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PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF SUBMISSION
To provide evidence to assist the Independent Review Panel to bring the Wildlife Act upto-date and in line with current community expectations.
Given the extremely short timeframe allowed for submissions we have only been able to
focus on the broader issues as listed in the Issues Paper and the main principles and
objectives that need to be incorporated in the new Act. We have attempted to address
those issues in the Issues Paper where we feel we have expertise or first-hand experience.
Whilst it may be outside of the Terms of Reference for the Panel we also raise the urgent
need for a change of attitude at the political level toward wildlife protection and
subsequently the need for a legislative framework which mandates that governments and
bureaucrats ensure proper protection of wildlife through clear objectives, compliance
monitoring and enforcement of mandatory penalties. Victorian Government conduct in
demeaning Australia’s wildlife is leading to greater levels of wildlife abuse and significant
acts of cruelty.
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SUMMARY/RECOMMENDATIONS
The current Act fails in its main objective to protect wildlife because it is predicated on
wildlife control and not wildlife protection.
This has supported a culture of apathy and aggression toward wildlife and led to the
widespread killing of many species.
The Act is out of step with modern best practice regulation, does not meet current
community expectations around wildlife protection and fails to impose accountability
upon government and its agencies responsible for protection of wildlife.
A new Act is needed which legislates a paradigm shift in attitudes and approach away
from “How do we manage/control wildlife” to “Mandating human behaviours in order to
harmoniously co-exist with wildlife”.
In order to achieve this, wildlife firstly need to be recognised as sentient and secondly
their importance to our environment and sustainable and healthy ecosystems.
Major areas of concern include:


Government agencies responsible for wildlife protection (e.g. DELWP and GMA) are
afforded too much discretion.



There is a lack of accountability and transparency at the government level and within
Departments involved with wildlife.



There is an inherent conflict of interest within DELWP (it issues permits to kill wildlife
and has responsibility for the protection of wildlife).

Recommendations




The need for overarching principles underpinning the Act which substantially strengthen
and tighten:
o

protection measures;

o

compliance monitoring and enforcement;

o

transparency in decision making including public participation and rights of
appeal;

o

habitat protection; and

o

removal of government discretion in implementation and decision making.

That all wildlife protection be incorporated in a single piece of legislation including the
provisions governing compliance monitoring and enforcement and penalties for acts of
cruelty.
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The protection role needs to be removed from DELWP and a new independent authority
created which has sole responsibility for wildlife.



The current provision to “unprotect” species to be abolished.



Provisions to be introduced to give rights of appeal to people impacted by the Authority
to Control Wildlife permit system prior to any action occurring.



The definition of “pest” only be considered if it can be supported by independent
scientific evidence. It remains extraordinary that keystone Australian species can be
declared as pests so as to further facilitate their unmonitored destruction.



A major overhaul of the ATCW scheme to substantially tighten rules and conditions
around the issuing of permits. Lethal control must be abolished.



Killing of wildlife for commercial gain to be prohibited.



Public participation and consultation protocols mandated for government decisions and
policies around wildlife management.



Penalties for wildlife cruelty to be toughened.



Wildlife injured in fires: the blocking of rescue attempts by DELWP and others should
not be allowed and the Wildlife Act needs to address this issue.



Formal recognition of wildlife rescuers and carers as an essential community service.



Transparency in relation to information regarding wildlife matters including information
and data relating to ATCWs issued, commercial exploitation of wildlife activities and
government wildlife killing programs and wildlife experiments on private and public
lands including state and national parks in Victoria.
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BACKGROUND
Australia leads the world in mammal extinctions and a new wave of endangerment of
Australian species is occurring because of climate change (for which, the impacts on
wildlife are obvious). Endangerment is facilitated by government conduct, which has
become increasingly aggressive in allowing the killing of wildlife and current attitudes,
many of which have been created by marketing and various other campaigns, which aim
to persecute numerous Australian species.
There needs to be a fundamental rethink of the overarching principles which underpin
the Act and wholesale reform of the legislation.
A crucial failing in the current wildlife protection system is the current and increasing lack
of political will and commitment to protecting wildlife.
Most disturbing is the prevailing attitude of government and its bureaucrats to actively
promote and support the slaughter of many of our native animals often in the name of
purported economic benefit and commercial gain, the claims of such benefit, following
analysis, looks highly improbable. As a result of these things, the scope and scale of
wildlife killing in Victoria has increased significantly.
The Victorian Government claims that all wildlife in Victoria is protected. However, in
reality nothing could be further from the truth. Each year the Victorian Government
promotes and enables the killing of hundreds of thousands of native animals.
The situation for wildlife in the State has deteriorated and continues to worsen with fewer
and fewer protections afforded to these animals. The Victorian Government actively
promotes the mass killing of native wildlife.
The killing is often secretive in its scope and scale. The Government is supported by a
compliant and indifferent public service, in which structures to avoid both scrutiny and
responsibility are Kafkaesque in nature. In 2020 the Victorian Government had 88
‘protected’ Australian native species (mainly mammal and bird species) on its kill list and
there are other precious Australian species that have no protections at all.
A new Act must ensure wildlife is safeguarded against governments’ flouting protection
laws due to political agendas, apathy or indifference, or for dubious claims of economic
benefit.
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AUTHORS OF THIS SUBMISSION
The Australian Wildlife Protection Council Inc. (AWPC), established in 1969 by Arthur
Queripel, is a voice for Australia’s wildlife and for all Australian species. Its aim is to
protect our native animals from cruelty and exploitation.
Submission authors are Peter Hylands (current AWPC President) and Ian Slattery
(member AWPC) on behalf of the AWPC.
Peter Hylands is a highly experienced wildlife advocate and the current President of the
Australian Wildlife Protection Council representing the national (and Victorian) AWPC
committee and membership. He is co-founder of Creative Cowboy films producing more
than 5,000 knowledge based products; including films, books, magazines and online
materials in the areas of education, the arts, professional education in the law, medicine
and management in Africa, Asia, the Pacific, Europe and North America.
Ian Slattery is an experienced animal advocate and has worked for several animal welfare
organisations including Australia’s leading animal protection organisation, Animals
Australia. He is also a highly skilled and trained wildlife rescuer with over 12 years’
experience.
The AWPC is a not-for-profit wildlife education organisation and registered charity. The
AWPC celebrates its 50th year of working on behalf of Australia’s precious wildlife.
The AWPC holds a significant historical archive of the mistreatment of Australia’s wildlife
covering half a century. Former Presidents include: Maryland Wilson, Peter Preuss,
Arthur Queripel. Patron: Professor Peter Singer.
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ADDRESSING THE ISSUES (as per the Issues Paper)
Part 1

What should the Act do?

The current Act fails in its main objective to protect wildlife. It is out of step with modern
best practice regulation and does not meet current community expectations around
wildlife protection.
One of the main reasons for this is the lack of clear governing principles and definitions
by which the provisions of the Act are written.
There needs to be a fundamental rethink of the overarching principles which guide the
drafting of a new Act.

In what ways does the Act succeed or fail in representing contemporary
expectations for, and values relating to, wildlife in Victoria?
The current Act fails and this is evident in the increasing tensions and anxieties in relation
to these matters as described here. There is an evident lack of applied logic to many of
the attitudes that shape policy and law in Victoria in relation to animal welfare and
wildlife protection matters and the evolution of the framework that supports it (including
Department structures, management and job types, as well as documentation and plans).
The entire focus of which is to support any activity or scheme, in relation to animals, being
promoted by the Victorian Government at the time.
This means that animals can suffer at the hands of a particular politician in relation to
imagined political benefit, and this is occurring regardless of scientific fact and against the
wishes and direct interests of a significant number of Victorians. Matters of human rights
also arise, particularly for those individuals choosing to invest in Victoria’s regions, who
now find themselves confronted by the large scale killing and butchering of animals in the
lands surrounding their properties. These Victorians have no rights whatsoever which is
another failing of the current legislation.
The killing of native Australian wildlife is now so entrenched, and the sense of entitlement
of governments promoting this behaviour and the individuals carrying it out, mean poor
standards are applied to matters relating to animal welfare and biodiversity.
The economic damage including the costs of abuse of residents and their business
activities are discounted to zero. Reports the AWPC receive directly from residents and
business owners highlight the anxiety and loss being experienced by residents and
business owners as the commercial trade in wildlife (for example – kangaroo shooting)
operate within close range of houses and tourism businesses and literally on the fence
lines of these owners. Business people are abused by the pro-killing lobby and shooters
and live in constant anxiety.
There are even examples of kangaroo body parts (a penis is the latest example) being
deposited at the front of people’s houses and business establishments because they have
complained about the brutality and disturbance occurring on their doorstep.
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The current Act totally fails these Victorians.
Victorians adore their wildlife. We know from first-hand experience as wildlife rescuers,
the trauma and distress people suffer when they call us to help with injured, sick and
orphaned wildlife. Victorians don’t want to see wildlife suffering and are especially
sickened when they witness the impact of human intervention (deliberate and otherwise)
which causes harm and injury to wildlife.
In particular they are horrified and express disbelief when they learn that the Government
is supporting the killing of their native animals for commercial gain (e.g. slaughter of
kangaroos for pet food and human consumption). Here again the Act fails Victorians and
fails to meet community expectations.
From our experience Victorians want their wildlife properly protected and for harsh
penalties to be meted out to those who cause harm and suffering to wildlife.
If it were not for trained volunteers (rescuers and carers) Victoria’s injured, sick and
orphaned wildlife would be left to suffer. The Government does not engage in wildlife
rescue and rehabilitation and it provides little or no support to these volunteers and the
organisations they work for.
It is beyond doubt that Victorians consider wildlife rescue and care as a vital public service
and members of the public who call on the services of wildlife rescuers are astounded
when they learn that a) rescuers are not compensated by the government and b) rescuers
and carers receive no ongoing government funding.
Victorians see wildlife rescue as an emergency service and legislation needs to give
rescuers and carers formal recognition in a similar way to the CFA and SES. Rescuers are
completely self-funded and meet all costs for equipment and training which can be
considerable.

