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Publication note 

This paper is a concise history, not a legal pleading and not an attempt to publish private correspondence 

wholesale. It draws on contemporary discussion-list messages, automated Yahoo notices, private 

correspondence, published books and the recovered United Kingdom Raw Meaty Bones Support & Action 

Group website. It distinguishes what the surviving documents show from later recollection and broader 

interpretation. 

Its purpose is restorative. The important task is to recover the provenance of the Raw Meaty Bones campaign, 

explain how its public information channels were diverted or lost, and reconnect the historical record to the 

present Raw Feeding Claims Audit, the investigation of corporate and institutional power, and the Cybernetic 

Hypothesis of Periodontal Disease. 

Central proposition 

The history is not principally about quarrels over recipes. It is about who controlled the names, 

forums, archives and editorial gates through which the public learned what “raw feeding” meant—and 

whether the original evidence, priorities and cybernetic framework remained visible. 

 

Executive summary 

1. The original programme was broader than diet. Raw Meaty Bones linked species-appropriate feeding, 

oral function, periodontal disease, systemic health, institutional responsibility and, from 1992, a cybernetic 

account of regulation in mammalian carnivores. 

2. The early raw-feeding movement recognised the danger of commercial capture. In February 2002, 

members of the BARF list themselves objected when Ian Billinghurst moved towards branded foods and 

supplements. The concern was that a critique of commercial pet food was being converted into another 

product system. 

3. A second divergence arose through doctrinal gatekeeping. The prey-model and rawfeeding lists 

rejected much commercial BARF apparatus, but developed their own terminology, percentages and 

moderator authority. Questions about those assumptions could be treated as personal misconduct rather 

than legitimate inquiry. 

4. Work Wonders exposed the tension. The book offered pet owners a short, practical and largely self-

contained account of what they needed to do. That clarity reduced dependence on formula sellers, list 

experts and endless interpretation. The archival record shows both high praise and intense hostility from 

leading list figures. 

5. Control of the communication platforms became decisive. Tom Lonsdale’s posts were rejected on 

RawVet; his moderator status was removed; and in June 2007 the administrators of the RawMeatyBones 

list and UKRMB website retained complete operational control after first proposing that the list be 

returned and the website transferred or preserved. 

6. The consequence was functional excommunication. Tom may have remained a nominal member, but he 

could no longer moderate, protect files, determine policy or reliably answer what was said under the Raw 

Meaty Bones name. Occasional fragments of later list activity survived elsewhere, but they did not restore 

any practical ability to act through the captured channel. 

7. The rupture did not create corporate dominance by itself. Mars, Nestlé and the veterinary–pet-food 

system were already powerful. But fragmentation, lost provenance and the removal of a campaigning 

information channel weakened one of the few organised challenges to both industrial pet food and its 

commercial or doctrinal raw-feeding substitutes. 
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8. The recovered archives permit repair. The task now is not to reopen every private quarrel. It is to 

preserve the record, republish the strongest public-interest evidence, connect the UKRMB Freedom of 

Information material to present institutional questions, and restore the original RMB and cybernetic 

framework to public view. 

1. What Raw Meaty Bones was—and what it was not 

The Raw Meaty Bones campaign did not begin as a brand, a recipe system or an internet identity. It arose from 

veterinary observation and research into the effects of processed diets, dental disease and the loss of natural 

oral function. Its practical recommendation—whole carcasses where possible, or raw meaty bones and 

appropriate household foods as the workable alternative—was embedded in a much larger challenge to 

veterinary education, professional regulation and the pet-food economy. 

The 1992 Cybernetic Hypothesis of Periodontal Disease supplied the deeper framework. Diet was not merely a 

collection of nutrients entering a bowl. Food texture, oral tissues, teeth, microbiota, immune reactions, 

systemic effects, predation and population regulation belonged to one interacting system. The later Raw Meaty 

Bones books developed this programme for professional and public audiences. 

