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Acronyms 

AGM  Annual General Meeting 

AJT   Alexander John Trees (Lord Trees) 

APPG   All-Party Parliamentary Group 

AR   Anthony Ridge (current PVI) 

BSAVA  British Small Animal Veterinary Association 

BVA  British Veterinary Association 

DEFRA  Department for Environment, Food & Rural Affairs 

FAWC  Farm Animal Welfare Council 

HJ   Hannah Jordan (PVI 2013-2015) 

HoL   House of Lords 

PVI   Parliamentary Veterinary Intern  

RCVS  Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons  

VPRF  Veterinary Policy Research Foundation 
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INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND TO THE VPRF 
The Veterinary Policy Research Foundation (VPRF) was set up to provide a legal and financial 

vehicle which was transparent, subject to good governance and independent of Lord Trees’ 

finances, with the purpose of employing an intern/researcher. It appears to be a novel if not 

unique initiative in the House of Lords. The VPRF is a not-for-profit company registered with 

Companies House and is funded entirely by donations. In addition to providing research and 

administrative support to Lord Trees, it is intended that the internship provides a career 

development opportunity for young vets. Thus, the post is advertised for either veterinary 

students from year three onwards or for qualified vets.  

The work of the VPRF focuses on areas relevant to 

Lord Trees’ expertise and interests, including UK and 

EU policy relating to agriculture, animals, food and 

rural affairs; higher education; energy and 

environment; health services and medicine; 

international development; professional regulation; 

science and technology; tropical medicine; and 

veterinary matters. Lord Trees also has an interest in 

policy affecting the North of England and Scotland, 

and Africa and the Middle East. 

PARLIAMENTARY VETERINARY INTERNSHIP 
From October 1 2015, the Parliamentary Veterinary Internship will enter its third year. Funding 

for the internship is gratefully received from a number of industry sponsors and spending is 

overseen by the Board of Trustees.  

The internship pays well over the London Living Wage on a pro rata basis and runs for 1 year 

from October 1 to September 30 with a possibility of a second year renewal. The role is 

advertised, when applicable, in spring to veterinary surgeons and veterinary students from year 

3 onwards and has received a great deal of interest on each occasion.  

The PVI is hugely beneficial to Lord Trees’ role, and enables the VPRF to work proactively. 

Contributions to House of Lords business must be well researched and supported by evidence. 

The research role of the intern is proving invaluable in this respect as our outputs in speeches, 

questions and publications attests (see review of activities and Appendix 3). 

  

The VPRF aims to inform, advise 

and revise, and perhaps initiate, 

UK Government and, in so far as 

is possible, EU legislation 

relevant to the veterinary 

profession.  

http://www.parliament.uk/biographies/lords/lord-trees/4260
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BASIC INFORMATION 

VPRF Trustees 

NAME ORGANISATION ROLE 

Professor the Lord Trees House of Lords Crossbenches Chair 

Mr. Nick Stace RCVS Trustee 

Mr. David Calpin BVA Trustee 

Mr. Brian Pound CVS UK Ltd Trustee 

Ms. Dawn Howard NOAH Trustee 

Dr. Wendy Harrison  Imperial College London Trustee 

Lord Richard Best  House of Lords Crossbenches Trustee 

 

2014-15 VPRF Sponsors 

ORGANISATION 

British Small Animal Veterinary Association (BSAVA) 

British Veterinary Association (BVA) 

CVS UK Ltd 

Goddard Vet Group  

Medivet Group Ltd 

National Office of Animal Health (NOAH) 

Professor the Lord Trees of the Ross 

Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons (RCVS) 

The Royal Veterinary College 

University of Liverpool, School of Veterinary Science 

University of Nottingham, School of Veterinary Medicine and Science 

Willows Veterinary Group Ltd 

 

Lord Trees would like to express his gratitude to the sponsors and trustees who have made the 

Veterinary Policy Research Foundation and the Parliamentary Veterinary Internship possible.  
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ANNUAL REPORT 2014/15 
The Veterinary Policy Research Foundation (VPRF) would like to present the 2014-15 Annual 

Report and Accounts for the year ended September 30th 2015. 

OBJECTIVES FOR THE YEAR 

In order to build upon the broader aims of the VPRF outlined above and following the VPRF 

AGM on 14 January 2015 the following specific 

objectives were set for 2015: 

A. To advertise for and appoint the second 

Parliamentary Veterinary Intern (PVI). 

B. To investigate Trustee liability insurance and 

Employer’s liability insurance. 

C. To investigate the VPRF status as a London Living 

Wage employer.  

D. To commit to more frequent VPRF outreach work 

by contacting veterinary schools and other 

interested organisations to organise talks about 

the work of a vet in Parliament. 

E. To instigate a minimum two-year commitment 

from sponsors in order to ensure that future 

income may be accurately forecast. 

Objectives A-D have been achieved and E is still in 

progress. 

A: After some reflection the role of the PVI was marginally revised and re-advertised in spring 

2015. The revised advert and job description are attached in Appendix 1. The advertisement 

attracted 17 responses and 8 candidates were interviewed by a panel chaired by Lord Trees and 

comprising David Calpin – Chief Executive of BVA, Hannah Jordan – Parliamentary Veterinary 

Intern, and Lesley Evans – RCVS HR Director. Following a strong performance at interview 

alongside excellent competition, the panel unanimously appointed Anthony Ridge. Anthony is a 

Cambridge graduate who has been working in companion animal practice since he qualified in 

2013 (see Appendix 2 for biography). He took up the role of PVI on 13 October 2015 and his first 

three days comprised of a handover period. 

B: With respect to liability insurance, the PVI 2013-15 (HJ) contacted an insurance broker to 

obtain advice on the nature of insurance required and obtain a quotation for various levels of 

insurance. Quotes for Trustee Liability Insurance were received. Quotation for Employee Liability 

insurance has been requested. These options will be presented to trustees and discussed prior 

to the AGM 2016. 
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C: One of our sponsors raised the issue of the London Living Wage and queried whether the 

VPRF met or exceeded this wage. The London Living Wage is currently set at £9.15 per hour and 

we are delighted to report that the PVI earns approximately £15.10 per hour pro rata.  

