawing has long-
term negative effects on a catôs health and well-being.  
 
There are several alternatives to declawing. One is behavior modification to either 
redirect the scratching onto an appropriate object, or to modify the catôs aggressive or 
playful behavior if she is scratching people.  
 
Another alternative is cutting the tendon that extends the claws so that the cat cannot 
expose them. Since this leaves the claws intact, owners must still trim them regularly.  
 
The third is Soft Paws, which are soft plastic caps that fit over the nails. They must be 
replaced from time to time, and may be difficult to fit on cats who donôt tolerate handling 
and restraint well.  
 
Lastly, all cats owners should be prepared to tolerate some damage to property and a 
few scratches now and then ï it is part of owning a cat!  
 
Additional information is needed about the effects of declawing. Until more 
scientific information is available, it is important to separate personal beliefs 
about declawing from what is objectively known about its behavioral effects. 
 
Article supplied by: Edited version first published in the Rocky Mountain News, 
Denver, CO. 

Any use of this article must cite the authors and the Rocky Mountain News 

Daniel Estep, Ph.D. and Suzanne Hetts, Ph.D. 

www.AnimalBehaviorAssociates.com 
Copyright ABA, Inc. 

http://www.animalbehaviorassociates.com/
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To Declaw or Not to Declaw 
 
That Is the Question! 
by Edward Childs, DVM 
 
Few topics spark more lively discussion than politics, religion, 
and cat declawing. As with most issues, there are different 
points of view, for and against. 
 
Of course, we cannot ignore the news hype over the last six 
months when the City Council of West Hollywood, California, 
voted unanimously to ban the procedure of declawing cats.  It is 
thought to be the only city in the U.S. that prohibits "pet 
guardians" from having this surgical option, which the rest of the 
"free world" has available. 
 
Let us look at the viewpoints of those against and those for 
declawing, review the surgical procedure, the options available to owners, and address 
some of the myths that inevitably will be offered in rhetorical discussions. 
 
Individuals against declawing (onychectomy) and tendonectomies state that these are 
cruel and inhumane procedures that are absolutely unnecessary and that most cat 
owners don't know what they are putting their pet through.  Some say it is for the benefit 
of the owner, not the animal. It is done to protect the drapes and furniture. It is a risky 
surgery and is capable of causing lameness and arthritis. They add that declawed cats 
are defenseless and cannot get away if chased. 
 
Those in favor of declawing cats have an equally strong position from another 
viewpoint. The procedure, they say, can be a lifesaver. It is well known that the number 
one killer of pets is behavior. Pets that behave in a manner unacceptable to owners 
often are surrendered to shelters, abandoned or euthanized. The Cat Fancier's 
Association, the Animal Council, and the American Veterinary Medical Association are 
proponents of declawing. The AVMA encourages veterinarians to provide cat owners 
with complete education with regard to declawing and the options. For many people, 
owning a cat would not be an option if the cat could not be declawed. Immune 
compromised owners could be in danger if scratched.  Declawed cats are not 
defenseless. They use the hind claws to climb trees or fences and to scratch, and they 
can still bite.  
 
While there is no surgery without risk and without some degree of pain, declawing is a 
procedure performed with general anesthesia. The toes are surgically scrubbed, and a 
tourniquet is applied to control hemorrhage during surgery. The last joint of each toe 

http://www.bing.com/images/search?q=Hamlet+clip+art
http://www.bing.com/images/search?q=kitten+clip+art
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that contains the claw is removed. Each incision site is closed with sutures or tissue 
adhesive. A bandage is placed on each foot for 24 to 48 hours. The surgery does vary 
slightly with the size and age of the cat along with the preference of the surgeon. The 
younger the cat at surgery, the faster the recovery. The surgery is elective and can be 
safely done at any age after 12 weeks or after the cat weighs at least three pounds. 
When appropriate, pain medication is prescribed for several days post op. Many 
surgeons use additional pain control by injecting a long acting anesthetic during surgery 
at nerve sites above the foot. After surgery, restriction of activity at home may be 
suggested, especially for heavier cats. To reduce chance of infection, most surgeons 
recommend a dust free plant fiber (pelleted) litter be used during the one- to two-week 
recovery time.  There are special cases, but generally only the front feet are declawed. 
 
Options to declawing are limited. Routine clipping and trimming of nails can be done 
weekly. The disadvantages are obvious, and accidental damage to the nail bed while 
clipping can cause the growth of a disfigured nail. 
 
SoftPaws are "plastic caps" applied monthly with glue to the nails. While good in theory, 
they often fall off, are expensive, and actually allow the nail to grow more rapidly since it 
is protected under the cap.  
 
Another surgery, called tendonectomy can be performed.  The AVMA and most 
surgeons do not recommend it because the nail is not removed and the tendon that 
allows the cat to extend the nail is severed. This does not affect the continued growth of 
the nail or the need to trim the nails. Laser surgery is starting to be used and is reported 
to further minimize pain during recovery from the declaw surgery, but few hospitals have 
it available. 
 
The AVMA is a national organization of veterinarians and is the voice for over 70,000 
members. In response to the request of the AVMA Animal Welfare Committee, the 
Executive Board approved an updated position statement regarding the declawing of 
domestic cats. A summary of the important points is: 
 
Å Scratching is normal feline behavior. It is a way of marking territory, claw conditioning 
or "husking", and stretching. 
Å Owners should provide suitable implements to direct scratching to an acceptable site. 
These devices need to be firmly anchored, tall or long enough to encourage full 
stretching, and inviting to the cat.  Examples include: carpet-covered posts, cardboard 
boxes, and logs. 
Å Declawed cats should remain indoors. 
Å Scientific studies indicate cats with destructive clawing behavior are more likely to be 
euthanized, released, abandoned, or surrendered to shelters, thus contributing to the 
homeless or feral cat populations. 
Å There is no scientific evidence that proves declawing leads to behavior changes, i.e., 
aggression. 
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There will continue to be differences of opinion concerning declawing the family cat.  My 
position as a surgeon and a cat owner is that surgery should be an individual 
decision and choice, looked at as a reasonable option to consider if faced with 
preserving our home and fixtures while attempting to cohabitate with our normal, 
scratching cat.  
 
We as cat owners have taken on the responsibility to care for our pets in the best way 
possible. Cats that live primarily indoors live two to three times longer than outdoor cats 
subject to cat fights, cars, contagious diseases, and other dangers. If the normal 
scratching behavior of a cat living indoors becomes an issue the owner can 
neither accept nor correct, then I would hope the owner would have the insight 
and the choice to allow the cat to give up its claws instead of its home. 
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AVMA Position Statement 
 
Declawing of domestic cats should be considered only after 
attempts have been made to prevent the cat from using its 
claws destructively or when its clawing presents a zoonotic risk for its owner(s). 
 
The AVMA believes it is the obligation of veterinarians to provide cat owners with 
complete education with regard to feline onychectomy. The following points are the 
foundation for full understanding and disclosure regarding declawing: 
 
1. Scratching is a normal feline behavior, is a means for cats to mark their territory both 

visually and with scent, and is used for claw conditioning ("husk" removal) and 
stretching activity. 
 

2. Owners must provide suitable implements for normal scratching behavior. Examples 
are scratching posts, cardboard boxes, lumber or logs, and carpet or fabric remnants 
affixed to stationary objects. Implements should be tall or long enough to allow full 
stretching, and be firmly anchored to provide necessary resistance to scratching. 
Cats should be positively reinforced in the use of these implements. 
 

3. Appropriate claw care (consisting of trimming the claws every 1 to 2 weeks) should 
be provided to prevent injury or damage to household items. 
 

4. Surgical declawing is not a medically necessary procedure for the cat in most cases. 
While rare in occurrence, there are inherent risks and complications with any 
surgical procedure including, but not limited to, anesthetic complications, 
hemorrhage, infection, and pain. If onychectomy is performed, appropriate use of 
safe and effective anesthetic agents and the use of safe peri-operative analgesics 
for an appropriate length of time are imperative. The surgical alternative of 
tendonectomy is not recommended. 
 

5. Declawed cats should be housed indoors. 
 

6. Scientific data do indicate that cats that have destructive clawing behavior are 
more likely to be euthanatized, or more readily relinquished, released, or 
abandoned, thereby contributing to the homeless cat population. Where 
scratching behavior is an issue as to whether or not a particular cat can remain as 
an acceptable household pet in a particular home, surgical onychectomy may be 
considered. 
 

7. There is no scientific evidence that declawing leads to behavioral 
abnormalities when the behavior of declawed cats is compared with that of 

cats in control groups.  

http://www.avma.org/default.asp
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CVMA Position Statement 
 
Position 
 
ñDeclawing of domestic cats should be considered only after attempts have been made 
to prevent the cat from using its claws destructively or when clawing presents a zoonotic 
risk for its owner(s). The CVMA believes it is the obligation of veterinarians to provide 
cat owners with complete education with regard to feline onychectomy.ò 
 
 

American Association of Feline 
Practitioners Position Statement  

The AAFP recognizes that feline onychectomy is 
an ethically controversial procedure; however, 
there is no scientific evidence that declawing leads to behavioral abnormalities or 
chronic medical problems. 

Where scratching behavior is an issue determining whether or not a particular cat 
should remain as an acceptable household pet in a particular home situation, the 
decision to perform surgical onychectomy should be considered.  Declawed cats should 
be housed indoors, or in properly constructed outdoor enclosures designed to protect 
the cat. 

In households where cats come into contact with immunocompromised individuals, 
extensive education about zoonotic disease potential should be discussed and 
documented in the medical record. Surgical onychectomy is an appropriate option 
in such households. 

If surgical onychectomy is performed, appropriate use of safe and effective anesthetic 
agents and the use of safe and effective peri-operative analgesics for an appropriate 
length of time are imperative. A multi-modal pain management strategy is 
recommended.  The AAFP believes that such pain management is necessary (not 
elective) and should be required for this procedure.  

  

http://www.catvets.com/professionals/guidelines/publications/?Id=174
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HSUS Position Statement 
 
The Humane Society of the United States 
opposes declawing when done solely for the 
convenience of the owner.  Scratching is a 
natural behavior for cats and can be 
directed to appropriate items. 
 
There is just as much evidence to support the case against declawing as there is 
research to refute it, with some studies finding few or only short-term adverse 
reactions to the surgery and others finding medical complications and significant 
differences in behavior.  Declawing is almost never medically or behaviorally necessary, 
and should never be considered routine or done preemptively.  
   

The Cat Fancierôs Association Position 
Statement 
 
Cat Fancierôs Association (CFA) disapproves of routine declawing or 
tendonectomy surgery in lieu of alternative solutions to prevent 
household damage. In certain situations, including high risk of 
injury or disease transmission to owners with bleeding disorders or compromised 
immune systems, declawing may be justified in order to maintain the cat-human 
bond.  

