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Welcome and Introductions

Group introduced themselves, a master contact list was circulated to ensure contact details were correct.  All attendees asked to list groups, committees etc as well as organisation they were from, that they are members of which may be of assistance in the national coalition’s aims.

ACTION:
Carole to update and circulate with minutes (Attachment 1)

COMMITMENT TO PURPOSE OF GROUP

Presentation – Joy Verrinder (Powerpoint 1)

· Joy gave a brief outline on the purpose of the day and an invigorating powerpoint as to our goals.

· This group was meeting as determined by the Summit to further the resolutions of the summit which are;


a)
Relevant government bodies to introduce regulation for all cats and 
dogs to be desexed and microchipped prior to sale or exchange (unless to 
another registered breeder)

b)
Gathering of comprehensive uniform statistics and data required 
from all States


c)
Funding for research, education and legislative initiatives to be 
addressed 

d)
Initiatives to develop understanding and training of veterinarians in 
early age desexing (EAD)



e)
Be an advisory group for the planning of future Summits to end the 
unwanted companion animal population

· Following the summit, the co-coordinating sub-committee approached the groups at the table based on state and territory representation and stakeholder group representation

· Vision – end pet overpopulation/prevent unwanted companion animal population.  Too many unwanted born for homes available creating unwanted companion animals, zero euthanasia is the aim.  Some discussion around words used to describe our vision ie overpopulation vs unwanted 

· Motivation level needs to be high and is essential – one person from each state to carry information, resolutions etc back to their state, provide representation for their state, bring creativity and an action capacity to put into action the resolutions of summit, promote the activities of the coalition

· Strategic alliances are important, national media campaign of value, we need all to be signatories to letter process, so a united national strength on this issue is seen

· We need to measure progress, leadership development programs important to get the message out there

· National plan needs to coordinate regional decentralized groups to be successful – legislation is state based, but national backup is important

1.
AIM ONE – Relevant government bodies to introduce regulation for all cats and dogs to be desexed and microchipped prior to sale or exchange

1.1
Summary Report on Structure and Progress with Compulsory Desexing Legislation in Victoria
Presentation - Steve Moore – Report 1

· Steve presented his paper and updated the group on current legislation in Victoria.

· Main State Act in Victoria is the Domestic Animals Act which requires registration of all cats and dogs over the age of 3 months.  Local councils are able to make orders or resolutions regarding various aspects of animal management depending on the local needs 

· Consistent with state policy, the State Government has recently amended the Domestic Animals Act (DAA) to allow Councils to determine whether they will bring in compulsory desexing according to local municipality need.  Previously Councils could introduce a local law to this effect, the State legislation was silent on it. 

· Victoria has 79 Councils grouped into 5 distinct types from metro to outer metro, provincial, to rural.  For cat issues, the local introduction of curfews in green wedge areas has been the subject of the majority of the local orders brought in so far

· Steve explained that the introduction of such orders/legislation radiates out from the metro areas – the rural areas are usually behind – or occurs in rural areas when the rural Council employs an officer from the metro region (possible strategy)

· With respect to compulsory desexing, Mornington (green wedge Council) and Cardinia(outer metro) introduced local laws last year to introduce compulsory desexing, Mornington for both cats and dogs and Cardinia for cats.  At this point the DAA was silent on the issue.  When the DAA changed (2 November 2005), the local laws were overridden, so the Councils needed to go back and introduce the order/resolution under the DAA.  This is because of the hierarchy of legislation – Act takes precedence over Regulation, takes precedence over Codes of Practice (COP) takes precedence over local laws.  The DAA COP are mandatory.  As a result, the Cardinia local law lasted 2 weeks.   The Cardinia local law however contained no exemption clauses from desexing eg for registered breeders. Cardinia is now putting up new order to be in place by November to be tied to new registrations by April next year.  Mornington have decided to leave 12 months, put up in April next year – new order to be in place 2008 – they are currently going through an extensive educative phase with bill boards up everywhere.

· BAW is supporting Councils to bring in desexing orders if want to.

· Groupings of Councils – Councils like to do things in groups so legislation is consistent within a geographical area

· The other change to the DAA requires Councils to put up a Domestic Animal Management Plan – Councils need to identify if have a problem with overpopulation, high euthanasia rates, numbers into pound etc, and then identify strategies to address this.  Compliance in statistics keeping is checked via the Bench Marking Survey of all councils every 2 – 3 years.

·  All declared, menacing, restricted dogs must be desexed.  

Discussion:

· Legislation radiates out from metro – possible strategy to target metro councils
Discussion re targeting elected Councillors to introduce local law for compulsory desexing – sheer numbers of these prohibitive, but CCC has done and responses are generally – there is not a problem; waiting for everyone else to do, think it should be done at a State level.  Discussion re an education officer perhaps touring the Councils and presenting our information, as many do not see there is a problem and may act if they see the statistics.  The Councillor support is needed as they make the decisions.

· Need municipal representation on this group?

Representation could be sought – pointed out that this will generally be local government staff, not Councillors
· Minister should be lobbied? 

