[Insert Date]
[Insert Name of MP]
House of Commons

London

SW1A 0AA
Dear [Insert name of MP or preferably delete and sign personally],
Defra must reconsider cost sharing proposals which will have negative impact on equine veterinary practice and the horse community as a whole in [insert constituency name]
As one of over 2,400 equine veterinary surgeons in the UK involved in caring for an estimated 1.3 million horses, I wanted to write to you regarding proposals recently put forward by the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs which will impose an inefficient and overly complex new system of dealing with animal disease outbreaks and unnecessarily separate Government policy on animal health and animal welfare.
As you may be aware, Defra has published plans to create a new public body charged with managing animal health in the UK and sharing the cost of preventing and dealing with outbreaks of animal disease. Whilst everyone involved in riding, breeding and professionally caring for horses supports the idea of improving the way in which we prepare for such outbreaks, I believe that Defra needs to look again at how it seeks to do this, given that these proposals:
· Go against the integration of animal health and welfare in Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland – animal health and welfare are inextricably related: we as veterinary surgeons are absolutely clear on this. The plans also lack clarity over the roles of the four Chief Veterinary Officers, potentially compromising the UK’s ability to respond effectively to major outbreaks of disease. Anything that causes confusion in decision making could have disastrous consequences for the rural economy.  
· Would potentially lead to delays in dealing with outbreaks of disease across the UK – the proposal to hand over responsibility for animal health to a separate public body puts at risk the clear structures and single line of command essential in the event of a major disease outbreak. 
· Are based on a lack of understanding of the nature of the equine sector – the proposals do not take into account some fundamental differences between animals which can be classed solely as “farm livestock” (such as sheep and pigs) and horses – ignoring the fact that a significant number of horses are involved in not-for-profit leisure and competitive activities. In addition, whilst the farm livestock receives a £1 billion per year subsidy through the Common Agricultural Policy, as well as payments from Regional Development Grants, the horse sector receives no comparable funding.
· Would impose an unneeded extra layer of cost and bureaucracy – It is estimated that an administrative cost of £2.3 million to set up and run the proposed new body will be necessary to collect a total levy of just £4.5 million.

There are an estimated 270,000 people employed directly and indirectly within the horse sector, supporting thousands of local businesses from veterinary practices and trainers to riding schools and retailers in equestrian supplies. The equine sector makes an important commercial as well as cultural contribution to areas such as [insert name of your region] and these proposals will have an adverse impact on everyone involved in and employed by the equine sector.
Put simply, there are no clear benefits for the horse industry or the animals which we care for, and many additional complexities and costs, contained in these proposals. The Government should totally rethink its approach and explore alternative options for dealing with animal disease. Retaining responsibility for managing animal health within the remit of Defra would avoid the unnecessary separation of the Government’s policies on animal health and animal welfare which these proposals would create. 
Instead of focusing on structures that confuse the process, Defra should concentrate on creating a real partnership between Government, industry and the veterinary profession.
I would be very grateful, therefore, if as my constituency MP you could raise the above concerns with Defra and the Minister for the Horse, Jim Fitzpatrick MP. 

Yours sincerely,
[Insert – or preferably sign – your name, address and relevant contact details]