Is the intent of the Act clear?
One of the main reasons for the failure of the current Act to protect wildlife is the lack of
clear governing principles and definitions by which the provisions of the Act are written.
There is an urgent need for radically improved protection mechanisms of wildlife.
Overarching principles are paramount as they guide the specific provisions in the Act.
However for as long as wildlife is considered as property (as it is under current
legislation) and not as sentient beings, wildlife will never be afforded the protection that
the community expects.
We therefore assert the new Act should incorporate the following principles.


To recognise wildlife as sentient (not as property).



Require a paradigm shift in attitudes and approach away from “How do we
manage/control wildlife” to “How human behaviour needs to change to harmoniously
co-exist with wildlife”.



How to co-exist with wildlife without interfering with it.
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The need to recognise the importance of wildlife (and its protection) to eco systems,
biodiversity and the environment.



The need to engender respect for and pride in Australia’s native species through
education and proper standards of governance.



Recognition of the importance of habitat to the protection of wildlife and to address the
increase in habitat destruction.

The primary purpose of the Act should be to protect wildlife. However protection is not
clearly defined. A clear definition of “protection” needs to be established.
We assert that protection (of wildlife) means:


to safeguard (keep safe) and protect from harm (i.e. human intervention);



to ensure sustainability of species;



to preserve habitat and prevent its destruction; and



to recognise the importance of wildlife to the ecosystems in which they live and to the
environment generally.

Are there conflicts between the interests or expectations of different
stakeholders or community members regarding wildlife in Victoria? Please
provide examples from your own experience?
Conflicts are numerous and have increased because of the Government’s decision to
implement and actively promote the commercial trade in wildlife (primarily kangaroos).
We have first-hand experience of the impact on regional Victorians of this decision.
From our visits to the southern edge of Gariwerd National Park we observed the
following:
We have a grotesque confluence of extreme cruelties, the exclusion and entrapment
fencing and mass shooting of wildlife. There is intensive 1080 poisoning, the signs
warn of danger, the lopped off heads, hands and feet of Kangaroos, the smashed bodies
of young animals lie among the viscera on the bloodied earth. Those who care and live
in this place, search in their distress in the discarded viscera for the heads of the
animals they love and know so well, to see which of them had died that night.
In the lands surrounding Gariwerd National Park (on non-farming land) few, if any,
kangaroos can be seen as they have been shot. Across large areas, including the Victoria
Valley and on large agricultural holdings where land holders have allowed shooting there
are no or few Kangaroos (including those vast areas with exclusion and entrapment
fencing). The land holdings, some large, where shooting has not been allowed still retain
healthy Kangaroo mobs, as do some small land holdings. The animals that remain are
vulnerable and likely to be killed as soon as they leave these safety zones. So the story is
one of rapid depletion of the Eastern Grey Kangaroo population at the southern end of
Gariwerd. This has become an extremely stressful situation for many of the residents
Independent Review of the Wildlife Act 1975 – April 2021
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opposed to the shooting of kangaroos and the extreme levels of cruelty witnessed by
them. Property owners with small holdings are particularly vulnerable to the impact of
the killing, both personally and to the tourism businesses they operate. The killing and
cruelty is destroying/has the potential to destroy tourism in Victorian regions.

The ATCW Scheme
A major failing of the current system and one which is in total conflict with community
expectations is the Authority to Control Wildlife (ATCW) scheme.
This scheme is predicated on the falsehood of wildlife being pests and to use lethal means
as the default and easy option to “control” wildlife. This system epitomises the current
indifference and aggressive attitude toward wildlife.
The claim that wildlife are pests is not supported by the evidence and does not pass
scientific scrutiny. However it has become a convenient perception by farmers and land
owners who choose to remain ignorant of the facts and adopt the easy option of killing as
control.
There is no justification for using lethal means to control wildlife when effective nonlethal options are available. Complacency, ignorance, lack of accountability, weak
regulatory provisions and controls and a general disregard for the importance of wildlife
has resulted in a system which adopts killing as the accepted norm.
This has to change.
The current thresholds that permit applicants are required to meet are weak and biased
toward lethal control. Any wildlife management system needs to be based on the
principle that wildlife must be protected and therefore the onus of proof must be upon
the permit applicant to clearly demonstrate damage.
A major overhaul of the ATCW scheme is needed to substantially tighten rules and
conditions around the issuing of permits. Lethal control must be abolished. The issue
here is one of the entrenched practice of killing wildlife as a first resort as enabled by weak
laws that do not protect wildlife, lax compliance and the covering up of wildlife offences.
A new system needs to be developed based on the following principles:


a “do no harm” approach;



lethal control to be abolished;



clear evidence of damage must be shown;



stricter requirements for permit applicants; and



stronger compliance measures and government departments to be held clearly
accountable for monitoring and enforcement with obligations for pubic reporting.
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The Act doesn’t appear to appropriately recognise the rights and interests of
Traditional Owners and Aboriginal Victorians
Whilst we cannot speak on behalf of first nation people we believe the current Act does
not reflect their attitude to wildlife. For example the industrialised scale and mechanised
nature (high powered rifles, long distance vehicles, chiller boxes) used to kill kangaroos
(currently promoted by government and allowed by the Act) is a far cry from the
relationship indigenous people have with the kangaroo and the respect they have for
them.
The AWPC believe it is important that all first nation’s peoples in Australia understand
the scope and scale of the killing of native species through the various mechanisms
described in this document. It is most likely that, just as for the general population, the
facts are not properly understood and therefore correct and accurate information should
be provided, rather than the opposite currently occurring.
As an example of an individual who has a deep understanding of the facts relating to the
mass killing and disrespect for Australian wildlife, the following statement was prepared
by Auntie Ro Mudyin Godwin1 for AWPC’s submission to the Health and Wellbeing of
Kangaroos and other Macropods in New South Wales – Parliamentary Inquiry April 2021.
“When the white man took the first steps upon Country it marked the beginning of the
death and destruction of Country, Wildlife & Indigenous Culture. With these first steps
came the poisonous infectious disease of Colonialism. The White man wasn’t here to
share or learn, they were here to take. And to this day we see that narrative continuing.
The Commercial Kangaroo Killing Industry, a White Government legislated industry,
the core of which is founded in Colonialism, in racism. This industry thrives on the
destruction of Culture, Wildlife, Ancestral connections.
With every kangaroo and joey slaughtered for the Commercial Kangaroo Killing
Industry, so too our spiritual connection to Country is slaughtered.
It wasn’t enough that the Settlers of this once pristine Country mass slaughtered
Indigenous peoples, it wasn’t enough that they took body parts of our people, tools,
bones to the other side of the world as trophies, no, that wasn’t enough. That
behavioural pattern that caused so much distress continues today, no lessons have
been learned, in fact they repeat themselves ad nauseam and without care, with it
seems, deliberate intent. We see that clearly in the Commercial Kangaroo Killing
Industry. Millions of Kangaroos continued to be gunned down, a mass indiscriminate
slaughter industry built on barbaric unhinged behaviour and lies that flies in the face
of Indigenous Culture. Many of we Indigenous people hold Kangaroo as a Sacred
Totem Animal.

1

Indigenous Educator, Freelance Journalist.
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The body parts of this Sacred Totem Animal the Kangaroo, this animal slain every
night, taken, stolen, removed from this their Ancestral Home, transported for profit
around the world on the lies of Government and a marketing platform of propaganda.
The spiritual connection between the Sacred Totem Kangaroo, country & indigenous
peoples, destroyed, yet again. The spirits of these animals unable to rest. The spirits
of those gunned down, for nothing more than profit NEVER able to rest. Just as
happened so many years before, with the slaughter of Indigenous people, the slaughter
of the Thylacine history repeats itself, over and over again, those repeating this history
proud of themselves in doing so. Our spiritual connection to our Ancestors to our
Totem Animal destroyed. Song lines, dreaming tracks, the interconnectedness of
Country that the Kangaroo is essential to, destroyed. The distress caused to many of
we Indigenous people ignored as long as a profit is made. Our inability to teach future
generations about Sacred Totem Animal destroyed as more and more kangaroos are
gunned down across vast areas of this OUR ancestral home.
Millions of Kangaroos have died at the hands of murderers, the killing done for profit,
the web of lies used to market this industry enables more to die, the spiritual unrest
itself will reach a tipping point. It always does and future generations will look back
on this industry in utter disgust just as many look upon it today in utter disgust.
This slaughter must stop, this deliberate destruction of Culture must stop. Enough
damage has already been done, but sadly not enough damage has been done to satisfy
some”.
Also, indigenous Elder Yuin Man Uncle Max Dulumunmun Harrison has stated:
“The Kangaroo is an important part of this nation that they call Australia. Kangaroos
have been here for millions of years. This is their land. They are the first Australians.”
(2020 NAIDOC Week)

Part 2

How does the Act interact with other legislation?

There is a proliferation of legislation governing animal welfare which has resulted in
compromising the welfare and protection of wildlife.
The review of the Wildlife Act is part of a wider examination of Victoria’s legislative
framework for protecting and managing biodiversity. The Victorian Government has
undertaken a number of initiatives as it examines this framework, including reviews of
the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988, the Authority to Control Wildlife system, the
native vegetation clearing regulations and the development of Biodiversity 2037, the
overarching Biodiversity Plan for Victoria. The government is also currently considering
feedback on a directions paper about modernising the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
Act 1986.

Independent Review of the Wildlife Act 1975 – April 2021

11

An example of how wildlife welfare has been compromised can be seen in the recent
Victorian government’s decision to allow the killing of kangaroos for commercial gain.
This is an extremely cruel industry where if a domestic pet was treated the same way
charges would be laid for animal cruelty. However the current legislation provides no
protection for these animals in this regard.
Even the government’s own review of the Kangaroo Pet Food Trial (KPFT) found the
following:
“A number of compliance issues and risks have emerged during the KPFT ranging from
minor administrative issues to major offences under the Wildlife Act (emphasis
added). The key offences that have been detected or suspected are:


the misallocation of Kangaroos against KPFT authorisations;



overshooting the authorised number of Kangaroos;



shooters possibly providing incentives, including money, to ‘landholders’ for access
to Kangaroos;



landholders claiming false and misleading information on applications (i.e.
claiming damage or higher numbers of Kangaroos).”

