Minutes - Clubs Reps Meeting 24" May 2009

Minutes of the Whippet Club Racing Association’s (WCRA) Club
Representatives Extraordinary Meeting

This meeting was called by the WCRA committee ascheld at the Village Hall
Ebrington, Gloucester on Sunday™2Mlay 2009. Before the meeting was opened Kim
Saxby (Secretary) checked that the affiliated clubs had indicated that they would
send representatives were in fact present.

Clubs with representatives present at the meetingAndover, East Anglia,
Gloucester, Harvel, Heart of England, Independesmcashire, Lizard & Dist,
Maidstone & East Sussex, Northern, Scotland, Stanigb, South Cotswolds and
West Cornwall

Clubs whose representatives were not present at tieeeting Caledonian Thistle
& West Somerset

Also present: The WCRA committee and an uncountedber of interested owners
(total number of people present was approximate)y 90
The meeting was opened at 11:35

1. Introduction

Mark Etheridge (Chairman) introduced himself to theeting; he had taken over the
duties of Chairman after the resignation of Madetson from the position of
WCRA Chairman. He thanked Marcus for his servicthe committee. He
welcomed and thanked all for coming and apologfeethe cancellation of the'®
WCRA Championships. He stated that it was thentide of the WCRA after the
recent frustrations, circular debate and resignatito hold the two remaining 2009
Championship, run Whippets and keep the purityeflireed. He recognised that
there was a need to rebuild a new team. He thané@dGarry Baldock & Paul
Chappell for their work for the Association andQaroline and Marcus Ginter who
were now resident in France and had agreed to sisidd to allow additional
recruitment on to the committee. He thanked RotmRiwho had agreed to record
the minutes of the meeting. He thanked Dennis Mafbe retiring Secretary of the
Whippet ClulfWC)) for his services to the WCRA and to Mary &nmsbn the new
Secretary of th&V/C) for taking his place on the WCRA committeeg slad already
attended a WCRA meeting. He reported that the Aagson would co-opt John
Broderick, Steve Evans and Doug Hood, with thereament, onto the committee at
the meeting on'6June 09.

He stated that in the immediate past the probletheofegistration of the Vensuter
Alamo Flier x Wheatroyd Magic Maisie litter had oceed and the need to work hard
to resolve and control the situation meant theyladdo look at how the WCRA
managed our sport and had looked at this littdreyThad drawn in members of the
WC to help, namely —

Mary Lowe (WCRA Advisor) for her expertise in thagh with unacceptable
bloodlines seeking registration to WCRA, her carauship of the English Whippet
and her experience as the initial Registrar oMHeRA.

Shirley Rawlings (Chairman of the Breed Council) lier expertise with the breed
and independence on this particular matter.
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Lilah Wainman (WC committee & WCRA seconder) for bgpertise and knowledge
of the matter.

Betty Beaumont (Show Judge) for her expertise, kedge of the breed standard and
of racing whippets.

Mark stated that it was agreed that the aim shbeltb sort out this problem together,
keeping emotions and strong language out of thatdetp consider the moral
situation and ensure that the right outcome iseaed. He said that only club
representatives would be permitted to speak duheglebate, but they may leave the
room with their club members if they wish to clgiré point. He expected that any
vote would be on behalf of the affiliated clubs d@dasked if they would include an
explanation of the reason behind their vote. Heimded those present that there
were both WC and WCRA rules that would have todiesmered and complied with.
There must be fairness to clubs and individuals.

1.1 The WCRA passport process and the litter of Augst 2007

Points had been raised that many people were coedithat the ‘dogs were wrong’,
however on the other hand the evidence considerie dime was sufficiently
correct for the passports to be issued. This badlted in a defensive position of
people on both sides of the argument.

A second issue was to establish common ground.

