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Parliamentary & Political Briefing 
 

DECEMBER 2009 
 
 

In this month’s Briefing… 
 

1. The Hunting Act 2004 
2. Recent Opinion Polling on Hunting 
3. The Keep Cruelty History campaign 
4. Opposition Watch 
5. The Month Ahead 

 
 

1. The Hunting Act 2004 
 
The traditional hunting season began only a matter of weeks ago and already we have passed files to Devon & Cornwall 
Police on a clear case of illegal hunting. Elsewhere we are preparing cases on a further two cases and anticipate passing 
files to the police shortly. Our Hunt Crimewatch telephone line is as busy as ever, taking numerous calls each day from 
members of the public concerned about hunting activity in their area. Our hunt observers are better equipped and better 
trained than ever before and they are out in the field looking for those who are sticking two fingers up at the law.  
 
But the fact that some people choose to break the law does not make it a bad law. Law breaking is an individual decision 
taken by the perpetrator of a crime, and it would not be appropriate to repeal a law simply because some people choose to 
break it. If we did, we should then also consider repealing the Theft Act 1968 because some people choose to steal, and 
the Road Traffic Act 1988 on the basis that some drivers drive at excessive speed. 
 
Quite apart from banning fox hunting, the Hunting Act makes it an offence to course hares and or to hunt hares with dogs. 
Any repeal of the Act would legalise hare coursing, undoing years of work by the police to deal with illegal coursers 
trespassing onto agricultural land.  
 
The Hunting Act also bans the hunting of deer with dogs for sport. There are only three packs of stag hounds in England, 
none in Wales and none in Scotland (where there are by far the most red deer). Research carried out on behalf of the 
National Trust has shown that deer suffer when hunted by dogs and the National Trust banned all deer hunting on its land 
for sport because of that long before the passage of the Hunting Act. 
 
The Hunting Act makes provision for necessary and humane pest control and simply bans the practice of 
setting dogs onto animals for sport. We urge you to recognise the feelings of your electorate, support the Act 
and oppose any attempt to repeal it. 
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2. Recent Opinion Polling on Hunting 
 
In September 2009, Ipsos-MORI conducted polling on behalf of the International Fund for Animal Welfare and the League 
Against Cruel Sports, and this was published on 5th October 2009. Amongst the key findings are that: 
 

 75% of the public think that fox hunting should remain illegal 
 84% of the public think that stag and deer hunting should remain illegal 
 85% of the public think that hare hunting and coursing should remain illegal 

 
Tellingly, public opinion in rural communities is only slightly different from that in urban areas. For example, 71% of people 
in rural areas support the ban on fox hunting, only 4% less than the national average, showing once again that this is not 
the ‘town versus country’ debate that some people claim. 
 
The full results and data tables for the polling can be downloaded from the Ipsos-MORI website at the following address: 
http://www.ipsos-mori.com/researchpublications/researcharchive/poll.aspx?oItemId=2479 
 
 

3. The Keep Cruelty History campaign 
 
The League’s Keep Cruelty History campaign continues to grow and thousands of people are visiting the campaign 
website each week. The campaign website – at www.keepcrueltyhistory.com – demonstrates through film the types of 
hunting that would return if the Hunting Act was repealed. Later this month, the second phase of the website goes live, 
detailing how Prospective Parliamentary Candidates in every seat across the country would vote if offered a free vote on 
repeal of the Act. 
 
We have a range of materials including leaflets, puppets, badges, t-shirts, banners and posters available to candidates of all 
political parties who support the ban on hunting. Please contact Joshua Kaile (details below) for further information. 
 