Similarly the bureaucratic structures put in place around this maze of legislation further
exacerbates the failure to adequately protect Victoria’s wildlife.
The way the new commercial Kangaroo industry in Victoria works is that the Department
of Environment Land Water and Planning (DELWP) still issue Authorities to Control
Wildlife (ATCW) permits, but only oversee the setting of quotas. The rest of the
governance has been delegated to Game Management Authority (GMA) who licence the
shooters and are responsible for oversight and compliance as agents for the Department
of Jobs Regions and Precincts (DJPR), who actually run it, and allocate tags to shooters up
to the set quota limit in the seven Victorian harvest zones. There are no permits for
commercial killing. Landowners can just go online and get a list of local commercial
shooters. “I tried it myself a couple of weeks ago. I got a list of 13 commercial shooters for
here in the Otways zone within 2 mins”. This system means that Kangaroos are effectively
unprotected in Victoria. The Office of the Conservation Regulator (OCR) has no role or
oversight regarding cruelty or any other aspect of the industry. It is set up this way
deliberately for two reasons, to incentivise landholders to use the easier “no permit”
needed pathway to employ commercial shooters, rather than doing it themselves under
ATCWs and secondly to spread the governance or oversight across so many departments
and agencies that it is impossible to get information on what is going on.
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POCTA Act
The Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 (POCTA Act) is currently Victoria’s key
animal welfare legislation.
The POCTA Act sets out offences for animal cruelty and the powers for agencies to monitor
and enforce those offences. The Act also sets out the regulation of rodeos, animal-related
scientific procedures and a licensing framework for breeding animals for scientific
procedures.
The POCTA Act applies to all vertebrate species other than humans: mammals, birds, fish,
amphibians, reptiles, certain crustaceans (lobster, crabs, crayfish), as well as cephalopods
(octopi, squid, cuttlefish, nautilus) in some circumstances.
There are other Acts in Victoria that relate to animal welfare, such as the Domestic
Animals Act 1994 and the Livestock Management Act 2010. Various other Acts also have
animal welfare provisions, including but not limited to the Wildlife Act 1975, Meat
Industry Act 1994, Racing Act 1975 and Fisheries Act 1995. Changes to these Acts and
their supporting Regulations or Codes of Practice would only be considered to ensure they
aligned with the new animal welfare Act.
Currently, the POCTA Act also provides a limited set of regulatory tools (known as a
‘regulatory toolbox’) for encouraging people to comply with the law and treat animals as
they should.
The complexity of the legislation and the limited regulatory toolbox makes prosecuting
for cruelty extremely difficult.

Part 3

What mechanisms does the Act need to achieve its objectives?

Foremost as discussed earlier in this submission, the Act must specify clear principles and
objectives. We have described those in the preceding sections.
A range of mechanisms are then required in order for the Act to achieve its objectives.
These must include:


importance of organisational structures to ensure the Act can be effectively
implemented (e.g. separate agencies to be responsible for protection vs. “management”
(i.e. ATCWs));



public consultation processes need to be put in place for determinations around
decisions such as pest and unprotected determinations, and “management” actions
(e.g. culling);



need for formal recognition of wildlife rescue organisations, wildlife rescuers and
wildlife carers;



a strong and transparent monitoring, compliance and enforcement framework which
serves to hold government officials clearly accountable for its administration and meets
community expectations to protect the State’s wildlife;
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penalties for wildlife cruelty must be substantially increased;



major reform of the ATCW scheme which abolishes lethal control;



commercial killing must be banned; and



recourse for persons impacted by “use” activities such asshooting and killing near homes
and businesses

Part 4

Does the Act promote transparency and accountability?

Lack of transparency especially around government decisions on wildlife culling and
Victorians impacted by these policies is one of the major failings of the current regime.
The Victorian Government is now refusing to provide the AWPC with data relating to
ATCWs (until 2019 this data was published in a booklet annually).
AWPC has spent months attempting to obtain information and documents from
Government and its Departments in order to compile a clear picture of the state of wildlife
in Victoria and the impact of government decisions around the commercial and noncommercial killing of wildlife.
ATCW data for 2020 has just been published following numerous requests.
We have found it extremely difficult to obtain this data and have encountered resistance
at every turn from bureaucrats clearly unwilling to reveal government decisions around
State sanctioned killing of wildlife.
Victorian residents who have tried to complain about wildlife slaughter in their towns
have encountered similar indifference.
We have observed that residents who have tried to stop the killing of wildlife in their
towns or near where they live encounter not just resistance by public servants to address
their complaints but an all too typical handpassing between government departments (i.e.
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning, Vic Police, the GMA, Department
of Jobs, Precincts and Regions, Parks Victoria and Agriculture Victoria).

Part 5

Are current enforcement and compliance mechanisms
adequate?

The current compliance monitoring and enforcement measures are effectively nonexistent. Refer to our comments throughout this document.
Prejudicial actions are commonplace and so many of the Victorian residents we speak to
complain that they have no rights when it comes to protecting the wildlife that is such an
important part of their lives and wellbeing.
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Ian Slattery rescues a Kangaroo and her joey.
The mother shot by crossbow, Bendigo 2019.

A young joey in her mother’s pouch clings to the arrow with one hand.
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2

2

In Victoria requirements for crossbow ownership came into effect on 1 July 2004, owners are required to apply for permission
and pay a fee, members of approved sporting bodies are exempt from fees. The use of long, recurve, compound and crossbows for
hunting is permitted on crown land and in certain areas of state forest in accordance with the relevant state Acts and regulations,
including juniors (12-17 years).
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Cruelty costs others: Somebody has to pay and resources are used to treat cruelty cases, in
this instance the removal of an arrow. This cruelty offence was reported to DELWP and the
police, no action of any kind was taken in relation to the matter.

In regional Victoria, complaining about acts of cruelty to wildlife, commercial shooting of
Kangaroos and the killing of birdlife can mean that complainants are placing themselves
at risk of abuse or the kinds of government conduct and prejudice described in this
section.
As wildlife rescuers we are regularly called upon to deal with the aftermath of wildlife
killing resulting from ATCW permits, commercial killing and deliberate acts of cruelty.
We have witnessed firsthand the cruelty to wildlife caused by human intervention.
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Appendix 11 discusses this in further detail and includes additional images showing the
aftermath of the killing of kangaroos in Victoria
We have to deal with joeys, now orphaned, standing next to their dead mothers who have
been shot. Kangaroos that have been the subject of what the commercial kangaroo
industry term as “mis-shots” and have died a prolonged painful death from being shot in
the stomach, back, face and legs.
We are called upon to rescue wildlife that have been subject to deliberate acts of cruelty
like being shot with cross bows and trapped in “exclusion fencing” deliberately erected to
cause suffering to wildlife and poisoning.
However DELWP, Police, GMA and Council rangers are apathetic to investigate and
prosecute these acts of cruelty notwithstanding our continual representations to them.
From our direct experience we observe the following:


DELWP is uninterested and unwilling to investigate acts of cruelty let alone take the
effort to prosecute offenders;



penalties for cruelty are manifestly inadequate;



when a case does reach the Courts the sentences handed down are manifestly
inadequate;
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the entire enforcement, compliance system and penalty regime does not meet
community expectations and fails wildlife;



as a general comment the standards of governance and management generally applied
by government are shockingly poor and all too often devious, this does not portend well
for governments standards generally; and



the system needs to be tightened and strengthened with regulatory agencies made
accountable to act and more severe penalties applying.
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APPENDICES
Appendix 1:

Conflict of interest killing and protection

Recent events in Dunkeld
The following appears in a Victorian Government document (Kangaroo Harvest Program
status as at 31 December 2019) – clearly produced for large scale circulation:
“There was some media regarding an alleged incident in Dunkeld where Kangaroos
were allegedly shot and left on private property. Inquiries regarding the alleged
incident were made, however, no offence was substantiated. Information provided by
the public was found to be misleading.” Department of Jobs, Precincts and Regions
FOI release version
The RSPCA refers a complaint regarding Kangaroo cruelty to the Victorian Government in
late November 2019 and the Australian media responds to the cruelty.
Correspondence under FOI (although heavily redacted) reveals a pattern of
communication between departments that attempts to manage complainants (and deny
them and disparage them widely) and the media when instances of abuse are reported.
Names of individuals redacted.
“DJPR has contacted us seeking assistance on the below enquiry. Apparently a member
of the public tried contacting us to report the shooting of 40 roos, and has not received
a response. Do we have any record of a report?” 12 December 2019 DEDJTR
On responding to a proposed press release from the Victorian Government, its executives
discuss the messaging:
“I have not been following this closely. Are we aware if the animal remains were from
a cull or is this still an allegation to be proven? This reads like an apology.”
13 December 2019 DEDJTR
“While I understand the media responses can require ridiculously short timelines
grateful if we could in the future overdo rather than under do consultation with
departments and agencies.” 16 December 2019 DEDJTR
“While the GMA is not conducting an investigation, we are comfortable with that line
- Authorised Officers are currently undertaking enquiries into this matter - Would be
good to check in with DELWP, to ensure cross government alignment.” 17 December
2019 DEDJTR
“GMA is not conducting an investigation into this. If there are any matters that need
following up, DELWP is the responsible lead. However, I reiterate we are not
investigating this as there is no conclusive information that either an offence has
occurred nor is there any information that links alleged concerns to the harvesting
program.” 18 December 2019 DEDJTR GMA
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“This correspondence looks as if it was reporting on (in part) dealings with one of the
shooters operating in Dunkeld. The tone in anyone's language is highly prejudicial to
the complainants. “Our conversation ended well with agreement to work in a way that
won't draw attention. He now has my details for a direct point of contact if ever
required. I really liked response to the DELWP media enquiry today - spot on and
professional. Keen to put this one to bed - if anything further is needed, please let me
know and I can attend to same.” Game Management Authority. 19 December 2019
“The GMA has not received a formal report from DELWP regarding this alleged
incidence. Enquiries regarding the alleged incident were made, however, nothing has
been substantiated. The information provided by the public was found to be
misleading. DELWP is the primary agency responsible for all wildlife matters.” Game
Management Authority. 31 December 2019
The following statement appears in the Department of Jobs, Precincts and Regions FOI
release version (Kangaroo Harvest Program status as at 31 December 2019):
“As a result of this compliance activity, no offences were detected or reported, and no
offences were proved.”

