19th February, 2007.

Update on the tail docking issue.
In March 2006 the SAVC published a so called open letter to the Kennel Union of South Africa (we presume that they meant to address the Kennel Union of Southern Africa) and affiliated Clubs, in which they expressed their desire to engage on the matter of what they call “cosmetic” tail docking of dogs.  As far as their desire for engagement was concerned, I am in a position to inform that during the latter half of 2005, the President of KUSA requested a meeting with the SAVC which eventually took place in February, 2006.  At that meeting, where the undersigned was also present, the Chairman of the SAVC, Dr. Varrie, stated when questioned about the SAVC’s much publicised ‘widely consultative” process that the SAVC is not obliged to consult with anybody other than the veterinary profession.  However, even within the Veterinary profession, the consultative process seems to have been somewhat selective, as there are any number of practicing veterinarians who confirmed to the undersigned that they had never been approached with regard to the tail docking issue.

Even stranger now is the fact that the SAVC should involve itself at all in the tail docking debate as by their own admission, the tail docking for reasons other than purely therapeutic cannot be described as a veterinary procedure and consequently the procedure falls outside the authority of the Council (SAVC News, November, 2006 refers).  As the SAVC has to function strictly within the tenets of the Act, it seems irrelevant to me as to whether they condone the procedure or not because it is apparently not their business in the first place and it follows that the Council cannot and could not protect its registered members from the tenets of the Animal Protection Act.  The decision of the SAVC cannot make the tail docking a criminal offence now nor did we need their condonation of it in the past to make it permissible, and the same holds true for the NSPCA which allegedly has pledged their unreserved support to the SAVC in this regard.  The SAVC is not the law and neither is the NSPCA.

In my view, the veterinary profession is obliged to serve society and not the other way around and the establishment of ethical and moral standards is the preserve of society as a whole and not that of any individual organisation.  We, who foster and care for the traditionally tail docked Breeds, love our animals as much as anybody else and to suggest an element of animal cruelty in this regard seems absurd.  If that were so, then why did it take the SAVC until 2006 to acquire their new-found wisdom.  Rather, I would suggest that this new wisdom arrived at our shores from far away lands and it has become fashionable to be against the tail docking of dogs.    Until the law of our country tells us otherwise we claim the right to dock tails as part of our historical and cultural heritage and we demand the right to freedom of choice for the individual, whether it be a Breeder, dog owner or practicing veterinarian who should be entitled to exercise his judgement without threats and intimidation.

KUSA has officially stated that tail docking or not, is a matter of choice for dog owners (as indicated in the new South African Constitution) and that therefore the activities of both the SAVC and NSPCA do not have relevance.
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