D: We have met our commitment to organise a number of outreach talks with veterinary 

schools and other interested organisations over the course of the year. Both Lord Trees and the 

PVI found the talks a rewarding experience and received a great deal of positive feedback on the 

content. Talks covered some misconceptions about the House of Lords, the basic structure and 

function, and the work of a vet within the Lords.  

E: With regards to securing future sponsorship, we seek to secure a longer term commitment 

from our sponsors than the rolling year by year arrangement.  

Beyond our objectives we have seen the Executive Trustee for NOAH transfer from Phil 

Sketchley to Dawn Howard, Chief Executive Officer of NOAH. The Executive Trustee for BVA has 

also transferred from Peter Harlech-Jones to David Calpin, Chief Executive of BVA (see Appendix 

2 for biographies) 

REVIEW OF SPONSORSHIP 
A spreadsheet showing sponsors and their contributions is included below. A formal, un-audited 

financial report produced by our accountant, Kelly Accounting, is supplementary to this report. 

 

 

SPONSOR 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 
Total 

pledge (£) 

British Small Animal Veterinary 
Association 

5000 1000 1000 1000   8000 

British Veterinary Association 4000 4000 4000 4000   16000 

CVS UK Ltd 2500 2500 2500     7500 

Goddard Veterinary Group 1000 1000 1000     3000 

Liverpool Veterinary School 2000 2000 2000     6000 

Lord Trees of the Ross  1000 1500 1500 1500 1500 7000 

Medivet 2500 2500 2500 2500   10000 

National Office of Animal Health 5000 5000 4000 4000 4000 22000 

Nottingham Veterinary School 1000 1000 1000 1000   4000 

Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons 

10000 10000 10000     30000 

Royal Veterinary College 1000 1000 1000 1000   4000 

Willows Veterinary Group 1000 1000 1000     3000 

Total income 36000 36500 31500 15000 5500 120500 

Black = Sponsorship received with thanks 
Red = Pledged but not paid 
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REVIEW OF ACTIVITIES 

October 2015 was the beginning of Lord Trees’ fourth year in the House of Lords and was the 

third year of the Parliamentary Veterinary Internship (PVI). Lord Trees (AJT) usually attends 

Parliament for 3 days a week from Tuesday to Thursday when the House is sitting. The House of 

Lords does not usually sit on a Friday.  

AJT attended  58/105 (55.2%) possible attendances from May 2012-2013 
    83/149 (55.7%) possible attendances from May 2013-2014 
    70/132 (53.0%) possible attendances from May 2014-2015 
    50/90 (55.5%) possible attendances from May 2015-Jan 2016 (ongoing) 

Source: Lords Registry System 

 
 
PVI attended  103 working days from October 2013-2014 
    102 working days from October 2014-2015 
    33 working days October 2015-14/01/16 (ongoing) 

Source: PVI calendar 

HOUSE OF LORDS BUSINESS 

There are a number of ways in which a member of the House of Lords can exert influence on 

Government and its legislation. These include speaking in debates; tabling amendments; 

initiating debates; tabling written questions; asking oral questions; and participating in 

committee business. In addition, there are a number of informal means of influence such as 

private meetings with Government or Shadow Ministers, participating in All-Party Parliamentary 

Group meetings and writing in appropriate publications. In this year we have again done all of 

these things.  

DATE CONTRIBUTION DETAILS 

11/01/13 Maiden Speech Debate - Leveson Inquiry 

30/01/13 Speech Debate - Health: Neglected Tropical Diseases 

24/07/13 Speech Debate - Antibiotic-Resistant Bacterial Infections 

29/10/13 Speech 
2nd Reading: Antisocial behaviour, Crime and Policing Bill 
(Dangerous Dogs Act) 

11/11/13 Written question Animals: Rabies 

20/11/13 Speech Debate - Animal Welfare: Cats and Dogs 

09/12/13 Speech Debate - Badgers: Bovine Tuberculosis 

14/01/14 
Amendment 86B &C 
(not moved) 

Report Stage: Antisocial behaviour, Crime and Policing Bill 
(Dangerous Dogs Act) 

16/01/14 
Question for Short 
Debate (initiated) 

Debate - Animal Welfare: Methods of Slaughter 

06/02/14 Speech Debate - Health: Neglected Tropical Diseases 

25/03/14 Written question Vets: Language controls 

16/05/14 Email debate 
House Magazine debate with Lord Sheikh (Non-stun 
slaughter) 

25/06/14 Oral question Bovine Tuberculosis 

03/07/14 Speech Debate - Rural Economy 

17/07/14 Written question Birds of prey (Vultures and Diclofenac) 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201213/ldhansrd/text/130111-0001.htm#13011147000298
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201213/ldhansrd/text/130130-0002.htm#13013083000038
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201314/ldhansrd/text/130724-gc0001.htm#13072463000078
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201314/ldhansrd/text/131029-0003.htm#1310306000206
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201314/ldhansrd/text/131029-0003.htm#1310306000206
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201314/ldhansrd/text/131111w0001.htm#1311115000106
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201314/ldhansrd/text/131120-0002.htm#131120112000102
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201314/ldhansrd/text/131209-gc0001.htm#13120920000144
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201314/ldhansrd/text/140114-0002.htm#14011476000924
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201314/ldhansrd/text/140114-0002.htm#14011476000924
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201314/ldhansrd/text/140116-gc0001.htm#14011665000498
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201314/ldhansrd/text/140206-gc0001.htm#14020664000313
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201314/ldhansrd/text/140325w0001.htm#14032572000235
http://www.politicshome.com/uk/article/98023/dialogue_morals_and_the_meat_industry_.html
http://www.politicshome.com/uk/article/98023/dialogue_morals_and_the_meat_industry_.html
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201415/ldhansrd/text/140625-0001.htm#14062539000166
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201415/ldhansrd/text/140703-0002.htm#14070367000193
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201415/ldhansrd/text/140717w0001.htm#14071752000137
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24/07/14 Speech Debate - Agriculture and Food Industry 