 

ASPCA Position Statement 
 
The ASPCA discourages declawing and tendonectomies 
because of the extreme pain that these surgeries 
inevitably cause. Both procedures are illegal in some 
European countries because theyôre considered cruel to 
animals. We only recommend such surgeries if a cat 
caretaker has unsuccessfully tried everything else to resolve scratching behavior 
and is considering euthanasia.  
  

  

http://www.hsus.org/
http://www.aspca.org/
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American Animal Hospital Association Position 
Statement 

Declawing of domestic cats should be considered only after 
attempts have been made to prevent the cat from using its 
claws destructively or when clawing presents a significant 
health risk for people within the household.  

 

San Francisco SPCA Position Statement  
 
The San Francisco SPCA does not support efforts to prohibit feline 
onychectomy.  Our mission is to save animalsô lives and we 
understand that, in some instances, this procedure may be the 
only way to prevent abandonment, relinquishment, or 
euthanasia. We are cognizant of the fact that, unlike The 
SF/SPCA, a number of animal welfare agencies do not have the 
resources to address behavioral problems in shelter cats and the 
cat-owning public, thus making euthanasia an unavoidable option. 
This is an outcome that we always seek to avoid. 
 

 

The National Animal Control Association (NACA) has no position on cat 

declawing. (Source: John Mays, Executive Director, NACA). 
 

The Society of Animal Welfare Administrators (SAWA) has no position on 

cat declawing.  (Source: Carl Bandow, Chair - SAWA Issues, Linkages and Strategic 
Alliances Committee) 
 
Neither the National Animal Control Association (NACA) nor the Society of Animal 
Welfare Administrators (SAWA) has taken a position on this issue preferring to leave it 
to ethical and legal standards that govern veterinary medicine, as well as the 
veterinarian-client-patient relationship. 
  

http://www.bing.com/images/search?q=san+francisco+spca
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AOL Poll Results: What do you think of declawing 
cats? 
 
On September 8, 2009, AOL Newsline ran a story titled San Francisco May Ban 
Declawing Cats.  The story stated officials in San Francisco are considering whether to 
ban declawing cats on the grounds that the procedure is cruel.  But the idea has run into 
opposition from a surprising source: the San Francisco Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals and one of the proponentôs own data sources.  AOL conducted a poll 
among its readership and this is the result: 

 

What do you think of declawing cats? 

It should be allowed 59% 19,075 

It should be banned 31% 10,122 

Not sure 10% 3,003 

Note on Poll Results                 Total Votes: 32,200 

 

AOL Poll Results: Have you ever had a pet cat? 

Have you ever had a pet cat? 

Yes 89% 24,582 

No 11% 3,090 

Note on Poll Results                                   Total Votes: 27,672
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Reasons Not to Adopt a Ban on Declawing Cats        
(By Dr. Bernard E .Rollin, Distinguished Professor of Philosophy, 

Animal Sciences and Biomedical Sciences at Colorado State 

University) 
 
I have been asked to comment on the proposed legally mandated ban on cat declaws.  
My credentials are as follows: I have been an animal advocate for 33 years.  In 1978,1 
taught the world's first course in veterinary ethics and animal welfare at the Colorado 
State University College of Veterinary Medicine, which has been a required part of the 
curriculum ever since. 
 
While developing that course l was pivotal in ending invasive laboratory exercises on 
animals in veterinary school, including the use of the same dog 9 times successively for 
teaching surgery.  I was part of a Colorado group that wrote the 1985 U.S. laws for 
protecting laboratory animal welfare.  These laws forced the research community to 
acknowledge the reality of animal pain and distress and to control them.  Two years 
ago, I brokered joint legislation between the Humane Society of the United States and 
the Colorado Livestock Association eliminating sow stalls and veal crates in Colorado, 
and avoiding a costly and divisive referendum similar to Proposition 2 in California.  My 
book on animal ethics, Animal Rights and Human Morality, was one of the first such 
books in the world, has been in print since 1981,and is in its third edition.  I have 
lectured on animal issues more than1300 times all over the world. 
 
Throughout my career, I have viewed the law as a powerful instrument for effecting 
changes in animal treatment.  ln addition to the laws mentioned above, I galvanized the 
passage of a Colorado law forbidding the shipping of downer cattle over 20 years ago, a 
law that has helped Colorado avoid an incident like the infamous case of Hallmark in 
California.  I have served as an expert witness on behalf of animals in numerous 
countries and written many legal briefs. Despite my use of the law, I question its efficacy 
in this case. 
 
There are many situations where writing animal welfare legislation is a good solution to 
a problem.  Historically, only the anti-cruelty laws protected animals in society.  These 
laws covered less than one hundredth of one percent of animal suffering ï only that 
which has its origin in deliberate, sadistic, purposeless, intentional, deviant motives, or 
outrageous neglect.  I therefore generally support laws that provide "rights" to animals 
by limiting human (animal) property use.  Laws were needed in animal research to 
dethrone an ideology ubiquitous among scientists declaring that animal research had 
nothing to do with ethics, and that scientists needed to be agnostic about animal 
thought and feelings  Laws are needed to replace pathogenic and inhumane animal 
production systems.  Law was needed to stop the shipping of sick and injured animals. 
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Unfortunately, laws do not always work out and in many 
cases have unintended consequences.  Everyone is 
familiar with the farces created by alcohol Prohibition 
and the marijuana laws.  Similarly, attempts at banning 
breeding of pets have raised people's hackles and can 
increase ï as in Prohibition ï the behavior it is meant to 
abolish.  I believe that a mandated ban on declawing 
cats would have such unintended consequences. 
 
I wish to state unequivocally that I am strongly opposed 
to any animal mutilation and have spoken and written 
publically against agricultural practices such as 
castration of farm animals without anesthesia, hot-iron 
branding and wattle notching of cattle, beak trimming of 
chickens and turkeys, tail docking of dairy cattle, 
mulesing of sheep in Australia, teeth clipping of baby 
pigs, and wing clipping.  With regard to companion animals, I have strongly opposed 
ear-cropping, tail-docking, and devocalization of dogs, and cat declaw.  We should not 
hurt animals because we are inept at managing their behavior.   
 
I firmly believe that we need to stop the declawing of cats. But I don't think that a 
law against declawing is the best vehicle for accomplishing this goal.  First of all, 
there are circumstances where declaw is the only alternative to euthanasia.  A 
colleague of mine who is one of the world's foremost canine surgeons was faced with 
such a situation where a woman demanded that her large dog be either euthanized or 
declawed for "ruining the furniture.ò  .After much agonizing, including dialogue with me 
on the issue, he performed the declaw, reasoning that a declawed life is better than no 
life. 
 
Veterinarians can all recount similar tales concerning cats.  Even the most humane and 
conscientious and morally committed veterinarian will declaw a cat where the alternative 
is death, abandonment, or destruction of the owner's bond with the animal.  Before 
writing this deposition, I spoke with numerous veterinarians I respect for their animal 
advocacy.  None declaw on demand.  All could recount cases, however, where it was 
necessary to declaw a cat to save its life, and they would reluctantly do it, with great 
attention to pain control, to assure that the animal not be killed, and live comfortably 
with the owner.  This law would preclude the exercise of professional judgment in cases 
like these. 
 
There are other exceptional circumstances as well, for example cases where an owner 
is immunosuppressed and at great health risk from a cat scratch.  Cases like that are 
certainly not the norm, but blanket legislation would preclude veterinarians from 
addressing them. 
 

I firmly believe that we 

need to stop the 

declawing of cats.  But I 

don't think that a law 

against declawing is the 

best vehicle for 

accomplishing this goal.   

I urge you not to enact 

this ban. 
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Furthermore, a very possible and even likely sequella to such legislation could be a 
massive dumping of cats owners no longer want unless declawed.  Such animals would 
be brought to shelters and pounds, where most would be euthanized or, far worse, 
simply abandoned by owners.  (It is physically and psychologically far easier to dump a 
cat into the street than a dog.)  This would compound an already major feral cat 
problem. 
 
On a more subtle level, this law could further erode a frayed bond between cat and 
owner.  lf the owner or family is regularly scratched, or the furniture is ruined, the owner 
may keep the cat but lose affection for it, or even abuse it. 
 
I applaud and share your concern for stopping mutilations.  But I don't think a law is the 
way to stop it.  Inherently difficult to enforce the law will lead to people ignoring it or 
going out of the jurisdictional area to get the declaw done, or else non-qualified non-
veterinarians will undertake to perform the procedure without adequate pain control or in 
a way that leaves the animal in chronic pain.  In this case, the answer lies more in 
education, and in creating a culture militating against this practice, rather than in a 
blanket ban. I therefore urge you not to enact this ban.   
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Reasons Not to Adopt a Ban on Declawing Cats        
(By Arnold Plotnick DVM, board-certified veterinary internist and 

owner of Manhattan Cat Specialists, feline-exclusive veterinary 

hospital in New York City) 
 
I am a board-certified veterinary internist and owner of Manhattan Cat Specialists, a 
feline-exclusive veterinary hospital in New York City.  I am very aware of the 
controversy surrounding the declawing of cats and I understand the concern of those 
opposed to the procedure.  I am also aware that destructive behavior is a common 
reason for relinquishing cats to a shelter.   
 
As the former Vice President of Animal Health at The American Society for the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, I have seen this with my own eyes.  Whether 
destructive behavior is or is not a valid reason for declawing remains debatable.  I do 
think, however, that there are legitimate reasons for the surgical removal of the claws, 
for example, the prevention of transmission of Bartonella in immunocompromised 
persons. Bartonella is also the causative agent of Cat Scratch Disease in persons with 
competent immune systems.  Cat Scratch Disease is diagnosed in an estimated 22,000 
persons a year in the United States.  In healthy people, Cat Scratch Disease typically 
causes fever, lymph node swelling, headache and fatigue.  Immunocompromised 
people, particularly those with HIV/AIDS, are at higher risk for developing bacillary 
angiomatosis, a severe and potentially fatal disease, c aused by the organism 
Bartonella. 
 
The risk factors associated with a human contracting a Bartonella infection include 
being scratched by a cat.  Persons with immune suppression are advised to avoid 
activities that may result in cat scratches.  While the effect of declawing of cats on the 
likelihood of Bartonella transmission is unknown, it seems logical to assume that 
removal of the claws would decrease the risk of getting scratched and therefore 
decrease the odds of Bartonella transmission. 
 
Another reason that I am asked to declaw a cat is to prevent the cat from scratching a 
child in the house. Frankly, I think this is a very legitimate reason for requesting a 
declaw.  A major concern I have is that if I refuse to declaw the cat, or if I offer 
alternative suggestions and the cat does indeed scratch the child, I am at 
increased risk of a lawsuit 34, not to mention the guilt I would carry if the child was 
significantly disfigured in any way. I have made a career out of caring for cats, but I am 
rational enough to recognize that a child's safety takes precedence. 
 

