
 

Semley Horse Owner Fined 1937 
 

RSPCA Prosecution 
 

 
Tisbury Petty Sessions, Thursday, before Captain J Hastings, Lieut-Colonel J 
Benett-Stanford, Mrs Benett-Stanford and Mr E Young. 
 
Percy Parsons, of Huggler’s Hole, Semley, was summoned for ill-treating a horse by 
working it in an unfit state at Semley on September 1

st
 and again on September 4

th
, 

and Reginald B Dunford, of Kingsettle Hotel, Semley, for permitting the offences. 
 
The defendants, who were represented by Mr W Farley Rutter, pleaded not guilty. 
 
Inspector W D Barsby, RSPCA, said on September 1

st
 at Semley Station, he saw 

Parsons driving a chestnut horse and a two wheeled cart.  The animal was lame on 
the off foreleg and had no front shoes.  When told the4 horse was lame, Parsons 
said “I told Mr Dunford about it yesterday before he went away.”  The horse was 
about 15 years of age and in very good bodily condition.  The lameness was due to 
ringbone.  The driver was advised to cease working the horse and he took it into a 
stable. 
 

On September 4
th 

witness and PS Stokes again saw Parsons driving the horse and a cart loaded with manure.  The horse was 
very lame on the off foreleg and after speaking to the lad he interviewed Dunford who said “I got your message and the horse 
was inspected by Colonel Seely-Green.  He said the horse was fit to work, but not to trot.”  Since witness’s previous visit, the 
horse had been shod on the front feet.  He ordered Dunford to cease working the horse, but the defendant told Parsons to drive 
on.  The lad proceeded along the road but PS Stokes went after him and made him take the horse out of harness.  
 
On September 6

th
, witness and Mr Rockett, a veterinary surgeon, examined the horse in the presence of Col Seely-Green, who 

said that previously he had told Dunford to have the horse shod and he would see it again.  Dunford then stated that he 
understood from Col Seely-Green that the horse could be worked provided that it was not trotted. 
 
PS Stokes, formerly of Donhead, and now of Great Bedwyn, said the horse rested its off fore leg whenever it stopped and was 
obviously lame.  Mr Dunford adopted a defiant attitude and refused to give his name and address to the Inspector.  He gave 
particulars, however, when witness asked for them. 
 
Mr H C Rockett, veterinary surgeon, of Salisbury, stated that the horse was, in his opinion, unfit for work when he saw it on 
September 6

th
. 

 
Parsons, in evidence, said he was 17 years of age.  He had worked the horse for 
about three years for the purpose of carting manure from the station to a field 
about 200 yards away.   
 
On September 1

st
 witness was stopped when the horse had only gone about 50 

yards with an empty cart.  Witness had not noticed anything wrong with the horse, 
and he did not think that he had made any complaint to his employer.  The 
horse’s front shoes had not been missing for more than two days.  On September 
4

th
 the horse had only hauled one load when witness was stopped by Mr Barsby.  

The horse had done no work for a fortnight prior to September 1
st
.  

 
Dunford, licensee of the Kingsettle Hotel and a smallholder, said he had owned the horse for nine years.  Witness was away on 
September lst, and did not see the horse.  He knew that the shoes were off, but did not hear anything about lameness until he 
returned home on September 2

nd
.  He at once telephoned for Col Seely-Green, and the horse was examined.  On his advice, 

the shoes were fixed and on September 4
th
 the horse was put to work.  In witness’s opinion, the horse was just a bit tender on 

the feet.  On September 8
th
 there was no sign of lameness and there had been no sign since that date.  Witness had brought 

the horse to Tisbury and the magistrates could see it if they wished. 
 
Col T Seely-Green, veterinary surgeon, of Shaftesbury, said the horse had a ringbone on the off fore-leg.  When he saw the 
horse on September 3

rd
 the feet were sore and he advised Dunford to have the animal shod.  He said he thought that the horse 

would then be fit to work.  On September 6
th
 the horse was decidedly lame, but, in his opinion, the lameness was due to the 

shoeing.  The horse was now fit for walking work.  If the horse had no front shoes on September 1
st
 it was probably unfit to 

work. 
 
The summonses against Parsons were dismissed under the Probation of Offenders Act.   
 
Dunford was found not guilty in respect of the alleged offence on September lst, but guilty in the second case.  He was fined 
20s with £2 2s costs. 
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