06/11/14 Speech Debate - EU: Counting the Cost of Food Waste (EUC Report) 

18/11/14 
Amendment 92A 
(withdrawn) 

Committee Stage: Deregulation Bill (Breeding of Dogs Act 
1973) 

15/1/15 
Oral question - 
secondary 

Milk production 

22/1/15 Speech Microchipping of Dogs (England) Regulations 2015 

04/03/15 Written question Reptiles 

04/03/15 Written question Animal welfare: prosecutions 

15/7/15 
Oral question - 
secondary 

Hunting Act 

17/9/15 speech Debate - Dairy Industry 

22/10/15 speech Debate - Lyme disease 

09/11/15 
Oral question – 
secondary 

Dog breeding – and internet sales/exotic pet welfare 

15/12/15 Speech 
Debate – Welfare of Animals at the Time of Killing (England) 
Regulations 2015 – motion to regret 

01/02/16 
Question for Short 
Debate (Initiated) 

Neglected Tropical Disease 

 

  

Image 1: Lord Trees (second row from right) giving his maiden speech in the 

House of Lords chamber on 11th January 2013 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201415/ldhansrd/text/140724-0002.htm#14072440000115
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201415/ldhansrd/text/141106-0003.htm#14110656000246
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201415/ldhansrd/text/141118-gc0001.htm#14111860000403
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201415/ldhansrd/text/141118-gc0001.htm#14111860000403
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201415/ldhansrd/text/150115-0001.htm#15011571000279
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201415/ldhansrd/text/150122-gc0001.htm#15012277000108
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-questions-answers/?page=1&max=20&questiontype=AllQuestions&house=commons%2clords&use-dates=True&answered-from=2014-07-01&answered-to=2015-10-01&member=4260
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-questions-answers/?page=1&max=20&questiontype=AllQuestions&house=commons%2clords&use-dates=True&answered-from=2014-07-01&answered-to=2015-10-01&member=4260
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201516/ldhansrd/text/150715-0001.htm#15071539000430
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201516/ldhansrd/text/150917-0001.htm#15091736000735
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201516/ldhansrd/text/151022-gc0001.htm#15102254000501
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201516/ldhansrd/text/151109-0001.htm#1511093000349
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201516/ldhansrd/text/151215-0003.htm#15121562000160
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201516/ldhansrd/text/151215-0003.htm#15121562000160
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PARLIAMENTARY AND ASSOCIATED EVENTS ATTENDED AND ROLES/CONTRIBUTION 

DATE EVENT 

Jan 2014 
VPRF AGM 

NOAH event - hosted 

Feb 2015 
BVA Dinner 

WWF-UK reception 

Mar 2015 

Parliamentary Researcher of the Year Awards (AJT nominated HJ) 

40th Anniversary Countess of Mar 

St. Thomas’ Hospital – Outreach talk to staff 

Zoetis: Launch of Centre for Digital Innovation (Agri-Tech investment), hosted by AJT 

April 2015 BSAVA congress 

May 2015 
BVA Scottish dinner 

VDS Birmingham, 150th anniversary – keynote speech 

Jun 2015 

UFAW reception in House of Lords - hosted 
BVA Animal Welfare Foundation meeting 

Royal Highland Show, Edinburgh 

IFAW reception 

Speech by Bill Gates in Parliament – question posed on rabies 

July 2015 

Milan Expo – UK GREAT Week Agri-tech: animal sciences across borders – keynote 
address “Combating disease: Learning from the past to protect our future” 

Hungarian Minster of State (Foreign Affairs and Trade) – Farmers Club Breakfast 

Oct 2015 

Send A Cow dinner (member of Advisory Group) 

BVA Parliamentary briefing - intern attended 

BVA TB briefing - intern attended 

Surrey Vet School opening ceremony 

Rural Economy Research Group, Annual HoL meeting - Chaired 

Nov 2015 

Blue Cross/Born Free launch – “One click away” report into online sale of exotic animals 

WWF Reception 

World Horse Welfare 2015 Conference 

Parliamentary and Scientific Committee Annual Lunch with Guest of Honour Paul Nurse 

Responsible Use of Medicines in Agriculture conference – intern attended 

EurActive Roundtable – How would Brexit affect British farming? - intern attended 

RCVS President’s reception and dinner 

Laboratory Animal Science Association conference, Brighton - keynote speaker 

Institute of Agricultural Management Conference: Managing Price Volatility 

Companion Animal Sectors Council meeting  - intern attended 

NFU Bovine TB parliamentary briefing – intern attended 

Dec 2015 APHA/DEFRA 150 years of state veterinary medicine event – intern attended 

Jan 2016 
British Guild for Agricultural Journalists – President’s receptions and debate on impact 
on rural businesses of Britain leaving the European Union. 
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PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES AND MEETINGS 

SELECT COMMITTEES 

House of Lord EU Select Committee (2015-present) 

Oversight committee of six EU subcommittees. Meets every two weeks scrutinizing high level EU 
business. 

Produces reports: In progress – “Visions of EU reform inquiry” 

 

House of Lords EU Sub-Committee for Energy and Environment (formerly Agriculture, Fisheries, 
Environment and Energy) (2014 – present)  
Meets weekly scrutinizing EU commission legislative proposals relevant to subject remit. 