                                            
34

 This liability would transfer to the municipality enacting a ban against declawing. 
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I understand the concern that people have, and the controversy surrounding declawing.  
I feel, however, that legislative bodies should have no role in regulating pet owners and 
their pets' needs regarding declawing. 
 
Medical and surgical decisions should be made in the examination room, and not by 
government bureaucracies.  Those opposed to declawing have effectively educated the 
public regarding the negative aspects of declawing, and will undoubtedly continue to do 
so.  As a feline-only practitioner, I can say that as a result of this campaign, declawing is 
a procedure that I hardly ever am asked to do.  However, there are some circumstances 
where declawing is appropriate, and by stripping veterinarians of the ability to evaluate 
this procedure on a case-by-case basis, it threatens to destroy the human-animal bond 
that the veterinary profession has worked so hard to nurture and embrace. 
 
Arnold Plotnick DVM 

Owner, Manhattan Cat Specialists 
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Reasons Not to Adopt a Ban on Declawing Cats        
(By Bonnie V. Beaver BS, DVM, MS, DPNAP, DACVB, Professor, Head 

of the Community Practice Service) 
 
Ladies and Gentlemen: 
 
It is my understanding that you are considering an ordinance to ban the declawing of 
cats within your City.  I would like to comment briefly against such an ordinance. 
 
As a bit of a background, I am a veterinarian and board certified behaviorist.  I have 
done extensive research in cat behavior, authored three editions of a well respected 
textbook on cat behavior, and owned several cats over the years, none of which were 
declawed.  In organized veterinary medicine, I am a past president of the American 
Veterinary Medical Association, past president of the American College of Veterinary 
Behaviorists, current Executive Director of the American College of Veterinary 
Behaviorists, and current president of the American College of Animal Welfare. 
 
The bond between humans and their pets is a strong, meaningful one, so it is important 
to ensure that measures we promote help maintain that connection.  It is also important 
that the relationship is mutually beneficial, and that the welfare of the animal is not 
compromised for the sake of the human's wants.  While it is ideal for a cat to retain its 
claws so that it doesnôt have to undergo an unnecessary surgical procedure, there are a 
few times when the surgical removal of the claws may actually be in the best interest of 
the cat.   As examples: 1) an injury to the claw bone may necessitate amputation to 
prevent infection from spreading; 2) a tumor of the distalbone in a toe would necessitate 
amputation to prevent the spread of the tumor; 3) use of the claws to shred drapery or 
furniture would cause a frustrated owner to abandon the cat, turn it loose outdoors, or 
surrender it to an animal shelter {the majority of surrendered adult cats are euthanized) 
because the human/animal bond is broken;, and 4 ) owners in fragile health might need 
to take extra precautions to prevent the introduction of bacteria via cat scratches and 
yet these individuals are the ones most in need of the companionship a cat offers. 
 
There are individuals who feel very strongly that cats should not be declawed, but this 
should be a veterinary issue, not a political one.  Just as ear cropping was banned in 
New York State, puppy owners that want the dog's ears cropped simply go to a state 
where it is legal or have it done by a non-veterinarian on the hush-hush.  Those few 
citizens who want their cat's claws removed will go to another city or county where the 
procedure is not illegal, abandon their cat, or suffer the consequences to their health 
that result from a scratch. 
 
The American Veterinary Medical Association has developed a background paper on 
the subject (www.avma.org/issues/animal_welfare/declawing_bgnd.asp) which 
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addresses the pros and cons of the procedure.  In addition, the AVMA has adopted [a] 
position statement on this subject. 35 
 
Declawing is not a surgical procedure that veterinarians take lightly, but there are times 
when it is in the best interest of preserving the human animal bond.   As a veterinary 
procedure the decision to declaw a cat should be between the doctor and owner, not 
the San Francisco Board of Supervisors.  Most cats are not declawed, but for some 
cats, declawing can be a life-saving procedure. 
 
I urge you to not pass a ban on declawing cats. 
 
Respectfully. 
 
Bonnie V. Beaver B S, DVM, MS, DPNAP, DACVB 
Professor 
Head of the Community Practice Service 

  

                                            
35

 AVMA position statement can be found in the Table of Contents. 
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Reasons Not to Adopt a Ban on Declawing Cats        
(By Todd Tams, DVM, Diplomat ACVIM, Chief Medical Officer) 

 

Dear Council Members: 

I am writing at Bob Antinôs suggestion with information about cat declawing.  Bob and I 
have worked together at VCA for over 20 years.   
  
We believe that cat owners should have the option to decide, in conjunction with their 
veterinarian, on whether or not it would be acceptable or advisable for their cat to 
undergo surgical declaw.  There are points both pro and con.  This is not a financial 
issue to our profession.  A ban would take away important options for pet owners.  I 
have attached guidelines from the American Veterinary Medical Association, which 
provide an overview of the key points that should always be considered when deciding 
whether or not a cat should be declawed. 
  
Our position at VCA is that declaw is an acceptable procedure AS LONG AS 
veterinarians provide effective analgesia.  We are able to do that well ï many 
improvements have been made over the years in this area.  It is an issue with our pain 
control programs we have focused on for many years.  And also, with laser techniques 
being used at some practices, the procedure itself is somewhat less painful.  Bottom 
line though, effective analgesia is imperative and can be provided in any veterinary 
hospital with the drugs and protocols available today. 
  
People who visit shelters seeking to adopt a cat often have a preference for cats that 
have been declawed.  There is a natural fear factor that some potential cat owners have 
about cats that still have front claws.  As the AVMA guidelines state, scientific data do 
indicate that cats that have destructive clawing behavior are more likely to be 
euthanized, or more readily relinquished, released, or abandoned, thereby contributing 
to the homeless cat population.  
  
A key factor for many families with young children is the concern about injury to a child 
when a cat may react (understandably) to a childôs play or unintended aggression.  In 
1991, when our son was 8 months old, he sustained a corneal laceration, which 
required surgery, after he tugged playfully on one of our catôs tails.  We had adopted the 
cat as a stray and the claws on all four paws were intact.   
  
Cat scratch disease of humans, an infectious disease contracted from cats, is another 
concern.  Transmission of the infectious organism, Bartonella henselae, from cats to 
people is believed to occur through contamination of cat scratches with flea excrement.  
This can be an important public health consideration. 
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Most veterinarians that I know are very conservative about recommending declaw and 
we work to help educate our clients on the pros and cons, discussing the points 
described in the AVMA guidelines.  If we feel it is right for an individual cat owner and 
their situation at home, then we will proceed with the surgery, while addressing the need 
for analgesia to the best of our abilities. 
  
If we can help with any other information, please let us know. 
  
Thank you. 
  
Todd Tams, DVM, Diplomate ACVIM 

Chief Medical Officer 
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The Cost of a Declaw Ban in Santa Monica 
 
There are real and troubling costs to municipalities that enact a declaw 
ban.  These include dramatically higher shelter costs, increased 
euthanasia of animals, and additional enforcement, litigation, and 
program operating costs.  These non-trivial and ongoing costs are 
based upon the following objective and well-researched and 
documented model: 
 
 
Santa Monica 36 
  
Population Source: http://profiles.nationalrelocation.com/California/Santa%20Monica/ 
  
Population:           84,084 
  
Number of Households:         44,497 
 
Number of Cat Households (x .316):      14,062 
  
Number of cats (x 2.1):         29,528 
  
Estimated number of declawed cats (x .25): 37      7,383 
  
Estimated number of cats surrendered if a Ban is enacted (x.5): 38   3,691 
  
Estimated cost per cat surrendered: $195.23 39 
    

Estimated shelter costs if a Ban is enacted:    $720,593  40  

                                            
36

  AVMA ESTIMATE FORMULA FOR NUMBER OF PET CATS IN A COMMUNITY: First determine 
number of households in the community then # of households in the area you are estimating x 0.316 
(percent of cat owners) = total number of cat owning households then # of cat owning households x 2.1 
(mean number per household) = total cat population.  
37

 National Council on Pet Population Study and Policy found an estimated 25 percent of all cats in America are 

declawed 
38

 Landsberg G. Declawing is controversial but still saves pets, a veterinarian survey. Veterinary Forum, September 

1991; Patronek GJ, Glickman LT, Beck AM, et al. Risk factors for relinquishment of cats to an animal shelter. J Am 
Vet Med Assoc, vol. 209, 3, 582-588, 1996; Miller DD, Staats SR, Partlo C, Rada K. Factors associated with the 
decision to surrender a pet to an animal shelter. J Am Vet Med Assoc, 209, 4, 738-742, 1996 
39 Surrender costs provided by LA Animal Services and include fully loaded impound costs and shelter 

costs for one week. Cost to owner-surrender a cat is $22 - Fully burdened daily cat costs: Days 1-7 = 
$26.01 per day and Days 8+ = $13.16 per day.  The average stay for a cat at LA Animal Services is 8 
days, or $195.23.  This figure may need to be adjusted for Santa Monica. 
40

 This cost does not include enforcement and litigation resulting from the Ban.  It only includes the cost of 
impound, housing and ultimately euthanizing or placing the cat. 

http://profiles.nationalrelocation.com/California/Santa%20Monica/


 

 

36 

 

The Cost of a Declaw Ban in City of Los Angeles   
 
There are very real and troubling costs to municipalities that enact a 
declaw ban.  These include dramatically higher shelter costs, increased 
euthanasia of animals, and additional enforcement, litigation, and 
program operating costs. These non-trivial and 
ongoing costs are based upon the following objective and well-
researched and documented model: 
 
City of Los Angeles 41 
  
Population Source: 
Los Angeles Almanac - http://www.laalmanac.com/population/po24a.htm 
  
Population:           4 Million 
  
Number of Households (/2.67):        1,498,127 
 
Number of Cat Households (x.316):        473,408 
  
Number of cats (x2.1):           994,157 
  
Number of declawed cats (x.25): 42         248,539 
  
Estimated Number of cats surrendered if a Ban is enacted (x.5): 43   124,269 
  
Cost per cat surrendered:  $195.23 44 
    

Estimated shelter costs if a Ban is enacted:    $24,261,037  45  

                                            
41

  AVMA ESTIMATE FORMULA FOR NUMBER OF PET CATS IN A COMMUNITY: First determine 
number of households in the community then # of households in the area you are estimating x 0.316 
(percent of cat owners) = total number of cat owning households then # of cat owning households x 2.1 
(mean number per household) = total cat population.  
42

 National Council on Pet Population Study and Policy found an estimated 25 percent of all cats in America are 

declawed 
43

 Landsberg G. Declawing is controversial but still saves pets, a veterinarian survey. Veterinary Forum, 