CCC have done and he is waiting to see what Councils do 
· Standard for the DAM Plans
Concern expressed that Councils may benchmark against each other, and if all equally poor, standard would be poor.  Perhaps we should set the standard?
· Each State has different legislative format – campaigns therefore to be state based
Victoria has State legislation with local variation.  The DAA when introduced, protected cats, giving them a status and establishing a pound system for them.  It requires registration and identification at three months of age.  Recent changes include the introduction of compulsory microchipping in May 2007 for all newly registered animals,  Councils can make it retrospective.  Microchipping already compulsory for breeders and pet shops (selling or giving away of puppies and kittens from Domestic Animal Businesses).   From May 2007 pounds will need to microchip reclaimed animals as needs to be registered before release.

Question -  In Victoria, the state won’t give state based legislation for desexing, but has given it for microchipping, why?  Answer - because one is surgery, other is to register it.

 Vic not stopping reproduction, just identifying and registering animals

Some discussion re other States - Tas, WA and Qld cats not on agenda.  NT to shortly introduce legislation on cats and dogs.  3 main councils in NT are very disparate – Alice Springs (first for compulsory microchipping), Palmerston and Darwin – no Territory legislation overriding

· Agreed would be useful to have table of legislative framework in each State -Steve to do table (may exist in AAWS stocktake – to check)
ACTION:
Steve to do table of legislative framework in each State

1.2
Summary Report on Structure of & Progress with Compulsory Desexing in ACT

Presentation - Ian Baird – Powerpoint 2 and Reports 2a and b
· ACT operates under the Domestic Animals Act 2000 for animal management and the Animal Welfare Act 1992 for animal welfare issues, there is an AWAC

· Operationally, there are two shelters – Government provides a dog shelter, no cat facilities, and the RSPCA provides cat and dog shelter facilities as well.  Total budget is $2 million, government provides $100,000 subsidy to the RSPCA and some funding to the RSPCA for a desexing program.  Both shelters carry out rehoming.
· ACT has had compulsory desexing of dogs and cats in place for 5 years – this is now being reviewed.  Desexing is compulsory for dogs and cats over 6 months of age owned greater than 28 days.  No exemptions except for therapeutic exemption and a permit which costs $277.80, lower rate for breeder and pensioner.  Is compulsory to place ear tattoo (not compulsory in QLD).  AVA to promote?  Probably microchipping is the now the superior method of checking desexing status - Microchip to ID desexing status – need to link data 
· Issues - Awareness of the desexing law in community low.  Desexing compliance is also low but need better data, the Act is still primarily a Dog Act for dog management

· Change now being driven by labour government to bring in cat laws to reflect dogs – to manage cats to prevent wildlife threat – as Canberra encircled by bush.  Cat containment policies introduced, equivalent to the Victorian rural fringe suburbs.  In new suburbs will need to be contained within house or enclosure for 24 hours, compulsory microchipping also to be introduced.  Small jurisdiction, can’t run own registry.  If own an animal need to identify it.  Registries to be licensed under equivalent law as Victoria.  

· In ACT stats good for cat euthanasia (45%) cf national average

· In ACT now with review, probably introducing new cat legislation:


Cats be desexed at 3 months, with same exemptions, dogs remain at 6 months


Rest the same


No dangerous dog desexing law on books

 Exposure draft at present, final bill Feb 2007

Discussion:

· Driver is cat predation on wildlife

· Key is to stop breeding so must be done before age of first breeding which is 5 months
Question – why 3 months cf prior to sale (can police easier as available for sale in pet shops or by breeders) - possibly due to age 2 vs 3 months, as most animals in pet shops at 2 months.  Age at sale is issue for AVA.  

· Registration vs Identification

No cat registration planned in ACT, compulsory microchipping will be lifetime – will be revenue if did, introduction of compulsory microchipping will override it as cats will be identified.  Registration requires administrative staff to do paperwork in terms of database etc, and is costly to run.  How do you fund animal management?  This has a philosophical base – can have user pays ie registration either annually or for life, or rates based where the community pays.  However animal management does require funding and mentioned that the system in Victoria of annual registration had provided valuable resources.  Victoria – the fund from state levies engine for change as to change need money for research and education which this has provided.  It has also provided a recognition of the importance of animal management.
1.3
Reports on current state of legislative progress in other states/territories 

1.3.1

Tasmania

Clare Jokuszies – Report 3
· No legislation relating to cats at all, and they are a real problem.

· A Coalition of AVA, Conservation Trust, RSPCA, Hobart Cat Centre, some local governments, and breeders is currently lobbying local and State Governments and obtaining some recognition that there is a problem.  A proposal has been put forward with a petition to the Minister for Primary Industry who will take this forward – this is a sympathetic department.  This will put a mechanism in place to control breeding and identification of cats – desexing and microchipping prior to sale.   Not registration.  The Coalition is working directly with the Minister.

· Dogs are managed by Dept of LG.  Cats not covered by local government, so going to different department for regulation

1.3.2

Northern Territory

Rick Walduck
· No state coordination of legislation, 3 main Councils.  Darwin leading the way.  Alice Springs has compulsory microchipping.  

· Awareness of indigenous issues particularly dogs increasing

· Authoritarian approach to issues

· Compulsory desexing not on agenda as yet – possibly not anyone to put on agenda and drive

1.3.3

South Australia

Grant Robb – Report 4

· Behind other states – in June independent members introduced a cat registration bill, but it did not progress – Minister for Environment looking at own Bill (welfare legislation rests with this department), Dog and Cat Management Board not in favour of desexing, Councils not driving registration as can’t manage it. 