Produces reports: 2014 “Counting the cost of food waste: EU food waste prevention”; 2015 “The north 
sea under pressure: is regional marine cooperation the answer”; 2015 “EU energy governance”; In 
progress - “Price volatility and agricultural resilience”  

OTHER PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES 

Parliamentary & Scientific Committee 

APPG for Antibiotics 

APPG for Beef and Lamb 

APPG for Eggs, Pigs and Poultry 

APPG for International Development 

APPG for Science and Technology in Agriculture 

APPG for Sustainable development goals 

APPG for Malaria and NTDs 

APPG for Universities 

Associate Parliamentary Group for Animal Welfare (APGAW) 

AD-HOC PARLIAMENTARY MEETINGS 

British Veterinary Association 

Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons 

Chief Veterinary Officer – Nigel Gibbens 

Global Alliance for Rabies Control – Kevin Doran 

Global Network for Neglected Tropical Diseases – Dr. Neeraj Mistry 

Controlling bovine TB - Professor Matthew Evans (Queen Mary University) 
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NON-PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES AND OTHER ROLES 

Foundation for Science and Technology – Council member 

RCVS Science Advisory Panel (SAP) – Chair 

RCVS Fellowships Appointment Group (FAG) – Chair 

Moredun Research Institute, Edinburgh – Chair of Board 

Veterinary Record and In Practice (BMJ publications) – Veterinary Editor in Chief 

 

NON-PARLIAMENTARY EVENTS ATTENDED 

DATE DETAILS 

Feb 2015 
Zoonoses in Emerging Livestock Systems (ZELS) Independent Program 
Advisory Group (ZIPGAG), London - Chair 

March 2015 Canine Vector Borne Disease Symposium (Bayer), St Petersburg 

 
Paravac Outputs Forum: Advances in veterinary parasite vaccine 
development, Edinburgh 

Aug 2015 
World Association for the Advancement of Veterinary Parasitology 
Conference, Liverpool – Co-organisor 

July 2015 
Moredun: 3rd International Meeting on Apicomplexan Parasites in Farm 
Animals, Edinburgh – Keynote address 

Nov 2015 
Vet Schools Council meeting: UK Veterinary Research 2020 and Beyond, 
London – summary address 

Dec 2015 ZIPAG meeting, London - Chair 
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PROTECTION OF THE TITLE “VETERINARY NURSE” 

On Tues 19th May 2015 Lord Trees submitted the ‘Veterinary Nurses (Protection of Title) Bill’ 

into the House of Lords Bill ballot. The purpose of the bill was to prevent laypeople from 

describing themselves as Veterinary Nurses and ensuring that all those referred to as Veterinary 

Nurses are registered with Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons in the same way as for 

Veterinary Surgeons. The bill received support from the BVA and BVNA as well as the RCVS. 

The ballot was drawn on the 27th May 2015 at position 36 out of 44. The first reading of the bill 

was on 10th June 2015 at which point Lord Trees formally introduced the bill to the house. 

However, the low position in the ballot means that the bill is unlikely to receive time in the 

chamber for a second reading and is therefore unlikely to be debated or voted on in the House 

of Lords and will likely lapse at the end of this parliament. 

Minister George Eustace has discussed the protection of the title Veterinary Nurse with his 

DEFRA team and whilst they are extremely sympathetic with the aims of the bill we have been 

advised that it will not be supported by the government because they feel that a bill amending 

the veterinary surgeons act which would criminalise the misuse of the title “Veterinary Nurse” 

would be a measure disproportionate to the gravity of the offence. 

The introduction of the bill stimulated discussions and media attention and helped to raise the 

profile of this issue. An online petition was launched by the RCVS in August 2015 and as so far 

received over 20,000 signatures (correct as of December 2015).  
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PUBLICATIONS 

Non-stun slaughter 

A publication on non-stun slaughter was created by Hannah Jordan and Lord Trees in 2014. It 

has recently been updated to include new figures on the number of animals slaughtered by 

different slaughter methods in the UK with new legislation (Welfare of Animals at the Time of 

Killing (England) Regulations 2015) 

A copy of the publication is available via the VPRF Website: 

https://vprf.wordpress.com/publications/ 

VETERINARY RECORD DIARY 

The PVI has continued to write regular articles for the Veterinary Record. This helps to draw 

attention to both the work of Lord Trees and the opportunity that the internship creates for 

advancing the careers of young vets. A copy of Anthony’s latest article (Dec 2015) is presented 

below: 

 

https://vprf.wordpress.com/publications/
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VPRF WEBSITE AND TWITTER 

The PVI updates the VPRF website with reports on recent activities in the form of blog posts and 

tweets. The website can be found at https://vprf.wordpress.com/ and the VPRF can be followed 

on twitter @Vet_Policy.  

 

 

 

  

https://vprf.wordpress.com/
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CURRENT AND FUTURE PRIORITIES AND PROJECTS 

Antimicrobial resistance 

 Create publication on antimicrobial usage and antimicrobial resistance in the UK 

summarising current facts on levels of resistance in human and animal sectors and 

evidence of transfer of resistance within the UK 

 Seek meeting with Lord O’Neil to discuss veterinary perspective of antimicrobial 

resistance in the UK 

Animal welfare 

 Create publication collating factual information on UK animal welfare issues to allow 

creation of a ranking list 

 Table oral question on CCTV in abattoirs in light of FAWC report (Feb 2015) 

 Seek debate on animal welfare in House of Lords 

Pet animals 

 Contribute to debates and meetings concerning the review of animal licensing, 

introduction of pet vending regulations and the impacts on puppy farming and exotic 

pet welfare 

 Monitor and respond to concerns relating to the introduction of compulsory dog 

microchipping on 6th April 2016 

Veterinary profession 

 Support the RCVS/BVA Vet Futures ambitions to promote the wider roles of 

veterinarians in society and to promote the development of diverse and rewarding 

career paths within the veterinary profession 

 Consider convening meeting to highlight and address concerns relating to 

disillusionment within the veterinary profession 

Infectious diseases 

 Initiate debate on Neglected Tropical Diseases (NTDs) 

 Support global eradication of rabies 
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CONTACT INFORMATION 

 
 

 

   Anthony Ridge 

   Tel 0207 219 7294 

   Email ridgea@parliament.uk 

 

   Lord Trees 

   Tel 0207 219 7278 

   Email treesa@parliament.uk 

 

COMPANY INFORMATION 

Veterinary Policy Research Foundation 

Office of Lord Trees, House of Lords, London, SW1A 0PW 

Tel 0207 219 7294 

Web http://wordpress.vprf.com 

 

Reg. Company Address: VPRF, Belgravia House, 62- 64 Horseferry Road, London, SW1P 2AF 

Company No.: 8680372 

 

 

http://wordpress.vprf.com/
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APPENDIX 1: Advertisement for new Parliamentary Veterinary Intern 

JOB SPECIFICATION 

This post is open to qualified veterinary surgeons (who must be 

MsRCVS) or to veterinary students of UK universities who have 

successfully completed the first three years of the veterinary 

degree programme. In both cases, the candidate should 

demonstrate a commitment to the advancement of the 

veterinary profession in the UK. 

