County Animal Control states that the applicant is not eligible for an exotic or wild animal permit unless
the operation is temporary (less than 20 days)[.]” Staff reiterated this requirement in the same document,
reminding Commissioners that “[t]he temporary exhibition of [i]nherently dangerous exotic or wild
animals must be 20 days or less . . . .”
Historically, the Board has also given Title 10 its plain meaning. For example, at a June 8, 2016, meeting,
the Board applied the prohibition to Boulevard Ventures, LLC’s application for an aquarium, approving
the entire application with the exception of its proposal to exhibit inherently dangerous exotic or wild
animals. Specifically, the Board’s meeting minutes noted that “per section 10.18.010 of [the] Clark County
Code, inherently dangerous exotic or wild animals are prohibited unless exempt per Section 10.18.020 and
therefore poison dart frogs, Caimans and alligators are not permitted on the property unless and until an
exemption is met.” Knowing that the proposed exhibit would last more than 20 days, one Commissioner
suggested that the applicant become accredited by the Association of Zoos and Aquariums (AZA) to
comply with one of the prohibition’s exceptions. Accordingly, NDSH’s application as approved runs afoul
of the law, is inconsistent with past Board actions, and may be subject to revocation. See id. at § 30.04.160.
The county’s ban on these animals protects public safety and animal welfare; there are very limited
exemptions, which were carefully and deliberately crafted to ensure that any long-term exhibition is
authorized only at facilities that meet professionally-set standards designed by a recognized and respected
accrediting body. To set aside the purpose underlying the county’s ban on these animals and allow
exhibitors to flout the law to make a quick buck shows that the Board has prioritized big financial interests
over the welfare of Owenhouse’s tigers and the safety of the county’s residents.1 In addition to legal
concerns, to decide now that exhibitors need not comply with the county’s animal protection laws opens
the floodgates to disreputable animal exhibitors and harkens back to the Strip’s crueler days. Moreover,
setting these conditions at the eleventh hour without giving the public the opportunity to review and
comment on them is undemocratic and may violate Nevada’s Open Meetings Law, which would render the
Board’s decision void. See, e.g., Nev. Rev. Stat. §§ 241.020, 241.036.
Accordingly, PETA respectfully urges the Commissioners to submit a written request for reconsideration
to the Zoning Administrator no later than Wednesday, July 29, 2020. By reconsidering its approval of
NDSH’s application at the July 22 meeting, the Board would allow its constituents to present thoughtful
comments on this matter of public importance and provide itself an opportunity to bring NDSH’s
application into compliance with county law.
Thank you for your attention to this important matter.
Very truly yours,

Jonathan Morris
Counsel, Captive Animal Law Enforcement
PETA Foundation
CC: Nancy Amundsen, Director of Comprehensive Planning (zoning@clarkcountynv.gov)
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The tigers exhibited by Owenhouse will also endure constant high-decibel noise from the nearby airport, and neither
NDSH nor Owenhouse have explained how they plan to comply with the noise attenuation standards set forth in Clark
County Code § 30.48.010. Furthermore, there is no indication in NDSH’s application materials or otherwise that it
submitted FAA Form 7460-1 before submitting its application as required by Clark County Code § 30.16.210(4)(F)
(requiring written evidence from the FAA of prior submittal before an application is accepted).