· Overall, cats don’t exist within legislation, they are regarded largely as an environmental threat, kill is solution. 

· Dog and Cat Management Board is a reference board containing stakeholders eg AVA, like AWAC, new members recently appointed. Overpopulation not on agenda at present.  The issues they look at come from public, stakeholders, local government, and the recommendations from this Board go to Deb Kelly to assess.  It is believed that Deb is unsympathetic to compulsory desexing as there is concern re diminished gene pool and ability for enforcement.  In order to put on the agenda, need to convince Deb of value as she has the Ministerial ear and will make the decision or need need to change public opinion and put pressure from here to do something.  Can’t change cat owners perspective. 

· Need to look at gene pool in solution as if we are successful, will need to breed, good to have a strategy already prepared

1.3.4

Queensland
Joy Verrinder – Report 5
· Currently an AWAC subcommittee is looking into compulsory cat desexing with a proposal to desex and microchip prior to sale.  PIA to support proposal and breeders.  To come in under Animal Care and Protection Act.  Proposal to go to AWAC very shortly and if accepted will go to the Minister.

· Support from a State MP who has addressed parliament and supported a petition which is now up and running.  

· Policy on the table to incorporate compulsory desexing and microchipping prior to sale into labour party policy.

· Problem is that there is no DAA to link animal welfare and management together so departments handball the issue between each other.  DLG which oversees animal management has model local laws which are not compulsory, for the local Councils whose responsibility animal management is. This department is not interested at present.   DPI has AWAC which is supportive of desexing, but there is resistance via DPI Animal Welfare Unit as not resourced to do it and can be introduced at a local level

· Local Government main animal controllers – no State overarching legislation

· Sent letter to all Mayors on issue, 11 responses that were positive.  

· Moving from animal management to welfare unofficially but officially still management.  Have funded some educational projects to encourage desexing and microchipping.  Most Councils won’t take the chance on the basis that surrounding Councils won’t have the law and boundaries would be difficult and so should be a State law.  No QLD COP for breeders, shelters that are compulsory – not even voluntary.  Some discussion about changes to structure of where animals sit due to biosecurity.  Won’t be happening – update RSPCA Qld

· Better chance with Minister in QLD  - Minister for Primary Industry seems supportive.

1.3.5

Western Australia

Sally Larder – Report 6

· Operate under the Animal Welfare Act 2002 – welfare basis, vague open for interpretation, no COP for cats, only dealt with if health issue – some Councils restrict numbers of cats by bylaws, and some new environmental suburbs have covenants to not own cats 

· Some Councils do subsidized desexing, most that do, are not in the problem areas, so not useful – need in low income suburbs.  Councillors lobbied for many years by Cat Haven to let them know we have a cat problem, now lobbying for desexing cf money for operations.  

· Dog Act controls registration of dogs, cats not included

· Cat Bill proposed by Greens in 2003 but not accepted.  Cat Haven believe do need something similar to dogs with comp desexing, registration, microchipping etc,  animal shelters and breeders to be licensed to provide pet animals

1.4
Strategies to progress the introduction of legislation in all States and Territories
Discussion:

· National Coalition letterhead

· Each State to have a Coalition to drive locally and have a National Coalition push to drive nationally and ensure consistency.

· State based Coalitions – State based members to form eg CCC in Victoria

· National Coalition will require an identity, perhaps a letterhead and an attached letter with an explanation of who we are – all these groups united to achieve these goals and working together towards ending the overpopulation by desexing and microchipping prior to sale (this is the primary focus as resolved by the Summit) and compulsory desexing.

· Joy agreed to do, then email to everyone – if don’t respond within certain timeline will be assumed group has accepted it 

STRATEGY:

National Coalition Letterhead

ACTION:
Joy to draft National Coalition letterhead and explanatory letter, email to all

· Discussion re the status/role of Government representatives coming to meeting – can’t vote as can not seen to be partial/impartial to a position, but important to have their input and inclusion in the group.  Possibly observer status, advisory status?  Gov reps can give our position to Government as part of a normal consultation process, and can advise us how best to approach Government.   Russell McMurray for Victoria important inclusion.  Member/participant roles discussed.  Ian Baird is here as a representative, Steve Moore as a guest today.  Government representatives agreed to refer back to their units for advice.  Outcome of this day is a meeting resolution that we all agree to, we are a reference group, group of individuals with personal credibility but not signing off as our organisations.  The letterhead should reflect this.

· Pet industry raised the issue of the ability to enforce regulation and standards, so industry is equivalent to backyard breeders in the market place.  There is a resource implication for government to enforce and this needs to be stated in the letter.  If not enforced, commercial/retail breeders will be at a disadvantage due to increased requirements placed on them and backyard breeders not being policed.  