MAIN DUTIES 

To provide research and administrative support to the Office of 

Lord Trees in relation to his Parliamentary duties, including: 

1. Fully briefing Lord Trees about forthcoming Lords 

business. 

2. Researching topics of relevance as directed and to 

prepare briefing papers. 

3. Assisting in the preparation of speeches, questions in 

the House, presentations to other organisations. 

4. Liaising with the RCVS, BVA and other relevant 

organisations in the execution of the above. 

5. Assisting with the organisation of Parliamentary 

functions hosted by Lord Trees. 

6. Dealing with daily correspondence – mail, email, 

telephone calls.  Management of diary arrangements. 

7. Managing the various VPRF media outputs – Vet 

Record Diary of a Parliamentary Intern, VPRF blog, 

Lords of the blog, Annual report and Twitter. 

SKILLS REQUIRED 

The successful candidate will have the following skills and 

attributes: 

a. Excellent IT and database skills - including social 

networks, Word, Outlook, Excel.  Ability to interrogate 

published information (including electronic databases 

e.g. Web of Science, government and other sources) 

and produce coherent summaries of the facts therein.   

b. Clear, concise, logical and practical approach to issues 

c. Ability to communicate orally and in writing to a high 

standard.  

d. Ability to understand complex issues and to recommend solutions or theories. 

e. To represent the Office of Lord Trees in a professional manner. 

PARLIAMENTARY VETERINARY 

INTERNSHIP – FOR THE OFFICE OF 

PROFESSOR THE LORD TREES 

£17,000 per annum 
London based 

 
One year appointment.  Part-time 

(three full days per week whilst 
Parliament is sitting (a total of c.110-

120 days per annum). 
 

Commencement date:  October 2015. 
 

This position is open to veterinary 
graduates (who are MsRCVS) and to 
veterinary undergraduates at any UK 

veterinary school who have completed 
the third year of the undergraduate 

course.  Candidates must demonstrate 
a commitment to the advancement of 

the veterinary profession in the UK. 
 

The intern will support the activities of 
Professor the Lord Trees. Further 

details are available at 
www.rcvs.org.uk/parliamentaryintern 

and at 
https://vprf.wordpress.com/parliame

ntary-veterinary-intern 

Interviews will take place in late 

May/early June 2015. 

To apply:  Please send a covering 

letter and curriculum vitae to Lesley 

Evans, Royal College of Veterinary 

Surgeons, 62-64 Horseferry Road, 

London, SW1P 2AF or email 

l.evans@rcvs.org.uk 

Closing date for applications: Monday 

27 April 2015. 
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f. To demonstrate good time management and be flexible in their work patterns. 

g. To carry out other appropriate duties as required. 

REQUIREMENTS 
1. The post will involve three full days per week based in London whilst Parliament is 

sitting (a total of c.110-120 days per annum) together with occasional ad hoc tasks at 

other times (which will not require attendance at Westminster). 

2. The Intern may take on other work (e.g. locum work) whilst not engaged in the duties of 

the Office of Lord Trees. 

3. A salary of £17,000 per annum will be available, paid on a monthly basis. This will be 

subject to PAYE & National Insurance.  

4. The Intern will be based within the Parliamentary Estate in Number 1, Millbank.  A desk 

and computer will be provided, together with a security pass for the Parliamentary 

Estate. 

FURTHER INFORMATION 

1. The Parliamentary Veterinary Intern is funded from, and employed by, the Veterinary 

Policy Research Foundation (VPRF). The VPRF is a not-for-profit company set up by Lord 

Trees to provide a legal and financial vehicle which is transparent, subject to good 

governance and independent of Lord Trees’ finances, with the purpose of employing an 

intern/researcher. In addition to providing research and administrative support to Lord 

Trees, it is intended that the internship provides a career development opportunity for 

young vets. It receives donations from a number of veterinary organisations.  

2. One Internship will be funded per year.  It will be advertised and will be awarded by a 

Selection Committee comprising Lord Trees, representatives of the donor organisations 

and the outgoing Parliamentary Veterinary Intern. 

3. Competition for the Internship shall be open to veterinary graduates (who are MsRCVS) 

and to veterinary undergraduates at any UK veterinary school who have completed the 

third year of their undergraduate course. 

4. The Internship shall be awarded for one year in the first instance with the possibility of 

renewal to the same candidate for one further year only. 

5. The Internship will support the activities of Lord Trees in the House of Lords, when the 

House is sitting. 

6. The terms and conditions of the award will be determined by the Selection Committee. 

For further information on the VPRF and the activities of the Internship see the following links: 

 VPRF Website: https://vprf.wordpress.com   

 UK Parliament - Lord Trees: http://www.parliament.uk/biographies/lords/lord-

trees/4260  

https://vprf.wordpress.com/
http://www.parliament.uk/biographies/lords/lord-trees/4260
http://www.parliament.uk/biographies/lords/lord-trees/4260
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APPENDIX 2: Biographies 

PARLIAMENTARY VETERINARY INTERN 

Anthony Ridge MA (Zoology) VetMB MRCVS 

Anthony graduated as a veterinary surgeon from the 

University of Cambridge in 2013. He intercalated during his 

veterinary studies to complete a degree in Zoology with 

modules on conservation and animal behaviour. After 

qualifying as a vet he worked for 8 months at the RSPCA’s 

flagship Birmingham Animal Hospital where he provided 

veterinary care for stray animals, pets and wildlife. He 

then spent a year working as a veterinary surgeon at a 

large private small animal practice in Birmingham. 

In October 2015 he started the Parliamentary Veterinary 

Internship. Anthony has a strong interest in the wider roles 

of the veterinary profession in society particularly in 

aspects relating to animal welfare, environmental 

sustainability and one health. 

He is a member of the Veterinary Association (BVA), British Small Animal Veterinary Association 

(BSAVA) and the British Veterinary Zoological Society (BVZS). 

