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February 18, 2021

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

REPORT OF COMMITTEE

The Committee on Environment and Agriculture to

which was referred HB 387,

AN ACT relative to rabies vaccinations for dogs.
Having considered the same, report the same with the
following resolution: RESOLVED, that it is

INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE.

Rep. Catherine Sofikitis

FOR THE COMMITTEE

Original: House Clerk
Cc: Committee Bill File




COMMITTEE REPORT

Committee: Environment and Agriculture

Bill Number: HB 387

Title: relative to rabies vaccinations for dogs.

Date: February 18, 2021

Consent Calendar: CONSENT

Recommendation: INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE
STATEMENT OF INTENT

This bill would have required rabies antibody titer tests as the method for determining whether dogs
need to be re-vaccinated. While this is a well-intentioned bill, and it is our second time hearing it, we
believe that the research is just not there yet. Rabies is 100% fatal and the use of titers is not ready
to determine immunity in dogs.

Vote 19-0.

Rep. Catherine Sofikitis
FOR THE COMMITTEE

Original: House Clerk
Cc: Committee Bill File
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HB 387, relative to rabies vaccinations for dogs. INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE.

Rep. Catherine Sofikitis for Environment and Agriculture. This bill would have required rabies
antibody titer tests as the method for determining whether dogs need to be re-vaccinated. While this
is a well-intentioned bill, and it is our second time hearing it, we believe that the research is just not
there yet. Rabies is 100% fatal and the use of titers is not ready to determine immunity in dogs.

Vote 19-0.

Original: House Clerk
Cc: Committee Bill File
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HOUSE COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND AGRICULTURE

EXECUTIVE SESSION on HB 387

BILL TITLE: relative to rabies vaccinations for dogs.

DATE: February 17, 2021

LOB ROOM: Hybrid

MOTIONS: INEXPEDIENT TO LEGISLATE

Moved by Rep. Sofikitis Seconded by Rep. G. Sanborn Vote: 19-0

CONSENT CALENDAR: YES

Statement of Intent: Refer to Committee Report

Respectfully submitted,

Rep Barbara Comtois, Clerk



HOUSE COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND AGRICULTURE

EXECUTIVE SESSION on HB 387

BILL TITLE:
DATE: February 17, 2021
LOB ROOM: 206

MOTION: (Please check one box)
O OTP O ITL [J Retain (1t year)

[ Interim Study (2nd year)

Moved by Rep. ___Sofikitis Seconded by Rep. Sanborn

MOTION: (Please check one box)
O OTP L OTP/A O ITL ] Retain (1st year)
[ Interim Study (2nd year)

Moved by Rep. Seconded by Rep.

[J Adoption of
Amendment #

(if offered)

Vote: 19-0

[J Adoption of
Amendment #

(if offered)

Vote:

MOTION: (Please check one box)
LI OTP (1 OTP/A [ITL [1 Retain (1st year)
[ Interim Study (2nd year)

Moved by Rep. Seconded by Rep.

1 Adoption of
Amendment #

(if offered)

Vote:

MOTION: (Please check one box)

1 OTP 1 OTP/A [ITL L] Retain (1%t year)

1 Adoption of
Amendment #

[ Interim Study (2nd year) (if offered)
Moved by Rep. Seconded by Rep. Vote:
CONSENT CALENDAR: _ X YES NO
Minority Report? Yes No Ifyes, author, Rep: Motion
Respectfully submitted: Rep. Barbara Comtois

Rep Barbara Comtois, Clerk
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HOUSE COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND AGRICULTURE
PUBLIC HEARING ON HB387
BILL TITLE: AN ACT relative to rabies vaccinations for dogs

DATE: February 17, 2021

ROOM: 206 Time Public Hearing Called to Order: _10:00 AM

Time Adjourned: __10:59 am

(please circle if present)
Committee Members: Reps. Pearl, Aron, Comtois, Verville, Davis, Stapleton, Homola,
Kennedy, Mason, G. Sanborn, Bixby, Sofikitis, Andrew Bouldin, Dutzy, M. Murray, Von
Plinsky, Caplan, Hyland, and Perez

Bill Sponsors: Rep. Buco, Carr. 2

TESTIMONY

*  Use asterisk if written testimony and/or amendments are submitted.

Rep Buco — sponsor — introduction

Mary Anne O’'Mara - written testimony — titer testing and variations between labs — is aware of
only 2 testing labs for titer



Rep. Bouldin Q. the paragraph this applies to addresses Dogs, Cats, and Ferrets — why does this
titer testing not pertain to cats and ferrets A. I am a dog person

Rep Sofikitis — Q. Dr. Rob testified before this committee — he had lost his ability to give rabies
vaccinations has he obtained his license again A. the only reason I mentioned him is that he gives
this service regarding titers

Rep. Aron — Q. interested to know more about the exemption, for any animal that did have a titer
amount and could be exempted from getting a rabies vaccination, how do you see them being treated
differently than any other animal A. they don’t need to be in isolation because of a reaction to the
vaccination, they just need to be boostered, why do I need to put my dog in rabies isolation when
they had there titers done last year,

Rep. Hyland Q. Is this bill a preventive measure or due to an increase in rabies A. neither, it is about
a dog who has had a severe reaction to a rabies vaccination and the dog needs to remain in isolation
unless it is on a 6’ leash and muzzled, I am no longer allowed to let my dog compete

Rep. Caplan Q. the bill seems to imply that all dogs get titers A. all dogs should get a titer after a
rabies vaccination, because without that there is no way to tell if the vaccination worked Q. how
common is it for a dog not to respond to a vaccination A. it more common than you think — how many
dogs out there have a reaction to the rabies vaccine- used to be an obedience trainer

Rep. Kennedy — Q. what is the cost of a titer test, A. will vary depending on veterinarian — Dr. Rob is
offering the service for $55

Rep. Dutzy — Q. if a dog cannot have a rabies shot and gets exempted, can they run free in the yard
A. the way the law reads, if my dog has a waiver, it must be on a leash and muzzled

Rep. Hyland Q. is this precedent in other states A. not aware of any, however Delaware just passed a
bill

Rep. Murray — Q. utilizing testing lab outside of NH, would a licensed veterinarian send the test to
Dr. Rob — A. No, if you went through your local veterinarian, they will send it to KSU Q. do you know
if it will affect the veterinarian/patient relationship A. my vet had no problem when I went through
Dr. Rob.

