
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
GREYHOUND REGULATORY BOARD HELD AT PROCTER HOUSE ON

FRIDAY 28TH MAY 2010 AT 12 NOON
Present:



Mr S Winfield (Chair)



(SW)



Mr B Faulkner (CEO)



(BF)



Mr S Gower (Veterinary Director)

(SG)

In Attendance:



Mr J Blake (Director of Accreditation)
(JB)



Mr R Hayler (Secretary)


(RH)

1. Apologies

Apologies were received from Director of Regulation Declan Donnelly and Senior Stipendiary Steward Paul Illingworth. 

2. Minutes of the Meeting on 9th April 2010

The minutes were agreed by SW subject to a number of agreed minor adjustments recommended by JB. 
3. Matters Arising
(i) Actions Arising from 9th April 2010

All of the action points from the previous meeting appeared to have been addressed, with SW explaining that the redrafting of the Terms of Reference for the Rules Review Committee (RRC) was currently taking place in consultation with that committee. SW was unsure whether DD had been able to gather information about pre-2009 disciplinary fines awarded from the ADMC review group, as discussed at the previous meeting.
4. Rules Review Committee
SW was pleased that the broad outline of the changes he had proposed to the Terms of Reference for the RRC had been favourably received by its members. 

The RRC had agreed that its immediate priority was progressing to the first draft of a penalty guidelines document. Their target was to produce a proposal for the 6th July meeting of the full GBGB Board and a small working party had been formed to progress this. 
Veterinary Sub-Committee Rules Requests

SW reported that the RRC had received two requests from the Veterinary Sub Committee (VSC) of the Welfare Committee to consider specific issues, tail-tip dressings and the reasonable grounds for access to the vet’s room. 

Regarding tail-tip dressings, the RRC had agreed in principle to support the recommendation to allow dogs to compete with tail tip dressings subject to the satisfaction of the veterinary surgeon of the dog’s welfare and subject to the dressing having been freshly applied by the licensed vet. The RRC would consider the wording of any rule revision in due course. 
Regarding access to the vet’s room, the RRC members had conducted some research and concluded that only one such facility was located outside the restricted confines of the paddock and on that basis they were unconvinced that any further action was required other than ongoing vigilance at the racecourse. 

Mr Gower accepted this, although he expressed a wish on behalf of the VSC that there were powers within the Rules of Racing to require that certain tests or samples be taken from those few dogs which had died during or following a race. In those circumstances he understood that vets could find themselves under pressure to comply with the wishes of the owner or trainer who if present tended to be understandably very emotional. Complying with the wishes of connections in such a difficult situation could prevent or hinder the taking of tests or the arrangement for a post-mortem to establish the cause of death and a rule would make decision making easier for vets in those circumstances. 
Rules and GBGB Staff

SW explained that the RRC had also discussed a suggestion to make more explicit the requirement of GBGB directors and officers to comply with the Rules of Racing. SW said that he was not opposed to that in principle although he was keen to seek a legal second opinion. 


Action: SW to seek legal advice on the implications of introducing relevant wording into the Rule Book about the requirement of GBGB employees to comply the rules. 

5. ADMC Report

SW understood that GBGB’s Chairman had spoken with his ADMC Review counterpart and initiated progress both on the tender process for a new laboratory testing contract and on the formation of the DMAP panel, on which it was understood that the Director of Regulation would serve. DMAP would be responsible for generating drug testing and research strategy, initially at least. SW clarified that GRB would continue to consider specific cases and relevant points of interest but it would not be leading the Board on these subjects. 
6. Veterinary Director’s Report

Carrying forward the discussion on ADMC issues, SG reported that the VSC had considered the theory behind the First Aid Box concept suggested in the ADMC report.

The idea was that a selection of medicaments for minor complaints which would not artificially enhance the performance of dogs treated with them should be identified and made available for authorised use by racecourse veterinary surgeons. By way of example, SG explained that a single injection of long-acting antibiotic would be suggested as acceptable but a course of antibiotics would revert to the standard rules. 

SG said that he would consult with the Veterinary Medicaments Directorate (VMD) to ensure that all recommended medicaments were approved for the purpose to which they would be put. He hoped that greyhound racing would be able to learn from the examples of the BHA and FEI which offered a similar range of acceptable minor treatments. 

