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BLAC SETS JUNE 2012 
BOARD MEETING DATE

The June Board meeting will be held at 
the home of John and Fran Thomson, 501  
Kirkwood Court (Woodridge), El Dorado 
Hills, on June 4, 2012, at 7:00 PM. The invited 
speaker is Kirk Bone of Parker Development.

Bass Lake Action Committee members are 
reminded that there is no meeting scheduled 
in July, as July is always a ‘dark’ month for 
BLAC meetings.

The August 6 meeting will be held at the 
home of Hal and Barbara Erpenbeck, 9045 
Orchid Shade Drive, El Dorado Hills.

All BLAC members are cordially invited to 
attend all meetings. For further information 
regarding our meetings, please contact Vice 
President Kathy Prevost, 530-672-6836. ~

The Trees 

The trees are coming into leaf
Like something almost being said;
The recent buds relax and spread,
Their greenness is a kind of grief.

Is it that they are born again
And we grow old? No, they die too,

Their yearly trick of looking new
Is written down in rings of grain.

Yet still the unresting castles thresh
In fullgrown thickness every May.

Last year is dead, they seem to say,
Begin afresh, afresh, afresh.

— Philip Larkin 

PET GROOMERS COULD 
BE COLLARED BY NEED 
FOR STATE LICENSE

California pet groomers may soon need a 
license to snip or bathe Fido’s coat or trim 
his nails after a Coachella Valley man’s dog 
was maimed at the salon.

Senate Bill 969, or “Lucy’s Law,” in-
troduced by Sen. Juan Vargas, calls for all 
pet groomers to be licensed by the state of 
California, just as barbers and cosmetolo-
gists are.

If passed, groomers would have two years 
to comply. Violators would be charged with 
a misdemeanor, facing fines of $500 to 
$2,000, and/or possible county jail time of 
30 days to a year.

Thousands of pets have been injured at 
the hands of negligent and under- trained 
groomers, according to Vargas, a San Diego 
Democrat who represents a sliver of the 
Coachella Valley. They’ve had severe cuts, 
injuries to toes and eyes, broken bones, and 
some have died, he says.

Among the requirements to be enforced by 
the state Veterinary Medical Board, groom-

ers would have to provide water and clean 
cages in which a pet can move around, and 
make sure pets have vaccinations for parvo, 
rabies and other contagious diseases. Drying 
cages, which can suffocate a pet, are banned.

Groomers agree that pet owners should 
be able to leave their dogs at the groomers 
and trust they will be lovingly cared for, but 
they don’t all agree Lucy’s Law is the best 
answer. One certified groomer with 25 years 
of experience said a state licensing mandate 
isn’t necessary. 

Currently no prior education require-
ments or examination processes exist to be a 
groomer. For the animals’ sake, it is certainly 
vital that groomers be properly trained, not 
just to give haircuts, but also to be well-
versed in health and skin issues, diseases 
and dangers, safety issues, etc.

Pet owners are advised to learn as much 
as possible about their pets’ groomers and 
how they interact with animals before leav-
ing pets with them. Many groomers allow 
owners to stand and watch their dog being 
groomed, according to one groomer. “Any-
one can watch, anytime,” she says.

Critics of the legislation say that one-size-
fits-all regulations imposed by the state may 
be arbitrary (not necessarily an accurate 
measure of groomer competence) and give 
consumers a false sense of security about the 
competency of licensed groomers, causing 
them to be less cautious about whom they do 
business with than they otherwise might be. 
In addition, licensing fees and regulations re-
strict competition by making it more difficult 
for people – even those who would be skilled 
groomers – from entering the business. ~