September1991; Patronek GJ, Glickman LT, Beck AM, et al. Risk factors for relinquishment of cats to an animal 
shelter. J Am Vet Med Assoc, vol. 209, 3, 582-588, 1996; Miller DD, Staats SR, Partlo C, Rada K. Factors associated 
with the decision to surrender a pet to an animal shelter. J Am Vet Med Assoc, 209, 4, 738-742, 1996 
44

 Surrender costs provided by LA Animal Services and include fully loaded impound costs and shelter 
costs for one week. Cost to owner-surrender a cat is $22 - Fully burdened daily cat costs: Days 1-7 = 
$26.01 per day and Days 8+ = $13.16 per day.  The average stay for a cat at LA Animal Services is 8 
days, or $195.23. 
45

 This cost does not include enforcement and litigation resulting from the Ban.  It only includes the cost of 
impound, housing and ultimately euthanizing or placing the cat. 
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The Cost of a Declaw Ban in San Francisco 
 
There are very real and troubling costs to municipalities that enact a 
declaw ban.  These include dramatically higher shelter costs, 
increased euthanasia of animals, and additional enforcement, 
litigation, and program operating costs.  These non-trivial and 
ongoing costs are based upon the following objective and well-
researched and documented model: 
 
 
San Francisco 46 
  
Population Source: http://sanfrancisco.areaconnect.com/statistics.htm 
  
Population:           776,773 
  
Number of Households:         290,926 
 
Number of Cat Households (x.316):        91,932 
  
Number of cats (x2.1):         193,058 
  
Number of declawed cats (x.25): 47         48,264 
  
Estimated Number of cats surrendered if a Ban is Enacted (x.5): 48  24,132 
  
Cost per cat surrendered:  $195.23 49 
    

Estimated shelter costs if a Ban is Enacted:    $4,711,290 50  

                                            
46

  AVMA ESTIMATE FORMULA FOR NUMBER OF PET CATS IN A COMMUNITY: First determine 
number of households in the community then # of households in the area you are estimating x 0.316 
(percent of cat owners) = total number of cat owning households then # of cat owning households x 2.1 
(mean number per household) = total cat population.  
47

 National Council on Pet Population Study and Policy found an estimated 25 percent of all cats in America are 

declawed 
48

 Landsberg G. Declawing is controversial but still saves pets, a veterinarian survey. Veterinary Forum, September 

1991; Patronek GJ, Glickman LT, Beck AM, et al. Risk factors for relinquishment of cats to an animal shelter. J Am 
Vet Med Assoc, vol. 209, 3, 582-588, 1996; Miller DD, Staats SR, Partlo C, Rada K. Factors associated with the 
decision to surrender a pet to an animal shelter. J Am Vet Med Assoc, 209, 4, 738-742, 1996 
49

 Surrender costs provided by LA Animal Services and include fully loaded impound costs and shelter 
costs for one week. Cost to owner-surrender a cat is $22 - Fully burdened daily cat costs: Days 1-7 = 
$26.01 per day and Days 8+ = $13.16 per day.  The average stay for a cat at LA Animal Services is 8 
days, or $195.23.  This figure may need to be adjusted for San Francisco. 
50

 This cost does not include enforcement and litigation resulting from the Ban.  It only includes the cost of 
impound, housing and ultimately euthanizing or placing the cat. 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Sfseal.png
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Please Donôt Make Me a Criminal: A Letter from an 
Immunocompromised Person 
 
 
Dear Council Members, 
  
I learned today that you will be considering adopting a ban to outlaw declawing.  I wish 
that I could travel from my home in San Francisco to attend your meeting, but I cannot. 
  
I am opposed to a declaw ban because I was grateful that option was available to me 
when I recently made the decision to declaw my two cats.  I did so on the advice of my 
doctors and health team specialists who are assisting me in my battle against 
complications from the AIDS virus.  After a great deal of soul searching, consultation 
with recognized thought leaders, and research I came to the conclusion that I had no 
alternative other than to declaw or surrender my animals. 
  
I cannot stand scratches and have developed multiple infections as a result of playing 
with my cats.  I tried trimming (I got blunter, wider cuts), Softpaws (Nestor, the older cat 
ate or picked them off within an hour four times), and hired a cat trainer (Just cost me a 
lot of money).  I tried everything and couldn't solve the problem. 
  
I love my cats as much as if they were my children.  I couldn't bear to lose them and 
really need them at this time.  I was advised to declaw them.  They were well cared for 
by laser surgery, had a lot of pain medication, and they are perfectly normal and happy.  
I would not have chosen to declaw them, but they are no different than before and we 
remain a family. 
  
Please do not make people like me a criminal.  We love and care for our family 
members and I'm grateful that could keep us together.  Please think of people like me in 
your city. 
  
Thank you 
  
Frank Lorenzetti 
San Francisco  
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Pets and the immunocompromised person 

 

Alternative Names  
AIDS patients and pets; Bone marrow transplant patients and pets; Chemotherapy 
patients and pets 
 
Information  
Persons with weakened immune systems are often advised to give up their pets to 
avoid getting various diseases from the animals. Persons in this category include those 
who take high doses of steroids and others who have: 

¶ Alcoholism 

¶ Cancer 

¶ Cirrhosis 

¶ Diabetes 

¶ Had an organ transplant 

¶ Had their spleen removed 

¶ HIV 

¶ Kidney failure 

¶ Leukemia 
 
However, many patients decide to keep their pets. Therefore, the patient and their 
family must be aware of the potential risk for diseases that can be passed from animals 
to humans. 
 
Here are some guidelines: 
 
Ask your veterinarian for information on infections that you might get from your pets. 
 
Keep your pet clean and healthy. Make sure that all vaccinations are up-to-date.  If you 
own a cat, have it tested for the feline leukemia and feline immunodeficiency viruses. 
Although these viruses do not spread to humans, they do affect the cat's immune 
system, putting you and your cat at risk for other infections that may be spread to 
humans. 
 
Have your veterinarian examine all your pets.  If you are considering adopting one, you 
should get a pet that is more than 1 year old. Kittens and puppies are more likely to 
scratch and bite and are more likely to contract infections. 
 
Keep your pets indoors. If they do go outside, keep them on a leash. 
 
Have all pets surgically spayed or neutered. Neutered animals are less likely to roam 
and therefore less likely to contract diseases. 
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Bring your pet to a veterinarian if the animal has diarrhea, is coughing and sneezing, 
has decreased appetite, or has lost weight. 
 
Feed your pet only commercially prepared food and treats. Animals can get sick from 
undercooked or raw meat or eggs. Cats can get infections such as toxoplasmosis by 
eating wild animals. 
 
Do not let your pet drink from the toilet. Several infections can be spread this way. 
 
Wash your hands after handling your pet or a litter box, especially before you eat, 
prepare food, or smoke. 
 
Keep your cat's litter box away from eating areas. Use disposable pan liners so that the 
entire pan can be cleaned with each litter change. If possible, have someone else 
change the litter pan. If you must change the litter, wear rubber gloves and a disposable 
face mask. The litter should be scooped daily to prevent the risk of toxoplasmosis 
infection. Similar precautions should be taken when cleaning a bird's cage. 
 
Keep your pet's nails short or declaw the animal to reduce the risk of infection caused 
by animal scratches. Cats can spread B. henselae, the organism responsible for cat 
scratch disease. 
 
Take measures to prevent flea or tick infestations, as several bacterial and viral 
infections are spread by fleas and ticks. Dogs and cats can use flea collars. Permethrin-
treated bedding can decrease risk of flea and tick infestations. 
 
Do not adopt wild or exotic animals. These animals are more likely to bite, and they 
often carry rare but serious diseases. 
 
Dogs can spread "kennel cough" to persons with weakened immune systems. If 
possible, do not place your dog in a boarding kennel or other high risk environment. 
 
Reptiles carry the bacteria salmonella. If you own a reptile, wear gloves when handling 
the animal or its feces because salmonella is easily passed from animal to human. 
Wear rubber gloves when handling or cleaning fish tanks. 
 
For more information on pet-related infections, contact your local veterinarian or the 
Humane Society in your area. 

 
Review Date: 12/3/2007 
Reviewed By: D. Scott Smith, M.D., MSc, DTM&H, Chief of Infectious Disease & Geographic Medicine, 
Kaiser Redwood City, CA & Adjunct Assistant Professor, Stanford University. Review provided by 
VeriMed Healthcare Network. Also reviewed by David Zieve, MD, MHA, Medical Director, A.D.A.M., Inc. 
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A.D.A.M., Inc. is accredited by URAC, also known as the American Accreditation HealthCare 
Commission (www.urac.org). URAC's accreditation program is an independent audit to verify 
that A.D.A.M. follows rigorous standards of quality and accountability. A.D.A.M. is among the 
first to achieve this important distinction for online health information and services. Learn 
more about A.D.A.M.'s editorial policy, editorial process and privacy policy. A.D.A.M. is also 
a founding member of Hi-Ethics and subscribes to the principles of the Health on the Net 
Foundation (www.hon.ch). 

 
The information provided herein should not be used during any medical emergency or 
for the diagnosis or treatment of any medical condition. A licensed medical professional 
should be consulted for diagnosis and treatment of any and all medical conditions. Call 
911 for all medical emergencies. Links to other sites are provided for information only -- 
they do not constitute endorsements of those other sites. ©1997- 2009 A.D.A.M., Inc. 
Any duplication or distribution of the information contained herein is strictly prohibited. 