TRUSTEES 

David Calpin, BVA Chief Executive 

David joined the BVA from the Department for 

Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (Defra) where he was 

a Deputy Director and has held a number of senior 

management roles. David’s policy responsibilities have 

included climate change, GM crops, sustainable land 

management, and, most recently, bovine TB. For a period 

last year David was Acting Director for Animal Health and 

Welfare in Defra. 

David has been in the senior civil service since 2005, and 

has substantial experience of both staff and financial 

management. He spent two years working in Brussels representing the UK Government in EU 

negotiations, and has lived and worked in France, South Africa and Brazil. Prior to joining the 

civil service, David worked for Barclays Bank. 
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Dawn Howard, NOAH Chief Executive Officer 

Dawn originally qualified as a Botanist at Nottingham 

University and spent a number of years working in 

Defra’s Plant Health Inspectorate before moving to 

work on Plant Health policy, the Pesticides Safety 

Directorate and finally Animal Health and Welfare 

policy in Westminster. 

She later joined the National Farmers Union and 

soon transferred to their Brussels office where she 

was responsible for a number of policy areas, 

including animal health and welfare. She has 

developed close working relationships with EU 

organisations such as IFAH-Europe, EPRUMA, Copa-Cogeca and FVE. During her time with EFFAB 

she also worked on EU research policy and programmes and was actively involved with the 

‘Animal Task Force’, the ‘European Platform for Sustainable Farm Animal Breeding and 

Reproduction’ and the cross-governmental ‘Joint Research Programming Initiative on 

Agriculture, Food Security and Climate Change (FACCE-JPI)’.  
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APPENDIX 3: Recent speeches by Lord Trees  

Welfare of Animals at the time of Killing (England) Regulations 2015 

Contribution to debate by Lord Trees 

My Lords, I am very grateful to the noble Lord, Lord Hodgson, for introducing this Motion to 

Regret. This is a complex and very technical issue, but at its heart is the importance our society 

and our Government attach to the welfare of animals at slaughter.  

First, I must acknowledge that there are a number of measures in this regulation which are 

improvements to the previous regulations, and I commend the Government on that. Notably, 

these include the requirement for abattoirs above a certain size to have a designated animal 

welfare officer whose job is to ensure that welfare requirements at killing are observed and 

effective. They also include the requirement that the personnel working in the killing process in 

abattoirs are appropriately trained and have certificates of competence. These are positive and 

welcome measures. 

However, as noble Lords have said, there are other features of the regulations pertaining to 

poultry that do not prioritise animal welfare. Of specific concern is the failure to specify 

particular parameters for the electrical stunning of poultry in water baths. Previous rules did not 

specify the electrical current and frequency to be used, and it has been recognised that under 

certain conditions—low current, for example—animals may not be properly rendered 

unconscious before the neck-cut to sever the blood vessels kills them. 

As a result of a thorough review of these issues by an expert panel convened by the European 

Food Safety Authority, the EU formulated regulations to include recommended levels of current 

and frequency in order to achieve the unconsciousness of animals more reliably. Why have 

these specific conditions not been included in the adopted regulations? The Government’s own 

Explanatory Memorandum suggested that the original regulations for England that contained 

specific conditions for stunning were withdrawn in 2014 due to concerns over “the potential 

impact on some limited aspects of religious slaughter”. The noble Baroness has asked this 

question already—I promise that we did not confer—but I shall ask it anyway: what is the 

“potential impact”? The original recommendations include a range of conditions referring to 

current and frequency that research has shown reliably induce unconsciousness but do not kill 

the anima1. This latter is crucial to enable the stunning to be done in compliance with the 

requirements of halal slaughter, which requires stunning, if it is used, to be reversible—that is, 

recoverable—so that the animals are technically alive, though insentient, at the point at which 

their throat is cut. 

I welcome the fact that the majority of animals subject to halal slaughter are stunned before 

killing. The WATOK regulations as originally drafted would enable effective but reversible 

stunning, which is acceptable for halal so far as I can see, so I am perplexed as to why the 

current WATOK regulations for England exclude these greater safeguards to ensure that poultry 

are effectively electrically stunned. Moreover, the lack of defined electrical parameters applies 
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to all poultry in England. This could mean that millions of birds stunned for the non-religious 

market may not be as effectively stunned as possible, based on current evidence. As the noble 

Lord, Lord Hodgson, has pointed out, this is in contrast to the EU’s recommended requirements 

for all stunning, religious and otherwise; and, with respect to religious slaughter, is in contrast to 

the regulations adopted by Northern Ireland and Wales and de facto in Scotland. This is a gross 

anomaly within the UK and is difficult to understand. I would welcome an explanation from the 

Minister for this omission. 

I stress at this point that the adopted regulations still allow religious communities the option not 

to stun. That is an option with which I personally do not agree, but it respects religious 

freedoms. As an aside, I find it of considerable concern that the number of sheep and goats 

killed without stunning in the UK has risen from an estimated 1.5 million in 2011 to an estimated 

2 million-plus in 2013, based on the FSA’s survey of abattoirs in those two years. That is a 

regrettable trend that I argue is in the wrong direction for animal welfare. 

In conclusion, I support the noble Lord, Lord Hodgson, in regretting the WATOK regulations 

relating to the electrical stunning of poultry. I contend that they are anomalous and regressive 

and do not enhance our national reputation for upholding animal welfare. 

Dog Breeding 

Question by Lord Trees: 

My Lords, in recent years we have seen the emergence of major new threats to our pet animal 

health. We have seen the growth of the internet trade, which can be easily exploited by 

unscrupulous sellers, to the detriment of the health of the animals; we have seen the growth in 

the fashion for exotic animals as pets, which for the most part are totally unsuitable; and we 

have seen the emergence of puppy-smuggling, mainly from eastern Europe, under the guise of 

the pet travel scheme, which is detrimental to the health of the puppies, and a threat to our 

biosecurity and, indeed, to public health. Many feel that our current legislation is inadequate to 

control these threats. What are the Government planning to do to counteract these threats? 