This breadth matters because the subsequent internet movements progressively narrowed the subject. 

Commercial BARF could reduce natural feeding to branded patties, powders and supplements. Prey-model 

orthodoxy could reduce it to ratios, approved parts and moderator doctrine. Both tendencies risked separating 

feeding instructions from dental function, systemic disease, institutional accountability and cybernetic 

explanation. 

2. The first divergence: BARF and commercialisation 

The recovered BARF archive shows that the first sustained revolt against Ian Billinghurst’s commercial 

direction came from inside the BARF community. In February 2002, announcement of a line of Billinghurst 

foods and supplements triggered sharp objections from Karen Fonseca, Alison Tyler, Gil Ash and others. They 

questioned whether a movement presented as a return to natural feeding was becoming a new commercial 

system. 

The list was divided. Some members defended prepared raw foods as a useful bridge away from kibble. 

Moderators closed the dispute after personal attacks and threats of unsubscribing participants. Even so, the 

episode is historically important: criticism of BARF commercialisation was contemporary, internal and 

explicit. It was not invented years later by an embittered rival. 

A natural-feeding critique can be captured twice: first by the industry it opposes, and 

then by substitute merchants who sell a packaged version of the escape. 

Historical inference from the February 2002 BARF exchange 

 

The Raw Feeding Claims Audit can now examine this divergence against dated records: what was known, 

what was claimed, what products followed, and how the practical benefits of abandoning ultra-processed pet 

food were attributed to proprietary systems or personalities. 

3. The second divergence: prey model, list authority and the narrowing of 

debate 

The prey-model and rawfeeding tendency rejected much of Billinghurst’s commercial apparatus. That did not 

return the movement to the full Raw Meaty Bones programme. Instead, a new orthodoxy developed around 

“prey model”, whole-carcass ideals, ratios, permitted foods and the authority of experienced list moderators. 
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In August 2003, Karen Fonseca publicly welcomed Tom to the rawfeeding list and wrote that Raw Meaty 

Bones made the other raw-feeding books she had read look like comic books. She praised its scientific basis 

and refusal to talk down to readers. That statement is valuable evidence of the book’s recognised standing 

before later disputes. 

In May 2005, however, Karen’s private critique of the Work Wonders manuscript was exceptionally severe. 

She repeatedly measured its practical guidance against prey-model doctrine and accused parts of it of sounding 

like Billinghurst. Yet the same correspondence also called Tom the only effective counterweight to 

Billinghurst and continued to praise his public role. The history should therefore not be simplified into a single 

personal betrayal. 

The more important structural point is that Work Wonders placed a clear, economical guide directly in 

owners’ hands. At roughly 120 pages, it sought to make the essentials understandable without commercial 

formulas, certification schemes or permanent dependence on online experts. That threatened no one’s authority 

as a matter of proven motive; nevertheless, it reduced the practical need for gatekeepers. The hostility it 

attracted should be understood in that context. 

4. When questions became moderation offences 

The archive records a transition from disagreement to control of permissible questions. In March 2006, Tom 

prepared a RawVet post challenging the recently promoted term “prey model”, asking for its percentages and 

scientific justification, and defending texture, tooth cleaning and raw meaty bones as the more useful 

organising concepts. The post was intercepted and refused. Moderators defended the refusal as a collective 

decision and treated the proposed challenge as an attempt to embarrass another participant. 

On 21 March 2007, an automated Yahoo notice recorded that the profile “bluegracepwd”—Jane Johnson, later 

Jane Anderson—changed Tom’s RawVet status from moderator to ordinary member. The archive does not 

contain a later automated removal notice, and none is required for the central historical point. Substantive 

criticism had been rejected, moderator authority had been withdrawn and the originating campaigner was no 

longer able to shape a veterinary raw-feeding forum. 

Other campaigning experiments, including RMBLobby, reveal the same vulnerability: the person who owned 

the Yahoo group or controlled the moderation settings could acquire practical command of a name, 

membership and archive even when the intellectual purpose and campaigning impetus came from elsewhere. 

