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WILLIAM J. SCOTT
ATTORNEY GENERAL
STATE OF ILLINOIS
SPRINGFIELD

July 25, 1977

COUNTIES:
Dog Registration

Honorable Tracy Resch
State's Attorney .

Clark County _
Marshall, Illinois 62441

:Pgaxﬁmr.'aesch-

ek eby precluding owners of

cattle, horses, mules, swine

x from receiving reimbursement for
ed or injured by dogs by reason

t/ there is no money in the county's

frol Fund?

In my opini-« : answer to your question is Yes.

Prior to August 27. 1974. section 6 of the Animal
CQntrol Act (Ill. Rev. Stat. 1973. ch. 8, par. 356) stated:

: 'S 6. Every owner of a dog 4 months OF more
of age shall cause such dog to be registered and
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.shall pay an annual fee for such dog at a place
designated by the Board. The annual registra-
tion fee shall be $4 for each dog, except that .
individual registration fees will not be required
for dogs confined in kennels at all times. The
owner of such confined dogs shall pay a registra-
tion fee of §15 for 20 dogs or less, and §7.50 for
each additional group of 20 or less dogs, based
on the maximum number of dogs in said kennel at
any ohe time. The Board may decrease this fee
.-subject to approval by the Department., Upon
payment of required fee, a registration certifi-

. cate shall be issued. . When an owner faila to
register his dog, the Board of the county in which

. the dog owner resides shall cause the annual
registration fee to be collected from the owner.
and a regxstration certificate issued.

e o
~Pubiic,Actu7éeiiﬁé..offéciive August 27, 1974,
réﬁealéa~tho ahOVe>provision'and added to section 3 of the
Act (Ill.. Rev. Stat, 1975, ch. 8, par. 353) the following
-languages | ’
¥ "The Board is authorized to require tho
registration of dogs and to. impose a registra-
‘tion fee not to exceed $4 for each animal."
. Th1s change. along with other minor changes 1n the wording
i of the Animal control Act imposed by ‘public Act 78-1166,
tmakes very clear the intent of the legislature to abandon
Tmandatory registration and to adopt lnstead ‘a permissive
‘ approaoh. sinca the statute morely authorizes the Board
:~to require registration of dogs. it is apparent that ‘the
-;Board may use its. discretion in dotermining whether it will
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require such registration. *All'registration fees collected
are to bo plaoed in an animal control fund by ‘the county
treasurer.

Section 19 of the Act (111. Rev. Stat. 1975. ch.
8, par. 369) deals with reimbursement of owners of domestic
~ animals killed or injured by dogs. This prov1sion repeatedly
‘réfsrs to‘the animal control fund as the source for such |

‘reimbursement. 1£ there is ho money in this fund, it followo
A that thore can be no recovery. _ | | _

o Therefore. it is my opinion that the county board
has the dzscretlon to abolish the dog‘reglstration‘fee
regardless of the‘éffect of-suoh abolitiou'on the:animai
control fund and the abllity of the county 'to reimburse
- owners of domestic anxmals killed or injured by dogs.

Vory truly yours,

'ATTORNEY GENERAL