Meanwhile, the VSC wanted to give some clarity to the level of responsibility for certain individuals to report concerns they might hold over the use of unauthorised medicaments. It was considering filing a proposal that if a Stipendiary Steward, say, discovered a relatively minor offence relating of this nature it would be reported to the Director of Regulation who would consider whether it merited reporting onto the VMD. In the event of substantial quantities of unlicensed products being identified it was suggested that it was the responsibility of the trainer’s vet to report this directly to the VMD. SG said that either he or Richard Payne (RP) from the VSC would make a presentation of recommendations to the Stipendiary Stewards in due course, to be arranged with PI. 
Veterinary Kennel Inspection

SG said that the VSC and Welfare Committee had both supported a suggestion that all trainers should be required to have their kennels inspected by a veterinary surgeon as part of the ongoing trainer licensing process. Currently only trainers with more than four dogs were required to have such an inspection as a condition of licence. 
SW said that the matter had been presented for discussion at the RRC, however no representative of trainers had been able to attend and on that basis it was agreed to defer it to the following meeting. 

SG suggested that it might be useful for a vet to join the RRC, at least where veterinary issues were due for discussion. SW agreed that it could be useful from time to time for a veterinary observer to be at certain meetings. 
SG reported that the Veterinary Kennel Inspection Form had also been redrafted with WSC approval following difficulties with it in 2009. The next step was for it to be published in a forthcoming GBGB Calendar. 
7. New Racecourse Applications
SW updated the GRB on progress with the application to resume racing at Coventry Stadium. It was clarified that the decision ultimately rested with the certification body of the GBGB, however GRB had played a role in setting the criteria for a new racecourse licence and continued to monitor developments on this application with interest. 

It was noted that requests for documentation including details of relevant licences, safety certificates, an adequate lease and business plan had taken the Board close to a position where an informed licensing decision could be taken. 
The GRB discussed the positive implications of a new racecourse opening for the industry but agreed that any information requested needed to stand up to thorough scrutiny by the certification body for a licence application to be seriously considered. There was no point in seeking information about the commercial viability of a racecourse, for example, if the judgement formed on that issue did not affect the licensing process. 

It was accepted that GBGB’s options for dealing with a licence application were effectively limited to accepting it, rejecting it or granting it with certain conditions on an interim basis. 

The GRB agreed that however the application progressed, it would be appropriate to arrange a meeting between the applicant and the new CEO at some stage soon to discuss the content of the application. 

On the question of financial viability the GRB considered without conclusion whether it would be appropriate to ask existing licensed racecourses, as proven going concerns, for a copy of their annual accounts as part of the annual re-licensing process.  

The Secretary reported receiving an e-mail expressing interest in operating straight races on the turf at Towcester horse racecourse. The GRB awaited receipt of a formal application.

It was noted that any licensing decision, including for a racecourse, was open to appeal to the independent Disciplinary Committee. 
8. General Regulatory Discussions

SW agreed that a wide range of issues had been covered during the meeting and as such there was no need to discuss this further. 
9. AOB

Sales Trials

SW reported that sales trials had been raised at the recent GBGB Board Meeting where a request had been made not to review licences and licence fees until such time as other licence fees were being reviewed. 

SW had accepted that position but remained determined to improve the industry’s regulatory performance in this area in such a way that would further improve confidence in these events and provide adequate recourse for the industry in the event of any dogs being tested in racing conditions and returning a positive blood or urine test, an offence which at a disciplinary hearing might be attributed later by the owner or trainer to the sales trial at which it was purchased. One suggestion received by the GRB, for example, had been to sample every participating dog and withhold payment to the vendor until a negative test result had been returned. 

It was noted that recommendations related to this subject were contained within the ADMC review report. 

Action: As per previous meeting, to continue to review data with a view to generating a policy recommendation. 
The GRB also agreed that it was its responsibility to continue to remind sales agents and vendors of the law with respect to animal transportation. It was agreed that GBGB Stipendiary Stewards would be asked through PI to report back on the standards of transportation of greyhounds to and from sales trials. 

Action: PI, through Stipendiary Stewards, to monitor transportation standards of greyhounds to Sales Trials to ensure full compliance with the Animal Welfare Act. 
Guideline Schedule for Improvement Actions

JB explained that he and PI had discussed the need for guideline appropriate timescales for a variety of required Racecourse Improvement Actions in such a way that ensured that required improvements were implemented but without placing unreasonable demands on racecourse promoters. A document outlining these was tabled by JB and took into account the need for immediate action on any issue relating to the Animal Welfare Act and more reasonable timescales for necessary improvements relating to other GBGB Rules of Racing which, for example, required construction or other building work. 

This document was approved by the GRB and will be regularly reviewed by PI. 
Betting Integrity

The GRB noted that there had been substantial media coverage on sports betting integrity issues following allegations about corruption in snooker. JB noted that the role of the BHA in horseracing was flagged up as a sport on top of its regulatory work and suggested that greyhound racing might do more both to trumpet how clean its racing was and how much work was going on to ensure that its rules were adhered to on a considerably more modest budget than its near neighbour. 
10. Date of Next Meeting

Wednesday 30th June 2010. 
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