AC 14

MINUTES OF THE ADVISORY COUNCIL ON THE WELFARE ISSUES OF DOG BREEDING

Minutes of Meeting No 2 held at Dogs Trust on 31 January 2011

Present from start:
Sheila Crispin (Chairman)

Lesley Bloomfield

Rachel Casey

Chris Laurence

Lisa McCaulder

Cathryn Mellersh

Mike Radford

Clare Rusbridge

David Sargan

From Agenda Item 5:

Lisa Collins

Also attending:

Heather Peck (Secretary)

Agenda Item 1

1. The Chairman welcomed all members to the meeting and extended the thanks of the Council to Dogs Trust for their kind hospitality.
Agenda Item 2 – declarations of interest

2. There were no new declarations of interest in addition to those recorded in paper AC 3.

Agenda Item 3 – minutes of the previous meeting

3. The minutes were accepted as an accurate record of the meeting.
Agenda Item 4 – matters arising

4.  In addition to the progress reported in paper AC 10 it was noted that: 

a. Work to collect appropriate contacts amongst insurance companies was progressing.
b. The Royal Parks were not in a position to offer support as they were having to make people redundant and support of dog-related initiatives might be regarded as contentious
c. Defra had provided advice on the potential impact of the loss of the rabies derogation.

d. The Council of Europe had commented that more attention should be paid to companion animals when formulating legislation.

5. The Chairman asked all Members to draw the attention of the Council to publications in peer reviewed journals that were of relevance to the work of Council. 
Agenda Item 5 – Chairman’s Report

6. The Chairman tabled her report. 

7. The Council noted that Crufts was fast approaching and that the media were likely to seek members’ views on showing in general and Crufts in particular. In the subsequent discussion the following points were made:

a. Part of the Council’s role should be to encourage a recognition amongst breeders that they were breeding pets not breeding for showing. A  minority of dogs, even from the breeders who are most successful in the showing world, end up in the show ring. Therefore the key objective should be the breeding of fit, healthy and well socialised pets. 

b. Members should be ready to provide comment to the media if sought. ACTION SMC to circulate a draft for comment.

c. A key factor in the successful breeding of suitable pet dogs was the breed specification, but it was noted that there are a number of complex issues and many different organisations involved in the field with agendas that differ. What was needed was a flow chart which highlighted the different issues and different players, and also a flow chart illustrating the steps involved in buying a dog. ACTION MR and LB to draft the text and LM to assist with setting out in a chart. 
8. The question of the sale of puppies in Pet Shops was raised. It was noted that the legal issues were complex and would need careful consideration in the development of a Council opinion. It was agreed that the whole issue of mechanisms of sale of dogs, including in pet shops and on the internet, would be considered in Council Project 5. 

9. The Council was advised that a wrecking amendment had been tabled with regard to the Private Members Bill on dangerous dogs, and that meetings were proceeding with the aim of finding an acceptable solution.

10. The Council agreed to undertake a ‘way of working‘ based on FAWC model, ie to employ a range of tools for the delivery of advice and guidance including both short ’opinions‘ and longer, more discursive papers, as appropriate to the nature of specific problems. Stress was laid on the importance of advice being timely. It was agreed that an immediate need was a Council Opinion on the permanent marking (identification) of dogs. ACTION CL and SC to draft by end March. 
Agenda Item 6

11. The tenders from three accountancy firms were reviewed and it was agreed that the preferred bidder should be invited to provide services to the Council. ACTION SECRETARY 
Agenda Item 7 – Project 1

12. It was agreed that the final output from Project 1 should be placed on the Council website and assistance would be sought from JBP on how to place the information in appropriate papers. It was also agreed that Breed Clubs should be encouraged to link in to the page.  
13. The draft in paper AC 12 was commended, and it was recommended that it should be structured with bullet key words on the front page, with the possible decision tree following. ACTION ALL, Deadline for comments 23 Feb, deadline for release 2 March. 
14. The possibility of developing a ’how to buy a dog’ phone app in the longer term was discussed. ACTION CR to make enquiries of a personal contact about likely cost and complexity.

