
 

Alberta Association for Animal Owner’s Rights
Dedicated to Promoting Optimum Animal Welfare and Supporting Responsible Choice 

March 31, 2016

Honourable Christina Gray
Minister of Labour
107 Legislature Building
10800-97 Ave
Edmonton, AB
T5K 2B6

Cc: Premier Rachel Notley
 Brian Jean, Leader of Her Majesty's Loyal Opposition in the Legislative Assembly 
of Alberta
 Grant Hunter, Wildrose Shadow Jobs, Skills and Training Minister 
 Rick Strankman, Wildrose Shadow Agriculture Minister

Dear Minister Gray,

I am following up on a letter sent to you from the Alberta Association of Animal 
Owner’s Rights dated Feb. 10, 2016.    

To refresh your memory, the letter covered these main points …

Traditionally, animal health care in this province consists of two different groups: 
veterinarians and non-legislated complementary animal health care providers such 
as farriers, equine dentists, nutritionists, herbalists, and animal rehab therapists 
that provide massage, chiropractic and physiotherapy.  The two complement each 
other, as they should. It is impossible for veterinarian schools to train veterinarians 
in all aspects of animal health, so naturally there are two different groups – just like 
there is for people. 

Albertans have enjoyed the right to hire non-legislated complementary animal 
health care providers – without having to pay a veterinarian for permission or 
supervision to do so. We don’t have to seek permission or supervision from our 
physician to get complementary health care for ourselves or our children, so why 
would we have to do it for our property (our animals)? The ABVMA claims we need 
“protecting”.  But what validity is there to this need of protection? 



The following points are in reference to an article taken from the ABVMA Members 
Magazine, Jan/Feb 2014 issue (copy attached). The article is written by Dr. Phil 
Boute, DVM and is titled “Complaint Directors Report”.

The article reveals several things:  

1) There is no exemption listed in the Veterinary Profession Act that 
protects the right of an Albertan to hire a complimentary animal 
health provider to maintain the health and well-being of their legal 
property, their animals. An Albertan can treat their own animal, or hire an 
employee. Yet Mr. Pritchard’s response on behalf of your ministry told animal 
owners that we have complete autonomy under the Veterinary Profession Act
—which is false.

2) Currently, there are exemptions in the Veterinary Profession Act that 
veterinarians don’t see eye to eye with, such as the ability of an Albertan to 
castrate a horse. Stakeholder input has the ability to over-rule the opinion of 
veterinarians. Clarifying the exemptions so they do protect an Albertan’s right 
to choices can be done without the support of the ABVMA. 

3) The welfare of animals is protected under the Animal Protection Act. 
Laypeople and non-legislated animal health providers can be charged under 
the Animal Protection Act such as in the case of R. v. MacKinnon (where 
MacKinnon was found not guilty). Therefore, implementing an exemption to 
protect an Albertan’s right to choices would not bring increased harm 
animals. 

4) According to the rulings of the courts, the definition of what is exclusive to 
veterinary medicine in Alberta “must be strictly applied”. The definition of 
veterinarian medicine in Alberta is: surgery, obstetrics, and drugs. The 
court ruled these are the only things exclusive to veterinarians in 
Alberta.  

5) The court case referred to in the article is the precedent-setting court case of 
AVMA v. Pequin. In a nutshell, Justice Bielby ruled that the ABVMA cannot pick 
and choose what is veterinary medicine in Alberta when they feel like it. 
Justice Bielby also ruled that animal health care cannot be compared to 
human health care as animals have economic value, and that non-legislated 
complementary animal health care providers were not endangering the 
public. 

  



6) Even though Dr. Buote understands the court ruling and understands that 
dentistry is not protected as exclusive to Alberta veterinarians under the 
Veterinary Profession Act (VPA), he decides to grant himself legislative 
powers. He insists that dentistry is still veterinary medicine in Alberta. He 
also believes the ABVMA can enforce this unlawful opinion as if it was law.  

7) Most complaints against non-legislated complementary animal health care 
providers of “unauthorized practice” actually come from veterinarians and 
vet technicians – not from the public. Again, Dr. Buote completely ignores 
Justice Bielby’s ruling and goes on to say that unauthorized practice can be 
anything that is “thought to be veterinary medicine.” Justice Bielby ruled that 
only people providing surgery, obstetrics, and drugs to animals are 
contravening the Veterinary Profession Act.

8) The ABVMA continues to “educate” their own members and the public that 
their opinion of “unauthorized practice” is backed by law – when it is not. This 
clearly shows the ABVMA’s unprofessional conduct is intentional and they do 
not respect for the rights of Albertans. 

In summary, the ABVMA claims there is a big problem with the existence of non-
legislated animal health care providers. They liken the problem to some out-of-
control forest fire. However, the article clearly shows that if there is a fire, it is the 
ABVMA who has started the fire. 

The ABVMA’s claim that unauthorized practice must be stopped to “protect the 
public interest and the welfare of animals” is unfounded.  When the ABVMA took Mr. 
Pequin to court, there were no customer complaints and no evidence Mr. Pequin had 
harmed an animal. In fact, Justice Bielby found Mr. Pequin to be more competent in 
providing equine dentistry than most Alberta veterinarians.  

The core issue is not about protection, animal welfare, or even whether 
complimentary animal health care providers are legislated or not.  The core here 
issue is about money.  Who gets first dibs at the money in the wallets of Albertans 
when it comes to animal health care? 

Albertans are intelligent people capable of making good decisions for their animals, 
and we have the right to freely decide whether we use veterinary medical care or 
non-legislated complementary animal health care.   The ABMVA’s misinformation 
seems intent on curtailing Albertan’s freedom of choice.

To ignore and over-ride court rulings is not professional conduct, on the part of the 
ABVMA.  We hope that you uphold the law and will ensure that the governance of 
Alberta professions is being done with competence. We ask that the ABVMA re-tract 



and correct the misinformation they have been providing. We look forward to 
hearing from you that this is being done.  

We also look forward to hearing what the next steps will be in ensuring the rights of 
animal owners are respected and completely protected in the Veterinary Profession 
Act exemptions. 

Sincerely,

Sonja Christopher

President, Alberta Association of Animal Owner’s Rights
www.aaaor.ca 
186, 51047 RR 221
Sherwood Park, AB, T8E 1G8
sonja.christopher@yahoo.ca       Phone: 780.922.0752

http://www.aaaor.ca/
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