· Decision is at individual State Government level 

· Cats vs Dogs vs Both

· Discussion re whether we should try for cats only first.  Agreement that cats should be done first as the situation is most urgent for them, the opposition to early age desexing is not as strong, dogs are under the control of a powerful lobby opposed to desexing and cats have the most impetus at present.  After achieving this dogs could be tackled.  
STRATEGY:

Cats first

· Case Studies 
Useful to get “runs on the board” so they can be used as case studies. This group to put pressure on where we may be most successful.  Joy reported there was an  informed group in Queensland as a result of ongoing discussions in Stakeholder Coalition over the past few years. Representatives of all the stakeholder groups involved were present, except AVA,  at the AWAC Forum and expressed support for State Govt DPI legislation for desexing and microchipping prior to sale.  The AVA position was enquired about, AVA Qld representatives have now formed a working group with RSPCA Qld and AWL Qld to develop government, public and veterinary support to help achieve an end to the killing of healthy companion animals.

Joy explained that the recommendation from the AWAC subcommittee was to be presented to the full AWAC meeting in October for recommendation to the Minister. 

STRATEGY:
Target support to promising case studies to get “runs on the board”

· AVA Position on Early Age and Compulsory Desexing

· There was discussion around the importance of a supportive AVA framework for our objective.  Craig was asked re AVA policy.  He explained that high volume, low cost surgeries could be OHS issue for vets, if desexing became compulsory.  However support is present from Executive level. He suggested seeking advice from the AVA as to what the policy currently was – this could be done by addressing a letter to the board (National level as State divisions do not decide on policy)  He explained that the AVA were against low cost desexing as desexing is already a subsidized service by the profession – he explained that if animal management policy in an area drives the cost down, that is OK, but a straight out low cost was not supported.  If they were obtained already desexed via EAD, then the cost was already built in.   A question was asked re the concern that vets would desex themselves out of a job, so did not support compulsory desexing.   Craig explained the same argument could be used re vaccination preventing disease, and that this was not a concern.  However we do need to ensure we have a sustainable pet population.

· No scientific issues with early age desexing.   AVA position on cats as different to that of dogs with respect to early age desexing.  If we all go to Minister with AVA, pet shops etc we should be successful rather than lobbying each Council.  

· AVA position is 8 -12 week desexing is OK from shelters and 12-16 weeks from private practice.  Craig suggested addressing a letter to the Board, asking them to look at the policy re EAD, putting forward our suggestions and why we support them.  AVA will then consult with its members.  It would also be useful to lobby members of the AVA board.  Craig mentioned the formation of the AVA Taskforce to look at this issue (Mark Lawrie in charge) and suggested AVA Executive would probably refer the issue here.  It would be important therefore to let this taskforce know we exist and what we are suggesting.  He suggested a request to look at AVA policy on EAD of cats to facilitate it being done prior to sale .

· There was discussion re the need to separate out several slightly different issues – EAD vs compulsory desexing vs restricted breeding vs desexing and microchipping prior to sale/transfer.  Question re whether it is easier to enforce prior to sale cf once the pup/kitten is in its new home.  Graeme explained some people only want pups or kittens and relinquish/abandon them when they reach adulthood, so they need to be desexed before going to their new home.  Most agreed cost was not a factor preventing desexing, apathy was a major factor in not having it done.  Joy reminded all that the Summit resolution was for desexing and microchipping of all cats and dogs prior to sale/transfer and/or compulsory desexing.  Legislation already exists in some states re microchipping. 

· Compulsion puts up the hackles – sustainable pet management vs pet overpopulation?  Restrictive sustainable breeding?
ACTION: Craig and Carole to draft a letter from the National Coalition to the AVA Board to seek support for EAD for cats and ask re compulsory desexing of cats
· Relationship of this group to ANZCAWG/AAWS CAWG
· Importance of garnering support from both of these groups.  Possibly send representation from our group to speak to both.  ANZCAWG is a key to getting the Ministers responsible for this issue on side. Conduit for ANZCAWG is Steve Moore who is the Executive Officer.  If we send a letter to Steve, he will put it to Russell, the Chair of ANZCAWG who can decide on an invitation for us to speak.  ANZCAWG meets every 6 months.  AAWS CAWG – still in strategy development and planning phase,  Carole is conduit and can keep us advised as to status and when best to make representation.
ACTION:
Letter to ANZCAWG to ask for invitation to speak re issues – Joy and Carole to do 

· Other

· Issue of backyard breeding discussed, also sustainable pet populations into the future as if numbers decreased there would be a need to breed and possibly need a strategy now to ensure this to allay concerns.  Noted that in ACT permit fee levels may need review to enable breeding as they would be too high for families – Pauleen suggested that families not suitable as breeders as the number of entire animals required to breed responsibly was too high – needs to be done professionally with regard to good robust genetics and temperament.
· Steve did a survey, following up ads for pups/kittens – out of 700 newspaper ads, only 5-6 were repetitive people, so largely this pool were one off breeders, not backyard.  41% of cats acquired passively, don’t appear in papers   

AIM TWO: Gathering of comprehensive uniform statistics and data required from all states, to include incoming and euthanased numbers from all pounds and shelters 