Agenda Item 8 – Project 2

15.  It was agreed that in depth discussion on the development of an ideal template for dog breeding assurance schemes would be tabled for the Council meeting on 25 May. The individuals and organisations listed in AC 13 would be invited to present evidence to the Council, both in paper form and at the meeting. In addition it was agreed that evidence should also be sought from Guide Dogs for the Blind, Police Dogs, and LANTRA. A final list would be circulated for agreement by the Council. ACTION SECRETARY 

Agenda Item 9 – Project 7

16. Paper AC 14 was discussed. Attention was drawn to similarities to a risk assessment framework previously used by LC, who explained the basis of the framework. The agreed objective of Project 7 was to develop a means of identifying the conditions which cause the worst welfare problems in order to assist the Council on prioritising its work. The question was asked, should the Council be looking at only at the most severe welfare problems or only the most prevalent?  
17. It was noted that in addition to the risk assessment framework already mentioned, other relevant work included the outputs of a previous expert panel, retrospective data already in the public domain and work undertaken for Dogs Trust. What was needed was a means of reconciling the retrospective data and progressing with more structured data collection in the future. It was agreed that a working group of the Council should pull the learning together from the papers already mentioned, then consider recommendations for a way forward. One option put forward for consideration was for the Council to organise an expert panel, perhaps over 2 days, resulting in a peer reviewed paper.  It was agreed that the working group should consist of  DS, CR, CM, RC, LC and CL.  ACTION working group to consider and make recommendations to the Council.

Agenda Item 10 – Canine Health Schemes (Eye Scheme)
18. The discussion was introduced by the Chairman. She suggested that the Eye Scheme might provide a helpful starting point for a shortlist of conditions/breeds on which the Council might wish to concentrate in the data collection exercise. It was agreed that Members would consider the Eye Scheme papers (circulated) and schedule further discussion for a future meeting.  ACTION ALL

19. The following points were made in discussion:

a. There was a need to consider how many dogs were being tested within these schemes. 
b. With regard to testing, we needed to be clear what can be tested for on a once in a lifetime basis, and what required testing at intervals over time. 
20. The question was posed as to what should be the Council’s advice when evidence showed that the prevalence of a specific, heritable welfare problem in a breed approached 100%. This would be a particularly difficult problem to address with breeders and the difficulties of communicating the importance of addressing the welfare issues and of winning commitment to tackling them were recognised. In some instances there could be potential for achieving improvement by importing dogs of the same breed from unaffected (or less affected) populations elsewhere in the world. In other cases the only option might be outcrossing or importing animals of the same breed from abroad. This would be unpopular advice in some quarters, but the need to address welfare problems should be paramount. It was not acceptable to breed dogs to suffer and it was clear the breed clubs, breeders and society must become more engaged in relation to these issues. What was important was that advice and recommendations should be evidence based. The view was expressed that it might be necessary for breed standards to be based on phenotype not genotype. 

21. It was agreed that there was a need for the Council to engage directly and actively with breed clubs.  ACTION CM to check whether contact database might be used by the Council. 
Agenda Item 11 – approach to publicity

22. It was agreed that the Council Programme plan and subsequent reports and recommendations should be published on the Council website. The kind offer of Dogs Trust to assist with technical support on the website was noted. ACTION SECRETARY

Agenda Item 12 – AOB

23. Locations of meetings.  So far, the Council has been provided accommodation by Defra and Dogs Trust.  The Council noted that the minutes of the Review Board meeting on 17 June 2010 record that “All organisations represented on the Review Board, particularly those with offices in London, very kindly offered the use of their meeting rooms in order to save the Council costs.”  
24.  It was further noted that Blue Cross and Battersea Cat and Dogs Home (the latter not a Review Board member) have already indicated their willingness to assist. ACTION CL to supply contact details. The Council was advised that PDSA sometimes use a Deloittes meeting room and MR was exploring whether that was also a possibility for the Council. Recognising that the RSPCA do not have a London meeting room, it was agreed that the remaining Review Board member organisations should be contacted. ACTION SECRETARY 
25. Date of next meeting: 24 March 2011 at the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons.