 

4. Opposition Watch 
 
4.1 Countryside Alliance briefing for Conservative PPC’s 
 
Last month, the Countryside Alliance sent a briefing Conservative Prospective Parliamentary Candidates which, thanks to 
the League, is now available to view via our website at http://www.league.org.uk/uploads/documents/doc_563.pdf 

There are a number of elements within the letter which are of particular interest, not least the claim that the Alliance has 
“carried out extensive and detailed polling within a number of target marginal seats”. What’s interesting is that they haven’t 
published that polling, and anyone wanting to see it has to email their press officer, Tim Bonner. We think that the polling 
either doesn’t exist or shows that the public don’t want to see a return to hunting. 

They also state that they are “in dialogue with the British Polling Council with regard to recent polling [as mentioned above] 
on the subject of hunting”. We’re well aware that they have made a complaint – the latest in a long, long line of such 
complaints. This complaint centres on a pro-hunting newspaper breaking an embargo; absolutely not MORI’s fault. The 
letter states that “we have had one complaint upheld against MORI…” but they don’t tell you how many of their complaints 
have been found to be without foundation. 

The piece de resistance is their section on the League Against Cruel Sports. They mention our membership of the Vote 
Cruelty Free coalition which has been ‘pestering’ candidates on hunting and other animal welfare issues. They go on to 
make accusations that we are acting outside our charitable objects, and recommend people to report us to the Charities 
[sic] Commission if they feel we have done something wrong.We are very aware of the requirements of the Charity 
Commission and we will not act in a party political manner. Our concern is to preserve The Hunting Act as this protects wild 
mammals from the cruelty of being hunted by dogs for sport and encourage MPs from all political parties to do the same. 
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They say that our membership stands at less than 4,000, despite the fact tat we have in excess of 50,000 active supporters 
and we know from the polling they seek so desperately to rubbish that more than three quarters of the public are behind 
us. We know – and, crucially, they know – that we have far more support than they could ever hope for. 

4.2 Letter from James Barrington, ‘Animal Welfare Consultant’ 
 
Friends in Westminster have passed us a letter from Mr Barrington, whose employment with the League ended in 1996 and 
who now presents himself as an ‘Animal Welfare Consultant’ working for the Countryside Alliance and the ‘Middle Way 
Group’. His letter – which fails to mention his employment for the Alliance and Middle Way Group – can be downloaded 
from our website at http://www.league.org.uk/uploads/documents/doc_567.pdf 
 
In response to his letter, a retired police officer now working as our Police Liaison Officer, sent the following email to Mr 
Barrington on 1st December:  
 

Dear Mr. Barrington, 
 
I have just read a copy of your letter dated 12th November 2009.  As a retired Police Wildlife Crime Officer and now 
as the League’s Police Liaison Officer, I do not find the Hunting Act 2004 to be unworkable at all.  On the contrary, 
when I was at Merseyside Police we prosecuted more people for offences under the Hunting Act than did any other 
police force.  What is sadly lacking with some senior managers in the police service is the will to carry out 
enforcement action; many police forces only too readily jump on the ‘unworkable’ bandwagon as an excuse for 
avoiding a demand on limited resources.  The fact of the matter is that wildlife crime is an important quality-of-life 
issue for a great many people and the police should not ignore it.  The Hunting Act is the law of the land and the 
public have the right to demand that the police discharge their duty to enforce it.  The failure of some police forces 
to do so breeds contempt for the law and defies the will of Parliament. 
 
The Hunting Act provides exemptions to facilitate pest control where serious harm is being done.   However, 
chasing and killing wild animals with dogs for the fun of it is illegal and if pest controllers are not sufficiently well-
trained or lack the ability to control foxes humanely they must not do so at all – that’s the law.  What’s difficult to 
understand or ‘unworkable’ about that?   
 
Steve Harris 
Police Liaison Officer 

 
We are aware that a number of Prospective Parliamentary Candidates are quoting Mr Barrington in letters to constituents 
who write to them on the subject of hunting. However, Mr Barrington once again gives only one side of the story, and you 
may therefore be interested to read the following letter, published in a national magazine in August, from John Bryant, a 
former League Against Cruel Sports employee and currently a trustee of the RSPCA: 
 

James Barrington, former director of the League Against Cruel Sports and now employed by the Countryside 
Alliance, urges readers to ask why he and three other former directors of the League changed their minds on the 
abolition of hunting with dogs. Perhaps I could throw a little light on the issue. I was an officer of the League for 
almost two decades from 1978 until 1997 and worked with all four directors. I spent 12 years working with James 
Barrington from 1984 until he left in December 1995. 
 