The surviving material concerning RMBLobby is less complete and should remain secondary to the better-

documented RawVet and June 2007 events. 

5. June 2007: loss of the RawMeatyBones list and UKRMB information 

stream 

The clearest documentary sequence concerns the RawMeatyBones discussion list and the UKRMB website. 

These were not generic hobby platforms. They were established to restore the Raw Meaty Bones campaign’s 

fundamentals, resist BARF and prey-model diversion, distribute evidence and support regulatory, veterinary 

and public action in the United Kingdom. 

On 14 June 2007, Jackie Marriott wrote that she and Vic intended to cease involvement. She proposed that Vic 

hand ownership of the RawMeatyBones list to Tom or his nominee; that the UKRMB website be transferred, 

preserved elsewhere or redirected; and that outstanding Freedom of Information, veterinary, regulatory and 

legal projects be handed back. 

On 17 June, that proposal was reversed. Jackie wrote that she, Vic and others had decided to continue running 

the list; that Tom had already been removed as a moderator; that material concerning BARF and prey-model 
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feeding would be revised because it was regarded as too inflammatory; and that Vic and Jackie would retain 

the website and decide what was added or removed. An automated Yahoo notice confirms the change from 

moderator to member. 

What was taken in practical terms 

Not a physical object, but an integrated information system: the campaign name, the audience, 

moderator powers, message archive, website, search visibility, campaign files, editorial policy and the 

ability to decide which challenges reached the public. 

 

Whether this should be called theft is a legal question that this paper does not attempt to answer. As history, 

however, the surviving messages show a clear dispossession. The technical administrators retained complete 

editorial and operational control of platforms whose name, purpose and much of whose substance derived 

from Tom’s work, after first proposing that control be returned. 

Tom remained, at least technically, an ordinary list member. That did not provide meaningful power. He could 

no longer approve posts, protect the archive, set policy, answer claims in the campaign’s name or prevent 

material from being altered or removed. Any protest submitted to the list remained subject to the very 

moderation structure being protested. “Functional excommunication” accurately describes the result without 

claiming a technical unsubscribe notice that has not been found. 

6. The wilderness years and the loss of an effective voice 

Tom’s later description of becoming friendless and voiceless is strongly consistent with the contemporary 

record. In July 2007, he wrote that he had been stabbed in the back and tossed overboard and that the Yahoo 

notice was the first confirmation of the completed technical action. Whatever information reached him 

thereafter could not restore the authority or access required to answer publicly through the channels carrying 

the Raw Meaty Bones name. 

During the following years, fragments of list activity and related correspondence remained preserved in the 

surviving archive. In October 2007 Tom wrote that he did not see the list unless someone drew particular 

activity to his attention. The cause appears to have been a mixture of changed delivery, withdrawal and the 

futility of participating in a channel he could not influence. The evidentiary point is simpler: access to 

scattered information was not the same as the ability to moderate, publish, protect provenance or direct the 

campaign. 

In 2009, Vic Marriott publicly emphasised that he was the list owner, that Tom had no hand in running the 

forum and that the list accepted variations from Tom’s approach. Later correspondence records attempts to 

rescue or replace UKRMB and the continuing refusal to relinquish the website. Some information survived; 

practical command of the information stream could not be restored. 

7. What was lost 

The deepest loss was not personal status. It was continuity of explanation. The original RMB campaign could 

no longer reliably connect the following elements for a growing international audience: 

• the priority and provenance of the Raw Meaty Bones approach; 

• the central importance of oral function and tooth cleaning; 

• the distinction between whole foods and commercial formulations; 

• the veterinary and regulatory evidence accumulated through the UK campaign; 

• the relationship between periodontal disease and systemic health; 

• the Cybernetic Hypothesis and its ecological implications; 
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• the demand that veterinary schools and regulators investigate rather than defer to commercial authority. 