1.1.1 The passport issue procassfief)

* A) In routine cases, the owner gets the necessamyrdentation together and
fills in an application form, goes to their clulcestary — who checks the
documentation and signs the form, then the ownes ¢w a seconder — who
examines the dog, completes the form, sendingoalliohentation to the
Registrar. The Registrar then issues the passfatte is needed throughout
the procedure that all the information requiredrissent and correct

* B) Non-routine case, the club secretary is autkdrte not sign if there are
any doubts. The logical action is then for theasiey to inform the Registrar
of the doubts of the club’s committee

* C) It was back in the 1982 season that Club sa@estevere required to sign
the application form as club approval of the d&yile 3.6 requires that the
passport be issued once signatures are obtaiheculd seem that there is a
conflict between rules 3.1 and 3.6 and this shoegdlt in a complete review
of section 3 of the rules

* D) If the application is unacceptable to the seeontdey should inform the
registrar of the reasons — this is confidential

1.1.2 The Vensuter Alamo Flier x Wheatroyd Magicidftalitter — 28" August 07

* A) There are 4 in the litter in questio®wners of three of the litter submitted
applications at the same time — the fourth was\aétels

* B) The 3 passed the scrutiny and according with 8J6 the Registrar issued
the passports

* C) Registration is a team effort and the Registguested guidance from
both the Advisor and WCRA Chairman — WCRA committeambers who
are required to make executive decisions are tbguinred to seek committee
approval

-Page 2 of 8 -



Minutes - Clubs Reps Meeting 24" May 2009

D) The WCRA committee were unhappy with the decisiad reversed the
decision

* E) The Registrar worked hard and she was clodeetdé¢cision, her support
was based on the belief that the litter were kosher

* F) On the subject of parentage there is no ‘haddfast’ rule for the breeder
and owner of the stud dog to submit to DNA testitg provide proof of
parentage, but DNA testing was under taken

* G) The Kennel Club’s (KC) DNA process, under Vetpervision was used.
The evidence and results were disputed as it wathé the vet could not
recognise or identify the dogs. However, the dtwbuch that he did the
tests fook samples

« H) The WCRA has on file the KC letters of evideniated & March 08 for 3
of the litter and dated®1October 08 for the fourth in the litter

* |) The WCRA considers each litter on a case by basés, there is no protocol
for DNA testing, knowledge is poor and the comneitsbould look long and
hard at this matter. The results of these andiamlyer test should be used as
an information gathering process — DNA testing ddaé considered as a
second stage of passport applications

» J) The committee were slow to act; the proceediveye not confidential as
there was a leak of information from the committéée result was that
WCRA actions seemed to be one step behind the grep@ssisted by
internet communications

« K) An emergency committee meeting was held afterdhChampionships of
2008, members agreed to wait until after the passpplications were
received and this could be considered a missedrappty

* L) There was no evidence to support the refuselsioe the passports,
however as this was so late in the year the issagehsld over by the Registrar
until the New Year (2009 - as it was felt thatssued a ‘Sticker’ would be
required before the passport was used)

* M) Vensuter Alamo Flier died

* N) At the WCRA committee meeting in February 09 ¢benmittee voted for
further DNA testing of litters 3 and 4 sired by \éeiter Alamo Venture.

* 0O) On receipt of satisfactory reports on the DNgtitey and after the WC
AGM in March 09 it was decided to activate the pasts. Beliefs and
thoughts of the committee were recorded in the tesu

* P) A letter from a senior, life member of the WCswaceived and this
prompted the formal request for Mary Lowe to inigesie

* Q) In the course of a year many passports aredssuiee WCRA Advisor is
only rarely involved, in this case investigatiomtidentially and the purity of
the breed is paramount

* R) Evidence, irrespective of the outcome, is suliepossibly legal
requirements and human rights issues. The KCtragm is based on trust

1.2 Chairman’s summary of the situation

There are two sides to the argument. The investigéias been slow and flawed.
With open minds the WCRA gave too much thoughtdw people would see it.
There were many reports — genuine evidence, asu#t opinions polarised and then
closed minds on both sides. There was a neecdate gfformation — but some people
felt that others would not listen.
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The WCRA committee never stood a chance due tditeaspl lack of confidentiality.
Four committee meetings could not provide any lestdp to the situation. There
was a vast amount of information and effort to grpeints.