2.1
Draft uniform data collection format
Carole Webb – Reports 7,8,9,10,11,12,13
· Carole reported on the progress of the AAWS CAWG re the collection of national statistics.  Report 7 outlines the Task within the AAWS Implementation Strategy to which this relates (Carole has been delegated this task), and contains a list of parameters that would be useful to collect, the current status of these and the general problems and gaps that are currently present
· Carole outlined the importance of the collection of accurate statistics and scientific data and that this collection continue through time to allow accurate measurement of change/trends.  She reported that from her search, nothing currently exists that is consistent across Australia or through time.  
· The AAWS is holding a National Workshop in October in Melbourne, and on the Agenda is this issue – the parameters collected by Carole have been workshopped by a working group of AAWS into a Performance Indicator/Benchmarking Paper which will be presented for endorsement by AAWS.  This group looked at the parameters in Report 7 and decided that it is important that information collected is usable and not collected for the sake of it – it is important to have a few key indicators rather than thousands of data points that are meaningless.  The paper was tabled for comment by us as Report 8 with a summary as Report 9 
· The necessity for a standardized system was emphasized so valid collations and comparisons could be made.  Important that this be done by an independent credible entity to avoid dispute over findings.
· The necessity to establish what is achievable was also highlighted – smaller shelters and pounds may not have the infrastructure to collect extensive data
· Carole also highlighted the importance of a reporting requirement in legislation/agreement or accord to ensure that the statistics come in – for example (Report 10) in Victoria, it is mandatory for pounds and shelters (under the COP) to record certain information – it would be easy therefore to require it be submitted to a central database.  ie we need to put in place a reporting format and process for collection and need a national standard for this
· The necessity for funding to establish this was also discussed and opportunities identified, the primary one identified at this stage being the AAWS – important to lobby here as to the necessity of this project 
The format of what is to be collected was discussed.  Carole tabled several possibilities which ranged from basic statistics (Report 11) to comprehensive to gold standard (Report 12 – Linda Marston’s cat tracking project which includes condition/demographic of animal on entry, fate, why, sociability rating – shelter workers were trained to identify stages of sociabilty) and an example of the Victorian Cat Crisis Coalition statistics (Report 13).  There was discussion identifying:

Numbers of incoming animals 


Age


Reasons for surrender


How owner acquired animal ie original source


How delivered to shelter

Fate - Reason for euthanasia and the percentage
· There was discussion around this with emphasis that the data needs to be simple to collect and basic as the target audience is pounds (municipal officers very busy) and shelters (resources)

· Useful to try to include in ABS stats collection and also to do a survey of the general public to find out why animals are not desexed

· Mark Townend put forward ASIMOLAR reporting in the US as a simple and easily implemented uniform method for collection of data – will need to check to see if any parameters missing

Action Plan:

· Establish small working group to discuss basic data needed to come to agreement as to proposed national standard



Carole (to drive), Jacqui, Mark, Joy, Linda Marston 


Mark to circulate ASIMOLAR for comment
ACTION:
Mark to circulate ASIMOLAR for comment

· Use National Desexing Network to send letter to all shelters to ask:


1.
Do you currently gather records? How?


2.
If you are not, is there something preventing you and could we assist?


3.
Would you be able to gather the attached list of basic data?


4.
Do you have any comments or anything to add to it?

ACTION:
Joy and NDN once standard agreed

· Letter/lobby to Ministers to introduce a requirement to collect and report data and for the need for a data repository.

· Source/lobby for funds to interrogate the data  

2.2
Compile research needs – (Report 14) 
· Due to time shortage not fully discussed.  Joy tabled compilation of suggestions from Summit (Report 14)
ACTION:
All to look at report and offer input
AIM THREE:
Funding for research, education and legislative initiatives to be addressed eg through Victorian DPI model of levies on registration
· Also not discussed fully due to time constraints

· Report 1- second part, from Steve Moore details Victorian programs which are funded from a State levy of $1 per cat and $2.50 per dog from each registration

· The projects funded must affect the DAA, promotion of RPO and provide information for domestic animal management. There is a legislative mandate to promote research into domestic animal management.  

AIM FOUR:
Initiatives to develop understanding and training of veterinarians in early age desexing, including pilot programs and university vet courses

Presentation:
Assoc Professor Bruce Parry – Powerpoint 3
· Prof Parry outlined the veterinary course at University of Melbourne.  50% of the students are full fee paying, largely from overseas, about one third of these go on to stay in Australia.  75% of students are female
· Students are required to do extramural work – they must undertake 8 weeks before starting their clinical work at Werribee, a minimum of 2 weeks of this is work experience in shelters
· In final two years, a total of 26 weeks work must be done in veterinary clinic and hospital with an additional 4 weeks in vacation time.  In the last semester, the students can go into private practice as trainee veterinarians and do electives – 4 blocks of 3 weeks each.  Shelters are one of the electives.
· There are 132 Academic Associates, 125 practices involved of which 27 are rural, 18 interstate and 2 overseas.  Question was asked as to the proportion of AA that do EAD?
· Bruce outlined the involvement of students with welfare issues and EAD in the course:

1.
Veterinary Professional Studies – First Year – started in 1998

Students placed in groups of 4 or 5 and given topic to research, one of these is 
role of animal welfare agencies and control and management of pets in society.  