The vacuum did not remain empty. Commercial raw foods, formula systems, prey-model identities, online 

experts and eventually influencer-led markets expanded. Meanwhile Mars, Nestlé and other multinational 

interests deepened their reach across pet food, veterinary services, research, diagnostics, education, standards 

and animal welfare. The 2007 rupture did not cause that expansion. It did remove one of the few coordinated 

information channels attempting to expose the common structure behind it. 

8. Recovery of UKRMB and the Eudora archive 

The recovery of the UKRMB website through the Internet Archive and the preservation of the Eudora 

mailboxes substantially change what can now be known. The UKRMB pages restore a public-facing record of 

the campaign’s articles, correspondence, Freedom of Information work and institutional challenges. The 

Eudora archive supplies the underlying chronology of debates, moderation decisions, technical status changes 

and private attempts to preserve the work. 

The two archives should serve different purposes. The public UKRMB pages can be republished or linked as 

historical exhibits. The private mailboxes should remain a research source, quoted sparingly and only where 

necessary to establish chronology or correct the public record. Their value lies in verification, not spectacle. 

A page-by-page authorship audit is unnecessary for the immediate public project. Tom estimates that he wrote 

or assembled the great majority of the substantive UKRMB material; the surviving correspondence 

independently shows that he supplied much of the writing, evidence and strategy while the UK team provided 

administration, publication, hosting and local campaigning. Individual pages can carry provenance notes 

where authorship is clear. 

9. How the recovered history should be used now 

A. The Raw Feeding Claims Audit 

This paper should sit within The Raw Meaty Bones Record as the historical bridge between the audit’s 

methodology and the later individual case files. It explains why priority, provenance and control of 

information matter. The named case files can then test particular claims without having to retell the entire 

history each time. 

The audit should use the correspondence to establish dated propositions: early internal criticism of 

Billinghurst’s commercialisation; public recognition of RMB’s scientific standing; later prey-model 

divergence; moderation of challenges; and loss of the principal RMB communication channels. It should not 

publish private interpersonal material unless directly necessary to a public claim. 

B. The Mars investigation 

The history belongs in the Mars project as context, not as an eighth accusation or a claim of direct causation. A 

short introductory passage can explain that multinational power grew while the principal non-commercial 

challenge fragmented, lost provenance and lost its information platforms. The Mars papers can then proceed 

on their own documentary evidence across pet food, research, veterinary care, diagnostics, education, 

standards, regulation and animal welfare. 

The recovered UKRMB Freedom of Information records should be linked wherever they directly establish an 

institutional relationship, response, refusal, funding arrangement or state of knowledge. Each document needs 

only a one- or two-sentence note: what was asked, what was disclosed and why it matters. No larger theory 

need be loaded onto a document than the document itself supports. 
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C. Veterinary schools and regulators 

The historical record shows that warnings, questions and FOI activity were not recent inventions. It can 

therefore support a restrained proposition: veterinary schools and regulators had repeated opportunities to 

examine the processed-diet, oral-health and institutional-conflict issues, while the campaign raising those 

questions was progressively marginalised. The present outreach should ask what those institutions will do 

now, rather than demand that they adjudicate every old online dispute. 

D. The cybernetics stream 

The strongest future use may be cybernetic. The online disputes demonstrate a failure of systems thinking in 

miniature. Participants argued over ingredients, ratios, labels and personalities while the larger regulatory 

system—teeth, gums, microbiota, systemic inflammation, predation, population balance, professional 

incentives and corporate power—fell from view. 

A brief link from the Cybernetic Hypothesis webpage can state that the recovered history helps explain why 

the hypothesis received so little traction: the practical feeding movement that might have carried it was 

commercialised, fragmented and reduced to competing linear doctrines. The point is not that cybernetics was 

defeated in an argument. It was largely excluded from the information stream in which the argument took 

place. 