Rep. Comtois Q. who draws the blood A. your Vet Q. then the local vet would handle the animal no
matter what A. yes

*Angela Ferrari — Dog Owners of the Granite State - opposes — written testimony — it would require
all dogs to get titer tested and shipped to KSU (Kansas State University) — a cost of over $100 on top
of the rabies vaccination — what happens if the titer comes back too low, then the rabies vaccine
would need to be administered again and another titer would need to be done — work needs to be
done on the exemption portion

Rep. Murray Q. in addition to info from compendium, do you have concerns that if a dog would bite
someone A.the current law works very well, but there is not enough research that titers are reliable
Q. how long would it take to get a titer response back from one of these facilities A. it varies, delay to
get into Vet for blood draw, then shipped to KSU — it is not a superfast turnaround

Rep. Bixby Q. do you have a sense of rabies in wildlife A. does not have the answer Q. compendium
not titers are really reliable at this time - Dr. Crawford in his testimony, talked about the 2 different
types of immunities A. not a scientist



Stacey Ober — opposes — AKC — written testimony growing questions around rabies titers — rather
than amending state laws as it goes by the compendium and it is reviewed annually — some states
are requiring it

Rep. Bixby — Q. do you have any data on the prevalence of rabies in wildlife A. has not seen a lot of
transmission from wildlife to domestic pets, isolated incidences from dogs imported into this country
—a ban was put on animals being imported from Egypt due to rabies being brought into country

Rep. Murray Q. is there a cure for rabies A. could not overemphasize the prevention of rabies as
there is no cure, it is deadly

Commissioner Jasper — Dept of Ag — opposes — email from Dr. Crawford — the reason we have our
pets vaccinated is to protect the public from rabies not to protect the pets — there was a study last
year regarding titers

Rep. Bouldin — Q. do you know the cost of treatment to humans A. no

Rep. Aron — Q. regarding exemption of animals who have had a bad reaction to the rabies vaccine, is
there a way we might be able to ease the exemption A. this might be a subject for another bill at
another time

Nancy Holmes — opposes — written testimony — this is about human health -
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Tom.Buco@leg.state.nh.us An Elected Official Myself
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HB 387 Rabies vaccinations for dogs

Dear committee members
My name is Diane Richardson, a lifetime NH resident and a very experienced
layperson in dogs, training, grooming, boarding, working dogs and more.

I am writing this testimony to oppose HB 387 as written.
I urge you to either vote it ITL OR keep only the section II portion.

While I DO agree that the time has come to make rabies exemptions with titers
from Kansas City Lab more available to pets with health issues. This bill is not the
one I want to see pass- as written anyhow.

This bill as written would GREATLY increase the numbers of unlicensed dogs and
dogs not vaccinated for rabies in NH.
Why? Because the titers required in this bill for every dog are cost prohibitive

In section I, the bill talks about mandatory Rabies titers for every dog after their
first Rabies vaccine.

Rabies titers can only be done through the Kansas city laboratory and are in excess
of $150. Some vets are charging $300+ for this test. (and it takes weeks for results)

Rabies vaccines are one of our most reliable vaccines as far as providing solid
immunity (seroconversion). In fact so much so, that the AVMA issued guidance a
few years ago that all dogs who have received two rabies vaccines and are
subsequently late for boosters shall not be considered unvaccinated.

Non responders (failure to seroconvert/ develop immunity) in rabies vaccines is
quite rare.

This expensive titer requirement will hands down vastly increase the numbers of
unvaccinated dogs due to cost alone. A cost not balanced by the extremely rare risk
of a non responder happening. Unvaccinated dogs also equals unlicensed dogs.

If you even consider this bill, I'd discard all of section I proposed changes in their
entirety and leave that section of current law alone.

To be honest, the only changes I support to section I would be to change the age of
puppy first Rabies vaccine to 4 months due to the large number of adverse events
associated with this vaccine given to 3 month old puppies, but that's a subject for
another bill I suppose.



Section II changes regarding the exemption are not horrible, I'd honestly change
that section to say “Dogs that have received at least two Rabies vaccines” instead of
the one mentioned.

I've owned a dog in my life that could not have rabies vaccines anymore and this
adjusted exemption statute would have been much more welcome.

Here are some links for you
The Rabies compendium dictates how states manage their Rabies control

programs. Titers (serology) are mentioned in Part 1 A section 11
http://www.nasphv.org/Documents/NASPHVRabiesCompendium.pdf

The Rabies Challenge fund did just publish a peer reviewed paper on duration of
immunity of Rabies vaccines but the compendium has not been changed at this
time.

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7088826/

American Animal Hospital Association Rabies guidelines
They set policy recommendations for veterinarians

https://www.aaha.org/aaha-guidelines/vaccination-canine-configuration/rabies-
vaccination/

Thank you

Diane Richardson
Springfield, NH
603-558-9042
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Archived: Wednesday, July 21, 2021 10:33:20 AM
From: Angela Ferrari

Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2021 8:00:13 PM
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Dear House E&A,

Attached please find the letter of opposition from Dog Owners of the Granite State on HB
387, relative to rabies vaccinations for dogs.

Sincerely,
Angela

Angela Ferrari

AKC Breeder of Merit

President, Dog Owners of the Granite State (D.O.G.S.)

Souhegan Kennel Club Treasurer

Pilgrim Doberman Pinscher Club Treasurer & Corresponding Secretary
Doberman Pinscher Club of America Supporting Member

National Beagle Club Supporting Member
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Dog Owners of the Granite State

‘ . Protecting the interests of NH pet owners since 1991

February 16, 2021

DOG OWNERS OF
THE GRANITE STATE

Chairman Howard Pearl and Members of the House Environment & Agriculture Committee —

| am writing on behalf of Dog Owners of the Granite State (D.0.G.S.) to thank you for your consideration of HB 387, relative to
rabies vaccinations for dogs. On behalf of our membership of responsible local pet owners and breeders, D.0.G.S. respectfully
opposes this bill.

This bill is intended to make provisions for dogs that do not adequately react to a rabies vaccine. However, what it really does
is add unnecessary and unproven testing following rabies vaccines to attempt to determine if the dog is covered from the
vaccine.

A titer test is an analysis that detects the presence and measures the amount of antibodies in a dog’s blood. While this
practice is approved and common for diseases such as Parvovirus and Distemper, it is not approved for rabies yet.