Birdlife
In Victoria, the annual mass shooting of birdlife, quail and waterbirds, has similarities to
the commercial kangaroo industry in the state specifically as it relates to enforcement and
compliance mechanisms. There is a history here of enforcement targeting those who care
about wildlife and are active in attempting to protect it while extreme acts of cruelty and
other illegal acts are covered up and never prosecuted.
Cover-ups are harder in a technological world so this has led to some attempts at window
dressing in order to show that action is being taken against the actual wrong doers. We
are still on thin ice here and Animals Australia and the Coalition Against Duck Shooting
will have significant amounts of evidence in relation to attempts (mostly successful) to
block the prosecution of shooters. There is also evidence to show that public servants
trying to do the ‘right thing’ are forced out.
These matters verge on the edge of sinister and have no place in a Westminster style
democracy.
If we consider the mass killing and clearly illegal opening of the 2017 Duck shooting
season at the Kerang Wetlands Koorangie State Game Reserve 2017, which can only be
described as a massacre of all birdlife. The compliance officers had initially attempted to
claim the opening went well with few problems. Nothing could be further from the truth.
See appendix 7.

Recent regression: How the current Act has no teeth and enables abuse
The AWPC’s contention is that, given the current Wildlife Act’s lack of capacity to protect
wildlife it is important to understand that this has led to a recent decline in standards and
a significant increase in brutal wildlife killing activities. These are also circumstances in
which the general public is misled and much of this appears to be intentional.
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Falsehoods in an irresponsible and unregulated killing culture
The following statements have no basis in fact, they are all from recent DELWP
publications and reviews regarding the ATCW system:
“DELWP advocates non-lethal management of wildlife, for example using fencing to
exclude wildlife from an area, installing netting around fruit trees to protect crops,
using gas guns to scare birds away or using decoy feeding to reduce the impact of
wildlife on crops. However, in some situations, non-lethal methods are ineffective,
impractical, costly or inhumane and it can be necessary to supplement these with
lethal control.” DELWP
“The ATCW system provides authorisation to humanely control wildlife that are
harmful to people’s livelihoods, safety or the environment.” DELWP
The truth looks like this:
“The Victorian Government has been refusing to provide information on their ATCW
permit program (88 Australian species are on the government kill list) while claiming
the killing of wildlife is a last resort to other methods, this does not concur with
anything we know or have seen on the ground.” Peter Hylands

So here are very recent regressions using the weaknesses in the Act (anything
goes)


Victoria’s commercial trade in wildlife (Kangaroos) has been declared a Developmental
Wildlife Trade Operation (DWTO) under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999. This allows Kangaroo products collected under this commercial
wildlife killing activity, such as skins, to be exported overseas. The Developmental
Wildlife Trade Operation runs for three-years. The new Victorian plan for the
commercial trade in wildlife (Kangaroos) has been designed to align with this.



From 2021, Conditions of Authorisations for shooters in this commercial trade in wildlife
activity (Kangaroos) allow carcasses to be taken to processors outside of Victoria
provided that it is legal under that State or Territories legislation to import Kangaroos
from Victoria for processing.



There appears to be no minimum size for kangaroos being killed commercially in Victoria
and this is evident from what we witness in the field.



There is no barrier to the commercial trade in wildlife operating in State and National
Parks and other public lands in Victoria. This has been confirmed by DELWP (senior
management).
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Appendix 2:

The impact of structural and legal weaknesses in the
Act and related acts on human wellbeing

The prejudicial nature of government conduct in relation to the lack of duty of care for
wildlife, poor standards compliance monitoring, a complete lack of just process for
complainants in matters of the destruction of, and cruelty to wildlife, is causing serious
harm to the people who care about wildlife. This harm results in depression and anxiety,
the forcing of residents from their properties and businesses, that is an economic cost, all
resulting from lack of a just process for people attempting to protect their properties and
livelihoods, the wildlife they know so well, for what is now growing cohort of Victorian
residents. Wildlife carers and the owners of wildlife properties in the state are particular
subject to abuse and significant levels of suffering. The Victorian Government knows this
but continues, what is becoming a very serious level of abuse, and this requires proper
attention as the Act is reviewed. Government issued wildlife permits have become levers
of abuse, also leading to threats to wildlife carers in the state.
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Appendix 3:

A note on the commercial trade in wildlife (Eastern
and Western Grey Kangaroos in Victoria)

The 2020 Kangaroo population survey in Victoria resulted in a count of 6,268 Grey
Kangaroos and 102 Red Kangaroos, these were observed along the 3,234 km of transects.
This count resulted in a population estimate 1,911,550 Grey Kangaroos, a population
increase of more than 40 per cent.
The pretence of ‘sustainability’ is shattered by the killing of too many Western Grey
Kangaroos (or not knowing how many were killed), given their total population in the
state, the high percentage of females being killed (plus their joeys), the recent revelations
that no minimum size applies to the industry and that there are no restrictions on the
industry operating on public lands in Victoria, including state and national parks. (NOTE:
The ongoing issues in relation to identification and actual recording of the numbers of
Eastern and Western Greys actually killed, that is distinguishing the species, because
reporting systems were deemed to be inadequate, has still not been resolved).
Here is what the population numbers for the commercially targeted Kangaroo species in
Victoria currently look like. The commercial industry (as a trial) commenced in Victoria
in 2014 and without any understanding of Kangaroo populations in the state. The trial
was completed by late 2019 and the full industry commenced at that time. The first
population survey was conducted in 2017 and included three species, the Red and the two
Grey Kangaroos. The 2017 population estimate for these species was 1,442,000. Since
2014 and including 2021 the government will have issued permits (commercial and noncommercial) to kill 1,213,311 Kangaroos, a number that excludes joeys which are also
killed. Add to this the catastrophic fire in 2019-20 (they were bad the year before as well).
So if we include the killing of joeys and the Kangaroos which perished in the worst fires
in Victoria’s colonial history, we get to a number of 1,523,311supposedly dead Kangaroos
in the period since 2014, more than the 2017, 2018 and 2020 population estimates for
these species. In 2021 we suddenly get a population estimate (for the Greys only)
of 1,911,550, a population increase of over 40 per cent over the previous survey. That is,
a population increase of Grey Kangaroos in Victoria of well over half a million over the
previous year estimates (2020) and the previous survey (2018), despite the catastrophic
fires of 2020.
What we can say with certainty is that the probability of a sudden population increase in
2021 is zero. And this year the Victorian Government want to kill more Kangaroos than
ever before.
In order to attempt to sustain an activity that is entirely unsustainable, what has occurred
here is that the Victorian Government is caught in a statistical trap of its own making.
From an exaggerated population base in its initial surveys in 2017 and 2018, we are now
getting a compounding effect, as the gap between actual population numbers and the
government’s population estimates grow. Compared to most other states and territories,
Victoria is geographically smaller, wildlife populations in numerous places in the state
were destroyed long ago in-line with development and other changes in land use, farming
being just one. This means that Kangaroo populations in Victoria were already a lot
smaller than in other states and territories (not that long ago Queensland was claiming a
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population of Eastern Grey Kangaroos in that state of 22,891,800 – (these now seem to be
mostly missing).
The Victorian Government has now encouraged around 80 shooters to engage in the
commercial industry in the state. This means they have to keep the shooters commercially
viable while claiming the mass killing activity is sustainable. So commercial quotas will
have to go up.
All this is occurring as populations of Kangaroos disappear in the places where one would
expect the largest numbers to be, the Mallee is a key example of this occurring in Victoria.
This means that where Kangaroo populations still exist in Victoria in reasonable numbers,
often close to settlements and to properties where land owners have lived with and cared
for their wildlife, including once government encouraged wildlife properties (Land for
Wildlife) and wildlife shelters, where animals are rehabilitated and then released, it is
these places that will increasingly be in the line of fire.
So the shooters, armed with their government approvals and their high powered rifles,
will be guided by the survey results to remnant Kangaroo populations. With their
increased quotas in hand, the shooters will come looking, and increasingly this will mean
that shooters will be operating very close to people’s houses, because more and more, that
is where the remaining Kangaroos will be. This process has already begun.
The shooters have all the rights, rights for the property owners who do not want their
wildlife butchered in the middle of the night are completely denied. The distress and loss
this causes is now in plain sight. We are talking high powered rifles here, the Victorian
regulations state, Kangaroos must only be shot with a calibre of ammunition that equals
or is greater than 0.224 inches or 5.69 millimetres with a cartridge size of .222R, .223,
.22/250 with a soft or hollow-point projectile of 50 grains or more or 0.204 inches or 5.18
millimetres with a cartridge size of .204 Ruger with a soft or hollow-point projectile of 40
grains or more. Frightening stuff. Regional Victorians are about to get a rude awakening.
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Appendix 4:

The prejudicial nature of information flows and
government conduct

After long term declarations that it was important to be transparent about the number of
ATCWs issued and for which species, the Victorian Government has suddenly decided to
hide its extensive wildlife killing activities
The Victorian Government was refusing to provide information on their ATCW permit
program to the AWPC (88 Australian species are on the government kill list). Information
just released for 2020 shows that despite the fires a large number of ATCW permits were
issued including for Kangaroos and Wallabies - ATCW permits (non-commercial) to kill
67,619 Eastern Grey Kangaroos (1,611 permits); 3,248 Western Grey Kangaroos (48
permits); 6,575 Red Kangaroos (15 permits – looks like much of this in state and national
parks); 324 Red-necked Wallabies and 1,251 Swamp Wallabies. Numerous native species
were caught up in the killing including Emus and Wombats.
Following the catastrophic fires a vast amount of money was donated for the rescue and
rehabilitation of native wildlife in Victoria and elsewhere and significant government
funds were allocated to help in the task the Victorian Government and its environment
department rescues just 270 animals from public lands in Victoria (including state and
national parks) blocking the rescue efforts of specialists and volunteers. 75 per cent of
those animals rescued from public lands were Koalas, an act of window dressing at best.
Despite the fires, the pandemic, the suffering and other climate change impacts, the
Victorian Government continues to promote and enable its wildlife killing schemes. The
double standards applied are evident given the difficulty in finding out critical
information if you are trying to help animals, when compared to the ease for, and service
provided to those doing or requesting the killing, here is just one example from the
Victorian Government’s website:
“Find harvesters to manage kangaroo populations on your property. This takes about
3 mins. After you've given us this info, we will email you a list of authorised harvesters
with quotas available for your zone. It's then up to you to make direct contact with one
or more to organise a time and date for harvest. There's no charge for this service.”
Perversely, the AWPC is charged for the information we request in trying to help animals,
just as we did successfully for the Red Kangaroo in Victoria when it was saved from the
pet food can and commercial exploitation. This was achieved by analysing and describing
the considerable shortcomings in the government data on which the decisions are
made. When we want to find out vital information that will assist wildlife, instead of three
minutes, the process can drag on for weeks or months, and in one case for nearly a year,
and we are still trying to get the information.
Increasingly FOI requests are so heavily redacted or even refused. There have been some
highly dubious non-response examples relating to requests about the mass killing of
wildlife in State and National Parks in Victoria. There are very evident attempts at
concealment and evident dishonesty.
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After a year of trying to get the information about the species and numbers of Australian
wildlife being killed by the Victorian government in State and National Parks in Victoria,
we now have partial information about Kangaroos in just one shooting zone, the Mallee,
in Victoria.
The Victorian Government told Peter Hylands (through FOI) the information was not
available as it was too difficult to access and wanted postcodes etc. if they were to attempt
to find the information. The truth is, and I quote DELWP, ‘Unlike for private land ATCW
data is available on the number of Kangaroos actually controlled under ATCWs issued for
public land management programs”. So not only do they know how many they authorised
to be killed, they also know exactly the number they killed.
These are the figures for the period 1 October to 31 December 2019 and during the period
the catastrophic fires of the 2019 – 2020 began to burn, impacting at least 60 per cent of
over 50 National and State Parks and Reserves in Victoria. The fires, initial assessment,
impacted 170 native species in Victoria including 19 mammal species, 13 frog species,
10 reptile species, nine bird species, 29 aquatic species and 38 plant species.
So for the Mallee shooting zone only, the number of Kangaroos for which permits were
issues on public lands (the major national parks in the zone are Wyperfeld / Murray
Sunset / Hattah-Kulkyne).
In the period 1 October and 31 December 2019 was 10,000, the number actually killed in
the period was 4,482 (figures say Western Grey Kangaroos). Remember this is for just one
shooting zone.
“What really concerns me about these numbers is that the Victorian Government
planned to kill 10,000 animals in this part of Victoria in National and State Parks and
did not manage half of that number (park gates are closed during the slaughter as
shooters with high powered rifles move in). They would have killed every animal they
found, so by over estimating populations in the way the government does, it is very
possible that populations are destroyed in a matter of days. The big question is, did any
of these Kangaroos from public lands find their way into commercial processing of
meat and skins? This in a region that has already destroyed its Kangaroo populations
outside of these public lands (in October and December 2019 for example, they only
managed to find 69 Kangaroos in the vast Mallee shooting zone that they could process
commercially) - this in a region where Kangaroos once existed naturally, pre 1960, in
very large numbers. We are talking about a vast Mallee shooting zone outside of the
National and State Parks. Yet in these precious public parks, a last refuge, the
government are now shooting remaining Kangaroo populations on mass." Peter
Hylands, January 2021
The next shocking piece to this equation is as follows, the Federal Government gave at
least $150 million for the rehabilitation of Australian wildlife after the fires, Victoria’s
Government gave $17.5 million and other governments added to the funding. We estimate
the public (domestic and international gave another $200 million to Australia for rescue
and rehabilitation of wildlife. So by the time you add in funding from a range of other
governments, we must be getting close to half a billion dollars all up.

Independent Review of the Wildlife Act 1975 – April 2021

27

Remember (with the exception of a couple of expensive rescue missions, in which animals
died, to extract a handful of endangered species by helicopter) and after blocking rescue
efforts by professional wildlife rescuers and vets from public lands for a very lengthy
period (beyond which point it was likely to be too late), the Victorian Government
managed to rescue just 270 native animals from Victorian National and State Parks and
Reserves. There had been plans NOT to allow the rescue of wildlife from the fires (dating
back to 2017-18) and while denying these plans were implemented – that is precisely
what occurred commencing 2018-19 fires in the state.
For 2019-20, the juxtaposition of the numbers - funding $500,000,000 and 3,000,000,000
animals lost across the continent and 270 Australian animals rescued in Victoria from
public lands that is a shocker in anyone’s language.
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Appendix 5:

The inaccuracy of Victorian Government claims to
justify mass killing: Persistent, obvious and knowing

The pretence of ‘sustainability’ is shattered by the killing of too many Western Grey
Kangaroos (or not knowing how many were killed), given their total population in the
state, the high percentage of females being killed (plus their joeys), the recent revelations
that no minimum size applies to the industry and that there are no restrictions on the
industry operating on public lands in Victoria, including state and national parks. (NOTE:
The ongoing issues in relation to identification and actual recording of the numbers of
Eastern and Western Greys actually killed, that is distinguishing the species, because
reporting systems were deemed to be inadequate, has still not been resolved).
The first aerial and ground survey of Victoria’s Kangaroo population since the commercial
industry in Victoria recommenced in 2014 was conducted in 2017, counting 2,630
Kangaroos. That survey estimated Victoria’s Kangaroo population to be 1,442,000. Since
that time the two subsequent surveys have differed in terms of their extent and location,
making comparisons difficult.
It has always been my assertion that the 2021 Kangaroo population estimate for Victoria,
with its 40 per cent population increase, is most likely to be a function of the change in
the intensity (equipment and actions) and location in the process of counting these
animals, and that as a result, there was no actual population increase. Given that since the
recommencement of the commercial trade in wildlife in Victoria in 2014, the Victorian
Government had issued permits to approve the killing of 1,213,311 (excludes ATCWs for
Red Kangaroos for 2020 and 2021, which they have continued to kill despite its removal
from the commercial target list), a significant decline in the Kangaroo population has a far
higher probability of being correct.
Some aerial transects ‘that could not be flown safely in 2018’ were replaced in 2020,
increasing the number of transects from 145 to 150, comprising a total of 3,234
kilometers, an increase from 3,182 kilometers in 2018 and the 79 transects of 1,600
kilometers undertaken in the initial survey in 2017. The 2020 survey and estimates
exclude local government areas that are entirely (or almost entirely) within highly
urbanised parts of the Melbourne metropolitan area. I remain unclear as to which parts
of Melbourne, within the metropolitan area, can be accessed by the commercial trade,
particularly as they are now infiltrating Melbourne suburbs, including Chirnside Park.
Estimates also excluded thickly forested areas because of the unreliability of Kangaroo
detection from the air in those areas.
Overall, 46,064 (approx. 80 per cent) of the total state-wide commercial quota of 57,900
animals was achieved during 2020. My estimated value for the total trade (dressed meat)
to shooters in the 2020 was $1,060,000. This week the government confirmed there were
86 licensed shooters in the state (80 in 2021) so that was an average value to shooters,
before costs, of around $12,300.
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In the Mallee shooting zone, 45 per cent of the quota was achieved, this fell to 18 per cent
in the Gippsland shooting zone. The highest commercial kills against quotas were in the
Upper and Lower Wimmera shooting zones at 92 and 95 per cent respectively. The Lower
Wimmera shooting zone, in terms of the number of animals killed at 16,681 was the
hotspot for commercial wildlife killing activities in 2020, hence the alarm of residents. In
2020, 65 per cent of the Kangaroos killed for commercial purposes in Victoria were
Eastern Grey Kangaroos, the balance Western Grey Kangaroos. The government figures
show that one third of the total commercial kill was composed of female Kangaroos.
In 2020, in addition to this commercial trade in wildlife, permits were issued to kill 70,752
Grey Kangaroos in the state, 95 per cent of which were Eastern Grey Kangaroos. When all
permit types, killing types are combined, the highest numbers of Kangaroos targeted were
in the North East shooting zone at 31,385, the Central shooting zone at 30,586 and the
Lower Wimmera at 30,112.
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Appendix 6:

Current circumstances for ‘protected’ wildlife in
Victoria

Status of Kangaroos and their relatives in Victoria
At a time of dire environmental conditions and a global extinction crisis, including vast
scale bushfires, the killing of Australia’s wildlife in Victoria has continued at scale. Permits
to kill Kangaroos on a very large scale have been issued across Victoria’s regions
(including Central Victoria) and populations are declining rapidly region by region, as
remaining populations are targeted by commercial and non-commercial shooting
activities.
Eighty eight ‘protected’ Australian native species were on the Victorian Government kill
list in 2019-20. These are mostly mammal and bird species.
As in many exploitative industries, unsustainable ‘harvesting’ has led to ‘prey switching’
to new species which is now occurring along with the expansion of operational areas,
where the industry is now shooting Kangaroos, South Australia and Victoria are among
recent examples. This is occurring as a number of Kangaroo shooting zones are closed in
other states because of the dramatic decline in Kangaroo populations. We may also expect
to see Wallaby species added to the commercial wildlife list in Victoria as Kangaroo
populations dwindle.