Issues relating to the magnitude of problem, euthanasia particularly of healthy 
animals, role of early age desexing in animal shelters and veterinary practices, 
grief counseling, and that vets are part of the solution are looked at.  They need 
to produce a written report and present this at a seminar

2.
Students are required to undertake practical work in shelters

3.
Theory of reproduction given in lectures, anaesthesia and surgery in final 
two years


4.
Electives in final year – can choose to do at shelter


· Bruce was asked what the EAD of uVet (the clinic hospital) was for owned pets


1.
Cats and dogs have 3 vaccinations at 6-8; 10-12 and 14-16 weeks


2.
Policy allows desexing of animals that have had 2 out of 3 vaccinations ie 


12 weeks is the earliest.  Don’t want to desex for 2 weeks after vaccination 

as platelet counts go down.  If therefore vaccinate at 10 weeks could 


do at 12 weeks.  

3.
Concern re issue of complications with surgery and anaesthesia of owned 


vs unowned animals and disease control – proper vaccination protocols, 


prefer to desex if fully vaccinated

· Bruce reported that as cats and dogs must be registered from 3 months of age, Wyndham City Council will refund half of the entire animal fee if have desexed 2 months after registration.  
· There was discussion around this topic – the Vet clinic policy is not inconsistent with EAD, as can vaccinate at 10 weeks and desex at 12 weeks. How is it promoted?  Is it put out there? At Uni of Melbourne will desex at 12 weeks if vaccinated at 10 weeks and owner asks.  Clients will generally take guidance from their vet as to when the best time for desexing is, so the philosophy of the vet is important in determining the time.  Jacqui explained the need to give guidance on the best treatment for the individual animal with a client cf the need for the good of the general population. The differential between shelter and owned animals was also discussed, the feeling being they were equally important, and shelter animals were not second class.  The issue of what is best for the individual animal was then discussed.  Many studies overall show no difference in outcome between EAD and desexing at six months if the veterinarian has done a lot of EAD.  Infectious disease theory would support that the risk of infectious disease in the post op period is higher if desexed within two weeks of vaccination, possibly vaccination could be interfered with.  This was not the general experience of those in the room doing EAD at time of first vaccination.  Jacqui suggested that a study to investigate the practical aspects would be useful ie to produce statistics re the rate of infectious disease in the postop period if desexed within 2 weeks of vaccination.  A controlled study with two groups



 Group 1 – vacc and desex, 



 Group 2 – vacc and then wait 2 weeks before desexing,

     and measure rate of disease in both would answer this question scientifically.             Funding was discussed, probably would need a postgraduate student working with the veterinary practices – estimate $50-80,000.  Craig suggested Alfaxan sponsorship.  Steve suggested approaching Russell to see if any funding available, as this relates to DAM.  Vaccine manufacturer sponsorship also suggested – market advantage if vaccine proven with desexing

ACTION:
1.
Peer reviewed study to produce statistics re rate of infectious 



disease in post op period +/- concurrent vaccination 



2.
Publish as AVJ article



3.
Present to vet schools to change curriculum if positive



4.
Carole, Bruce, Jacqui to organize/scope via phone link up, with 


Joy, Mark, Ann Covill and Craig



5.  
Jacqui to coordinate this phone link. 

· Discussion that most animals are sold at 8 weeks, if want desexing and microchipping before sale, and need to move this back to 12 weeks, then socialization may become a problem.  Need to consider benefits of desexing at or two weeks after first vaccination to allow homing at 8 – 10  weeks

· Discussion around sustainable euthanasia capacity – vets increasingly don’t want to euthanase (understandably), if numbers of animals entering shelters continues particularly for cats, who will do the euthanasia in the future?  This brings a social responsibility factor into the determination of the best course for the individual animal.  If tomorrow, no more euthanasia, what would we do with the animals?
· Discussion re ideal to push desexing between second and third vaccination.  Urinary incontinence slightly increases in female dogs – possible 5%, but mammary cancer risk decreases.  Jacqui suggested an evaluation of owner with a bitch to assess if EAD candidate – weigh risks of pregnancy vs urinary incontinence
· General discussion re some form of cost-benefit evaluation chart to empower vets to factor risks other than individual patient needs, into the decision for EAD recommendation – felt this may have more success.   Discussion re empowering the owner (make a decision to have desexed and put pressure on the vet) – owner is already empowered by differential registration fees, needs to be large to have an effect.   In Victoria reduced fee schedule will be removed in 2008 so will need to be desexed to get discount.  Registration from 3 months in Caloundra.  Felt that clients generally took veterinary advice so useful to empower vets as well 
· Discussion re populations of cats – unowned vs semi-owned vs owned.  Joy gave figures for Gold Coast (population 500,000 people):



  70%  are surrendered (owned) – 54% are unwanted kittens



  18%  stray via ranger




  12% Feral (unowned, unable to be handled)



ie the majority of cats that are euthanased are not wild, or unsuitable for adoption.  Not all owned cats are registered animals- how do we get to these people.  Talking herd health, owned and unowned cats so need population management, not just management of one group as they are interlinked

Strategies to raise significance and level of awareness of EAD
· Bigger picture speakers

· More experience of students (and graduated vets) with shelter life

· UQ to introduce 5 lectures on UAM 
· To be taught differences in technique between 3 and 6 month patients 
· Seeking veterinary practices that do EAD -  only a few private practices currently 

· Second rate philosophy with cost restrictions re shelter animals needs to be overcome
· Melbourne students doing shelter work with the herd medicine component not individual animal work in practices doing EAD – need both components to show consequences of animals not being desexed as well as surety that EAD can be done safely and well in private practice