“Rabies antibody titers are indicative of an animal's response to vaccine or infection. Titers do not directly correlate with
protection because other immunologic factors also play a role in preventing rabies, and our abilities to measure and interpret
those other factors are not well developed. Therefore, evidence of circulating rabies virus antibodies should not be used as a
substitute for current vaccination in managing rabies exposures or determining the need for booster vaccinations in animals
(8).

Source: Compendium of Animal Rabies Prevention and Control, 2016

“Dr. Richard Ford, an author of the AAHA and AAFP vaccination guidelines, emphasized that a rabies titer is not a legal index of
immunity in lieu of revaccination. He said, “While immunologically speaking a titer quite likely does correspond with protective
immunity, today veterinarians in practice do not have legal discretion to substitute a titer for vaccination.”

Source: American Veterinary Medical Foundation (AVMF)

Not only are rabies titers not approved, but they are very costly. Requiring this of every dog would add significant cost and
time for dog owners of New Hampshire. Not to mention if the titer comes back low, requiring an additional vaccine and
another titer it could cost close to $400, assuming the additional titer was high enough. All of this based on a test that is not

yet proven or readily available.

There is very limited access to rabies titers. Since these are not standard tests available at veterinary offices, they would need
to be sent out to special labs.

Additionally, until proof of adequate protection can be documented the dog would also have to be muzzled in public, all for an
unproven test.

Until rabies vaccines are proven and legally accepted, there should be no requirement in law for their use. At that time, we
should revisit RSA 436:100 Rabies Vaccination Required; Exemption altogether.

Again, thank you for your consideration of HB 585. We hope that you will vote this bill Inexpedient to Legislate.

Sincerely,

Angela Ferrari, President, Dog Owners of the Granite State
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Dear House E&A,

Attached please find the letter of opposition from Dog Owners of the Granite State on HB
387, relative to rabies vaccinations for dogs.

Sincerely,
Angela

Angela Ferrari

AKC Breeder of Merit

President, Dog Owners of the Granite State (D.O.G.S.)

Souhegan Kennel Club Treasurer

Pilgrim Doberman Pinscher Club Treasurer & Corresponding Secretary
Doberman Pinscher Club of America Supporting Member

National Beagle Club Supporting Member


mailto:allettaredobes@gmail.com
mailto:HouseEnvironmentandAgricultureCommittee@leg.state.nh.us

Dog Owners of the Granite State

‘ . Protecting the interests of NH pet owners since 1991

February 16, 2021

DOG OWNERS OF
THE GRANITE STATE

Chairman Howard Pearl and Members of the House Environment & Agriculture Committee —

| am writing on behalf of Dog Owners of the Granite State (D.0.G.S.) to thank you for your consideration of HB 387, relative to
rabies vaccinations for dogs. On behalf of our membership of responsible local pet owners and breeders, D.0.G.S. respectfully
opposes this bill.

This bill is intended to make provisions for dogs that do not adequately react to a rabies vaccine. However, what it really does
is add unnecessary and unproven testing following rabies vaccines to attempt to determine if the dog is covered from the
vaccine.

A titer test is an analysis that detects the presence and measures the amount of antibodies in a dog’s blood. While this
practice is approved and common for diseases such as Parvovirus and Distemper, it is not approved for rabies yet.

“Rabies antibody titers are indicative of an animal's response to vaccine or infection. Titers do not directly correlate with
protection because other immunologic factors also play a role in preventing rabies, and our abilities to measure and interpret
those other factors are not well developed. Therefore, evidence of circulating rabies virus antibodies should not be used as a
substitute for current vaccination in managing rabies exposures or determining the need for booster vaccinations in animals
(8).

Source: Compendium of Animal Rabies Prevention and Control, 2016

“Dr. Richard Ford, an author of the AAHA and AAFP vaccination guidelines, emphasized that a rabies titer is not a legal index of
immunity in lieu of revaccination. He said, “While immunologically speaking a titer quite likely does correspond with protective
immunity, today veterinarians in practice do not have legal discretion to substitute a titer for vaccination.”

Source: American Veterinary Medical Foundation (AVMF)

Not only are rabies titers not approved, but they are very costly. Requiring this of every dog would add significant cost and
time for dog owners of New Hampshire. Not to mention if the titer comes back low, requiring an additional vaccine and
another titer it could cost close to $400, assuming the additional titer was high enough. All of this based on a test that is not

yet proven or readily available.

There is very limited access to rabies titers. Since these are not standard tests available at veterinary offices, they would need
to be sent out to special labs.

Additionally, until proof of adequate protection can be documented the dog would also have to be muzzled in public, all for an
unproven test.

Until rabies vaccines are proven and legally accepted, there should be no requirement in law for their use. At that time, we
should revisit RSA 436:100 Rabies Vaccination Required; Exemption altogether.

Again, thank you for your consideration of HB 585. We hope that you will vote this bill Inexpedient to Legislate.

Sincerely,

Angela Ferrari, President, Dog Owners of the Granite State
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Dear Committee

As my internet is currently misbehaving and unstable I've attached my testimony opposing HB
387 as written at introduction. Please attach this to the hearing documentation
I've included informational links to guidelines and research in this testimony for you

Thank you so much
Diane Richardson
springfield
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HB 387 Rabies vaccinations for dogs

Dear committee members
My name is Diane Richardson, a lifetime NH resident and a very experienced
layperson in dogs, training, grooming, boarding, working dogs and more.

I am writing this testimony to oppose HB 387 as written.
I urge you to either vote it ITL OR keep only the section II portion.

While I DO agree that the time has come to make rabies exemptions with titers
from Kansas City Lab more available to pets with health issues. This bill is not the
one I want to see pass- as written anyhow.

This bill as written would GREATLY increase the numbers of unlicensed dogs and
dogs not vaccinated for rabies in NH.
Why? Because the titers required in this bill for every dog are cost prohibitive

In section I, the bill talks about mandatory Rabies titers for every dog after their
first Rabies vaccine.

Rabies titers can only be done through the Kansas city laboratory and are in excess
of $150. Some vets are charging $300+ for this test. (and it takes weeks for results)

Rabies vaccines are one of our most reliable vaccines as far as providing solid
immunity (seroconversion). In fact so much so, that the AVMA issued guidance a
few years ago that all dogs who have received two rabies vaccines and are
subsequently late for boosters shall not be considered unvaccinated.

Non responders (failure to seroconvert/ develop immunity) in rabies vaccines is
quite rare.