Toolache Wallaby Macropus greyi EXTINCT



Eastern Hare Wallaby Lagorchestes leporides EXTINCT



Bridled Nailtail Wallaby Onychogalea fraenata EXTINCT



Rufous-bellied Pademelon Thylogale billardierii EXTINCT



Rufous Rat-kangaroo or Rufous Bettong Aepyprymnus rufescens EXTINCT



Eastern Bettong Bettongia gaimardi EXTINCT



The Woylie or Brush-tailed Bettong Bettongia penicillata EXTINCT



Long-footed Potoroo Potorous longipes ENDANGERED – population in decline



Eastern Wallaroo Macropus robustus ENDANGERED – extinct across 99 per cent of its
former range in Eastern Victoria – REMAINING POPULATION DESCIMATED BY WILDFIRES
– CURRENT STATUS UNKNOWN



Brush-tailed Rock-wallaby Petrogale penicillata - ENDANGERED – hunted to near
extinction in Victoria, in 1908 alone 92,590 skins were marketed by a single company.
LESS THAN 60 ANIMALS REMAIN in the wild in Victoria



Long-nosed Potoroo Potorous tridactylus THREATENED – population in decline
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Western Grey Kangaroo Macropus fuliginosus – when historical distribution records are
compared the species is missing from almost 50 per cent of its former range, shot
commercially since 2014. POPULATION IN STEEP DECLINE - AT SIGNIFICANT RISK



Eastern Grey Kangaroo Macropus giganteus – former range fractured and fragmented,
shot commercially since 2014 - POPULATION IN STEEP DECLINE



Red-necked Wallaby Macropus rufogriseus – POPULATION SERIOUSLY IMPACTED BY
WILDFIRES



Red Kangaroo Macropus rufus – restricted in its declining range to far North West
Victoria, the species used to occur in at least 50 per cent of Victoria. The species
existence in Victoria is directly threatened by Victorian Government actions and has now
been driven to the edge of EXTINCTION in the state. Removed from commercial industry
list in the state in 2019



Black Wallaby or Swamp Wallaby Wallabia bicolor - POPULATION SERIOUSLY IMPACTED
BY WILDFIRES

The extremes of conduct towards wildlife have no boundaries in Victoria
The killing of Kangaroos for commercial purposes in Victoria has taken on another
dimension, the Kangaroos being killed for commercial gain are getting smaller and
smaller. So small in fact they are mere babies.
There are now very concerning signs of increasingly punitive actions against the
complainants to this grotesque activity in an effort to shut them up.
This from the Victorian Government Department responsible for this heinous conduct: All
‘harvesters’ in Victoria must adhere to the National Code of Practice for the Humane
Shooting of Kangaroos and Wallabies for Commercial Purposes (just weakened further to
remove any vestiges of humanity). In accordance to the code and consistent with other
jurisdictions, there is no minimum size limit prescribed for Victoria”.
The Victorian Government’s own authorisation to shooters based on which commercial
wildlife licenses are issued Conditions of Authorisation under section 28A of the Wildlife Act
1975, to hunt, take, destroy, possess, dispose of and sell Eastern Grey Kangaroos and Western
Grey Kangaroos in accordance with the approved Victorian Kangaroo Harvest Management
Plan 2021-2023 states clearly that “Kangaroos with obvious dependent young must not
be shot”. Confused? You are not the only one.
On matters of compliance, this is the spin. Letter’s received from politicians state that
there is strict compliance with the law (and code(s)?) and all that is done is humane and
that any non-compliance will be dealt with by the law. When details of what is actually
occurring, including acts of cruelty and non-compliance to the Victorian ‘authorisation’
are provided, nothing is done and there is no attempt to investigate these matters, nor to
prosecute them. Cover-up appears to be the main game. Our view is that politicians in a
‘democracy’ should avoid promoting activities of extreme abuse and cruelty and
pretending otherwise.
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Babies eating babies: A classic case of the Victorian Government trying to spin gold out of
straw ”Ich muss gold aus stroh spinnen” is the email Peter Hylands received from a local
government councillor in Victoria informing Peter of her horror on discovering that she
had received a new government publication on pre-school (0-5 year olds) nutritional
guidelines, which now included, what is a bushmeat, and in a time of a global pandemic,
Kangaroo meat. That is very poor taste indeed and clearly demonstrates the insidious
nature of the relationship between this government, ‘industry’ and ‘science’. Clearly the
aim is to target young children in a way that they come to believe all that I have told you
about Kangaroos is somehow acceptable. It is NOT.

An alarming increase in the rate of government promoted and enabled
wildlife killing
VICTORIAN GOVERNMENT COMPARISONS – COALITION / LABOR (2009-2018)


In Victoria in the ten-year period 2009-2018 inclusive a total of 32,147 ATCWs were
issued for Australian species covering 1,513,605 animals.



In Victoria, the total number of animals subject to ATCWs in the period 2016-2018 was
2.3 times higher than the number of animals subject to ATCWs 2009-2011.



The number of ATCWs (permits) issued in 2016-2018 was 1.66 times higher than the
number of ATCWs issued in the period 2009-2011.



Victoria is also not the place to be if you happen to be a bird, 73 per cent of species
subject to control in Victoria were bird species with a total of 397,549 birds, of which
182,721 or 45 per cent were from a range of parrot species. We also need to remember
that ATCWs are not the only way animals in Victoria die, so we can add another 4.5
million dead water birds and Quail (I am being modest in my calculations) in the last ten
years to the tally in Victoria because of duck shooting in the state. So all up, that is
around 4.9 million birds in the state in the ten year period.



Politics and nature: The Victorian Labor Government was elected in November 2014 and
has increased the number of animals killed across a range of mechanisms. The Labor
tally in relation to ATCWs in the years 2015 – 2018 totals 16,010 ATCW permits covering
844,625 animals. In the previous four-year period the Liberal- National Coalition
Government in Victoria issued 11,146 ATCW permits covering 461,593 animals, 54 per
cent of the Labor total.
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ATCWs
“The reasons given for issuing ATCW permits and killing these animals are trite at best
and include they eat grass, damage fences, are fouling water and migrating weeds
(cattle and other farmed animals do these things far more effectively than native
animals can ever do)”. Peter Hylands 2020
Authority to control wildlife permits issued by the Victorian Government 20092019 (excludes killing of wildlife for commercial purposes and pouched or at foot and
other young). The first number in bold is numbers of permits issued, the second number
in bold is the number of animals.
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.

Australian King-parrot Alisterus scapularis –2/10
Australian Fur Seal Pusillus doriferus – 14 / 303
Australian Magpie Cracticus tibicen – 222 / 3,825
Australian Magpie Lark Grallina cyanoleuca – 58 / 501
Australian Pelican Pelecanus conspicillatus [added this year] – 1 / 10
Australian Raven Corvus coronoides – 964 / 28,315
Australian Shelduck Tadorna tadornoides – 131 / 5,026
Australian White Ibis Threskiornis moluccus – 48 / 2,906
Bell Miner Manorina melanophrys – 8 / 620
Black Kite Milvus migrans – 10 / 195
Black Swan Cygnus atratus – 18 / 1,030
Black Wallaby Wallabia bicolor – 1,460 / 18,710
Black-tailed Native-hen Tribonyx ventralis – 10 / 240
Broad-shelled River Turtle Chelodina expansa –1 / 100
Brolga Grus rubicunda – 2 / 51
Black-faced Cuckoo-shrike Coracina novaehollandiae – 20 / 245
Cape Barren Goose Cereopsis novaehollandiae – 42 / 2,155
Chestnut Teal Anas castanea – 10 / 420
Brushtail Possum Trichosurus vulpecular – 61 / 1,882 – now killed without permits
Common Long-necked Tortoise Chelodina longicollis – 5 / 10,219*
Ringtail Possum Pseudocheirus peregrinus –19 / 324
Bare-nosed Wombat Vombatus ursinus – 2,317 / 30,162
Crimson Rosella Platycercus elegans – 198 / 5,162
Dingo Canis lupus dingo - 14 / 134 – baited without permits
Dusky Moorhen Gallinula tenebrosa – 4 / 270
Eastern Banjo Frog Limnodynastes dumerilii – 1 / 10
Eastern Brown Snake Pseudonaja textilis – 29 / 387
Eastern Grey Kangaroo Macropus giganteus – 20,837 / 1,001,965
Eastern Rosella Platycercus eximius – 85 / 1,807
Emu Dromaius novaehollandiae – 816 / 10,927
Eurasian Coot Fulica atra – 31 / 1,771
Fairy Martin Petrochelidon ariel – 4 / 334
Rose-breasted Cockatoo (Galah) Eolophus roseicapilla – 473 / 34,763 –
permits not required
Gang-gang Cockatoo Callocephalon fimbriatum – 1 / 30
Independent Review of the Wildlife Act 1975 – April 2021

34

35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62.
63.
64.
65.
66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
71.
72.
73.
74.
75.
76.
77.
78.
79.

Great Cormorant Phalacrocorax carbo – 38 / 859
Grey Butcherbird Cracticus torquatus – 23 / 244
Grey Teal Anas gracilis – 43 / 4,652
Grey-headed Flying-Fox Pteropus poliocephalus – 43 / 58,764
Hardhead Aythya Australis – 1 / 15
Highland Copperhead Austrelaps ramsayi – 8 / 65
Laughing Kookaburra Dacelo novaeguineae – 25 / 187
Little Corella Cacatua sanguinea – 390 / 31,930
Little Crow Corvus bennetti– 1 / 15
Little Black Cormorant Phalacrocorax sulcirostris – 43 / 662
Little Pied Cormorant Microcarbo melanoleucos – 43 / 592
Little Raven Corvus mellori – 100 / 2,742
Long-billed Corella Cacatua tenuirostris – 472 / 57,028 – permits not required
Lowland Copperhead Austrelaps superbus – 14 / 346
Mallee Ringneck Barnardius zonarius – 10 / 50
Magpie Goose Anseranas semipalmata – 2 / 1,510
Maned (Wood) Duck Chenonetta jubata – 1,204 / 39,698
Murray Turtle Emydura macquarii – 1 /100
Masked Lapwing (Plover) Vanellus miles – 168 / 2,972
Musk Lorikeet Glossopsitta concinna – 313 / 18,380
Noisy Friarbird Philemon corniculatus – 98 /2,280
Noisy Minor Manorina melanocephala – 89 / 2,768
Pacific Black Duck Anas superciliosa – 116 / 2,990
Pacific Heron (White-necked) Ardea pacifica – 1 / 2
Pied Currawong Strepera graculina – 259 / 6,401
Purple Swamphen Porphyrio porphyria – 23 / 370
Rainbow Lorikeet Trichoglossus moluccanus – 201 / 10,475
Red Kangaroo Macropus rufus – 92 / 59,214
Red-bellied Black Snake Pseudechis porphyriacus – 20 / 226
Red Wattlebird Anthochaera carunculata – 135 / 4,207
Red-necked (Bennett’s) Wallaby Macropus rufogriseus – 194 / 7,976
Richard’s Pipit Anthus richardi – 1 / 10
Rufous (Nankeen) Night Heron Nycticorax caledonicus – 8 / 70
Satin Bowerbird Ptilonorhynchus violaceus – 49 / 900
Silver Gull Chroicocephalus novaehollandiae – 168 / 89,142
Silvereye Zosterops lateralis – 154 / 4,086
Straw-necked Ibis Threskiornis spinicollis – 19 / 545
Sulphur Crested Cockatoo Cacatua galerita – 626 / 36,245 – permits not required
Tammar Wallaby Macropus eugenii 3/30
Tiger Snake Notechis scutatus – 30 / 508
Wedged-tailed Eagle Aquila audax – 3 / 7
Welcome Swallow Hirundo neoxena – 48 / 3,286
Western Brown Snake Pseudonaja nuchalis – 1 / 1
Western Grey Kangaroo Macropus fuliginosus – 777 / 69,652
White-faced Heron Egretta novaehollandiae – 9 / 80
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80.
81.
82.
83.

