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March 9, 2016 
 
 
Dear Mayor Garcia, 
 
 We are concerned about inaccurate statements made by Daniel Brezenoff, of your office, regarding the 
LBACS live release rate and other publicly-available facts about LBACS.  
 
 Long Beach residents have forwarded us e-mails containing several factually incorrect statements about 
the live release/euthanasia rate at the LBACS animal shelter.  We would like you to comment on them, as it is 
unlikely that you would support the intentional spread of misinformation on a matter of such great importance to 
many of the people who voted for you in the last election. 
 
 We are including snapshots of the e-mails, as well as sources that show Mr. Brezenoff’s statements to be 
inaccurate.  If you have written documentation refuting these sources, we ask that you send it to us.  Our 
concerns are with the following: 
 
1.     The inaccurate statement in a Feb. 9 e-mail from Daniel Brezenoff to a constituent saying that Long Beach 
has an 80% live release rate (see Figure 1). 
 
Slides from LBACS January 2016 Open House indicate that LBACS has a live release rate of only 64% (see 
Figure 2). We are, in fact, surprised by that figure because the number of euthanasias and live intakes stated in 
kennel statistics reports obtained from the City and in LBACS Open House slides yields a 32% euthanasia rate 
(i.e., a 68% live release rate (see Figure 3)).  In any case, LBACS' live release rate is certainly not 80%.  It is 
68%, notwithstanding the erroneous figure of 64% given in the City's own documents.  Thus, Mr. Brezenoff's 
citing of an 80% live release rate clearly misrepresents the actual release rate. 
 
2.     The inaccurate statement in a Feb. 9 e-mail from Daniel Brezenoff that SpcaLA does not have the right of 
first refusal for animals at LBACS (see Figure 4). 
 
The LBACS Operations Manual on page 31 states that “On day 6 at the Shelter, due to our unique partnership 
with the spcaLA, animals are evaluated by both ACS and the spcaLA to determine if animals are suitable for 
adoption.  The spcaLA has the first opportunity at making a selection of animals they desire and deem 
adoptable. Selected animals will be transferred to the SpcaLA where they will continue their plan of 
rehabilitation, and wait for adoption” (see Figure 5). 
 
We have also received citizen reports that they have been told by LBACS staff that SpcaLA has right of first 
refusal.  We have, further, been apprised of reports on a well-known online review site stating that LBACS staff 
have told shelter visitors that SpcaLA has right of first refusal for animals at LBACS.  If there is documentation 
to refute that this is actual practice, we would be happy to receive it.   
 
3.     The inaccurate statement in a Feb. 9 e-mail from Daniel Brezenoff stating that when the number of animals 
transferred to SpcaLA is added to the number of adoptions LBACS has done, the “differences compared to 
Sacramento essentially disappear” (see Figure 6). 
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The LBACS Kennel Statistics Report for 2015 shows that LBACS adopted out 471 dogs, cats, kittens and 
puppies in 2015.  An additional 2054 dogs, cats, kittens and puppies were transferred to SpcaLA (see Figure 7).  
When those figures are added, the number of animals supposedly “adopted” is 2525, which is far fewer than the 
4462 animals adopted out by Sacramento last year (see Figure 8).  Clearly, Mr. Brezenoff’s statement is not 
accurate and in making this statement under your authority, your office is misleading the public. 
 
Please note, however, that transfers to SpcaLA do not constitute adoptions, as SpcaLA is not a no kill facility and 
there is no evidence that the animals were adopted. So in addition to not being true, this statement is not accurate 
because it does not compare two like entities – adoptions done by one city facility compared to adoptions done 
by another city facility. 
 
4.     The inaccurate statement in a Feb. 9th e-mail by Daniel Brezenoff that the Austin Animal Center turns away 
animals (see Figure 9). 
 