This expensive titer requirement will hands down vastly increase the numbers of
unvaccinated dogs due to cost alone. A cost not balanced by the extremely rare risk
of a non responder happening. Unvaccinated dogs also equals unlicensed dogs.

If you even consider this bill, I'd discard all of section I proposed changes in their
entirety and leave that section of current law alone.

To be honest, the only changes I support to section I would be to change the age of
puppy first Rabies vaccine to 4 months due to the large number of adverse events
associated with this vaccine given to 3 month old puppies, but that's a subject for
another bill I suppose.





Section II changes regarding the exemption are not horrible, I'd honestly change
that section to say “Dogs that have received at least two Rabies vaccines” instead of
the one mentioned.

I've owned a dog in my life that could not have rabies vaccines anymore and this
adjusted exemption statute would have been much more welcome.

Here are some links for you
The Rabies compendium dictates how states manage their Rabies control

programs. Titers (serology) are mentioned in Part 1 A section 11
http://www.nasphv.org/Documents/NASPHVRabiesCompendium.pdf

The Rabies Challenge fund did just publish a peer reviewed paper on duration of
immunity of Rabies vaccines but the compendium has not been changed at this
time.

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7088826/

American Animal Hospital Association Rabies guidelines
They set policy recommendations for veterinarians

https://www.aaha.org/aaha-guidelines/vaccination-canine-configuration/rabies-
vaccination/

Thank you

Diane Richardson
Springfield, NH
603-558-9042
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House Bill 387

February 17, 2021


Environment and Agriculture Committee


Representative Tom Buco


Thank you Mr. Chairman:


For the record my name is Tom Buco and I am a representative from Carroll County District 2.


I appear today to introduce HB 387 which I sponsored at the request of a constituent. 


I recognized that my constituent had done a tremendous amount of research and had even written out the language for the proposed bill and therefore I felt obligated to sponsor the bill for her.


I explained to her that I know nothing about this issue and would not be able to testify in support of the bill or to answer any questions about the issue.

Therefore I request that you call on MaryAnne O’Mara to explain the intent of the bill and to answer any questions you may have.


Thank you.
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Attached is acopy of my testimony for HB 387.

MaryAnne O'Mara
kkendasue@gmail.com
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HB 387

Relative to rabies vaccinations in dogs

2-17-2021



Convulsive seizures, reverse sneezing, aggression, fear of bright things, violent itching, inflammation of the heart muscle and chronic digestive issues.  



These are just a few of the known reactions in dogs to the rabies vaccine.  The ones I have personal experience with.  



With time, finances and the right veterinary support, some of these dog's lives can improve giving them a chance at a somewhat normal life.  Until their next vaccination.



In NH we are fortunate to have the option to obtain an exemption for these dogs.  However, this exemption comes with a price.  As the law reads today, canine sports, daycare, grooming, obedience classes and boarding kennels are all out of the question for these dogs as they “shall be maintained in strict rabies isolation”; muzzled, on a leash and under direct physical control of an adult owner at all times when outside.



As I did my research on how this could be changed I was surprised at what I found.



The current compendium states “Within 28 days after initial vaccination, a peak rabies virus antibody titer is expected, and the animal can be considered immunized.”  In all the years that I have owned dogs, I don't ever recall this being suggested to me.  This tells me that, when done,  a titer is accepted as proof of response.  It also leads me to believe that there could be any number of dogs who are non-responders.  As rabies is transmitted through saliva, I would be more concerned about those dogs being out and about in public.  My goal in taking on this project was to remove the rabies isolation stipulation for vaccinated dogs with medical exemptions.  It was not my intent, nor is it my responsibility to put owners of non-responders in that same, difficult position.  I respectfully request that lines 7 through 16 be modified to reflect that and would welcome the opportunity to provide input.  



The compendium also states under Post Exposure Management “ Dogs and cats that are overdue for a booster vaccination and that have appropriate documentation of having received a USDA-licensed rabies vaccine at least once previously should immediately receive veterinary medical care for assessment, wound cleansing and booster vaccination.  The animal should be kept under the owner's control and observed for 45 days.”  Again, we are fortunate as the State of NH does not require immediate euthanasia for these dogs.



If a dog is considered immunized after an initial vaccination; 

If non-responders are not identified;

If dogs with an out of date vaccination are not required to be kept in rabies isolation; 



Why is this imposed on dogs with medical exemptions who must have had at least one rabies vaccination to have had a reaction.



Should I have an emergency that would require boarding my dogs, they would need to have a rabies booster.  One has congestive heart failure, the other chronic digestive issues and violent itching.  Both have documented reactions to previous rabies boosters.  Both have titer levels well above the minimal requirement.  It is my job to keep my dogs safe from harm.  I am trying to do that by changing this law.





MaryAnne O'Mara

kkendasue@gmail.com
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Dear HEA Committee:

| am opposed to NH HB 387 as written. The second visit to avet is unnecessary and puts undue
financial strain on pet owners who at this time are already struggling with finances and job losses
(as are other NH citizens) dueto the Covid restrictions currently in placein NH. In atime where
many people need more emotiona support than ordinary this bill seeksto legalize removal of pets
from the homes and indefinite quarantine of the pet which more than likely is providing emotional
support to their owners. This bill particularly targets seniors who are already on atight budget.
Thank you for your time and effort.

Sincerely,

Kathe Molloy

148 Elm Street

Claremont, NH 03743
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Importance: Normal

Dear Chairman Pearl and all Committee Members

Please ITL HB 387, | do not believe this is needed in NH. This bill will carry an unnecessary heavy
burden on the citizens of NH, and be very costly. It will also over burden the the local town clerks
who would have to keep track all of this. Who would have the time and energy to police this. As
nonresponders would be required to be on a leach with a muzzle on in the full control of their
owners when outside. Post being vaccinated at 30 days the pet would need to be checked by a
vet to ascertain immunity. Have we had issues with animals not becoming immune after being
vaccinated?

Thank You for your time Please ITL HB 387 as this bill would create a great deal of hardship on
the citizens of NH including many elderly who live on a fixed income.

