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RSPCA v M I 1lington
“Place of safety” kennel convicted of cruelty!

Being prosecuted by anyone, let alone the RSPCA, which has a
conviction for perverting the course of justice, is a stressful
busi ness. However, if you are unlucky enough to have your pet seized
by the RSPCA or the police and taken to a “place of safety” pending
your trial, the least you would expect is that the animal wll be
properly |ooked after — even if it pines for you until you are
triunphantly acquitted.

There is generally no need for aninals to be seized, but the RSPCA
regularly ensures that aninals are taken. |t also seeks to recover
the (often enornous) costs of boarding them from owners who are
successful ly prosecuted.

The RSPCA, ever hungry for scalps, has brought a successful private

prosecution against ‘place of safety’ kennel-owner Stuart MIIlington. He
has been convicted of cruelty to fifteen dogs, which had already been
seized once from their owners. Each dog was therefore the unlucky

subj ect of at |east two sinultaneous crimnal cases.

Tanmesi de Magi strates' Court heard how the RSPCA began an investigation
into MIllington after one owner conplained about his pet’s poor
condition when it was rel eased. He had taken it to a vet.

Al 15 animals at M MIlington’s ‘place of safety’ were ‘found to be
in an extrenely poor bodily condition'. The kennels were “cold and
wet with rough concrete floors, no food or water and little evidence
of beddi ng”.

The dogs had also acquired a nunmber of wounds, including tail tip
injuries. Sone had to have their tails anputated.

Al the dogs had all been placed with MIIlington because he ran a
reputabl e licensed boarding kennels. Their care was being paid for
and the police and the RSPCA "fully expected them to be given the
sane high | evel of care as any other aninmal’.

M MIlington, 61, of Hilltop Kennels in Mdssley, adnmitted |eaving 15
sei zed dogs with nothing to eat or drink in bare concrete kennels.

The animals were in his care after being formally seized by
Mer seysi de police during investigations conducted by them and by the
RSPCA.



M MIllington was charging fees for |ooking after them while their
vari ous owners were taken to court.

At least one of the dogs was Ilinked to RSPCA and police
investigations arising fromthe death of Ellie Law enson.

The SHG believes that the bizarre and unfortunate case of RSPCA v
MIlington shows that seized pets suffer in the care of the “places
of safety” to which they are taken by the police and the RSPCA

This suffering is not just being separated fromtheir owners — in the
ill-fated cruelty case which the RSPCA brought against Annette Nally,
the RSPCA were ordered to provide boarding records for Holly, her pet
dog. The “place of safety” produced records for the wong dog, and
it was |later revealed that none of the treatnents which the RSPCA s
vet had prescribed for Holly had ever been adm ni stered.

Holly had died five nonths into her stay, but Ms Nally was not told
until six nonths after Holly' s death.

Wen Ms Nally was acquitted, the RSPCA admitted it had lost Holly’'s
body, but only after they had been told to return it.

No doubt because of his good relationship with the police and the
RSPCA - and perhaps al so because he was not a farmer — M MI1lington
was neither banned from keeping animals, nor sent to prison. He was
fined just £2,000 with no further penalty - other than an order for
some of the prosecution’s costs of the case, which, for a qguilty
plea, at £8,000 are significant, but not high by the RSPCA s
standards. The costs of £8,000 are believed to have included further
vets’ bills and nore boarding charges.

The RSPCA's Phil W/ son said:
"As a responsible kennel provider M MIlington ought to have
provi ded these dogs with a far higher standard of care than he
did. W feel extrenely let down that this did not happen.”

Anne Kasi ca of the SHG sai d:

“For once, | agree with Phil W]Ison. These dogs, who had been
taken from their owners, deserved proper treatnent and they did
not get it.”

“For the nost part, aninmals are better off staying with their
owner.”

“The SHG has been concerned for decades that the standards of
care for seized animals in ‘places of safety’ are not uniformy
hi gh.”

“Def endants have repeatedly conplained about the condition in
which animals have been released to them - dead or alive
following the end of the trial.”



“We are also concerned that the charges for boarding which the
RSPCA seek to recover against defendants are disproportionately
hi gh.”

Er nest Vine of the SHG sai d:

“Many of the RSPCA' s seizures are totally unnecessary. The
RSPCA uses its own ‘independent experts’, sone of whom do not
know a dangerous dog when they see one. However, the RSPCA
still seizes the dog, causing suffering and nmassive costs.”

“A recent exanple is John McGowan’s |urcher-cross Duke, who had
to endure nine nonths in an RSPCA ‘place of safety’. Duke was
accused of being a ‘dangerous dog’, and M MGowan has just been
acquitted and reunited with his pet.”
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9 Mont hs Locked up Under Dangerous Dogs Law - Now Duke ...

Dog Magazine dot net, UK - 25 Mar 2008

Dukes owner, John McGowan had consistently stated that his dog was
not a pit bull type and was actually a lurcher cross mastiff that he
had owned since Duke ...

Kennel Omer Quilty of Cruelty to Dogs Sei zed Under Dangerous Dogs
Act

Dog Magazi ne dot net, UK

Stuart MIlington owner of Hilltop Kennels, pleaded guilty to causing
unnecessary suffering to the dogs between 10th March and 24 March
2007.

Kennel owner fined £10000

Manchest er Eveni ng News, UK - 27 Mar 2008

A KENNEL owner has been ordered to pay al nost £10000 for cruelty to
ani mal s sei zed under the Dangerous Dogs Act. Stuart MIIlington |eft
14 bull terriers and ..

Victinms of RSPCA bite back - Tel egraph

2 Mar 2008 ... In February, after another five days in court, a
cruelty case against Annette Nally, owner of Holly, a German
shepherd, was called into ..
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RSPCA Under Fire as Animal Cruelty Trial Coll apses

8 Feb 2008 ... “Annette Nally was, |ike nost defendants to RSPCA
prosecutions, a thoroughly ... Wen disclosure of these boarding
records was required,

www. dogmagazi ne. net/ archi ves/ 334/ rspca-under-fire-as-animal -cruelty-
trial-collapses/

RSPCA Heavily Criticised as Cruelty Case Col | apses

A | awyer has slamred the RSPCA siting “w tness rehearsal” anobngst a
nunber of .... to have perverted the course of justice when

di sci pli ni ng an enpl oyee for

www. dogmagazi ne. net/ archi ves/ 284/ rspca- heavily-critici sed-as-cruelty-
case-col | apses

For further comment pl ease contact Anne Kasica on 01559 371031 or Ernest
Vi ne on 01559 370566. NMbbile 07719 367148. e-nmil: shg@he-shg. org

The SHG was officially formed in June 1990 and has been hel ping people to
defend thenselves and their animals fromthe RSPCA ever since.

The national help |ine nunber is 08700 72 66 89

A copy of this and previous press releases from T The SHG are online at
http://ww. t he-shg. or g/ SHGPr essRel eases. ht m

Background information on the Self Help Goup for Farnmers Pet Omers and
QO her Experiencing Difficulties with the RSPCA can be found at
http://ww.the-shg. org

Details of further criticisns of the RSPCA can be found at the RSPCA-
Ani madver si on website: http://cheetah. webtribe. net/~ani nadver si on
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