Reply by Lord Gardiner of Kimble:  

My Lords, one of the reasons we wish to update the Pet Animals Act 1951, which sets controls 

on pet animals, is that pets are of course now traded online. We would make it clear that 

anyone trading pets online as part of a business is indeed operating a pet shop and should be 

licensed accordingly. On the question of pet imports, there is both the pet travel scheme for 

dogs, cats and ferrets and the Balai directive, which is about the rules governing the commercial 

trade and import of animals. We are working on this: the Chief Veterinary Officer has been in 

dialogue with Lithuania, Romania and Hungary, and we are seeking improvements. 
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Lyme Disease 

Contribution to debate by Lord Trees 

My Lords, I too thank the noble Lord, Lord Greaves, for bringing forward this timely debate. As 

someone who for much of their professional life has researched and taught on tick-borne 

diseases, I never imagined that I would be speaking on this subject in your Lordships’ House, but 

I would say that my students might have preferred it had my lectures had been limited to four 

minutes, as are today’s contributions. I may be the only person here who has actually been to 

Lyme. During a road trip down the eastern seaboard of the US some years ago, I dragged my 

wife on a detour to visit the lovely New England village of Lyme in Connecticut with white 

clapboard houses. It is where, in the 1970s, the first outbreak of the disease was thoroughly 

investigated, which led to the discovery of the causal organism and much of the characterisation 

of the disease. However, the first important point to appreciate is that this is not a new disease. 

The characteristic skin lesion was first described as far back as 1909. 

Looking at the data from Public Health England, it is not clear if there has been a big change in 

incidence, but there is certainly a big increase in concern. There is certainly some evidence of 

increased distribution and abundance of the tick vector, Ixodes ricinus, and in recent years we 

have seen an increase in the number of wild animal hosts, particularly deer and game birds, 

both of which are extremely good hosts for ticks. There is also an increase in human contact 

with ticks, not only in rural areas, but also in peri-urban and suburban areas. 

As I say, it is well known that deer are excellent hosts for the tick. Like the noble Lord, Lord 

Patel, I live in Perthshire and I regularly have to pick ticks off myself that I contract in the garden, 

which is frequently visited by deer. But—this is an important point—the ticks are almost always 

at the larval stage; they are tiny, pinhead-sized larvae which do not transmit Lyme disease. It is 

during the larger nymphal and adult stages when the disease is transmitted, and these ticks are 

much less abundant than the larvae. 

There are risks, but I would like to make the point that it would be a tragedy if people were 

dissuaded from enjoying the great benefits of the outdoors for fear of Lyme disease. Having said 

that, there is no doubt that it is a severe and debilitating disease if it is not diagnosed and 

treated early. In the absence of a vaccine for humans, I suggest that the key to controlling it, as 

has been said by a number of noble Lords, is to ensure that GPs are aware of the threat and are 

thus able to instigate early diagnosis and treatment. 

It is a fact that in western medicine GP training in zoonotic infections and parasitic diseases is 

very limited. That is for understandable reasons, and I am fully aware of the pressures on 

curriculum time in our undergraduate medical courses. None the less, what are the Government 

doing to encourage awareness among GPs of tick-borne infections? This is of course a matter for 

continuing professional development but there is also a role for the state, which bears the costs 

of undiagnosed and misdiagnosed cases that lead to severe and chronic disease. 

Lyme disease is a good example of the “one health” concept, which recognises the connectivity 

between human and animal health, and indeed plant and environmental health. It is a concept 
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embraced well by vets but, I suggest, is understood much less by our hard-pressed GPs. 

Pathogens do not recognise differences between humans and animals. With regard to zoonotic 

infections, those infections specifically transmitted between animals and humans and vice versa, 

such as the agent of Lyme disease, we need to ensure that our GPs are adequately aware of the 

hazards. That way we can prevent serious illness in people and reduce burdens on the hard-

pressed NHS. 

Dairy Industry 

Contribution to debate by Lord Trees 

My Lords, I too thank the noble Earl, Lord Shrewsbury, for securing this timely debate. The 

current crisis in the dairy industry is indeed severe, as he so clearly articulated. Moreover, it is 

causing great stress and hardship to our dairy farmers, who rightly attract much public support. 

They work incredibly hard for very modest reward; they cope with the disasters of epidemic 

diseases such as foot and mouth every few decades; and they cope constantly with the 

persisting endemic disease problems, such as bovine tuberculosis. Sadly, but perhaps not 

surprisingly, they suffer the highest suicide rate of any working group. 

The current situation is complex. It involves an ephemeral conjunction of events, as has been 

described: the Russian ban, a global glut in production, a fall-back in Chinese demand and other 

factors. All that is overlaid on a long-term agricultural revolution, as the industry seeks to 

achieve financial sustainability in a competitive global marketplace. That latter challenge is one 

that many of our industries have had to face in the past 40 to 50 years, but I would argue that 

there is a strong case for some special support for our dairy farmers—particularly in the short 

term. 

Special pleading is never easy, but I suggest that it is justified for a number of reasons. Our dairy 

farmers produce a nutritious, essential staple food, which contributes substantially to our food 

security. We cannot afford to lose the industry. Moreover, our dairy farmers are major stewards 

of the countryside. They have a key role in the rural economy. Finally, the UK has the geography 

and, dare I say it, a very good climate for growing grass, which dairy cows very efficiently 

convert from something that we cannot eat to a nutritious edible product. 

What is being and what can be done? The recently announced EU support package has been 

referred to by several noble Lords, and the €500 million is certainly extremely helpful, but in 

reality it is fairly modest set against the value of the dairy industry in the EU of about €40 billion 

per year or the loss of the Russian market, which in Europe stands at about €5.5 billion a year. In 

the UK, I understand that the slice of the emergency package that we are likely to get is about 

€36 million. Again, that should be set against the loss of the Russian export market, which our 

farmers have hitherto enjoyed, valued at about €2.3 billion. 

Consumers can help. We can buy British, as the noble Lord, Lord Plumb, said. Incredibly, in this 

time of crisis for processed dairy products, there is a trade deficit of about £1.2 billion. We could 

be producing those products and consuming them ourselves. 
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Milk schemes for children should be maintained. They not only support our farmers but provide 

valuable nutrition for our young children and promote a healthy diet. That leads me to my first 

question. Can the Minister assure the House that the EU school milk scheme and the UK’s 

nursery milk scheme will be continued? 