Those against the registration of the litter sutggkthat the dogs appear to be non-
pedigree — this was a gut feeling. This has gatheromentum and a conspiracy
theory suggested. The gut feeling was difficuitdome to put into words. The
running actions of the litter raised concern.

1.3 Statements and questions regarding the DNA tésy

Mary Lowe stated that she had looked at the dbgs; tolour, and their action. She
considered them to be racing whippets. They hastctad rather unusually, but many
passports had been issued to dogs with these mu@diermations in the past

Shirley Rawlings added that she felt the conforomatias ‘as could be expected'.
They had the faults of their Sire & Dam, there wageason to condemn the
Macarthur kennel breeding in the bitch’s breedirghe had looked back at the
breeding and considered it as far back as WCROtisIBoy, and others

Jeff Cook (Gloucester) disagreed about the ‘speedduggested. He was aware of
50 pups in the Macarthur line (from March Wind) dhdse dogs did not look like
this litter. Their backs were too straight and;fthe muscle conformation at the back
end excessive

Di Done (Independent) felt the WCRA should stoppkeceived divergence between
the show and racing whippet

Ray Jones (Independent) stated that one of hisltad®een the top stud dog over a
6-year period and had never sired a pup that lobkeane from this litter

Liz Third (Scotland) said she had seen the dogy, Were obviously not show
specimens - they looked fast, they were not tymtthe racing whippets that she
has seen. She felt that the Macarthur kennel midyze dogs like this litter

The chairman asked that photographs of Macarthed bitches in copies of Whippet
News and the passport centre pages of MacarthuerGo(WCRCh Magic Trickbe
circulated to those present

Julia Cloke (South Cotswolds) offered to bring ititte meeting a 13-year-old
Macarthur bred bitch that she had in her car

Mark Shearing (Andover) stated that it was notghp’s dam but their sire, which
was in question, “but he had passed away”

Shirley Rawlings stated that DNA from the broth&the sire could be tested. She

had a document with a photograph of Alamo Flieriingea DNA sample taken by a
Vet. She stated that she had coursed her dogssagdamo Flier and knew the dog.
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Mark Shearing (Andover) asked how long ago thigsiog was and stated that the
photograph did not prove that the dog had been Dés¢fed or was the sire of the
litter

Carol Brown (East Anglia) asked why when Vensutimdo Flier died did a sample
of his hair not get kept for testing?

Ray Jones (Independent) asked if all the pupstadam had been DNA tested?

Kim Saxby (Secretary) stated that other dogs had bested. A dog from a previous
litter, which could be identified by ear tattoosdrhad a swab taken by a Vet and the
sample was tested by the KC. The conclusion aoefirthat he was from the same
sire as the litter in question. She added thatitbelitter of 4 (October 1999 by the
Sire were not tested at this time.

Ray Jones (Independent) asked why were the Ceattether Bristol University or
Animal Health Trust at Newmarket not used to caut/the DNA testing?

The Chairman stated that the testing carried ostneiust and evidence of the DNA
had been reported. They had used Vensuter Ricive@®® litter by the Sire —
August 04 as a control.