 
Copyright © Nidus Information Services 2009 
A.D.A.M., Inc. 
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Epithelioid angiomatosis secondary to disseminated 
cat scratch disease involving bone marrow and skin in 
a patient with acquired immune deficiency syndrome: 
a case report 
 
Article Abstract: 
 
Angiomatous lesions are a type of skin tumor, usually benign, that consist of blood or 
lymph vessels, and may be caused by the cat scratch bacillus, a type of bacteria. 
These skin lesions may occur in patients with acquired immunodeficiency syndrome 
(AIDS) and may be confused with Kaposi's sarcoma, which is characterized by multiple 
areas of cell proliferation or overgrowth on the skin and is associated with the weakened 
immune system of AIDS patients. The cat scratch bacillus is one of several infections 
commonly associated with AIDS. This bacteria may enter through the skin, eyes, or 
mucous membranes lining body cavities, such as the mouth or nose, and may cause 
swelling of the lymph nodes. In one to two percent of patients without AIDS, cat scratch 
infection may become disseminated or widespread. A case is described of a 40-year-old 
man with AIDS, who developed an angiomatous lesion on the skin of his left hand as a 
result of cat scratch disease. The infection spread to other body sites including the bone 
marrow, blood, lymph nodes, liver, and spleen. The patient had an enlarged lymph node 
in the armpit area, which was the only evidence of lymphadenopathy, or disease of the 
lymph nodes, and platelet antibodies, specialized proteins that specifically bind to 
platelets, blood cells involved in blood clotting. Abnormalities of the skin, blood, liver, 
and spleen improved after antibiotic treatment with piperacillin, gentamicin, and 
erythromycin. (Consumer Summary produced by Reliance Medical Information, Inc.) 
 
author: Milam, Michael W., Balerdi, Maria J., Toney, John F., Foulis, Philip R., Milam, 
Cathy P., Behnke, Roy H. 
Publisher: Elsevier B.V. 
Publication Name: American Journal of Medicine 
Subject: Health care industry 
ISSN: 0002-9343 
Year: 1990 
 

Read more: http://www.faqs.org/abstracts/Health -care-industry/Epithelioid -

angiomatosis-secondary-to-disseminated-cat-scratch-disease-involving -bone-marrow -

and-ski.html#ixzz0T7XUHuZj  

http://www.faqs.org/abstracts/Health-care-industry/Epithelioid-angiomatosis-secondary-to-disseminated-cat-scratch-disease-involving-bone-marrow-and-ski.html#ixzz0T7XUHuZj
http://www.faqs.org/abstracts/Health-care-industry/Epithelioid-angiomatosis-secondary-to-disseminated-cat-scratch-disease-involving-bone-marrow-and-ski.html#ixzz0T7XUHuZj
http://www.faqs.org/abstracts/Health-care-industry/Epithelioid-angiomatosis-secondary-to-disseminated-cat-scratch-disease-involving-bone-marrow-and-ski.html#ixzz0T7XUHuZj
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Veterinarian perspective on West Hollywoodôs illegal 
feline onchyectomy (cat declaw) by Dr. Patrick Mahaney   
 
In moving to West Hollywood over 3 years ago, I never 
imagined that performing a common elective surgical 
procedure on one of my animal patients would be considered 
illegal.  Yes, in West Hollywood, I would be committing a 
punishable act by performing a feline onchyectomy (cat 
declaw).  Before moving to CA, I practiced veterinary medicine 
in DC, VA, MD, and WA where similar exclusionary 
restrictions do not exist.  During my hospital orientation, TLC 
Pet Medical Center administrators informed me that the 
declaw procedure is not offered at their West Hollywood 
facility due local government ordinance.   
 
Personally, I do not recommend the onchyectomy to clients choosing to incorporate a 
feline companion into their domestic environment.  The procedure removes the third 
phalanx (ñtip of the fingerò) from each digit.  If done correctly, a declaw is a routine 
procedure requiring a 10-14 day convalescent period.  Post-operatively, the patient is 
hospitalized for multiple days with protective bandages on the healing limbs to reduce 
swelling, bleeding, and potential for self-trauma.  Appropriate pain management 
protocols, such as nerve blocks and opoid pain medication and good surgical technique 
are essential to achieve optimal surgical outcome. 
 
In my experience, cat owners seek the declaw procedure to improve the relationship 
they have with their feline friend.  Cat claws are potentially traumatizing to the home 
environment or capable of inflicting injury on pets or people with whom the cat resides.  
Geriatric, immunocompromised, and pregnant individuals are more likely to contract 
potentially life threatening illness from a catôs scratch.  Zoonotic bacterial organisms, 
such as Bartonella henselae (Cat Scratch Disease), can infect people via flea feces 
carried on an infected cat's claw.   
 
If a client seeks to declaw their cat, I educate them as to reasonable alternatives, 
including: 
 
Frequent nail trims- Trim your catôs claws at least every 14 days to keep nail tips blunt. 
 
Nail caps- Temporary vinyl nail coverings, such as Soft Claws, are glued to your catôs 
claws and prevent trauma from scratching. 
 
Scratching posts- Have multiple scratching posts available in your cat's environment.  
Make sure posts are taller than other objects and surfaces on which you do not want 
your cat to scratch.  Infuse the posts with catnip essence to make it more attractive. 
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Double sided tape- When applied to surfaces on which a cat may scratch, double 
sided tape (such as Sticky Paws) will stick to the catôs paw and can dissuade 
scratching. 
 
Feline Pheromone sprays/diffusers- Feline pheromones (such as Feliway) can 
reduce stress and modify undesirable behaviors. 
 
Behavior consultation- Consultation with a board certified veterinary behaviorist can 
yield additional techniques or permit the ideal prescription of behavior modifying 
pharmaceuticals.  To find a behavior specialist, contact the American College of 
Veterinary Behaviorists. 
 
Complementary therapies- Acupuncture, herbs, dietary modification, and other 
complementary therapies can address energetic abnormalities from a non-traditional 
perspective. 
 
If a client has diligently explored these options without success, then I feel as though 
pursuing onchyectomy is an acceptable path.  Without the option for declaw, an 
owner may ultimately relinquish ownership, abandon the cat, or pursue 
euthanasia. 
 
The controversy surrounding the ethics of feline onchyectomy has ultimately made it 
procedure no longer offered by veterinarians practicing in West Hollywood.  If a cat 
owner has a relationship with a West Hollywood veterinarian and intends on pursuing 
the declaw procedure, the legal implication creates an interruption in the continuum of 
patient care.  Additionally, the need for a client to seek the services of a non-West 
Hollywood veterinarian is financially disadvantageous to local business. 
 
I feel that West Hollywood government should not have the authority to dictate 
what services a veterinarian can (or cannot) legally offer to clients.  Such a 
decision should be determined on the state level.  Additionally, a veterinarianôs 
determination that a particular service is appropriate for a patient should result 
from an informed decision making process between the client and veterinarian. 
 
For further information, see: 
California Veterinary Medical Association (CVMA) Position Statement 
 
Thank you.   
  

http://www.cvma.net/doc.asp?id=2027&pid=2406
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A Message from SB 762 Author 
Senator Sam Aanestad  
 
While opponents of SB 762 suggest it is an ñanimal bill,ò the 
real impact of SB 762 is on all medical standards and access 
to care.  Allowing local and municipal groups to dictate the 
standards of any medical practice would make California 
an impossible and unsafe place to practice medicine. 

¶ Members of a City Council who oppose vaccinations could ban that practice.   

¶ County Supervisors with a bias against contraception could ban surgical 
sterilizationðor abortion.   

¶ Physical therapy, Chiropractic and Osteopathic manipulation could be allowed 
in one city and forbidden in the next.   

¶ With a shortage of mental health professionals in our state already, we cannot 
afford to make family therapists and counselors subject to the whims of a local 
board with no background or training in the care of people in distress. 

This bill was introduced and passed in both the Senate and the Assembly last year as 
AB 2427 by Democrat Mike Eng, but received the Governorôs generic veto message.   

SB 762 pertains ONLY to the healing arts professions and scope of practice issues.  It 
allows the City of West Hollywood to retain its existing declaw ban ordinance as a 
ñGrandfatherò clause. 

SB 762 does not restrict local governments from acting in any other capacity, like 
making zoning regulations.  It simply delivers the common sense message that it 
doesnôt serve Californians to create a patchwork quilt of standards of care from city to 
city and county to county.    

Although opponents 51 to SB 762 allege my decision to carry the bill was related to 
major donations by CVMA the facts do not support this allegation.  The following 
website is the public record of all donations from the California Veterinary Medical 
Association PAC:  

 http://cal-
access.sos.ca.gov/Campaign/Committees/Detail.aspx?id=1022620&view=contributions&sessio
n=2009 
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 Note: Opponents of SB 762 (including the Director and Assistant Director of the Paw Project, the 501c3 
sponsor of the feline declaw bill) regularly contributed large sums of money to Paul Koretz both as Mayor 
of West Hollywood and in his recent bid for the Los Angeles City Council. Within the last year alone the 
Directors of the Paw Project and their closest supporters contributed many times more money to Koretz 
than the CVMA contributed to Senator Aanestad during his entire political career as can be found at:  
http://maplight.org/map/lax/contributions?s=1&politician=1033&business_sector=any&business_industry=
any  The appearance of political animal activist payback is palpable.   

http://cal-access.sos.ca.gov/Campaign/Committees/Detail.aspx?id=1022620&view=contributions&session=2009
http://cal-access.sos.ca.gov/Campaign/Committees/Detail.aspx?id=1022620&view=contributions&session=2009
http://cal-access.sos.ca.gov/Campaign/Committees/Detail.aspx?id=1022620&view=contributions&session=2009
http://maplight.org/map/lax/contributions?s=1&politician=1033&business_sector=any&business_industry=any
http://maplight.org/map/lax/contributions?s=1&politician=1033&business_sector=any&business_industry=any
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          SENATE THIRD READING 

          SB 762 (Aanestad)  

          As Amended  May 5, 2009  

          Majority vote  

 

           SENATE VOTE  :31 - 6   

            

           BUSINESS & PROFESSIONS     9 - 0                                   

            

           -----------------------------------------------------------------   

          |Ayes:|Hayashi, Emmerson,        |     |                          |  

          |     |Conway, Eng,              |     |                          |  

          |     |Hernandez, Nava, Ruskin,  |     |                          |  

          |     |Smyth, Hill               |     |                          |  

          | ----- +----------------- --------- +----- +-------------------------- |  

          |     |                          |     |                          |  

           -----------------------------------------------------------------   

          SUMMARY  :  Prohibits cities or counties from restricting any   

          person from performing a procedure that falls within the scope   

          of practice of a person licensed by the State Department of   

          Consumer Affairs (DCA).  Specifically,  this bill  :  

 

 

          1)Makes it unlawful for a city, county, or city and county to   

            prohibit a licensed healing arts professional from engaging in   

            any act or performing any procedure that falls within the   

            licensee's profession ally recognized scope of practice.  

 

 

          2)Authorizes the enforcement of a local ordinance in effect   

            prior to January 1, 2010, related to any act or procedure that   

            falls within a licensed healing arts professional's recogn ized   

            scope of practice.  

 

 

          3)Authorizes a city, county, or city and county to adopt or   

            enforce any local ordinance governing zoning, business   

            licensing, or reasonable health and safety requirements for   

            establishments or businesses of a licensed healing arts   

            professional.  

 

 

           EXISTING LAW  :   
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          1)Authorizes DCA to regulate and license practitioners of the   

            healing arts professions.  

 

          2)Makes it unlawful for a city and county to prohibit a person,   

            authorized by one of the DCA agencies to engage in a   

            particular business, from engaging in that business,   

            occupation, or profession.  

 

          3)Authorizes a city, county, or city and county to levy a   

            business license tax solely for the purposes of revenue or   

            covering the cost of regulation.  

 

           FISCAL EFFECT  :   Unknown.  This bill is keyed non - fiscal.  

 

           COMMENTS  :   According to the author's office, "SB 76 2 by Senator   

          Aanestad would amend Section 460 of the Business and Professions   

          Code (BPC).  This measure seeks to codify that the California   

          Legislature, the DCA, and the boards and bureaus overseen by the   

          DCA, should have ultimate authority over medical scope of   

          practice issues for healing arts licentiates.  This measure will   

          ensure there is a statewide uniformity of standards for medical   

          professionals."  The author's office contends that this measure   

          only pertains to licensed healing arts professionals as defined   

          in Division 2 of the BPC, and is narrowly drafted so that it   

          addresses scope of pr actice of those professionals.   