Philip C. Reynolds Jr

377 Calef Hill Rd. Sanbornton, NH 03269 Tel 603-455-5163
Sent from TouchMail for Windows 10



mailto:pemiriverbeagles@hotmail.com
mailto:HouseEnvironmentandAgricultureCommittee@leg.state.nh.us

Archived: Wednesday, July 21, 2021 10:30:14 AM
From: Crawford, Stephen

Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2021 8:37:38 AM
To: ~House Environment and Agriculture Committee
Cc: Jasper, Shawn; Harvey, Nathan

Subject: HB 387

Importance: Normal

Attachments:

rabvax testimony 2.19.pdff

Dear Environment & Agriculture Committee —

| have a Board of Veterinary Medicine meeting today and apologize that | will not be able to attend your
hearings, but the department has several concerns about HB 387, relative to rabies vaccinations for dogs.

There are several scientifically inaccurate statements included in the proposed text that would materially and
substantially diminish the public health protections gained by mandatory rabies vaccination. It is necessary to
note that rabies is the only vaccine required of animals in New Hampshire, and it is required solely to protect
public health. Protection of the individual animal is a happy side effect.

The department has been told that the bill’s intent is to “identify non-responders” since it is incorrect to say
that a titer will confirm immunity. Unfortunately, HB 387 states in three places that a titer indicates
protection (lines 8, 16, and 28).

The department has also been informed that a goal is to “eliminate the rabies isolation mandate for dogs with
a medical waiver”. The basis for this desire is that “It stands to reason that if an owner is asking for a medical
exemption, it would be due to a reaction from a previous vaccination”. While most animals receiving
exemptions may have previously received vaccines, a prior vaccine is neither a prerequisite for exemption nor
is it documented on the exemption request forms. The presumption that prior reactions are the primary
reason for exemption is inaccurate. The vast majority of the exception requests the department sees are for
substantial current medical conditions — autoimmune disease, cancer treatments, etc. Prior vaccine reactions
are a very small portion. In fact, the Rabies Compendium, the gold standard for rabies vaccination protocols,
comments at length regarding “Adverse events”. The overarching takeaways are that severe vaccine reactions
are “extremely rare” and “can be medically managed”. The Compendium subsequently cautions against any
delay or exception because, “Animals not currently vaccinated that experience a rabies exposure are at
greater risk for infection and death and also put their owners and the community at risk.”

This same issue has come up a handful of times in the past decade, but unfortunately, the science has still not
proven the value of rabies titers in dogs or cats. | have attached the department’s testimony from the last
time a bill attempted to codify the use of rabies titers for dogs. Since that time, the Rabies Challenge Fund
(RCF) has completed and published its study (April 2020). The brief summary is that titers are not adequate
proof of protection. Notably, a low or absent titer is not considered to mean a lack of vaccine response or
protection, either. This fact would mean that mandatory use of an antibody test - a titer - to document
reaction to a vaccine as proposed in HB 387, lines 7-14 would add cost for every dog owner with no provable
benefit to either public health or to the individual animal.
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D
Department of Agriculture,
Markets & Food Shawn N. Jasper, Commissioner
o February 19, 2019

Honorable Amanda Gourgue

Environment and Agriculture Committee, Chair
Room 303, Legislative Office Building
Concord, NH 03301

Dear Madam Chair and Honorable Committee Members:

The New Hampshire Department of Agriculture, Markets & Food (department) is opposed to
House Bill (HB) 331 relative to the duties of a veterinarian and HB 426 establishing a
committee to study allowing town clerks to accept proof of certain exemptions from the rabies
vaccine for the purpose of registering dogs. '

As noted in a January 31, 2019 email to a committee member in response to questions about HB
426, the department believes consideration of either of these bills is premature.

The Rabies Challenge Fund (RCF) appears to be a commonly referenced source of material in
support of titers, reduced vaccine doses, and other modifications to existing rabies laws. RCF
posted a position statement just last week — February 15, 2019 — that addresses much of what you
will likely consider in your deliberations of House Bills 331 and 426.

You can read the full position statement at hitps://www.rabieschallen gefund.org/. These excerpts
directly contradict the contents of HB 331...

-“Until adequate data exists supporting a specific antibody threshold at which animals
are demonstrated to be immune to rabies challenge, we believe it is premature for state rabies
laws/regulations to allow for titers in lieu of vaccination.”

-“The Rabies Challenge Fund does not support the practice of administering reduced
rabies vaccine doses. There are no published, peer-reviewed data meeting 9 CFR 113.209 which
confirm immunity to rabies in animals vaccinated with reduced dosages.”

The RCF position statement also mentions support for several other things that we have done
here for years...

-“The Rabies Challenge Fund further contends that all states should have medical
exemption clauses in their rabies laws/regulations allowing veterinarians to write waivers of
rabies vaccinations for animals they have determined within the framework of a current client-
patient relationship to be too ill or had a documented prior serious adverse reaction to the rabies
vaccine.”

*RSA 436:100, II, allows medical exemptions from rabies vaccination. This was
passed as HB 148 in 2009 at the request of the department.

-Not issuing vaccine certificates that are less than label duration.
*Since at least 2005, the department’s practice has been that once the first rabies
vaccine has been administered (and can be verified by documentation), a vaccine with a 3 year

label should equate to a 3 year certificate, even if a the subsequent vaccine is administered after
Division of Animal Industry 25 Capitol Street PO Box 2042 Concord. NH 03302-2042
www .agriculture.nh.gov/divisions (603) 271-2404 - Fax: (603) 271-1109
- TDD Access: Relay NH 1-800-735-2964





the expiration of the previous vaccine. This is consistent with the Rabies Compendium, “If a
previously vaccinated animal is overdue for any booster vaccination, including the first booster
vaccination due 1 year after initial vaccination, it should be given a booster vaccination.
Immediately after this booster vaccination, the animal is considered currently vaccinated and
should be placed on a booster vaccination schedule consistent with the label of the vaccine used.
There are no laboratory or epidemiological data to support the annual or biennial administration
of 3-year vaccines after completion of the initial vaccine series (1e, the initial vaccination and 1-
year booster vaccination).”

The state does not regulate animal health for the sake of individual animal health rather for the
protection of public health. Rabies vaccination is the only vaccine required of non-human
animals in New Hampshire because of its public health benefits. The individual animal’s
protection against rabies is a happy side effect.

