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MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE 
GREYHOUND REGULATORY BOARD HELD ON 
FRIDAY, 26th FEBRUARY 2010
Present:
 
Mr S Gower (Vet Director) (Acting Chair)

(SG)


Mr R Hayler (Acting CEO)    



(RH)

Mr P Illingworth (Senior Stipendiary Steward) 
(PI)

In attendance:

Mr D Donnelly (Director of Regulation) 

(DD)


            Mr J Blake (UKAS Director)



(JB)

1. Apologies 
Steve Winfield apologised for his absence.
2. Minutes of last meetings
The minutes of the 29th January 2010 were recommended by SG for approval by SW at the next GRB meeting.
3. Matters Arising
All actions from the previous meeting have been discharged.
4. Rules Review Committee
SW was not present so SG gave an update from a report circulated by SW prior to the GRB meeting. In that report SW noted under the Rules Review contributors to the rules review consultation process that had taken place between February to April 2010 had been written to. SW said that focus on impending legislative changes had meant that a full rules review had been postponed until after this process had been completed. Contributors have been informed that where their suggestions have been fully or substantially addressed by impending greyhound welfare regulations they had been removed from the list. The remaining suggestions would be retained on file to be included in an eventual review process.

SW then raised the issue of rules change required by the impending introduction of the Greyhound Welfare Regulations 2010. This statutory instrument (SI) has received formal approval by Parliament and is due to be introduced on the 6th April 2010. 
In order to meet the changes required under the SI a sub-committee of the Rules Review Committee (RRC) has recently considered changes to the rules of racing to meet those requirements. They have drawn up proposed changes to the rules to accord with what will be the law as from the 6th April 2010. SW pointed out that the promoter Mr John Curran had, on behalf of other promoters, submitted a list of proposed changes for the sub-committee to consider. SW noted that the GBGB were due to meet on the 12th March and it was imperative that the proposed changes be put before the GBGB for them to consider before the 6th April. 

SW suggested that the GRB agree the changes as currently proposed by the sub-committee of the rules review committee. This action would be subject to the sub-committee considering the proposals put forward on behalf of other promoters by Mr Curran. Once this was undertaken SW said that GRB could meet by way of “telephone conference” to discuss any alterations emanating from those discussions. Any “telephone conference” would need to take place prior to the 12th March. The GRB agreed the amendments to the rules subject to the caveat proposed by SW. 
5. Director or Regulation
DD gave an update to the GRB of his visit with PI to Coventry Stadium on the 18th February to meet Mr Martin Dore. Mr Dore had indicated that he wished to re-open Coventry Greyhound Stadium as a licensed GBGB racecourse. DD and PI discussed with him the various requirements under the rules of racing that he would need to comply with. Having heard from DD, the GRB discussed the various documents submitted thus far by Mr Dore. These included details of the application and a business plan. DD informed GRB that he still awaited a number of other documents from Mr Dore. 

The GRB decided that the licensing application by Mr Dore should continue. There would however be the requirement by Mr Dore to provide all outstanding documentation prior to a licence being granted and for a racecourse inspection by the area stipendiary steward. If the licence was granted then he would be required to agree to; a) allow quarterly examination of the company accounts; b) the company would be subject to a probationary period of 12 months c) an annual racecourse inspection would take place during the probationary period. The GRB agreed that subject to all documentation being provided and appearing to be in order, a satisfactory racecourse inspection by the area stipendiary steward and the caveats at a-c above the licence would be granted to Mr Dore.

Action: DD to speak with Mr Dore to obtain his agreement to point’s a-c above.
DD then raised the issue of sales trials fees and referred to a paper he had circulated prior to the meeting. He informed GRB that at present the fee for a sales trial licence was £150 plus VAT. This figure had remained more or less static for many years and did not reflect the administrative costs of the GRB in regulating such an event. DD mentioned that he was not trying to recoup full costs but pointing out that the current figure was not financially realistic. In writing his options paper DD referred to the fact that he had consulted with those persons who currently hold sales trials. 