 

          In 2003, state and local legislation were introduced to prohibit   

          veterinarians from declawing cats.  AB 395 (Koretz) of 2003,   

          would have prohibited veterinarians from performing or arrangi ng   

          surgical declawing, onychectomies, and tendonectomies on any   

          domestic or exotic cat.  That bill died in the Assembly Business   

          and Professions Committee.  Around the same time, the City of   

          West Hollywood ad opted an ordinance prohibiting veterinarians   

          who practice within the city limits from declawing domestic   

          cats.  The West Hollywood ordinance marked the first time that a   

          certain city or county has deemed that a veterinar ian shall be   

          prohibited from performing a surgical act that is authorized   

          under the Veterinary Medicine Practice Act (VMPA).    

          Consequently, the California Veterinary Medical Association   

          (CVMA) sued the City o f West Hollywood.   

 

          In the lawsuit, CVMA v. City of West Hollywood, the plaintiffs   

          argued that the ordinance was preempted by the VMPA and BPC   

          Section 460 which states:  "No city or county shall prohibit a   
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          person, authorized by one of the agencies in the DCA by a   

          license, certificate, or ot her such means to engage in a   

          particular business, from engaging in that business, occupation,   

          or profession or any portion thereof.  Nothing in this section   

          shall prohibit any city or county or city and county from   

          levying a business license tax solely for revenue purposes nor   

          any city or county from levying a license tax solely for the   

          purpose of covering the cost of regulation."  

 

          DCA, California Dental Association (CDA), C alifornia Optometric   

          Association, and American Veterinary Medical Association (AVMA)   

          joined in support of CVMA's legal effort by writing amicus   

          letters to the court.  After the Los Angeles County Superior   

          Court struck down the West Hollywood ordinance, the appellate   

          court reversed the decision on a 2 - 1 vote, and the California   

          Supreme Court chose not to hear the case.     

 

          Even though the appellate court agreed th at the barred   

          procedures were part of the practice of veterinary medicine, the   

          court ruled that BPC Section 460 only prevents municipalities   

          from imposing additional prerequisites to a licensed   

          professional's  ability to practice within a given jurisdiction.    

          The appellate court decision read, "Although Section 460   

          prohibits local legislation imposing separate and additional   

          licensing requirements or other qualifications on i ndividuals   

          holding state licenses issued by agencies of the DCA, it does   

          not preclude otherwise valid local regulation of the manner in   

          which a business or profession is performed."  The court   

          concluded that BPC Section 460 does not preempt the West   

          Hollywood anti - declawing ordinance on the basis that:  "Because   

          the ordinance is an anti - cruelty measure and it is not directed   

          solely to veterinarians, but to any person who aut horizes or   

          performs such procedures, including the owner of the animal, it   

          is outside the scope of Section 460, even as the statute was   

          interpreted by DCA's legal office (which did not focus on the   

          cruelty as pect, but rather on the hierarchical structure of   

          state and local regulation) and by the trial court.  Finally, by   

          its terms Section 460 prohibits local governments from imposing   

          additional licensing conditions or qualifications as a   

          requirement for working within their jurisdiction but does not   

          preclude local regulation of the manner in which state licensees   

          actually perform their busi ness or profession."  Thus, the court   

          interpreted BPC Section 460 as banning localities from issuing   

          additional requirements, not from limiting existing ones.     
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          CDA's amicus letter to the California Supreme Court states, "The   

          CDA is specifically concerned that the appellate decision, if   

          allowed  to stand, may adversely affect the health of   

          Californians by relegating to local municipalities what is   

          properly the domain of state licensing authorities and the state   

          legislature.  Based on the appellate ruling, a local   

          municipality could -  for reasons based on popular opinion or   

          otherwise, and without proven and reputable scientific evidence   

          -  arbitrarily determine that a c ertain medical procedure was no   

          longer within the scope of practice or a given health care   

          profession and ban its use.  The CDA believes that all decisions   

          affecting the health of the public should be left to the   

          discretion of the state licensing authority governing the   

          relevant profession and the California State Legislature.  It is   

          only in this arena where the full analysis and discussion of   

          scientific evidence related to medical issues comes to light,   

          and where the public is best protected through the establishment   

          of uniform laws and regulations that apply to all Californians."   

 

 

          AVMA's amicus letter to the California Supreme Court note s,   

          "State regulation of veterinary medicine, a system that has well   

          served the American public and animal patients over 100 years,   

          will be undermined if cities, villages, and counties get a green   

          light to chi p away at the uniformity of state veterinary   

          practice acts and the regulations issued by state veterinary   

          medical boards, as authorized by those statutes."  

 

          DCA's amicus letter to the California Supreme Court, states,   

          "The concept of statewide professional licensure relies on the   

          legislative delegation of authority to state agencies which   

          possess the necessary expertise to regulate the conduct of the   

          professions.  A municipa l body generally lacks that professional   

          expertise, and should not be allowed to substitute its judgment   

          for that of the licensed medical professionals who are appointed   

          to regulate the profession and advise the legislat ure, in this   

          case, the CVMB."  

 

          It is important to note that this bill does not seek to undo the   

          West Hollywood ordinance and includes a grandfathering clause   

          that preserves the City of West Hollywood's 2003 ant i - declawing   

          ordinance.  This bill addresses the important issue that is   

          raised by the ability of local municipalities to ban specific   
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          practices of professions regulated by DCA and asserts that it is   

          critical to have statewide oversight and ultimate authority over   

          professional bus inesses, occupations, or professions.  Some   

          examples of professions and acts that could be affected by local   

          government bans on specific practices are:  the practice of   

          acupuncture and other alternative health care such as   

          homeopathic medicine; the performance of cosmetic surgery and   

          other elective surgeries that are not medically necessary; and,   

          the ability of pharmacists to dispense various drugs like   

          emergency contraception, vaccinations, and psychotropic drugs.   

 

          Supporters, who include organizations representing professions   

          regulated by DCA, believe that the legislature and the healing   

          arts boards and bureaus should have the ultimate authority over   

          medical scope of practice issues based on their education,   

          training, and expertise.  They argue that without legislation   

          ensuring uniform statewid e governance of licensed professions,   

          professional standards will be dissimilar and discordant.   

 

          Opponents, who include animal rights organizations and the City   

          of West Hollywood, believe that local jurisdictions have th e   

          right to make specific decisions relating to professions and   

          that the appellate court's decision should be upheld.  

 

 

           Analysis Prepared by  :    Joanna Gin / B. & P. / (916) 319 - 3301  

 

                                                                FN: 0001458  
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The Case for Not Adopting a Ban on Declawing Cats 
 
AB 762, which goes into effect on January 1, 2010, makes it unlawful for a city or county 
to prohibit a healing arts licensee from engaging in any act or performing any  
procedure that falls within the professionally recognized scope of practice of that 
licensee, and prohibits construing this provision to prohibit the enforcement of a local 
ordinance effective prior to January 1, 2010.  
 
The enactment of this statute has caused some animal activists to mobilize behind an 
effort to impose an Anti-Declaw Ban in as many California communities as possible 
prior to January 2010 in an effort to circumvent the intent of this law that provides: 
 

1. That no city or county shall prohibit a person or group of persons authorized , by 
one of the agencies in the Department of Consumer Affairs (DCA) by a license, 
certificate, or other such means to engage in a particular business, from 
engaging in that business, occupation, or profession or any portion thereof.  

2. That no city, county, or city and county shall prohibit a healing arts professional 
licensed with the state under the licensing Division for the Healing Arts within the 
Business and Professions Code, from engaging in any act or performing any  
procedure that falls within the professionally recognized scope of practice of that 
licensee.  

3. That prohibition under item #2 above for cities and counties shall not be 
construed to prohibit the enforcement of a local ordinance effective prior to 
January 1, 2010, related to any act or procedure that falls within the 
professionally recognized scope of practice of a healing arts professional.  

 
AB 762 is similar to last year's AB 2427, which was one of an unprecedented number of 
bills that were vetoed by the Governor citing that the delay in passing the State Budget 
has forced him to prioritize bills sent to his desk and that he was only signing bills that 
are the highest priority for California. He did not believe this bill met that standard and 
therefore could not sign it at that time.  A similar case might be made in local 
communities struggling to provide adequate funding for critical public health and safety 
services.   
 
 AB 762 was sponsored by the California Veterinary Medical Association (CVMA).  The 
statute is in response to the City of West Hollywood adopting an ordinance that bans 
veterinarians who practice within the city limits from declawing domestic cats.  The West 
Hollywood ordinance marks a dangerous precedent in that a certain city or county has 
deemed that a veterinarian shall be prohibited from performing a surgical act that is 
authorized under the Veterinary Medicine Practice (VMP) Act. 

 
The CVMA sued the City of West Hollywood on the basis that the city had barred 
veterinarians (via a city approved ordinance) from performing a surgical task allowable 
under the VMP Act and the West Hollywood's ordinance was in conflict with, and 
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preempted by, both Section 460 of the Business 
and Professions Code and the VMP Act.  After the 
Los Angeles County Superior Court struck down 
the ordinance, the appellate court reversed the 
decision on a 2-1 vote.  
 
The AVMA countered that the appellate court's 
decision raises important questions of law 
specifically related to the construction and 
application of Section 460.  AB 762 clarifies that 
statute by specifying under Section 460 that no city 
or county shall prohibit a licensed health care 
practitioner from engaging in any act or performing 

any procedure that falls within their professionally recognized scope of practice.  It is 
argued that the California Legislature, the DCA, and the boards and bureaus overseen 
by the DCA, should have ultimate authority over both medical scope of practice issues 
and professional standards for non-medical boards in order to continue to adequately 
enforce statewide standards of professional practice.  AB 762 was overwhelming 
passed by both the State House and Senate.   

 
With the passage of AB 762, the State Legislature affirmed that without legislation 
ensuring uniform statewide governance of licensed professions, professional standards 
will be dissimilar and discordant.  Licensed professionals should not have the scope of 
permissible practice subject to individualized local restrictions, nor should a practitioner 
in one county be prohibited from performing a professionally-recognized act that a 
practitioner in the next county may perform. 
 
It is important to note that AB 762 does not seek to undo the West Hollywood 
ordinance, and provides language to that effect.  It addresses the important issue that is 
raised by the ability of local municipalities to ban specific practices of professions 
regulated by the DCA and asserts that it is critical to have statewide oversight and 
ultimate authority over professional "acts or series of acts that fall within the statutory or 
regulatory definition of that business, occupation, or profession.ò52 

 
Some examples of professions and acts that could be affected by local government 
bans on specific practices are: the practice of acupuncture and other alternative health 
care such as homeopathic medicine; the performance of cosmetic surgery and other 
elective surgeries that are not medically necessary; the ability of pharmacists to 
dispense various drugs like emergency contraception, vaccinations, and psychotropic 
drugs.  
 
