HB446 (Ensler) SB361(Gudger)
Rigid, one-size-fits-all standards don’t reflect rural realities.
The bill imposes highly specific requirements for tethering, shelter, and enclosures that fail to account for the practical, day-to-day conditions of farm and rural life, where responsible animal care often looks different than urban settings. 
Creates subjective enforcement with unclear definitions.
Key terms like “adequate food,” “adequate shelter,” and “reasonable time” are not clearly defined, leaving interpretation up to individual officers and creating a high risk of inconsistent, arbitrary enforcement across counties. 
Expands government intrusion onto private property.
The legislation grants broad authority to animal control officers, including non-law enforcement personnel, to inspect property and remove animals before a court determination, raising serious concerns about property rights and due process. 
Criminalizes common, responsible animal care practices.
Practices widely accepted in agricultural settings, such as certain tethering methods, feeding schedules recommended by veterinarians, or use of barns for shelter could result in misdemeanor charges, fines, or animal seizure. 
Imposes significant financial burdens on farmers and rural residents.
Compliance with detailed enclosure, fencing, and shelter requirements could require costly upgrades for farmers.
Establishes a dangerous precedent for animal agriculture.
The language of these bills is identical to that used in other states to restrict poultry and livestock farming. Animal welfare advocates are clear about their contempt for agricultural practices. This bill lays a foundation for expansion of regulation to include farm animals.  