White-winged Chough Corcorax melanorhamphos – 6 / 58
Yellow Rosella Platycercus flaveolus – 1 / 10
Yellow-tailed Black-cockatoo Calyptorhynchus funereus – 10 / 619
Yellow-throated Miner Manorina flavigula – 3 / 90

Methods of killing authorised by species
As of 25/02/2020 - 88 Australian species in Victoria were subject to control by shooting,
a subset of those species (22) were further subject to control by trapping or gassing, again
a subset of those on the shoot list were also subject to control by trapping and shooting, a
further subset of species (12) were subject to control by destruction of eggs and nests.
Method of killing in Victoria as recommended and authorised by the Victorian
Government listed in italic after the name (supplied DELWP 25/2/2020):
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.

Australian Fur Seal - shoot
Australian King-parrot - shoot
Australian Magpie – shoot, trap gas, destroy eggs and nest
Australian Magpie Lark - shoot, trap gas
Australian Pelican - shoot
Australian Raven - shoot
Australian Shelduck - shoot
Australian White Ibis - shoot, trap gas, destroy eggs and nest
Bell Miner - shoot, trap gas, destroy eggs and nest
Black Kite - shoot
Black Swan – shoot, destroy eggs and nest
Black-faced Cuckoo-shrike - shoot
Black-tailed Native-hen - shoot
Brown Antechinus – trap gas
Brown Goshawk – shoot, trap shoot
Bush Rat – trap gas
Cape Barren Goose - shoot
Chestnut Teal - shoot
Brushtail Possum – shoot, trap gas, trap shoot
Ringtail Possum - shoot, trap gas, trap shoot
Bare-nosed Wombat - shoot, trap gas, trap shoot
Copperhead - shoot
Crimson Rosella - shoot
Dingo – shoot, trap shoot, poison
Dusky Moorhen – shoot, trap gas, destroy eggs and nest
Eastern Brown Snake - shoot
Eastern Grey Kangaroo - shoot
Eastern Rosella - shoot
Emu – shoot (this is a particularly gruesome and cruel activity)
Eurasian Coot - shoot, trap gas, destroy eggs and nest
Fairy Martin - destroy eggs and nest
Galah – shoot, trap gas
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33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62.
63.
64.
65.
66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
71.
72.
73.
74.
75.
76.
77.

Great Cormorant - shoot
Grey Butcherbird – shoot, trap gas, trap shoot
Grey Teal - shoot
Grey-headed Flying-fox - shoot
Hardhead - shoot
Highland Copperhead - shoot
Koala – secretly euthanised with Ministerial permission
Laughing Kookaburra - shoot, trap gas, trap shoot
Little Black Cormorant - shoot
Little Corella - shoot, trap gas, trap shoot
Little Crow - shoot
Little Lorikeet - shoot
Little Pied Cormorant - shoot
Little Raven - shoot
Little Red Flying-fox - shoot
Little Wattlebird - shoot
Long-billed Corella - shoot, trap gas, trap shoot
Magpie Goose - shoot
Mallee Ringneck - shoot
Maned Duck - shoot, trap gas, trap shoot
Masked Lapwing – shoot, destroy eggs and nest
Musk Lorikeet - shoot
Noisy Friarbird - shoot
Noisy Miner - shoot, trap gas, trap shoot, destroy eggs and nest
Pacific Black Duck - shoot
Pacific Heron - shoot
Pied Currawong - shoot
Pink-eared Duck - shoot
Plumed Whistling-duck - shoot
Purple Swamphen – shoot, destroy eggs and nest
Purple-crowned Lorikeet - shoot
Rainbow Lorikeet - shoot
Red Kangaroo - shoot
Red Wattlebird - shoot
Red-bellied Black Snake - shoot
Red-necked Wallaby - shoot
Red-rumped Parrot - shoot
Richard's Pipit - shoot
Rufous Night Heron - shoot
Satin Bowerbird - shoot
Scaly-breasted Lorikeet - shoot
Silver Gull – shoot, trap gas, destroy eggs and nest
Silvereye - shoot
Straw-necked Ibis - shoot
Sulphur-crested Cockatoo – shoot, trap gas
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78.
79.
80.
81.
82.
83.
84.
85.
86.
87.
88.
89.
90.
91.
92.

Swamp Rat – trap gas
Swamp Wallaby - shoot
Tammar Wallaby – shoot (curious indeed, SA mainland species thought extinct until
recently)
Tiger Snake - shoot
Water Rat – shoot, trap gas
Welcome Swallow – shoot, trap shoot, destroy eggs and nest
Western Brown Snake - shoot
Western Grey Kangaroo - shoot
White-faced Heron - shoot
White-winged Chough – shoot, trap gas
Yellow Rosella - shoot
Yellow-faced Honeyeater - shoot
Yellow-footed Antechinus – trap and gas
Yellow-tailed Black-cockatoo - shoot
Yellow-throated Miner - shoot
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Appendix 7:

No place of safety for Victorian wildlife, the abuse of
international agreements. Example, Ramsar sites in
Victoria

National and state parks, public land and Ramsar sites are the Victorian Government
promoted killing zones for Australian wildlife.

RAMSAR: The wildlife act does nothing to protect birdlife in Victoria or
biomes
Ramsar sites in Victoria are overwhelmingly governed by a culture and a purpose that is
a very long way from the spirit of the Ramsar Convention.
Precisely no heed of international agreements is taken in these matters and we note the
Victorian Government fails to mention Ramsar sites, only referring to game reserves in its
correspondence to us. We need to remind ourselves that as well as your government’s
obligations to the Ramsar Convention, there are other international agreements in place
and to which Australia is a signatory.
These include JAMBA, Japan Australia Migratory Bird Agreement (66 species covered by
the agreement)/ CAMBA, China Australia Migratory Bird Agreement (81 species) /
ROKAMBA, Republic of Korea Australia Migratory Bird Agreement (59 species).
Nature, culture and commerce are not separate things that live in a silo, they are
connected in the most complex ways. The issue here for Victoria is that economic
development activities should look to the future and not the past. These things have
environmental and economic consequences that are enormous. The time taken, the scale
and scope of duck shooting in Victoria and on Ramsar sites has a very negative impact on
the possibilities surrounding regional development. It is increasingly shameful, given
environmental circumstances, that such a minority of individuals engaged in such a cruel
and destructive activity can shape the future of large parts of regional Victoria.

Economic factors
The prime economic benefit of Victoria’s Ramsar sites is not being achieved, these things
are tourism, nature based tourism, including the international circuit of twitchers and
those interested in wildlife and other non-violent recreational activities. While Phillip
Island and the Penguins are a long term and major tourism success story, Ramsar sites
are in deep neglect, impacting the economic outcomes for their regions.

Ramsar Sites are decrepit and typically lacking investment, particularly if
they are designated game reserves.
The impact of the large scale and threatening shooting activities on these Ramsar sites,
sign posted as game reserves, turns regions into no-go-zones as tourists avoid the Ramsar
site shooting zones.
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It is worth noting that the share of rural exports in Australia's total share of exports, over
the past 50 years, has gone from 37 per cent to 9 per cent. Incomes have stagnated, towns
have fallen vacant and esteem has evaporated. No wonder so many country residents are
feeling neglected. The Victorian Government have conspicuously failed to ensure that
conservation yields local rewards, and what is particularly concerning is that, as
populations of waterbirds in Eastern Australia have fallen by at least 90 per cent in just
40 years, and Ramsar sites are often the place of last refuge, Victorian Government
Ministers still continue to promote the mass scale killing of birdlife on Ramsar sites. Many
endangered species are also killed on Ramsar sites and other wildlife, such as Wallabies,
are illegally shot. As the wildlife vanishes, then so do the economic opportunities.
An example of a region in Victoria not reaching its economic potential is the Gannawarra
Shire (with its important Ramsar Sites and a traditionally duck shooting hotspot). The
LGA has a structural unemployment rate of 14 per cent and very high social security take
up rate, the region is ageing and young people are leaving adding to the rate of
demographic change, all this looks grim. To pretend that decades of mass slaughter of
birdlife on the Ramsar sites in this shire has somehow been beneficial to economic
outcomes is not reflected in the economic realities facing the region. A change in direction
can be difficult but is often essential.
It is our view that, the economic benefits of investment in and change of use on Victoria’s
Ramsar sites, is ignored by Victoria’s politicians in favour of personal attitudes as well as
entrenched relationships with shooters and the gun lobby.
The Wildlife Act should provide both encouragement and for the foundations of change
create a framework in which this change can occur.