When refereed science shows that longer vaccine label durations are appropriate or that
incorporating specific titer levels into vaccine management is beneficial, the state should
certainly have that conversation. Until that time, any discussions about lowering public health
protections are premature.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Respectfully,

.‘/W S

Stephen K. Crawford, DVM
New Hampshire State Veterinarian

CC:  Shawn N. Jasper, Commissioner





2/15/19 Position Statement of The Rabies Challenge Fund

Permission Granted to Share/Post

Ever since its founding in 2006, The Rabies Challenge Fund's cornerstone position has been that rabies
laws/regulations should be based upon scientific data — specifically data meeting the Code of Federal
Regulations (9 CFR 113.209) standard for rabies vaccine licensing.

In order to protect animal and public health, we assert that animals should only be vaccinated against
rabies as often as necessary to confer/maintain immunity and to avoid any unnecessary risk of vaccinal

adverse reactions. It is also The Rabies Challenge Fund’s position that antibody testing by a federal or
state approved lab is an important measure to assure protection against rabies. Until adequate data
exists supporting a specific antibody threshold at which animals are demonstrated to be immune to
rabies challenge, we believe it is premature for state rabies laws/regulations to allow for titers in lieu
of vaccination.

The Rabies Challenge Fund further contends that all states should have medical exemption clauses in

their rabies laws/regulations allowing veterinarians to write waivers of rabies vaccinations for animals
they have determined within the framework of a current client-patient relationship to be too ill or
had a documented prior serious adverse reaction to the rabies vaccine.

The current standard of care according to state laws/regulations and The National Association of State
Public Health Veterinarians’ Rabies Compendium dictates that full doses of rabies vaccine are
administered to an animal per the manufacturer’s labeled instructions. The Rabies Challenge Fund does
not support the practice of administering reduced rabies vaccine doses. There are no published, peer-
reviewed data meeting 9 CFR 113.209 which confirm immunity to rabies in animals vaccinated with

reduced dosages.

Adhering to our principle tenet that rabies laws/regulations should be based upon the same scientific
standard that rabies vaccine manufacturers are held to, we will continue to support or promote
legislation protecting animals from redundant/medically unsound rabies vaccination. We will actively
oppose rabies legislation which does not meet the same standard.

The Rabies Challenge Fund has actively engaged in legislation to protect animals from being
overvaccinated against rabies. Our efforts have resulted in substantial changes to rabies laws, and while
some local municipalities continue to require annual and biennial boosters, all 50 states now recognize
and allow animals to be immunized with a 3 year vaccine.

Arguing that state rabies laws/local ordinances should be based upon science, The Rabies Challenge
Fund’s legislative action helped to change annual and biennial booster mandates to the 3 year national
standard in Bell County, Texas; Cheyenne, Wyoming; Wichita, Kansas; Killeen, Texas; New Orleans,
Louisiana; and the states of Alabama, Arkansas, Maine, Rhode Island, and West Virginia.





In addition, efforts by The Rabies Challenge Fund led to passage of legislation inserting medical
exemption clauses into rabies laws/regulations in the states of Alabama, California, Maine,
Pennsylvania, Virginia, and Wisconsin.

The Rabies Challenge Fund has actively promoted medical exemption legislation which failed to pass in
the states of Missouri, New Mexico, Georgia, and lowa.

We vigorously opposed bills in the states of California, Maine, and Michigan lowering the age at which
puppies are required to be vaccinated against rabies.

In 2012, The Rabies Challenge Fund successfully advocated for passage of legislation in Delaware which
prevented veterinarians from issuing 1 or 2 year rabies certificates when a 3 year vaccine is

administered.

We actively worked to ensure that Minnesota veterinarians administering a 3 year rabies vaccine be

required to issue a 3 year certificate. This resulted in the state issuing a Rabies Vaccination Guidance
Document: https://mn.gov/boards/assets/RabiesVaccinationGuidanceDocument_tcm21-
26916.pdf?fbclid=IwAR2tohhlsL9Sn9VYekvt8wkOI3ZdIgtCs-v6smEIH3ydE-enTZobs9ZsGIM .

In summary, The Rabies Challenge Fund has made significant advances in the effort to decrease risk of
adverse reactions to rabies vaccination for pets across a large portion of the United States. We will
continue to work for legislative changes that can be solidly supported by scientific findings, and actively
oppose such proposals not supported by currently available science.

The Rabies Challenge Fund Charitable Trust will determine the duration of immunity conveyed by rabies
vaccines. The goal is to extend the required interval for rabies boosters to 5 and then to 7 years. This
project depends primarily upon grassroots gifts for funding the costs of conducting the requisite vaccine

trials. Qur contributions to date have come mostly from kennel clubs and private individuals.






Further, the level of protection conferred by cell-mediated immunity (not measured by antibody tests) versus
humoral immunity (titers) is still unclear, so the use of titers as a regulatory tool has little to no value at this
point. Unfortunately, the RCF study used live rabies vaccine to challenge vaccinated dogs with known titers.
Many fell ill from the infection. At this point, there is simply no way to know which dogs are protected and
which are not post-vaccine.

It is also important to note that there is no validated protective titer for non-human animals that has been
established. From a review of the RCF research by Dogs Naturally magazine, “The purpose of this immune
response testing was to establish a rabies antibody titer standard for protection against the disease. This
standard doesn’t currently exist...although there is a standard for humans, under the CDC’s Advisory
Committee on Immunization Practices (ACIP).”

NASPHV’s Rabies Compendium makes this statement regarding titers, “Titers do not directly correlate with
protection because other immunologic factors also play a role in preventing rabies and our abilities to
measure and interpret those other factors are not well-developed. Therefore, evidence of circulating rabies
virus antibodies in animals should not be used as a substitute for current vaccination in managing rabies
exposures or determining the need for booster vaccination.”

New Hampshire is one of a minority of states that actually allows for vaccine exemptions (19 at last count), at
all. We were early adopters (2009), and part of that discussion was the need to have some restrictions in
place for animals that had been exempted since they are not legally vaccinated nor is there any way to prove
protection. It has been inferred that various, undiagnosed health and behavior problems in pets are related to
vaccination, “Too often the health and behavior problems that are inherited or occur after a previous
vaccination are treated as due to unknown cause, lack of training and/or completely ignored.” The
department is not aware of any refereed research to support that assertion.

In summary, at this point the department opposes the use of titers, because the most current science simply
does not support it as a regulatory tool. Even the RCF in its 2020 research paper concludes, “... the current
study was not able to prove a protective rabies titer standard...” when this study was designed to do just that.