· Content of course to have more legislation, social responsibility.  
· Possibly separate policy for cats and dogs at Univ at Melbourne to enable EAD for cats to be common in private practice 
· Lobby Deans of vet schools.   There are 6 veterinary schools in Australia, the 4 major ones are Melbourne, Sydney, Queensland and Murdoch, the two new ones – Wagga and Townsville don’t have any students out yet.  The Deans meet twice per year – there are no other formal meetings –and this group has a Chair (used to be Ivan, but he is retiring) – Bruce to find out who is new Chair.  There is a meeting due in October and the next meeting of Deans in May in Melbourne at AVA conference.  Ivan is supportive – try to put on agenda.  Send letter and ask for invitation to speak 
ACTION:
Bruce to find out who is New Chair of Deans Group.  Letter to ask for 

invitation to speak at next meeting
· AVA Conference in Melbourne discussed.  Suggestion of a symposium on cat overpopulation? Craig suggested that the conference planning committee agenda probably closed by now.   (Maureen Riverton – Bruce to send email address to ask to find out.)  Craig to ask Maureen if can have a presentation.  Craig suggested we title it prevention of the unwanted companion animal population cf pet overpopulation
ACTION:
Craig to contact Maureen to see if presentation to AVA conference 


possible 
AIM FOUR:
Input into formation of Policy Development Committee of Free 



Roaming Cats

· Joy circulated papers on formation of group from the Summit (Report 15)
· Carole tabled the TNR Papers from the UAM in Hobart 



Report 16 – TNR Literature Review by Ellen Jongman



Report 17 -  TNR Practical Experience – CPS

· RSPCA has concerns re this, they don’t want to sidetrack the compulsory desexing issue or lose credibility due to TNR concerns. 

· Due to time shortage, decided that there needs to be an investigatory group, but possibly  issue a sleeper for 12 months as we must address source first by compulsory desexing (TNR addresses endpoint), resourcing issue with so much to do over 12 months, statistics show 12% ferals so better to concentrate on 70% owned population - - all in agreement   

AIM FIVE:
Input into planning for next Summit 

· National Summit paper circulated by Joy – Report 18
· Care with dates for next year so don’t clash with AIAM conference – could they be back to back?  Rick to talk to Geoff Irwin to see if possible.  Doreen Culliver will be running.  Venue, same as last year  - Gold Coast International

· Day on cat issues, day  catch up on National Coalition  progress,  plus topics suggested include perspective from Northern Europe, greyhounds, AMRRIC, progressing compulsory microchipping eg in Victoria, or ACT. Half day on practical implementation of programs that are working 

· Members to send suggestions by end of October

ACTION:
All to send suggestions re planning by end of October



Joy, Rick and Geoff to investigate feasibility of putting NC and AIAM 


conferences together
OTHER BUSINESS

National Coalition Communication

· Sally offered to establish a communications mode and administer a DRUPAL – intranet on the internet – can give access to documents from outsiders with read only access, can have forums.  Sally and Cat Haven IT Volunteer can administrate.  All agreed
ACTION:
Sally to establish DRUPAL



All to communicate via this
 

Meeting closed at 5.30pm
ACTION LIST 

October 2006

	DATE
	ACTION
	PERSON RESP
	STATUS

	October 2006
	Update Master Contact List
	Carole Webb
	

	
	Table of legislative framework for each State
	Steve Moore
	

	
	Draft National Coalition letterhead and explanatory letter, email to all for comment and approval
	Joy Verrinder

	

	
	Draft a letter from the National Coalition to the AVA Board to seek support for EAD for cats and ask re compulsory desexing for cats
	Craig and Carole
	

	
	Letter to ANZCAWG to ask for invitation to speak re issues 
	Joy and Carole
	

	
	Circulate ASIMOLAR for comment
	Mark
	

	
	Letter to all shelters to enquire re data collection capability
	Joy and NDN
	

	
	Input to Report 14 on research currently needed 
	All
	

	
	1. Peer reviewed study to produce statistics re rate of infectious disease in post op period +/- concurrent vacc 

2. Publish as AVJ article

3. Present to vet schools to change curriculum if positive
	Carole, Bruce and Jacqui

With Joy, Mark, Ann and Craig
	

	
	Find out who is New Chair of Deans Group. 
Letter to ask for invitation to speak at next meeting
	Bruce

?
	

	
	Contact Maureen (AVA organizer) to see if presentation to AVA conference possible
	Craig
	

	
	Suggestions re planning for next summit by end of October
Contact with AIAM to see if can put two conferences together 
	All

Joy, Rick, Geoff
	

	
	Establish communication method for this group via DRUPAL
	Sally
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


MASTER CONTACT LIST 

National Coalition Members

	Name
	State
	Organisation
	Stakeholder Category

Membership of other Committees
	Contact Address and Phone
	Email

	Ian Baird


	ACT
	Senior Policy Officer

Natural Environment Sustainability Policy and Programs

Dept of Territory and Municipal Services
	Government

ANZCAWG

RSPCA ACT

Veterinary Surgeons Board ACT

AWAC ACT

CCSERAC
	GPO Box 158

Canberra City

ACT 2602

Ph: 02 6207 2507

Fx: 02 6207 2502
	ian.baird@act.gov.au


	Pauleen Bennett
	VIC
	Monash University
	Research


	Ph: 0427700260
	

	Colin Bransgrove

&

Paul Westaway
	NSW

QLD
	Pet Industry Association of Aust
	Pet Industry

ACAC
	Ph: 0413772155

Ph: 0418732988
	cbransgrove@piaa.net.au
paul@thepetbarn.com.au


	Jasmine Cox
	NSW
	Cat Protection Society of NSW
	Welfare
	Ph: 02 9519 7201
	jasmine@catprotection.org.au