The facts are these. One of those directors only switched his allegiance to hunting almost 15 years after he ceased 
to be employed by the League. None of the other three, including Barrington, gave any hint that they ceased to 
agree with the League’s campaign against hunting until after they had been dismissed for reasons totally 
unconnected with its 70 year-long anti-hunt policy. 
 
Barrington was so annoyed at disciplinary action meted out to him by the League’s executive committee that he 
walked out in December 1995 and employed a solicitor to mount an action for constructive dismissal. As evidence 
he was still in favour of a ban on hunting, on December 11 1995, in a letter to a League member he said: “I have 
been involved with the League for 24 years and I am not going to change my views now. May I state for the 
record, once again, that I have not changed my views and that I wish to see all hunting of a live quarry by dogs to 
be prohibited by law.” Yet his Damascene revelation to bloodsports was so rapid that, 15 days later, he was  
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featured posing for photographs at a Boxing Day meet with leading masters of foxhounds. 
 
In 1997, I resigned as chief officer of the League, following a disagreement with the executive committee. The 
difference between me and Barrington and two of his fellow former directors is that I did not relieve the League of 
thousands of pounds for constructive dismissal and then switch sides. … 

 
The League would be delighted to provide you with a full briefing to rebut – with evidence – any of the myths peddled to 
you by hunters and their spokespeople. Please contact relevant members of the League’s staff as detailed on page four. 
 
 

5. The Month Ahead 
 
Early Day Motions 
 
You will by now have received emails from constituents asking you to sign Early Day Motion 79 on animal welfare and in 
support of the Hunting Act and our Keep Cruelty History campaign. Later in the month you may be contacted by 
constituents asking you to sign an EDM opposing the government’s new regulations for the greyhound racing industry. We 
are opposing these new regulations on the basis that they will not lead to any significant benefit to the tens of thousands of 
greyhounds involved in this multi-million pound industry. 
 
Boxing Day & New Year Hunting 
 
The League will be out in force at the seasonal hunting meets and we expect media interest to be higher than usual given 
the vociferous – if naive – campaigning for repeal of the Hunting Act. We are urging Prospective Parliamentary Candidates 
of all parties who support the ban on hunting to use the occasion to their advantage. Our press office can be contacted 24 
hours a day, including throughout the holiday season, on 01483 524250. 
 
 

Contact us 
 
We would be delighted to provide you with further information on anything you have read in this month’s Briefing, and to 
meet with you to provide a detailed briefing on any or all of our campaigns. Please contact a member of our team. 
 
                   Joshua Kaile, Parliamentary & Political Officer 
                   Tel 01483 524264 / 07977 292537   Email joshuakaile@league.org.uk 
 
                   Louise Robertson, Deputy Head of Campaigns & Communications 
                   Tel 01483 524278 / 07980 232287   Email louiserobertson@league.org.uk 
 
                   Steve Taylor, Head of Campaigns & Communications 
                   Tel 01483 524250 / 07977 920569   Email stevetaylor@league.org.uk 
 
Our blog can be found at www.league.org.uk/blog and we’re on Twitter at www.twitter.com/LeagueACS. We can 
be found on Facebook by searching for ‘League Against Cruel Sports’. 
 
The League Against Cruel Sports is a registered charity and as such does not support or endorse any political party or 
candidate in any way.  
 

League Against Cruel Sports, New Sparling House, Holloway Hill, Godalming, Surrey GU7 1QZ 
Tel 01483 524250                  www.league.org.uk                 Registered Charity no 1095234 

 
 