Information economy
There was a general level of embarrassment when local tourist information centres with
Ramsar sites, designated as game reserves and where shooting occurs, were asked about
details of, and bird watching opportunities on Ramsar sites in Regional Victoria.
Important international Ramsar sites have no signage, instead the signs state they are
game reserves. Signs also claim that they “acknowledge the Traditional Owners of this
land’, these claims are disingenuous given both current use and the evident destruction
and littering of these sites over long periods without remediation.
Education: Given the numerous international examples and networks - we have raised
the issue of the educational opportunities, at school and college level, made possible by
the presence of Ramsar sites within a region, with Victorian Government Ministers. The
result is that we have been completely ignored.
“From all around the world we are hearing that children are becoming more and more
disconnected from nature. I am so pleased and impressed that you have such a strong
interest in the environment and in the wetlands. The secretariat is trying to do more
with children who are knowledgeable and active and trying to inspire those who are
not yet engaged.” Dr Christopher Briggs, Secretary General, Ramsar Convention
(January 2014)
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Our message to the Japanese students of Kodomo Ramsar:
“As you live and as you learn and become wise you will come to understand that nature
is as delicate as the petals of a flower. You are also part of the natural world that will
sustain you and your future families. We congratulate you on your work and we hope
that many more will learn from you about conservation and caring for our beautiful
planet Earth which we all share.” Peter and Andrea Hylands

Health and safety
There appear to be no attempts at cleaning up after a duck shooting season is over,
Ramsar wetlands remain littered with the detritus of shooting parties, broken bottles,
shot gun cases, remains of birdlife, skulls and so on, plastic, beer cans and other discarded
waste.
Ramsar sites in Victoria can also be extremely dangerous places to visit given the largely
unsupervised shooting activity. Residents living close to Ramsar sites also describe the
three months of extreme nuisance and danger inflicted on them. Regional Victorians
opposed to duck shooting have made the following comment:
“There is an unacceptable risk to nearby residents and unsuspecting members of the
public who may come to bushwalk, kayak or bird watch. It's also a shocking risk to our
struggling native waterbirds, many unique to our country.”

Lawlessness on Ramsar Sites in Victoria
Location Kerang Wetlands Koorangie State Game Reserve 2017
We will take you back to the 2017 season, which was a massacre of birdlife of the most
horrific kind, much of it entirely ‘illegal’. Here is a statement made to Peter Hylands by
Laurie Levy regarding the opening of the duck season on the Ramsar wetlands
surrounding Kerang:
"We were out in the wetlands at 5.30 in the morning and getting ready. The opening
time was 7.20am. There were probably at least one thousand shooters out on the
marshes. This had always been a wetland know for brutality over the years, it had not
had water for a long time. This was the first time it had water in a long while and of
course it had a large contingent of Game Management Authority compliance officers
and the police. They believed they could control duck shooting.
Well they found out that morning that they could not. Shooting started at least 20
minutes before the opening time. It was not just one or two shots going off, it was a
barrage of shooting. It was like a war zone and I was standing with the head of the
Game Management Authority and he was just shocked and rescuers were going up to
him and to the police and saying you have to do something about this. They were totally
impotent, they could not do anything because it was an uncontrolled slaughter of
native waterbirds as it always has been and I went into the water to rescue a wounded
bird right on the opening at 7.20am and brought that bird out, took it to our mobile
veterinary clinic to have it treated, walked back and I was promptly arrested, fined
$930 and ordered off the wetlands for the whole of the season.
Independent Review of the Wildlife Act 1975 – April 2021

41

But I guess that by the end of the day a lot of our rescuers were traumatised by what
they saw. The difference between rescuers and shooters is that when shooters hit a bird
and when a bird falls out of the sky they cheer and they don’t have any empathy at all
for their victims. Rescuers are only out there to help those birds. So when they see,
especially new rescuers, the brutality and the violence and the cruelty that duck
shooters inflict on those birds, a lot of the rescuers are totally and utterly traumatised
by it.”
Following the disastrous and immensely cruel 2017 season about which the Victorian
Government’s own Pegasus Economics commissioned report stated:
“Non-compliance with hunting laws is commonplace and widespread and that by any
standard, the GMA has failed to deliver on its responsibility to enforce the hunting
laws.”
The fault however does not lie with the GMA, it rests firmly on the shoulders of the senior
members of the Victorian Government.
Our particular concern has been to observe children engaged in acts of extreme cruelty to
birdlife on Victoria’s Ramsar sites.
“The events on Victoria’s (Australia) Ramsar wetlands are not only crimes against
nature, they are also crimes against the child. The last thing the world needs is
governments encouraging gun violence and extreme acts of cruelty to animals from
children as young as twelve years old.” Peter and Andrea Hylands, Hokkaido, Japan

Summary
What is required is a contemporary and honourable approach to Ramsar Wetlands in
Victoria. This means:











Embracing the spirit of the Ramsar Convention;
A proper respect for the natural world, education and the wellbeing of children;
Respecting and implementing contemporary economic development opportunities;
Treating Ramsar sites with respect;
Proper signage and information systems, including information on signs about which
bird species may be present;
A welcome mat for international visitors, that is to provide international visitors with
the opportunity to enjoy and learn from their visits to Victoria’s Ramsar sites;
A respect for law and order;
Conduct conservation measures on Victoria’s Ramsar sites to protect birdlife rather than
allowing the cruel slaughter of birdlife that is devastating stressed populations of
waterbirds; and
Protection of endangered species of birds and other animals that live on or visit Ramsar
wetlands in Victoria (many endangered birds have been wounded and killed on
Victoria’s Ramsar sites).
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Appendix 8:

Eroding the Wildlife Act, the language of justification
for mass killing of wildlife in Victoria

The same use of language is now commonplace from governments across the Australian
Continent. Much exists as a result of strategic planning and marketing research in an
attempt to justify the killing. At least some of this work has been funded by governments
through grants to industry. These are all words commonly used by politicians and public
servants in the state and beyond.

Be suspicious if you see these words:
Overabundance, booming, abundance, exploding, erupting, eruptions, irruption, waste,
compost (yes compost), pest, plagues, over-grazing, dangerous, control, manage,
management, controlling, harvest, harvesting, destroying infrastructure, dressed-in-thefield, humane (perhaps the weaseliest word of all), sustainable, hygienic, browsing,
nibbling, grazing pressure, it is all about sustainability, conservation culls, ecological
grazing (when they shoot the Kangaroos and put cattle in these places), biodiversity
conservation, chomping, disease, diseased, descending, invading.
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Appendix 9:

2020 – a devastating year for Australian wildlife in
Victoria

After the devastating 2020 bushfires Victorians donated vast amounts of money for the
rescue and rehabilitation of native wildlife in Victoria and elsewhere and significant
government funds were allocated to help with the task. Astoundingly however the
Victorian Government and its environment department rescued just 270 animals from
public lands in Victoria (including state and national parks) while blocking the rescue
efforts of specialists and volunteers. Seventy five per cent of those animals rescued from
public lands were Koalas, an act of window dressing at best in order to promote a public
image. Victorians would be appalled to discover government’s shoddy and indifferent
attitude to wildlife protection during these fires.
Worse still and despite the fires, the pandemic, the suffering and other climate change
impacts, the Victorian Government continues to promote and enable its wildlife killing
schemes. The double standards applied are evident given the difficulty in finding out
critical information if you are trying to help animals, when compared to the ease for, and
service provided to those doing or requesting the killing.
Australian wildlife does not recognise state borders, the claims from governments that
we should not be concerned because there are plenty of a particular species somewhere
else are profoundly wrong. What is occurring in Victoria is similar to that in other states
and territories.
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Appendix 10: Building blocks of extinction – The web of life
The AWPC is concerned about issues relating to discrimination of certain taxa. This is a
highly complex subject and we do not have time, given the short time to submit our
comments on the Wildlife Act review, to respond in any detail. We would however ask the
committee note our very significant concerns relating to this matter.

The psychology of Terra Nullius
In Australia there is and remains a curious disregard and disinterest for those things that
are truly Australian. While this has changed since the 1950s these attitudes are still deeply
entrenched, the psychology here is to turn a blind eye to what has been done and to the
history of the colonial period. The way Australian wildlife is and has been treated, too
many species already lost to the world in the colonial period, are just one aspect of this
cultural conditioning.

Accounting for nature
When measuring and protecting biodiversity, proper account needs to be taken of the full
taxonomy of life. It is critically important that all classes of life, and how they interact with
each other, are considered. There is clearly a taxa bias in Victoria in the way in which the
conservation of nature is both considered and conducted.

Planning for nature
No account (or very little account) is taken of the natural world in matters of planning
(urban, town, infrastructure) in Victoria and despite promises from government, little has
changed, including the attitudes which are in general very detrimental in relation to
outcomes for wildlife. Kill permits are all too often the solution.

One example of many
January 2021 - The herbicide Acrolein was put into the water to kill weeds blocking the
channel. Murray Goulburn Water said it had no other option but to use herbicide.
"I walked up onto the channel bank, looked into the water and there was just a footwide stream of fish, all dead."
Goulburn-Murray Water notified irrigators about the herbicide treatment and told them
not to use water from the channels for 72 hours afterwards. The Torrumbarry Irrigation
Channel was injected this week with the toxic herbicide Acrolein to get rid of weeds that
are blocking up the system that provides water to more than 100 farming properties in
the region. Large numbers of animals died as a result, fish and amphibians were badly
impacted by the poison.
It is beyond credibility this kind of behaviour can occur in Victoria in 2021.
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Appendix 11: How did Victoria get to this?
Warning – this section contains images of extreme wildlife abuse
The authors noted that the reviews issue paper did not contain a single image of the major
keystone species of Kangaroo in Victoria, species in the frontline of the mass killing
activity and the species in the most need of proper protection. The authors also note this
is now typical of the way in which DELWP choose to present Victoria’s wildlife to the
public on websites and so on. This is perhaps an example of the conflict of interest within
a department with the roles of permit issuer and wildlife protector.
In this section we provide some recent images of what is happening to keystone species
in Victoria.
Image one – Petfood shop North Melbourne selling wallaby body parts (2021)
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Following images – What tourists see in Dunkeld and surrounding the Gariwerd National
Park (2020) – severed kangaroo heads, paws and entrails
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Shockingly, in Victoria there is no minimum weight for Kangaroos shot and processed
commercially. Some of these poor animals are tiny.
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Kangaroo shot in the back, Sandon, Central Victoria, October 2020.
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Kangaroo mouth shot found alive: Animalia Wildlife Shelter, Mornington Peninsula, June
2021. As in all these shocking images Victorian Government propaganda, lax laws and
compliance monitoring are inciting wildlife crime.
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