1.4 Statements and questions regarding colour

Judy Booker (Gloucester) stated that there wereucassues with this litter,

regarding the colour Cream and the nose pigmenkingagene (snow nose). There
were also problems with the interpretations ofdeds and the black mask of some of
the litter. ‘Experienced racers’ have stated thay do not look like racing dogs —
this should not be confused as the difference bEtwehippets which show and those
who race. She stated that rule 3.1 could be wsesfise a passport. She also
queried the colours shown in the photographs akeldai$ Mary Lowe had seen the
‘professional photographs’. She asked why Sue Wadiforgotten about the second
litter sired by Vensuter Alamo Venturdagm Magic Enchantress — June 20P2

The Chairman stated that there was a conflict betweles 3.1 and 3.6. At the very
least this was untidy

Mary Lowe replied that not all experts agree withaivis reported on Colour genetics
and a detailed technical discussion followed omtlag¢ter of cream masking, black
masks and nose colours.

The Chairman stepped into the debate, statinghisatechnical discussion was
beyond most peoples understanding and the comdenssions should be continued
outside of the meeting.

- Itwas agreed to break for lunch —
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2. ldentified Issues and Actions to be taken

The Chairman reported that the next committee mgeti the WCRA would be held
on 6" June 2009 he hoped that at this meeting the wayafo could be discussed.
At this point he summarised the issues identifedbs.

2.1 Colour Genetics

It was felt that colour genetics was a valid techhissue, any report needed to be in a
language that we could all understand. There regxbe an independent input into
the report and Dr Geoff Sampson was suggestech Baty Lowe and Judy Booker
agreed to discuss the matter and would involvendapendent expert if possible.

Judy Booker stated that this form of analysis cquitulze that Alamo Flier was not the
sire, or that he was possibly the sire. It codtprove that he was the sire. The aim
was to report the findings of this colour discuadgio the next committee meeting.

All clubs present agreed with this action.

2.2 DNA Testing at AHT

It was agreed that further independent DNA testwag necessary. The Animal
Health Trust at Newmarket, Suffolk was suggestéavas felt that the exhaustive
tests would be as indicated and required by thiigel Holt at the AHT would be
approached to organise the testing and decide vdugh would need to be tested.
Absent Sire testing may be used but this will iettethe AHT to decide the
appropriate form of testing in these circumstances.

This was agreed.

2.3 Review of Section 3 of the WCRA Rules

Due to the conflicts between rules 3.1 and 3.&tl@rman stated that a revision of
the rules was necessary. It would be easier fmoakerned if when complete this
section could be summarised in the form of a diagnatic flow chart.

All voted for this action.

2.4 Review and Development of DNA testing Process

The Chairman stated that to work correctly thiscpdure had to be with the full co-
operation of the affiliated clubs. He suggest&eking party of four or five people,
be set up to consider this procedure and addedbtitHoddinott had already started
work on this matter. This work would consider hewde spread testing needed to be,
when it is done and how it is done

June McDonald asked what had happened to the WCRA t@sting procedure in
place in 1991?

Rob Rixon asked that any working party should itigase the DNA testing
procedures already in place for running dogs irgiBeh, Holland, France & Germany
Norman Heaton (Northern) asked who was going tagéhe working party?

The Chairman answered that it would be the WCRA wétaup the working party
with the expertise from the affiliated clubs

This was agreed.

2.5 Who do we affiliate to and how

The Chairman felt that this matter was best |lei tater date.
The point was not discussed.
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2.6 Other Issues or action points

Betty Beaumont stated that she had seen the doglathat they were not of
genuine type. She asked why the owners of thege dio not do the honourable thing
and withdraw the dogs until all the testing hashbeampleted? It would not be
interpreted as an admission of guilt.

Julia Cloke disagreed and refuted the allegatisking for an explanation why.

Lilah Wainman stated that they were not of ‘shopetybut she could not find any
reason why she should not have seconded the pasgpdications on the day.

Dave Woollett (Harvel) felt that the passports dtidoe ‘taken away’ until the testing
was complete and the pedigree proven.

Shirley Rawlings (as KC Representative) statedelimtence must be provided
before a decision could be taken.

Mark Shearing stated that he had been told thagitkevas non-pedigree.
Sue Ward stated that they have never bred non-@etighippets.