We can do more to ensure fair contracts for dairy farmers. The groceries code was introduced 

after a Competition Commission report into the supermarket sector which found that the main 

problems were between the 10 biggest supermarkets and their suppliers. Now, most of the milk 

produced by farmers in the UK is bought by just two processors. Will the Government bring 

forward the review of the groceries code during April 2016 and legislate to extend protection to 

primary producers of milk? 

APPENDIX 4: LETTER BY LORD TREES TO VETERINARY RECORD DECEMBER 2014 

Non-stun slaughter 
THE veterinary profession comprises thousands of individuals who contribute enormously to 

animal welfare, but collectively we have not always stood up as a united profession about 

animal welfare issues. The slaughter of animals without stunning is, I suggest, an issue about 

which there is near unanimity of view among veterinary surgeons. The severing of the throat of 

sentient, conscious animals without precluding the possibility of pain is quite unnecessary in this 

day and age, and would not be acceptable in any context other than religious freedom. But it is 

my contention that methods of rendering animals insensitive are now available which, providing 

there was a progressive interpretation of religious rules, would enable slaughter with stunning 

which was not incompatible with specific religious requirements and hence religious freedom. 

When I initiated a debate on this subject in the House of Lords in January (Hansard 2014a), I 

deliberately did not call for a ban on non-stun slaughter; this is a tactical decision on my part 

and I seek to persuade the relevant religious communities to change of their own volition. 

Nonetheless, I fully support the e-mail petition that the BVA has running (BVA 2014) and I urge 

all veterinary surgeons to sign it. Currently, some 71,000 individuals have signed this petition 

and when 100,000 signatories are collected it could trigger a Commons debate on the subject in 

Westminster Hall. What I asked the Defra minister, the Lord De Mauley, and what is also sought 

in the petition, is that the Government supports appropriate labelling of meat. This would be a 

major step in the right direction, albeit with potential technical difficulties. Since a high 

proportion of meat from non-stun animals goes into the general food chain, as well as 

improving transparency and choice for the consumer, effective labelling would make non-stun 

slaughter a more expensive process. 

There are some other measures that we as a profession should consider. Current slaughter 

regulations require that animals that are not being stunned should be held immobile for a 

minimum of 20 seconds for sheep and 30 seconds for cattle, or until unconsciousness 

supervenes. There are many instances, particularly in cattle, where unconsciousness takes a 

good deal longer than 30 seconds. I appeal to Official Veterinarians (OVs) supervising these 
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processes rigorously to ensure that these rules are properly followed. I realise that OVs are in a 

difficult position, but they might wish to consider whether they are willing to provide 

supervision for non-stun slaughter. I do know of some who have declined to do such work, 

which is arguably contrary to the declaration we all make when admitted as Members of the 

Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons, as our ‘constant endeavour will be to ensure the health 

and welfare of animals committed to [our] care.’ 

Since the slaughter regulations exempt the requirement of stunning only when it is by and for 

the consumption of those of Islamic and Jewish faiths, that such meat does go to other groups is 

arguably a breach of the regulations. However, I am informed by an eminent legal opinion that 

provided the intention at slaughter was for the meat to go to those specific faiths then it would 

be difficult to contest. Nevertheless, I would argue that it is contrary to the spirit of the 

regulations and the exemptions. 

Proponents of non-stun slaughter have raised the issue of mis-stunning (Hayes 2014, Rao 2014). 

This undoubtedly happens, but the quantity is unclear, with figures extrapolated from an EFSA 

survey (2004) widely at odds with Government figures (Hansard 2014b). But this is to miss the 

point; doing something which the vast majority of expert professional opinion holds as right and 

beneficial to animal welfare and having it occasionally go wrong is quite different from 

deliberately not doing it in the first place. 

Secondly, the argument about mis-stunning presupposes that mistakes can be made when 

stunning, but are never made when cutting the throat without stunning; this is not only not 

credible, but is untrue. In observations of shechita and halal slaughter in cattle, respectively, it 

took 3.2 (0.1) cuts (mean [se], n=231) and 5.2 (0.2) cuts (n=116) to sever both carotid arteries 

and jugular veins (where one cut represents a movement in one direction before a change in 

direction or knife withdrawal) (Gregory and others 2008, 2012). Furthermore, in the same study 

(Gregory and others 2008), the prevalence of failure to cut a carotid artery was 6 per cent in 

shechita slaughter and 1 per cent in halal slaughter. We know anecdotally that many animals 

not stunned before the throat cut are postcut stunned because they have not become 

unconscious quickly enough. Indeed, regulations in the Netherlands require that animals are 

postcut stunned if the animal is not unconscious 40 seconds after the initial cut and in France 

there is a 90 second cut off (George Eustice, personal communication). The fact of the matter is 

that mistakes happen, whichever method of slaughter is used. Providing that regulations and 

operating procedures address that, which they largely do, that is as much as we can hope to 

achieve. 

The movement to re-evaluate non-stun slaughter is not a radical one. There are currently six EU 

member states and another three European countries where this is not permitted. Five other 

member states have not practised non-stun slaughter for the past two years. Internationally, 

New Zealand requires all mammals to be stunned before slaughter and continues to export its 

prestunned halal produce to the Middle East. We aren't leading the pack; we are catching up. 
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I urge all members of the profession to lobby their friends and colleagues to sign the BVA's 

petition (BVA 2014). I also urge them to write to their MEPs and MPs about this matter. A recent 

YouGov poll indicated that in determining how they would vote in a General Election, 14 per 

cent of a sample of the electorate named animal welfare as a primary consideration. If progress 

is to be made on non-stun slaughter, it will be as and when our elected representatives 

determine there are votes to be won, rather than lost, by facing this issue. 

To provide a factual base for public discussion, Hannah Jordan, the Parliamentary veterinary 

intern, and I have produced a fact file on animal welfare and non-stun slaughter, which anyone 

is invited to use as a source of information (Veterinary Policy Research Foundation 2014). 
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