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Addendum to Petition PE1196
 
            I find it extraordinary that the Scottish Government’s responses to the Public Petitions 
Committee are still being organised by their Animal Health and Welfare division which has 
proved itself to be a body implacably opposed to the principle of tail docking. I have already 
pointed out that for some months when I first wrote to them protesting about the ban and giving 
good reasons for repealing the Act I was initially stonewalled by their spokesperson before I 
finally received a reply from the civil servant in charge of this department. He admitted to 
complete bias by stating in his reply that ‘We will have to agree to differ.’ I have always 
understood that Civil Servants were supposed to serve the public and their political masters 
without bias. In this case it is clear that this is not so and the Scottish Government is not being 
given the unbiased advice by this department they should expect to enable them to decide this 
issue and make a sound and sensible judgement.
            It would in fact appear that the Government has already had the matter twice postponed 
while further evidence is being sought to support the results required by their supposedly 
unbiased advisors.  This is not what should be expected of the high standards of our Civil 
Service. 
             The Animal Health and Welfare division may still dispute whether there has been an 
increase in the number of dogs requiring tail amputation as adults which could have been 
prevented by docking soon after birth, but this is a simple operation now proved to be virtually 
painless if performed with three days of birth By proposing the ban should continue despite this 
evidence the Animal Health and Welfare division is in effect inflicting needless pain on the 
very animals they claim to be protecting. 
             It is high time that common sense prevailed. This ban, which has proved impractical, 
ineffective and biased, as well as causing unnecessary suffering to the dogs it is intended to 
protect, has clearly been orchestrated from the start by a powerfully placed but thoroughly 
misguided minority pressure group. It should now be revoked as soon as possible. For the sake 
of the dogs let us leave politics aside and see sense for a change.
            
 
 
 

file:////edn-app-001/users/PUBLIC/!Work%20Pending/Petitions%20Subs%20[1]/M%20petitioner%209.6.10.htm (1 of 2)10/06/2010 10:15:20


	Local Disk
	Message