The Chairman repeated that there had to be timevadl for the gathering of
information and evidence.

Ray Jones (Independent) stated that the dogs shotlae allowed to run.

Sheila Birch (Magistrate) stated that the Assocratias the constitution and the right
to take away the passports if they are under desie suggested that the passports
should be suspended until the evidence has bekargdt

The Chairman stated that there were rumours aboahgedigree dog that had sired
these pups and named some non-pedigree dogs andvthers. The owners of these
dogs were happy to be DNA tested if necessary.

It was felt that the DNA testing of these non-peeeydogs was unnecessary.

3. Voting

The Chairman stated that it would be helpful it@lub Representative
Extraordinary Meeting could agree some points,dkea if it was the agreement of
the meeting that the clubs be invited to vote @ndituation.

Carmel Smith raised a ‘point of order’ and stateat it was not within the
constitution to allow the members of the affilia@dbs to vote at this meeting.
The chairman accepted this but felt the vote, winek consultative, and not binding
on the WCRA committee, would reflect the attitude¢hmse present and would aid
further discussion.

It was agreed that a vote would be taken which dbel in two parts — a vote from
the club’s representatives and a vote of individual

3.1 Club Representatives vote and reason

The Chairman asked that affiliated club should woteirn and give a reason why
they had voted in that way.

The proposed vote was suspend the passports of the littefvVensuter Alamo Flier
x Wheatroyd Magic Maisie - born 2@ugust 2007)

Name of the Club — vote (the reason)

Andover — for (they are 10 yards faster than ahgotiogs)

Caledonian Thistle — not present

East Anglia — for (withdraw their passports)

Gloucester — for (do not want these dogs to race)
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Harvel — for (for the good of the sport)

Heart of England — against (passports should stajaice)

Lizard & Dist — for (they should be excluded ustiter further investigation)
Maidstone & East Sussex — for (they are not righed to get it sorted)
Northern — for (passports taken away, dogs banned)

Stanborough — for (passports should be rescinded)

South Cotswolds — against (no new evidence fontaey)
Independent — for (suspension agreed by the majairihe club)
Lancashire — for (no running until this is cleargy)

Scottish — for (they should not run)

West Cornwall — for (a club majority decision)

West Somerset — no representative present

3.2 Voting from the floor

The Chairman asked that WCRA committee memberstgate at this time as they
will have an opportunity to vote at the next comegtmeeting on thé"6June 2009.
The Vote results from all present at the meetinmpdividuals for the proposal to
suspend the passports was as follows: — For (§@)nst (15) abstentions (5)

4. Questions and Answers submitted from the clubs

The chairman asked, that bearing in mind the vasiuat of discussions that had
already taken place and the amount of time alreadymitted to this meeting, did the
clubs wish to go through each of the questions tgetite WCRA Secretary in turn?
The general census was not to have the questiomm@swler session, however there
were some additional questions put from the floor.

It was agreed that written replies to the questisasld be considered and returned to
the affiliated clubs.

A question from the South Cotswolds club was raregirding the unsporting
conduct of some individuals at the first 2009 WCRBampionshipsas a result of
the dogs from this litter running

The Secretary stated that this would be discussd#kaext committee meeting,
however one member of the WCRA committee had resigs a direct result of the
behaviour of some owners at the Championships.

A question regarding the Gold Collars 2008 waseghis
The Chairman stated that this would be handledaih@r meeting

The Chairman was thanked for his management ahteting.

The Chairman thanked those who had helped witladn&nistration for this meeting,
he thanked all for attending and raising the vagimgues — which will be discussed at
the WCRA committee meeting to be held dhéine 2009.

The meeting closed at 15:45

These are a true record of events as far as mysr(ated those of others) and the
recorded voices that were taken on the day allbiave included some explanation
necessary for clarification and | have put theséaitcs. | apologise if there are any
inaccuracies in these minutes.

Rob Rixon — 2% May 2009
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