AB 762 was necessary, and enjoyed such overwhelming support, because it was 
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 California Veterinary Medical Association (CVMA) 

ñHaving lay people make a 

decision that should be a 

medical one is bad government.ò 

Jack Aldridge, vice president of 

the San Francisco Veterinary 

Medical Association. 
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understood that only educated, trained professionals working in conjunction with the 
Legislature and California professional boards and bureaus, should define policies 
relative to permissible practice standards, including those standards pertaining to highly 
complex human and animal medical procedures.  Local jurisdictions that promulgate 
their own "standards of practice" will produce major public confusion, creating an 
environment of uncertainty for professionals whose practices and clientele often cross 
city/county boundary lines, and undermine statewide uniformity in licensed practice 
standards and harm professional practice and professional service.  
 
The Joint Legislative Sunset Review Committeeôs (JLSRC) agreed with the CVMA that 
a Cat Declaw Ban challenges the state-defined VMP Act, and also create an unfair 
business practice environment for those practicing in the jurisdiction affected.   
 
The Veterinary Medicine Board (VMB) shortly thereafter requested an opinion from the 
DCA Legal Office and inquired whether the VMP Act "supersedes" or preempts a local 
ordinance, specifically whether a local ordinance that imposes a ban on the "declawing" 
of domestic cats preempted by the State's licensing law that regulated the practice of 
veterinary medicine?   In response, the DCA Legal Office issued its Legal Opinion No. 
04-04, dated December 1, 2004, in the form of a memorandum to the Executive Officer 
of the VMB concluding the ordinance is preempted.  In the view of the DCA Legal 
Office, under Section 460, "A city cannot prohibit a licensed veterinarian from practicing 
any aspect of the veterinary medical work that falls within the perimeter of the state 
license." 
 
In addition, the memorandum reasoned, "Regardless of whether or not the decision to 
declaw is based on medical 'therapeutic purpose' or reasons of 'aethetics or 
convenience,' the procedure itself is a standard veterinary procedure. It cannot be 
regulated by local jurisdictions because it 'is of such a nature that the adverse effect of a 
local law on the transient citizens of the state outweighs the possible benefits to the 
municipality.'   Such local regulation of veterinary practice in different jurisdictions would  
ultimately create a chaotic and confusing situation where it would be difficult for licensed 
veterinarians to know which veterinary procedures are legal or not depending on the  
jurisdiction.   Such a balkanization of professional practice ultimately would lead to 
different standards of practice throughout the state. . . [and] will inevitably make it very 
difficult for the Board to enforce the Veterinary Practice Act." 
 

On March 7, 2005, the CVMA filed a complaint for declaratory and permanent injunctive 
relief, alleging West Hollywood's ordinance is in conflict with and preempted by both 
Section 460 and the VMP Act.  The trial court agreed, finding that as a matter of law that 
declawing procedures are surgical procedures on an animal and performing such 
procedures was preempted by Section 460 and granted CVMA declaratory and 
injunctive relief.  Summary judgment was granted in favor of the CVMA on December 
16, 2005, and West Hollywood was ordered to rescind its ordinance and was prohibited 
from further enforcement of its ban on nontherapeutic declawing procedures. 
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However, an Appellate Court Decision in California Veterinary Medical Association v. 
City of West Hollywood on June 22, 2007, reversed the trial court's decision and found 
that the state law does not preempt or otherwise prohibit the City of Hollywood from 
imposing a ban on the practice of declawing any animal within the city.  Authorities 
contend the victory was the result of a deliberate misinterpretation on the part of ban 
proponents of research findings trying to support their claims that feline onychectomy is 
behaviorally and physically bad for cats. 

53
   

 
On October 10, 2007, the California Supreme Court refused to review the decision of 
the California Court of Appeal decision of California Veterinary Medical Association v. 
City of West Hollywood thus upholding West Hollywood's ban on nontherapeutic 
declawing of animals.  
 
Several key groups such as the DCA, the California Association of Marriage and Family 
Therapists (CAMFT), the California Chiropractic Association, the California Dental 
Association, the California Medical Association, and the California Optometric 
Association joined in support of CVMA's position, some by writing amicus letters to the 
Supreme Court.  

 
Worthy of note is the fact that the aforementioned AB 2427 (Eng, 2008) would have 
made it unlawful for a city or county or city and county to prohibit a healing arts licensee 
from engaging in any act or performing any procedure that falls within the professionally 
recognized scope of practice of that licensee, and AB 2427 would now be law if not for 
the fiscal crisis in Sacramento at the time the Bill reached the Governorôs desk.   
 
AB 762 is designed to correct the untenable situation of allowing local jurisdictions to 
promulgate their own "standards of practice" resulting in a confusing patchwork quilt of 
conflicting local standards.  The argument is not whether it is appropriate or not 
appropriate to declaw cats, but rather, the wide-ranging potential ramifications for all 
professions regulated by the DCA. 
 
AB 762 is the legislative remedy to the appellate court interpretation of Section 460 that 
would allow a county or city to hypothetically ban elective cosmetic surgery, mercury in 
dental fillings, fertility procedures, etc.  AB 762 does not preclude a city or county to 
establish their own parameters in promulgating a compatible ordinance.  
 
The DCA, California Veterinary Medical Association, the California Association of 
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support its claims that feline onychectomy is behaviorally and physically bad for cats.ò 
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Marriage and Family Therapists (CAMFT), the California Chiropractic Association, the 
California Dental Association, the California Medical Association, and the California 
Optometric Association believe strongly that regulation of the DCA licensees should rest 
exclusively with state government and that relegating to local governments what is the 
domain of state licensing authorities and the State Legislature could have a significant 
negative impact on the health of Californians. "Decisions that ultimately affect the health 
of the public should be left to the discretion of the State licensing authority governing the 
relevant profession, along with the Legislature."  It is only in those arenas, as argued 
by DCA, that the full analysis and discussion of scientific evidence related to 
these professions, and issues like cat declawing, can come to light and where the 
public is best protected through the establishment of uniform laws and 
regulations that apply to all Californians.  
 
The California Optometric Association (COA) in a letter in support of AB 2427 (Eng), 
indicated that they fully supported the CVMA to get the California Supreme Court to 
review the decision of the Appeals Court overturning the CVMA's successful motion for 
summary judgment in CVMA v. City of West Hollywood.  The decision of the Appeals 
Court, as argued by COA, strikes at the very heart of the practice of all state-regulated, 
learned professions, including optometry.  COA believed that their members are entitled 
to the security that comes from knowing that state laws governing the practice of their 
professions will be recognized and enforced uniformly throughout the state and that 
their licenses to practice their healing art cannot be endangered by shifting political 
winds in one jurisdiction.  COA argued that if a city or county governing body decided to 
outlaw an optometric procedure because it inflicts temporary pain on a patient, every 
resident of that jurisdiction would risk being deprived of a technology or treatment 
available to every other resident outside the jurisdiction.  "The implications for the 
profession's standard of care and enforcement would be troubling and substantial."  
 
Other proponents of AB 2427 (Eng) argued similarly that the California Legislature and 
various professional licensing boards regulate the professional standards and scope of 
practice of a variety of professions, and that it is essential for the protection of the 
consumer that only properly trained and educated professionals, fluent in the licensees' 
expertise, have the ability to modify policies defining the licensees' scope of practice. 
Allowing the scope of practices of California licensees to be dictated or modified by local 
municipalities causes non-uniform legal precedent and inconsistent standards of  
practice. This is inherently unfair to California consumers who are entitled to the same 
kinds of consumer protections and knowledge of the scope of licensure no matter where 
they live within the state.  
 
Although the DCA did not submit a letter of support on this issue they did submit an 
Amicus Letter to the California Supreme Court, as indicated.  In the letter they stated 
that, "The concept of statewide professional licensure relies on the legislative 
declaration of authority to state agencies which possess the necessary expertise to 
regulate the conduct of the professions.  A municipal body generally lacks that 
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professional expertise, and should not be allowed to substitute its judgment for that of 
the licensed medical professionals who are appointed to regulate the profession and 
advise the Legislature, in this case, the California Veterinary Medical Board.  
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San Francisco proposal for declaw ban hits unlikely 
roadblock 
 
September 22, 2009 
By: Jennifer Fiala  
For The VIN News Service 

 
Cat declaw opponents in San Francisco are fighting hard to get a citywide ban passed 
before Jan. 1, 2010, when a new law that bars municipalities from imposing local 
restrictions on state-sanctioned medical procedures takes effect. 
 
If passed, San Francisco will be the second city in the country to criminalize 
nontherapeutic feline onychectomy, following West Hollywood, which banned the 
procedure deemed by some to be cruel, in 2003. 
 
Yet those lobbying for the San Francisco ban are running into an unlikely adversary ð 
the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals' San Francisco branch (SF-SPCA). 
 
In a move that surprised even the California Veterinary Medical Association (CVMA), 
SF-SPCA issued a statement recently that denounced San Francisco's move to ban 
declaws even though the group advocates against the procedure when performed for 
an owner's convenience. Why? Because frustrated owners with no option to declaw 
cats that use their nails destructively might decide to rid themselves of the hassle of pet 
ownership. 
 
The end result, SPCA officials say, might spell death for more cats. 
 
"Our mission is to save animalsô lives and we understand that, in some instances, this 
procedure may be the only way to prevent abandonment, relinquishment, or 
euthanasia," the SF-SPCA statement says. 
 
At the same time, one veterinarian researcher has poked holes in the anti-declaw 
movement's "over-generalization" of his reports and studies to support its claims that 
feline onychectomy is behaviorally and physically bad for cats. 
 
CVMA Executive Director Valerie Fenstermaker hopes those types of criticisms coupled 
with SF-SPCA's stance will help squash the ban, poised to soon go before the city's 
Board of Supervisors for a vote. While declaw opponents believe the procedure is 
harmful and painful to cats, CVMA objections to a ban are more based on authority and 
regulation. 
 
The passage of SB 762, signed by Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger in July, represented a 
"huge victory" for CVMA, which opposes local bans on state-sanctioned medical 
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procedures.  
 
CVMA authored the bill's language after a long battle with West Hollywood on the 
legality of the city's ordinance, which ended when CVMA lost its challenge at the 
appellate level and the state Supreme Court chose not to hear the groupôs appeal of the 
case. While SB 762 does not roll back West Hollywood's ban, it amends the state's 
Business and Professions Code to prohibit municipalities from passing new laws that 
outlaw any healing arts licensee from engaging in licensed practice. 
 