As before, the department is absolutely willing to have conversations about using titers as regulatory tools
when refereed science demonstrates the value, but until that time any efforts to include them in the
regulatory framework are premature.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Steve Crawford
Stephen K. Crawford, DVM
New Hampshire State Veterinarian
25 Capitol Street

Concord, NH 03301
603-271-2404
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To: ~House Environment and Agriculture Committee
Subject: FW: Comments on HB387 and HB322
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Attachments:

New Hampshire HB387 and HB322.pdflIF

Environment and Agriculture Committee,

Please accept the attached comments on HB387 and HB322 in advance of tomorrow’s hearing. Please let
us know if you have any questions. Thank you very much.

Scott Young
Director, Legislative and Regulatory Affairs
Animal Policy Group (APG)



mailto:scott@animalpolicygroup.com
mailto:HouseEnvironmentandAgricultureCommittee@leg.state.nh.us

GROUP

House Environment and Agriculture Committee
New Hampshire House of Representatives

107 North Main Street

Concord, New Hampshire 03301

Dear Committee Members,

We represent Banfield Pet Hospitals and Veterinary Clinics of America (VCA), with about a dozen clinics
throughout New Hampshire, as well as Zoetis and others in the animal health profession. We thank the
committee for the opportunity to comment on HB387 and HB322.

Regarding HB387, while we appreciate the focus on controlling rabies, we feel the requirement that
every owner have a rabies antibody test on their dog 30 days post initial vaccination is an unnecessary
cost for owners.

Rabies vaccinations have proven to be effective for decades. No state in the country requires antibody
tests to be performed post vaccination. They are expensive for a lot of owners, and again, just
unnecessary. In general, we encourage pet ownership and do not want to see undue burdens that could
result in current owners abandoning their pets or prevent prospective owners from adopting new pets.
As such, we are opposed to HB387.

We have less of a concern about HB322, but it would increase the costs on clinics and photos are not a
reliable way to identify animals. From a personal perspective, | have two black Labradors. No one other
than me could tell them apart in a photo and even | would need a good photo. The inclusion of a photo
is going to have little benefit and the costs on the clinic include color printers, toner, a camera or
smartphone (or asking staff to use personal smartphones), along with the additional time to take
photos, upload them, and incorporate them into vaccination certificates. To use a common adage, the
juice is not worth the squeeze.

Microchipping is the best way to identify our pets and help them get back to their families. While we
don’t want to recommend additional costs on the pet community, we do encourage microchipping and
would note that a lot of states are considering requiring microchipping, in general, or at least for
animals adopted out of rescues and shelters. Pet owners would be better off spending money on
microchipping than antibody tests and then we would have a reliable way to identify our pets, which
may end up helping them be reunited with their family, to which | can personally attest to, as well.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on these two bills. Please don’t hesitate to contact us
if there are any questions. We appreciate the committee’s time and effort and stay safe.

Respectfully,

v
.//,\

tt Young

https://animalpolicygroup.org/





Director, Legislative and Regulatory Affairs
(202) 744-5190

scott@animalpolicygroup.com

Animal Policy Group https://animalpolicygroup.org/
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From: NEH

Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2021 1:06:15 AM

To: ~House Environment and Agriculture Committee
Subject: opposition to HB387

Importance: Normal

Mr Chairman and M ember s of the House Environment and Agriculture Committee,
| am writing today in opposition to HB387 - relative to rabies vaccinations for dogs

Aswritten this bill would require every dog vaccinated for rabiesto betiter tested for
immune response 30 days after being given the vaccine. The other two speciesthat are
required to be vaccinated do not have any such criteria.

Requiring such a costly test for every vaccinated dog islikely to reduce compliance with
rabies vaccination.

http://www.r abiesawar e.or g/titer -test.php statesthat

Fluorescent Antibody Virus Neutralization (FAVN)
Cost: $88 per sample. ($155 for expedited “ Stat” service) + Shipping
(Prices are subject to change)

Bear in mind thisisthelab cost not what a veterinarian would have to charge for
appointment time, blood draw, test tubes, shipping etc.

From the CDC

https://www.cdc.gov/r abies/specific groups/veterinarians/vaccination.htmi

“Serologic titers

Titers do not directly correlate with protection because other immunologic factors also play arole
in preventing rabies, and the ability to measure and interpret those other factors are not well
developed. Therefore, evidence of circulating rabies virus antibodies should not be used as a
substitute for current vaccination in managing rabies exposures or determining the need for
booster vaccinationsin animals.”

| personally see no need to titer to check for rabiesimmunity unlessthere has been known
exposure and thereisno history of vaccination or the vaccination is out of date.

If theintent in thisbill isto only titer those dogs that are being exempted from being
vaccinated for rabiesthen the language needsto be amended.

Thisisa costly and unneeded procedurethat putsan undue financial burden on dog owners
with no evidencethereiseven an issuerequiring it. Thisislikely to reduce rabies compliance
which isfar riskier than finding the miniscule few dogs (and only the dogs) for which the
vaccine may not have worked.

| hopeyou voteto ITL thisbill aswritten.
Sincerely,

Nancy Holmes

New Boston, NH
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From: Philip Reynolds

Sent: Friday, January 22, 2021 7:24:34 PM

To: ~House Environment and Agriculture Committee
Subject: HB387

Importance: Normal

Dear Chairman Pearl and all Committee Members

Please ITL HB 387, | do not believe this is needed in NH. This bill will carry an unnecessary heavy
burden on the citizens of NH, and be very costly. It will also over burden the the local town clerks
who would have to keep track all of this. Who would have the time and energy to police this. As
nonresponders would be required to be on a leach with a muzzle on in the full control of their
owners when outside. Post being vaccinated at 30 days the pet would need to be checked by a
vet to ascertain immunity. Have we had issues with animals not becoming immune after being
vaccinated?

Thank You for your time Please ITL HB 387 as this bill would create a great deal of hardship on
the citizens of NH including many elderly who live on a fixed income.

Philip C. Reynolds Jr

377 Calef Hill Rd. Sanbornton, NH 03269 Tel 603-455-5163
Sent from TouchMail for Windows 10
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Archived: Wednesday, July 21, 2021 10:30:14 AM
From: Alex

Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2021 8:19:03 PM

To: ~House Environment and Agriculture Committee
Subject: HB387 Opposition

Importance: Normal

To the House Environmental and Agriculture Committee,

I'm writing as a member of the public in opposition of HB387, which would require dog owners to
have a rabies test done on their dog, 30 days after getting a rabies vaccine.

