Points to debate and include in any letter to your MP

· In 2004 we began our fight against the proposed Animal Welfare (Restriction on Docking of Dogs' Tails) Bill that was sponsored by Dianne Yates, then the MP for Hamilton East. Submissions were called for and closed end of February 2005. The Bill progressed through the normal parliamentary channels and the report back date was extended on several occasions, the last date was to be 14th December 2007.

· During our campaign, we battled strongly with the New Zealand Veterinarian Association (NZVA) and SPCA, taking exception to their over-emotive and often unsubstantiated claims about the process of tail docking. The NZVA went so far as to issue a statement to their Vets in a Newsletter that threatened action against them if the were found to be docking. 

The NZCDB would like to think that the efforts we undertook to fight this legislation made the issue a "hot potato", we remained calm, un-emotive and unmoving from our claim that we are entitled to our Freedom of Choice regarding the issue of docking. We also feel that Vet's should also be able to make that decision for themselves.

· Last month, the Government Administration Select Committee reported back to the house, their recommendation for Parliament to vote against the Bill.  The Bill was the withdrawn by Yates upon the announcement of her retirement as an MP, and subsequently discharged. There was no hearing of submissions – just a quiet withdrawal. That there was no statement from either NZVA or SPCA was, in hindsight, not surprising.

Naturally we are appalled that despite this Bill being rejected by the bi-partisan agreement of all members of the Select Committee – who presumably viewed all the Submission  - that the issue arrives back in the headlines via the back door of a quasi Government Committee!

 

· On Monday 17th September – less than one month later - the National Animal Welfare Advisory Committee (NAWAC) released their draft Animal Welfare (Dogs) Code of Welfare and despite the final draft submitted by the New Zealand Companion Animal Committee (NZCAC) not including a section on Tail Docking, the subject suddenly appears in the draft released for public submission. This file is available for viewing at 

http://www.biosecurity.govt.nz/strategy-and-Zonsultation/consultation/codes-of-animal-welfare
· Also on this site is an accompanying letter from Dr Peter O'Hara, Chairman of NZWAC and the part that is of most interest to us is on page 2 of the letter – "NAWAC will carefully consider all submissions received, and other maters that it is required to consider under the Animal Welfare Act, before finalising the code, which it will then recommend to the Minister to be issued."

What makes this interesting is that NAWAC is made up largely of Vets and if you review the TV footage from the TVOne news on Monday 17th September, you will see two members Peter O'Hara and Wayne Ricketts appear on the program.  Both already consider there is no reason why we should continue to dock tails. 

· Submissions will be reviewed by NAWAC! The committee is made up of 

· Mr Hilton E Collier BAgSc. farm business consultant (nominated by Te Puni Kokiri) 
· Dr Philip E Cowan, BSc (Hons), PhD, Science Leader Pest Control Technologies, Landcare Research NZ Ltd (nominated by Landcare Research NZ Ltd) 
· Dr Selwyn S A Dobbinson BVSc, MApplSc (Immun), Dip Mic, registered veterinary specialist (nominated by the New Zealand Veterinary Association)  
· Mr John R Martin MA (Hons), (chairperson of the National Animal Ethics Advisory Committee)  
· Mrs Edna J McAtamney QSM, Councillor, Central Otago District Council (nominated by Ministry of Women's Affairs)    
· Dr Peter J O'Hara BVSc (Hons) PhD, Retired Veterinarian (independent chairperson) 
· Mrs Jenifer M Prattley Royal New Zealand Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals National Vice President (nominated by the RNZSPCA)  
· Mr Charles W Pedersen Dip Ed, Dip Tchg, TTC, Farmer, National President Federated Farmers (nominated by Federated Farmers of New Zealand) 
· Dr Wayne Ricketts BAgSc Dip Ag Sc (Animal Behaviour) BVSc Dip Animal Welfare, Compliance Team Manager Compliance and Enforcement Group, MAF Biosecurity New Zealand, (Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry nominee
 ex officio) 
· Professor Bruce J Ross M Ag Sc, agricultural economist, Professor Emeritus Lincoln University, (independent appointment)   
· Dr Gwyneth A Verkerk BVSc, DPhil, MACVSc, veterinarian and welfare scientist (nominated by the New Zealand Society of Animal Production) 
Four Vets, one from the RNZSPCA, and the chair of the National Animal Ethics Advisory Committee – that's at least 6 votes against any opposition before we even begin.

 

· The Minister of Agriculture has the final sign off on the Code before it forms part of the Animal Welfare Act 1999 and we expect Mr Anderton will be receiving a great deal of literature from our members and other concerned dog owners.

· The Tail Docking issue has now survived three attempts at being banned by legislation. 

From the very beginning, there has been no scientific evidence that proves docking is cruel.

In April 2003 an Australian Review was published that discussed the issue of the docking of dog's tails and summarised studies that had been performed in the past.  This Review still held no new scientific evidence from the time the Tail Docking was first discussed and dismissed by Parliament, despite Jim Sutton's reference to it being so! The NZCDB Submission in February 2005 claimed

 

(i) 
61 references are cited in the article.  Of these, only 13 relate to dogs (canis familiaris); 
(ii) 
Of the 13 references relating to dogs, 4 of them actually support tail docking; 
(iii) 
The remaining 48 references pertain to either humans, sheep, cattle, pigs, animal rights and even hens; 
(iv) 
The report does not refer anywhere (even to refute) to two of the most well-known and respected reports on the subject – a thesis by Dr Schmidtke in 1951 and a scientific study by Professor Volokhoc in 1941; 
(v) 
The article clearly lacks objectivity, which is not surprising given Ms Bennett's strongly held views on the subject (refer her own website: www.hevnsent.com);
(vi) 
The article was commissioned by the Australian Veterinary Association;
(vii)  
Publication of the article coincided with deliberations in New South Wales regarding the (then) proposed legislation to ban tail docking, which has since been enacted
  

· In the very near future, a scientific study will be available that finally proves tail docking, using the banding method, is not painful or cruel to puppies. 

The New Zealand Kennel Club administers an Accredited Docking Panel – similar in nature to the non-Vets qualified in Deer Velvet removal.  Member of the panel have followed strict protocols in regard to docking and only the banding method is used. These protocols were used in this scientific study.

· Vets are not trained to dock!  Many attempt to do so surgically and using some form of anaesthetic which may add to any distress to the puppies, then cut through the tail and often stitch the end. Our Breeders Survey indicate to us that vets only see 37% of puppies for docking – the balance are docked by the breeders or experienced friends, and of those Vets who do dock – only one Vet uses the painless banding method! 

· The New Zealand Council of Docked Breeds promotes Freedom of Choice.  We also believe that Vets have the option to exercise their Freedom of Choice as well.  Our Survey shows the dog fancy has breeders more experienced in the shortening of dog’s tails than Vets are. We know Vets are not trained to dock – so we do not expect them to!  However, we do not accept that a scientifically proven, painless procedure can be regulated on in such a manner.
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