The GRB discussed the three options put forward by DD. SG felt the principle was sound. RH suggested that there might be a further option, namely to charge a per capita fee of £10 per greyhound that trials and that this fee would be met by each vendor who would be required to be licensed by the GBGB. The latter provision would require a change to the rules of racing, as currently vendors at sales trials are not required to be licensed. This licensing aspect would also assist in cases where there were breaches of the rules as vendors would be subject to the rules of racing. Another consideration was the actual administration that a sales trial entailed. A Stipendiary Steward and a Sampling officer were always present at a Sales Trial to ensure that the rules of racing are enforced and that where required sampling takes place. At present there is no means to ensure remuneration for this area important area of regulation. It is envisaged that the proposed reform may go some way to addressing that aspect.
Action: DD to put proposed rule change to the Rules Review Committee 

6. Drug Sampling Programme 2009 and 2010
SG informed the GRB that this item was still subject to the pending publication of the findings of the Anti-Doping & Medication Review Panel.
7. Micro chipping Project
PI reported that thus far 17,088 greyhounds had been micro-chipped. He also said that as of the 26th February that any greyhound on the registry database that had not been micro-chipped had been made inactive. The practical effect of this meant that an “unchipped” greyhound could not race or trial at a GBGB licensed racecourse.

PI also reported that 13 GBGB licensed racecourse now had the reflex technology installed. The other 13 racecourses would be completed when software changes to the race-man system had been undertaken.

SG said that he had no particular issues to report. He added that the micro-chipping of greyhounds appeared to be slowing as he had only undertaken two micro-chippings in the previous week. 
8. Senior Stipendiary Steward to GRB 
PI informed the GRB that as part of his ongoing UKAS inspection process of racecourses he would be visiting Kinsley on Sunday 28th February. This would commence a week of visits to licensed GBGB stadia that would include Pelaw Grange, Peterborough and Doncaster.
PI raised the subject of PDA’s and reported that he would be meeting with Paul Simpson of Advanced Systems on Thursday 4th March to discuss the roll-out of PDA’s to the field force. The subject of the reflex roll-out to the remaining 13 racecourse would also be a topic of discussion.

9. Update

JB reported that UKAS representatives as part of the ongoing accreditation process had visited Perry Barr Stadium. After the visit the lead assessor had described GBGB as fit for purpose. There were only two mandatory findings emanating from the visit that GBGB were required to address. JB said that he had remedied both issues this day. The first mandatory finding related to the training of stipendiary stewards and the bedding down of procedures in relation to questioning of stadium officials when eliciting information. A number of questions were described as leading. This could be changed by a change in interview style and the use of open questions. The second issue related to verification of a function. For example if equipment was required to be checked then it should be operated to ensure that it works i.e. CCTV. 
JB has assured UKAS that both matters will be included in training programmes; this aspect does already appear in our guidance material and PI will monitor this in his ongoing assessment of the stipendiary stewards. JB referred to version 5 of the Quality Manual and informed the GRB that he had this day forwarded a copy of that version to the UKAS assessors. The manual would be reviewed by the middle of next week by the development manager at UKAS. JB was very confident that by the 3rd week in March UKAS would award GBGB with accreditation status. 
JB wished to record his thanks to PI, DD and all the stipendiary stewards for their hard work to ensure the inspection regime is a success. The GBGB will have a stipendiary team with strong auditable skills and GBGB will be the first sport to be UKAS accredited. Once UKAS accreditation was gained their next GBGB inspection, including a racecourse inspection would be in September 2010.  SG on behalf of GRB endorsed the vote of thanks given by JB to PI and his team of stipendiary stewards.
10. Findings of the Disciplinary Committee February 2010 Hearing
DD updated the GRB with the most recent hearing of the Disciplinary Committee which took place on Friday 19th February. The hearing included the case of Professional Trainer Mr Jason Foster and his greyhounds PLATINUMLANCELOT and GOODVIEW BLUE, both of which had tested positive for ketoprofen in the same race at Sittingbourne on the 30th July 2009. DD reported that Mr Foster had advised that he would be legally represented, DD also sought legal representation. At the conclusion of the cases Mr Foster was found in breach of the rules of racing in both cases. He was fined £500 and severely reprimanded in both cases. DD requested costs be awarded against Mr Foster, the disciplinary committee made an order for £1,500 costs.
11. AOB
There was no other business.
12. Time and date of next meeting

The next GRB board meeting is scheduled for Friday, 26th March 2010 commencing at 11 am.
DD
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