10. A way forward 

The appropriate response is neither nostalgia nor an enormous exposé requiring every participant to be located 

and every dispute legally adjudicated. A modest, durable public package can do the necessary work: 

• preserve the original Eudora ZIP and recovered UKRMB site unchanged; 

• publish this concise historical paper on The Raw Meaty Bones Record page; 

• republish selected UKRMB articles and FOI documents with dates and provenance notes; 

• retain the detailed private chronology as the evidentiary backbone; 

• cross-link relevant historical exhibits from the Raw Feeding Claims Audit, Mars papers, veterinary-school 

material and Cybernetic Hypothesis page; 

• keep the public emphasis on animals, owners, scientific integrity, human welfare and the environment—

not on settling private scores. 

This approach restores what matters most: the questions that were displaced, the evidence that was scattered, 

the chronology that was obscured and the systems framework that commercial and doctrinal competition failed 

to address. 

Conclusion 

The recovered record shows that the history of raw feeding cannot be understood as a simple progression from 

kibble to better recipes. The original Raw Meaty Bones campaign posed a deeper challenge: restore natural 

function, confront periodontal disease, examine systemic consequences, expose institutional conflicts and 

adopt a cybernetic understanding of living regulation. 

That programme was first overshadowed by commercial BARF, then narrowed by prey-model doctrine, and 

finally deprived of much of its public communication machinery. The loss of moderator powers and control of 

UKRMB did not erase the books or the underlying evidence. It did make the originating campaigner a hapless 

observer of channels that carried his campaign’s identity while others decided what the public would see. 
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The recovery of UKRMB and the Eudora archive offers a rare opportunity to reverse that process. The aim is 

not to recreate the old lists. It is to recover provenance, reconnect diet with dental function and cybernetics, 

expose the documentary relationships that shaped the present system, and provide a clear public-interest route 

from the historical record to present reform. 

Selected source notes 

The detailed private chronology retains mailbox, message number, Message-ID and line references. The 

following abbreviated notes identify the principal documentary anchors used in this public account. 

1. BARF SmartGroups archive, 15–18 February 2002: Stacy Conroy announcement; responses by Karen Fonseca, Alison Tyler, 

Gil Ash and others; moderator closure of the commercialisation dispute. 

2. Raw Feeding Archive, 10 August 2003: Karen Fonseca, “Admin: Welcome Dr. Lonsdale”, comparing Raw Meaty Bones 

with other raw-feeding books and praising its scientific substance. 

3. Raw Feeding Archive, 18 and 29 May 2005, with later June–November 2005 correspondence: invitation to review Work 

Wonders, severe manuscript critique, continuing praise and claimed public review. 

4. RawVet and Jackie Marriott mailboxes, 23–27 March 2006: Tom’s rejected “Jargon” post and moderator defence of the 

refusal. 

5. RawVet, 21 March 2007: automated Yahoo notice changing Tom’s status from Moderator to Member; X-Yahoo-Profile 

“bluegracepwd”. 

6. Jackie Marriott mailbox, 14 June 2007, “Current events”: proposed return of list ownership and transfer or preservation of 

UKRMB and outstanding projects. 

7. Jackie Marriott mailbox, 17 June 2007, “Current Events”, and automated Yahoo notice: reversal, retention of list and website, 

planned alteration of BARF/prey-model files, and moderator demotion. 

8. RMBCentral and RawMeatyBonesCentral, 2 July 2007: automated Yahoo confirmations of Tom’s attempts to establish 

replacement groups. 

9. Private correspondence retained in the Eudora archive, July 2007–2009: evidence that Tom no longer routinely saw list 

activity and that fragments of the record nevertheless survived. 

10. Private correspondence retained in the Eudora archive, April and October–December 2009: Vic Marriott’s list-ownership 

assertions and discussion of the continuing inability to obtain or transfer the UKRMB website. 

Suggested home: The Raw Meaty Bones Record · Historical foundation paper 

— End — 

https://www.thepetfoodcon.com/raw-meaty-bones-record/