Austin Animal Center’s website states “Austin Animal Center runs the largest no-kill animal shelter in the 
United States, providing shelter to more than 18,000 animals each year and animal protection services to all of 
Austin and Travis County. The Austin Animal Center is an open-intake facility where lost and surrendered 
animals from all of Travis County in need of shelter are accepted regardless of age, health, species or breed.”  
Source: https://www.austintexas.gov/department/animal-services (see Figure 10).  We have also confirmed this 
via telephone conversation with Austin Animal Center.  Austin does not turn away animals, and Mr. Brezenoff’s 
statement that they do is clearly inaccurate. 
 
Indeed, a large number of shelters with high adoption rates are open-admission, including Austin, Sacramento, 
Petaluma, CA and Kansas City, MO.  While some shelters that call themselves no kill limit their admissions, the 
limited admission practice is not a defining characteristic of No Kill shelters, and to imply that it is misleads the 
public. 
 
Our main issue with the statements that Mr. Brezenoff has made is that they prevent the public from receiving 
factual information about the status and treatment of animals at the LBACS shelter.  Lifesaving can only be 
sustainably achieved when city shelters are transparent and actively seek out the assistance of the animal-loving 
public.  Misinforming the public, as these e-mails do, is a betrayal of the public trust and casts serious doubts as 
to the integrity of your office. 
 
If you have information that grounds Mr. Brezenoff's statements in fact, we would ask that you send us this 
information and relevant documentation substantiating it.  If such information does not exist, we would ask that 
you send a letter acknowledging this and further ask that your staff fact check its statements before sending them 
out to the public.  In any case, we would appreciate a timely response from your office regarding these concerns. 
 
Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. 
 
Best regards, 
 

 
 
Patricia Turner, Ph.D. 
Stayin' Alive Long Beach 
 
CC:  Mark Taylor 
 Sharon Weissman 
 Daniel Brezenoff 
 Tim Patton 

https://www.austintexas.gov/department/animal-services
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Figure 1    

 
Inaccurate statement in a Feb. 9 e-mail from Daniel Brezenoff to a constituent saying that Long Beach has 
an 80% live release rate.  Long Beach has a 68% live release rate. 
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Figure 2    

 
Slides from LBACS January 2016 Open House indicating that LBACS has a live release rate of only 64%. 
This appears to be an error on LBACS' part. 
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Figure 3 

 
Figures provided on LBACS Open House slides, which, when calculated, yield a 68% live release rate. 
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Figure 4 

 
Inaccurate statement in a Feb. 9 e-mail from Daniel Brezenoff saying that SpcaLA does not have the right 
of first refusal for animals at LBACS.  According to the LBACS Operations Manual and citizens' reports, 
LBACS gives SpcaLA right of first refusal on LBACS animals. 
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Figure 5 

 
LBACS Operations Manual (page 31) stating that SpcaLA has right of first refusal on animals at the 
LBACS animal shelter. 
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Figure 6 

 
Inaccurate statement in a Feb. 9 e-mail from Daniel Brezenoff saying that when the number of animals 
transferred to SpcaLA is added to the number of adoptions LBACS has done, the “differences compared 
to Sacramento essentially disappear.”  Even when SpcaLA transfers are added to LBACS' adoption 
numbers, the differences are substantial. 
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Figure 7 

 
The LBACS Kennel Statistics Report for 2015 showing that LBACS adopted out 471 dogs, cats, kittens 
and puppies in 2015 and that an additional 2054 dogs, cats, kittens and puppies were transferred to 
SpcaLA.  When those figures are added, the number of animals supposedly adopted is 2525 – substantially 
fewer than the 4462 animals adopted out by Sacramento Animal Care Services in 2015. Please note that 
transfers to SpcaLA are not actually adoptions and that this is not an apt comparison. 
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Figure 8 

 
Sacramento Animal Care Services’ adoption numbers for 2015, obtained from their website: 
http://portal.cityofsacramento.org/General-Services/Animal-Care/About-Us/The%20Numbers 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



11 

 
Figure 9 

 
Inaccurate statement in a Feb. 9th e-mail by Daniel Brezenoff that Austin Animal Center turns away 
animals.  Austin Animal Center is an open-intake shelter and does not turn animals away. 
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Figure 10 

 
Austin Animal Center’s website indicating that it is an open-intake shelter. 
 
 

 
 


