PLEASE RESPOND to the Public Consultation on badger culling in Wales
The full consultation document can be viewed at:
http://wales.gov.uk/consultations/environmentandcountryside/090427constberadicationv2/?lang=en
(The Consultation Document proper is the second downloadable document at the bottom of the page that the link leads to.)

There are 5 sections to the Consultation Document 

1.  Introduction
2. ‘Background Information’
3. ‘Badger Control Strategies’

4.  6 questions 

5. Details on how to respond. Can be done online to bovinetb@wales.gsi.gov.uk or in writing to:
TB Team

Office of the Chief Veterinary Officer

Department of Rural Affairs

Welsh Assembly Government

Cathays Park
Cardiff CF10 3NQ

[image: image1.jpg]animals count
et




Animals Count

PO BOX 51250

London

SE11 4UN

Tel: 078 80624310

info@animalscount.org
24 July 2009

TB Team

Office of the Chief Veterinary Officer

Department of Rural Affairs

Welsh Assembly Government

Cathays Park

Cardiff CF10 3NQ

Dear Sir,

Please find our response to the proposed badger culling in Wales consultation below.
Q1 Is Government the most appropriate body to manage the delivery of these strategies or are there alternatives that should be considered?

The Government is not, in our opinion, the most appropriate body to deliver these strategies.  They have political interests and influences in groups that see the culling of badgers as an advantage to themselves.
It has not been proven that there is a substantial link between bovine TB and badgers.  
The Government in England have taken the scientific evidence and decided that a cull was not appropriate.  Why is it that the Welsh Assembly has found a different interpretation to this evidence?

Under no circumstances, in our opinion, should a cull take place or be carried out by any group.

The only appropriate response is vaccination of cattle.  To vaccinate badgers you have to capture them and that will involve the disturbance of a wild animal and possible suffering or injury.

Q2 Do you agree that these are the most humane and appropriate ways or should other methods be included?

There is no ‘humane’ method of killing badgers in the wild.  Badgers are wild animals and upsetting the natural balance by culling them will cause unknown detrimental effects on other fauna and flora in the future.
The RSPCA believes that "Cattle-based measures – such as testing and increased biosecurity - should and must underpin the fight against the spread of this disease, not a half-baked proposal which offers no welfare benefit to either farm animal or wildlife."

Q3 Where the disease is endemic, do you agree that the destruction of badgers (alongside cattle measures) is necessary to have an impact in the short to medium term? Should other strategies be included in this order?

The most authoritative scientific research ever undertaken on the subject recommended AGAINST a cull.

The Independent Scientific Group (ISG) on bovine TB (bTB) was tasked by the UK government with undertaking specific research on the effects of badger-culling on TB in cattle. The painstaking work took nearly ten years, cost the lives of over 11,000 badgers and cost taxpayers £34 million.

The ISG concluded that, "badger culling can make no meaningful contribution to cattle TB control in Britain", and added, "Scientific findings indicate that the rising incidence of disease can be reversed, and geographical spread contained, by the rigid application of cattle-based control measures alone."


If badgers are the main source of TB infection in cattle, why then are there are cattle with TB on the Isle of Man, where there are no badgers? Or how, if badgers and other wild animals are the source, France manages to have badgers and wild boar without a TB epidemic among cattle? 


Figures from a massive badger cull in Ireland prove that culling badgers does not have a significant effect of the numbers of cattle that are infected with TB.  

Bovine TB is a disease of domesticated cattle that is spread by infected cattle being introduced into herds that are TB free.  The problem is in insufficient medical checks at the source of the purchase of cattle.  Britain has had numerous cattle diseases over the years spread by the movement of infected cattle into disease-free herds.  The Foot and Mouth epidemic of a few years back is a case in point.
It is not possible to cull only diseased badgers because there is no reliable test to identify them.
This means that most of the badgers killed in any cull would be disease-free because the available evidence shows that the vast majority of badgers are free from TB.

Q4 Do you agree with these offences (concealing or protecting badgers, obstructing or interfering in any way with destruction) and/or should others be included?

This question suggests we would agree to possible breaking of the law. However, badgers are an endangered and protected species and under the Wild Animals Protection Act 1996 and under the new Animal Welfare laws they are entitled to be protected from pain, suffering, injury and disease. 

Q5 Do you agree that the development of a badger vaccination policy should be pursued and therefore included within this order?

No – if cattle are inoculated against TB then it wouldn’t matter if a few badgers carried the TB virus.  Badgers should be left alone, catching them and vaccinating wild animals is causing potential pain, suffering and injury for which they are entitled to protection (see question 4).
The policy of our party: Animals Count is for a total ban on all trapping and snaring of wild animals.  Therefore we are against the trapping of badgers for vaccination purposes.
Q6 Do you agree that authorized persons should be able to enter land for the purpose of vaccinating badgers?

No – badgers should not be vaccinated (see question 5).
Yours truly,
Lorraine Parker

Animals Count contact person for Wales

www.animalscount.org 