	Phil Donohoe
	NT
	AMRRIC
	Animal Management/Welfare
	Ph: 08 89485325

       0428485436
	phildonohoe@gmail.com


	Clare Jokuszies
	TAS
	RSPCA Tas
	Welfare

AVA

Conservation Trust

Hobart Cat Centre

Local Govt Committees
	Ph: 0438892691

Ph: 0409803405

(Rick Butler)
	jokusaies@vision.net.au
rbutler@rspcatas.org.au

	Sally Larder
	WA
	Animal Welfare Supervisor

Cat Haven
	Welfare
	23 Lemnos Street

Shenton Park

WA  6008

Ph:  9442 3600

       0421153937

Fx:   9442 3636


	welfare@cathaven.com.au
www.cathaven.com.au


	Barb La Rocca
	QLD
	Qld Feline Association
	Breeder
	Ph:  0411427106
	abys@optusnet.com.au


	Paul Matthews
	QLD
	Animal Welfare

Cairns
	Vet
	Ph:  0412872574
	balvet@austarnet.com.au


	Glenys Oogjes
	VIC
	Animals Australia
	Welfare

NCCAW

AWAC Vic

AAWS
	Ph:  0414312552
	googjes@animalsaustralia.org


	Craig Pullen 
	QLD
	AVA Qld
	Vet
	
	suncoast91@bigpond.com


	Jacquie Rand
	QLD
	Centre for Companion Animal Health

University of QLD
	Research

AVA Taskforce for Unwanted Companion Animals
	Ph:  0419555554
	j.rand@uq.edu.au


	Kerryn Rivett


	VIC
	Vice President

Australian Cat Federation
	Breeder


	Ph:  08 8449 5880
	acfinc@chariot.net.au


	Grant Robb
	SA
	CEO

Animal Welfare League of SA
	Welfare
	1-19 Cormack Rd

Wingfield 

SA  5013

Ph:  08 8348 1300

Fx: 08 8268 9545
	grant.robb@animalwelfare.com.au


	Graeme Smith

Kevin Apostolides
	VIC
	CEO

The Lost Dogs Home and National Pet Register
	Welfare
	Ph: 0417356013

Ph: 0418990295
	graeme.smith@dogshome.com


	Mark Townend
	QLD
	CEO

RSPCA Qld rep

RSPCA Australia
	Welfare
	RSPCA Qld

PO Box 6177

Fairfield Gardens

QLD  4103

Ph: 073426 9935

 0404871579

Fx: 07 38481178

Or

RSPCA Australia

PO Box 265

Deakin West

ACT   2601

Ph: 026282 8300


	mtownend@rspcaqld.org.au
jhodges@rspca.org.au


	Joy Verrinder
	QLD
	Animal Welfare League Qld


	Welfare

President Animals Australia


	Ph: 0417788063
	joy@awlqld.com.au


	Rick Walduck
	VIC
	CEO

Microchips Australia

Central Animal Records
	Vet/Registry

AMRRIC

AIAM
	Ph: 0418530420
	rick@car.com.au


	Carole Webb
	VIC
	Executive Director

Cat Protection Society of Vic
	Welfare

AAWS

AWAC Vic

DAMIC Vic

RPOAC Vic

AVA Taskforce for Unwanted Companion Animals

CCC

FHRF

RSPCA Vic
	PO Box 257 

Greensborough

Vic  3088

Ph:  039432 0957

 0412484 610

Fx:  039432 0472
	catprotection@bigpond.com.au


	Australian National Kennel

Council


	QLD
	
	Breeder
	PO Box 760

Fortitude Valley

QL  4006

Ph: 07 3257 1035

FX: 07 3257 1039
	dogsaust@ozemail.com.au
www.ankc.aust.com
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	Bruce Parry
	VIC
	Dept Vet Science

University of Melb
	Vet/Research
	Ph:  03 97312214
	steven.moore@dpi.vic.gov.au


	Steve Moore
	VIC
	Bureau of Animal Welfare

DPI Victoria
	Government

ANZCAWG

AWAC Vic

DAMIC Vic
	Ph:  03 92174294
	brucewp@unimelb.edu.au



AAWS




Australian Animal Welfare Strategy

ACAC




Australian Companion Animal Council

AIAM




Australian Institute Animal Management

AMRRIC



Animal Management in Rural and Remote Indigenous Communities

ANZCAWG



Australian and New Zealand Companion Animal Working Group

AWAC



Animal Welfare Advisory Committee   

CCC




Cat Crisis Coalition

CCSERAC



Conservation Council of the South East Region and the ACT

DAMIC



Domestic Animal Management Implementation Committee

FHRF




Feline Health Research Fund

NCCAW



National Consultative Committee on Animal Welfare

RPOAC



Responsible Pet Ownership
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