We've come this far with out needing to do this and the human race has somehow been able to
survive. We don't need or want you to legislate every single aspect of our lives.

I commend the good intentions of this, but the bill is excessive and unnecessary. Oppose HB387.

AlexandraMennella
Hooksett
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House Bill 387
February 17, 2021
Environment and Agriculture Committee

Representative Tom Buco

Thank you Mr. Chairman:

For the record my nameis Tom Buco and | am arepresentative from Carroll County
District 2.

| appear today to introduce HB 387 which | sponsored at the request of a constituent.

| recognized that my constituent had done a tremendous amount of research and had even
written out the language for the proposed bill and therefore | felt obligated to sponsor the
bill for her.

| explained to her that | know nothing about this issue and would not be able to testify in
support of the bill or to answer any questions about the issue.

Therefore | request that you call on MaryAnne O’ Marato explain the intent of the bill
and to answer any questions you may have.

Thank you.



GROUP

House Environment and Agriculture Committee
New Hampshire House of Representatives

107 North Main Street

Concord, New Hampshire 03301

Dear Committee Members,

We represent Banfield Pet Hospitals and Veterinary Clinics of America (VCA), with about a dozen clinics
throughout New Hampshire, as well as Zoetis and others in the animal health profession. We thank the
committee for the opportunity to comment on HB387 and HB322.

Regarding HB387, while we appreciate the focus on controlling rabies, we feel the requirement that
every owner have a rabies antibody test on their dog 30 days post initial vaccination is an unnecessary
cost for owners.

Rabies vaccinations have proven to be effective for decades. No state in the country requires antibody
tests to be performed post vaccination. They are expensive for a lot of owners, and again, just
unnecessary. In general, we encourage pet ownership and do not want to see undue burdens that could
result in current owners abandoning their pets or prevent prospective owners from adopting new pets.
As such, we are opposed to HB387.

We have less of a concern about HB322, but it would increase the costs on clinics and photos are not a
reliable way to identify animals. From a personal perspective, | have two black Labradors. No one other
than me could tell them apart in a photo and even | would need a good photo. The inclusion of a photo
is going to have little benefit and the costs on the clinic include color printers, toner, a camera or
smartphone (or asking staff to use personal smartphones), along with the additional time to take
photos, upload them, and incorporate them into vaccination certificates. To use a common adage, the
juice is not worth the squeeze.

Microchipping is the best way to identify our pets and help them get back to their families. While we
don’t want to recommend additional costs on the pet community, we do encourage microchipping and
would note that a lot of states are considering requiring microchipping, in general, or at least for
animals adopted out of rescues and shelters. Pet owners would be better off spending money on
microchipping than antibody tests and then we would have a reliable way to identify our pets, which
may end up helping them be reunited with their family, to which | can personally attest to, as well.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on these two bills. Please don’t hesitate to contact us
if there are any questions. We appreciate the committee’s time and effort and stay safe.

Respectfully,

v
.//,\

tt Young

https://animalpolicygroup.org/



Director, Legislative and Regulatory Affairs
(202) 744-5190

scott@animalpolicygroup.com

Animal Policy Group https://animalpolicygroup.org/
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HB 387 - ASINTRODUCED

2021 SESSION

21-0411
08/05
HOUSE BILL 387
AN ACT relative to rabies vaccinations for dogs.
SPONSORS: Rep. Buco, Carr. 2

COMMITTEE: Environment and Agriculture

ANALYSIS
This bill makes provisions for dogs that do not adequately react to a rabies vaccine.

Explanation: Matter added to current law appears in bold italics.

Matter removed from current law appears [in-brackets-and-struckthrough:|

Matter which is either (a) all new or (b) repealed and reenacted appears in regular type.
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HB 387 - ASINTRODUCED
21-0411
08/05

STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
In the Year of Our Lord Two Thousand Twenty One

AN ACT relative to rabies vaccinations for dogs.

Be it Enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Court convened:

1 Rabies Vaccination Required; Exemption. Amend RSA 436:100 to read as follows:
436:100 Rabies Vaccination Required; Exemption.

I. Except as provided in paragraph II, every healthy dog, cat, and ferret 3 months of age
and older shall be vaccinated against rabies. Young dogs, cats, and ferrets shall be vaccinated
within 30 days after they have reached 3 months of age. Unvaccinated dogs, cats, and ferrets
acquired or moved into the state shall be vaccinated within 30 days after purchase or arrival, unless
under 3 months of age, as specified above. A rabies antibody test is to be done 30 days post
initial vaccination for dogs to confirm immunity. Results of the test are to be discussed
with a licensed veterinarian who will determine what action is to be taken to ensure
immunity and public safety. Any dog whose lack of response to the vaccine shall be
considered a non-responder and shall be maintained in strict rabies isolation, under
conditions that are at the discretion of the local rabies control authority. Non-responders
shall not be allowed outdoors without being on a leash and shall be under the direct
physical control of an adult owner at all times. In addition, when the animal is outdoors,
it shall be muzzled in a manner approved by the local rabies control authority. These
restrictions shall be in effect until proof of adequate protection can be documented. Every
dog, cat, and ferret shall be revaccinated between 9 and 12 months after the initial vaccination and
subsequently receive booster vaccines as outlined in the most current National Association of State
Public Health Veterinarians' Compendium of Animal Rabies Prevention and Control. In rabies
infected areas, dogs, cats, and ferrets recently vaccinated shall be kept under control, with dogs
under leash control, for at least 30 days [before-being-allowedtorunfree].

II. A rabies immunization exemption may be issued, where illness or a veterinary medical
condition warrants, by the local rabies control authority upon the written recommendation of a
veterinarian licensed under RSA 332-B. The recommendation shall also be signed by an American
College of Veterinary Internal Medicine diplomate and the state veterinarian. The exemption
shall be valid for no more than one year from the date of the last signature on the written
recommendation for exemption. Dogs that have had at least one rabies vaccine and where
protection can be confirmed by titer at the time of exemption, shall not be subject to being
maintained in rabies isolation. A dog with a current exemption thought to have been

exposed to a confirmed or suspected rabid animal, shall be considered as having an out-of-
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HB 387 - AS INTRODUCED
- Page 2 -

date vaccination status. Post exposure management and quarantine shall be carried out
in accordance with the information listed in the most current National Association of

State Public Health Veterinarians' Compendium of Animal Rabies Prevention and Control.

2 Effective Date. This act shall take effect January 1, 2022.
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