Simply put, local bans on legal medical procedures impinge on the rights of more than 
7,300 licensed veterinarians to practice within the parameters of their licenses, CVMA 
contends. Whatôs more, allowing municipalities to enforce bans or other controls could 
one day affect any non-therapeutic procedure, including those in human medicine.  
 
Since the SF-SPCA stance went public, the issue has incited heated exchanges on the 
Veterinary Information Network (VIN), where some members argue that banning 
declaws in a city like West Hollywood, for example, merely forces owners to get their 
cats declawed elsewhere. 
 
Others contend that while not ideal, feline onychectomy can be the right choice for a cat 
that might otherwise be abandoned because it's tearing up furniture or scratching its 
owners. Dr. Laurie McKinney, a VIN member who practices in Half Moon Bay, Calif., 
says she performs 10 to 15 declaws a year and talks just as many owners into forgoing 
the procedure in favor of alternatives, like behavior modification. 
 
"I meet with each client to discourage the procedure and counsel them to do alternative 
management if there's a problem," writes McKinney in a VIN discussion. "If I am 
convinced that there is no suitable alternative, or that they will seek out the procedure at 
a facility that, for example, uses the 'resco technique' and binds the feet and doesn't use 
any pain management, then I perform the declaw in a manner I consider humane and I 
use aggressive pain management." 
 
In an interview with the VIN News Service, McKinney relayed fears that if declaw 
procedures are widely banned, more botched jobs will surface at the hands of 
non-veterinarians. 
 
"Keep it legal, keep it rare. That's what I think," she says. 
 
That's not a view shared by Dr. Jennifer Conrad, a wildlife veterinarian and founder of 
The Paw Project, who lobbied heavily for West Hollywood's 2003 ban. The high-profile 
opponent of declaw argues that itôs a "big misconception" that removing a catôs claws 
helps to keep its home. Rather, such surgeries create problem animals ð cats that bite 
and express other types of negative behaviors, she says in an interview with the VIN 
News Service. 
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In her July 9 testimony before San Francisco Commission for Animal Control and 
Welfare, Conrad equated declaw procedures to harmful surgeries that are designed for 
the convenience of owners, not for the health and welfare of cats. 
 
"(Declaws) can also lead to litter box avoidance and biting, behavioral problems that can 
result in pets being abandoned at animal shelters," she reported. 
 
That statement54 and others reportedly pushed the six-member commission to 
recommend that the San Francisco Board of Supervisors adopt an ordinance to prohibit 
declawing of cats for non-therapeutic reasons. The city already has a resolution that 
urges "pet guardians and veterinarians to discontinue the practice of declawing cats" in 
the city and county of San Francisco. 
 
ñI can see it from both sides,ò says Dr. Jack Aldridge, SF-SPCA director of veterinary 
services and a VIN member. ñThe knee-jerk reaction is that a humane society would 
jump on this ban against declawing cats.ò  
 
Despite SF-SPCAôs anti-declaw stance, the organization felt it should remain a matter 
that's left up to ethical and legal standards that encompass veterinary medicine, as well 
as the veterinarian-client-patient relationship. 
 
ñHaving lay people make a decision that should be a medical one is bad government,ò 
says Aldridge, also vice president of the San Francisco Veterinary Medical Association. 
ñThatôs my personal opinion.ò  
 
Concerning behavioral and physical problems associated with declaws, he adds: ñIt 
runs the gamut. The ones that have problems certainly get the most attention.ò  
 
Conrad counters: ñI have testimonies from people who run cat shelters from all over the 
country who tell me that the declawed cats get returned.ò She also says that the 
veterinary profession canôt be trusted to police itself via regulatory agencies and ethical 
policies.  
 
ñThe (American Veterinary Medical Association) AVMA guidelines on declawing cats 
say they should be done only after everything else is tried,ò Conrad says. ñBut yet, if you 
look, declawing is part of kitten packages, as if it's the right thing to do. Veterinarians 
are not regulating themselves; they're not following their own guidelines, and that's why 
the cities have to step in.ò 
 
Conrad argues that studies show that among relinquished cats, more declawed cats 

                                            
54

 That statement was later refuted by its source, Dr. Gary Patronek, who conducted the sited reports.  
When asked, said ñif you [are] asking me if I can make some kind of unequivocal statement that declaw is 
badé, I canôt do that. No one can answer that question, and if they can, I havenôt seen the data.ò   
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exhibit litter box avoidance compared to cats that expressed the same type of behavior 
with their claws intact. She points to studies by Dr. Gary Patronek, a researcher of 
onychectomy and its relationship to feline behavior, as having produced evidence that 
declaws are bad. A Google search of Patronekôs name paired with ñdeclawò brings up 
1,800 results, with the initial majority of sites linking his work to broad, anti-declaw 
statements. 
 
Yet Patronek, vice president of animal welfare and protection at the Animal 
Rescue League of Boston, when contacted by the VIN News Service, had no idea 
that his work provides fuel for the anti-declaw movement. In fact, he says 
statements extrapolated from his studies, such as ñ...declawed cats were at an 
increased risk of relinquishment,ò have been used out of context. With the 
National Council on Pet Population Study and Policy estimating that 25 percent of 
all cats in America are declawed, he'd expect to see more clinical problems and 
relinquishment than whatôs been reported subjectively, if some of the sweeping 
claims were true. 
 
ñPeople cherry pick data to see what they want to see,ò Patronek says. ñI never 
declaw my own cat, and I wouldnôt do it if I was in practice again. But if you were 
asking me if I can make some kind of unequivocal statement that declaw is bad in 
a large population, I canôt do that. No one can answer that question, and if they 
can, I havenôt seen the data. 
 
"It would be equally inappropriate to conclude that declawing is benign from existing 
studies ð the old adage 'absence of evidence is not evidence of absence' applies," he 
adds. 
 
The work Patronekôs authored that anti-declaw activists tout includes the 1996 study 
ñRisk factors for relinquishment of cats to an animal shelterò (Patronek G.J, Glickman 
LT, Beck AM et al, J Am Vet Med Assoc. 1996 Aug 1; 209(3):582-8), which incorporates 
declawing along with many other variables. 
 
ñBack then, it was kind of like fries with your burger; (declaw) was part of a 
veterinarianôs preventative health package,ò Patronek recalls. The research showed that 
declawed cats in the study were relinquished less often than cats with intact claws. 
"What this means is hard to say," Patronek says. "It could simply be a marker of owner 
investment in their cat, and not an endorsement of declawing." 
 
But in the multivaried analysis, which attempts to control for confounding variables, the 
reverse appeared true. ñIt got very confusing, and declawing actually became a risk 
factor in relinquishment ... so you had two very different interpretations in the same 
dataset," he says. "That kind of reversal in the data basically doesnôt tell you a whole 
heck of a lot." 
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Another important factor is that declawing was not the primary focus of the study, which 
was retrospective, Patronek adds.  
 
"Retrospective studies represent a much lower level of evidence than a prospective 
study or a randomized trial. Any one of a number of confounding variables or biases 
could sway things one way or the other. In evidence-based medicine, retrospective 
studies are generally thought of as hypothesis-generating, rather than conclusive," he 
explains. 
 
Also plugged as anti-declaw is Patronekôs ñAssessment of claims of short- and long-
term complications associated with onychectomy in catsò ( Patronek GJ, J Am Vet Med 
Assoc. 2001 Oct 1;219(7):932-7 ), which reviewed all studies about declawing published 
as of 2001, many reflecting research and surgical practices that date back 15 years or 
more. 
 
The conclusion: Of a handful of ñnot very goodò studies, ñit was not possible to conclude 
that declaw is convincingly associated with behavior problems,ò Patronek says. ñSome 
were done with veterinary students doing their first surgeries. If youôre going to look at a 
population like that, I would certainly expect that you would see problems.ò 
 
Other reports focused on feline onychectomy represented conflicting anecdotal 
information and individual case reports. ñFor every bad story, you can find another 
happy tale of routine declaws done on a routine basis and kittens playing in their 
cages,ò he says. ñItôs apples to oranges, with different ages and analgesic protocols. 
 
ñNo oneôs ever done a randomized trial with good long-term followup, behaviorally and 
medically,ò he adds. ñThat would really settle this issue convincingly.ò  
 
Thatôs true for Aldridge, who agrees the science is lacking. As far as the ethical question 
is concerned, veterinarians appear to be moving away from the procedure on their own, 
without the push from activists or ordinances.  
 
ñVeterinarians get kind of tarred with this brush that says of course theyôre for declaws; 
itôs part of their business,ò he says. ñBut I donôt think veterinarians are making much 
money on this. To have a local law that comes and prescribes a ban because theyôve 
made a moral decision is difficult to stomach when it should be a medical issue.ò  
 
Patronek agrees that fewer veterinarians are performing the procedure, at least in his 
area. Of the San Francisco ordinance, he adds: ñLegislation tends to be messy, 
nasty, painful and you never know which way itôs going to go; the road is a 
perilous one sometimes. We feel that here (in Boston) weôve been enormously 
successful moving away from declaw with education.ò  
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Summary and Conclusion: Keep it Legal, Keep it Rare! 
 

It is the position of the American Veterinary Medical Association (AVMA), the Canadian 
Veterinary Medical Association; the American Association of Feline Practitioners 
(AAFP), the Humane Society of the United States (HSUS); the American Society for the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (ASPCA); the California Veterinary Medical 
Association (CVMA); the San Francisco SPCA; the Cat Fancier's Association, the 
Animal Council, and many other national and local humane and animal welfare 
organizations that declawing domestic cats may be performed as a last resort; after all 
other remedies have failed to prevent a cat from using its claws destructively or when 
clawing presents a zoonotic risk for the catôs owner(s) in order to prevent pet 
abandonment, relinquishment and euthanasia. 
 
A politically motivated ban is dangerous, ill-advised, and irresponsible and would be the 
result of animal activists manipulating the data and masking unintended consequences 
to influence municipal leaders into circumventing an existing and appropriate due 
process for reviewing and evaluating medical procedures. 
 
There is insufficient scientific data to presuppose elected officials are better able to 
determine the efficacy of a veterinary medical procedure than trained, licensed 
veterinarians.  Until more scientific information is available, it is important that political 
leaders separate their personal beliefs about declawing from what is objectively known 
regarding its medical and behavioral effects.  There is no scientific data available to 
support the claims of ban proponents, and in fact, one of the scientists sited by 
proponents openly refutes their interpretation of the data. 
 
Without the declaw option, many cat guardians will be left with no other choice but to 
give up a pet.  The guardian and veterinarian who ultimately decide to declaw a cat, 
after all other remedies have failed, should not be turned into criminals; instead they 
should be appreciated for their commitment to providing the cat with a home and love 
for as long as the cat lives.   
 
A declawing ban is fraught with unintended consequences and will increase pet 
relinquishment, abandonment, euthanasia and animal control costs.     


