AA SUBMISSION 340

Submission for the Inquiry into the Impact of Animal Rights
Activism on Victorian Agriculture
1.

Term of reference a. the type and prevalence of unauthorised activity on Victorian farms
and related industries, and the application of existing legislation:

In Victoria, animal cruelty – including, but not limited to, legalised cruelty – neglect and violations
of animal protection laws are a reality of factory farming. The Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
Act 1986 (Vic) affords little protection to farm animals for a number of reasons, including the
operation of Codes of Practice and the Livestock Management Act 2010 (Vic). The fact that farm
animals do not have the same protection as companion animals justifies applying a regime of
institutionalised and systematic cruelty to them every single day of their lives: see, for example,
the undercover footage contained on Aussie Farms, ‘Australian Pig Farming: The Inside Story’
(2015) < http://www.aussiepigs.com.au/ >. It is deeply concerning and disturbing that in addition
to the legalised cruelty farm animals are subjected to, farm animals are also subjected to
illegal/unauthorised cruelty on Victorian farms. The type of unauthorised activity on Victorian
farms is extremely heinous: this is evidenced by the fact that it transcends the systematic cruelty
currently condoned by law and the fact that footage of incidences of such unauthorised activity
is always horrific and condemned by the public at large. Indeed, speaking about footage of
chickens being abused at Bridgewater Poultry earlier this year, even the Victorian Farmers
Federation egg group president, Tony Nesci, told the Sydney Morning Herald and The Age that
he was horrified by the footage and livid at what had happened. Agriculture Victoria is
investigating the matter. Last year, a Lakesland egg farmer was also convicted of serious animal
cruelty.
The prevalence of such unauthorised activity on factory farms, including in Victoria, is deeply
concerning and disturbing and is only exposed through the undercover work of animal advocates
and whistleblowers. Industries that rely on animal agriculture have been able to operate with little
to no public scrutiny for far too long. It is because animal cruelty is finally being exposed by animal
advocates and whistleblowers that any measures to prevent or deter them from exposing such
extreme animal cruelty, abuse and neglect on Victorian farms and related industries would only
serve to ensure that the perpetrators of the cruelty are protected. Any such measures would actively
facilitate animal cruelty. Such measures would result in the systematic silencing of those who
expose animal cruelty. I note that the footage of chickens being abused at Bridgewater Poultry was
captured by animal advocates in April and May this year. Were it not for animal advocates working
undercover, the public would not have known about this. The public has a right to know about the
cruel ways farm animals are treated and perpetrators of illegal cruelty must be prosecuted.
Animal advocates and whistleblowers do not wish to break the law; they want the public to know
the truth. Why single out animal advocates/whistleblowers? Whistleblowers/activists have
revealed abuses within the aged care industry, illegal activity in the banking industry, government
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corruption, unsafe work practices, etc. Their work has resulted in much needed reform in numerous
industries. Support for measures to prevent or deter animal advocates/whistleblowers from
exposing animal cruelty would have broad implications for all whistleblowers and would be to the
detriment of the public’s right to be informed. It is also crucial to emphasise, as Andy Meddick
MP has in Parliament, that no houses have ever been entered by animal advocates. Animal
advocates have no intention to scare, intimidate or harass farmers of their families. They have no
interest in going anywhere near their homes. Farmers and their families do not live in the disgusting
sheds among filth and disease that they force on battery hens. There are also no children running
around playing on kill floors of abattoirs. Thus, any suggestion that farmers have been subject to
invasion of their personal homes/privacy is false and designed to deliberately mislead the public.
Andy Meddick MP has also raised serious concerns in Parliament about why trespass by nonviolent concerned citizens armed with no more than cameras is being singled out for harsh
penalties when trespass on private property by armed shooters during duck season is not
mentioned.
Andy Meddick MP has also emphasised in Parliament that there have been no incidents of animal
advocates physically harming farmers, however the opposite is true. He has also given evidence
in Parliament of vile threats against one female animal advocate he knows posted online by
supporters of the animal agriculture industry and related industries: for example, “I’ll pull your
fingernails out with a pair of pliers the next time I see you”; “I would have your head and it would
be on a stick by now”; “trust me when I say your life isn’t safe”. Furthermore, the female animal
advocate’s image, home address and number plate were posted into a private men’s facebook
group with over 50,000 members and with the caption “First to rape the bitch wins”. Despite this
evidence, which includes inciting rape, no action has been taken vis-à-vis this serious illegal
conduct. This type of illegal/unauthorised activity constitutes (at the very least) serious
cyberbullying, the offence of stalking under the Crimes Act 1958 (Vic) and the tort of assault.
Furthermore, statements made by those in the animal agriculture industry and related industries in
Victoria about how farm animals are treated also constitutes serious breaches of the Australian
Consumer Law, as set out in Schedule 2 of the Competition and Consumer Act 2010 (Cth). In
Parliament, Andy Meddick MP has given examples of false and misleading and unconscionable
statements about the gas chambers used to kill pigs in all major pig slaughter houses. The public
has been told that such gas chambers are “very humane” and “the pigs just gently fall asleep”. The
truth, however, is clear from extensive footage obtained by animal advocates which shows that the
pigs suffer excruciating pain for prolonged periods; the pain being so agonising that many pigs
inadvertently pull their own legs off fighting for their lives. There is no grey area here: this is the
very antithesis of ‘humane’ and ‘gently falling asleep’. Such false and misleading and
unconscionable statements continue to mislead and deceive the public yet no action has been taken
on behalf of the public to stop this type of illegal/unauthorised activity. To the contrary, by
putting forward the motion for this Inquiry into the Impact of Animal Rights Activism on Victorian
Agriculture, the National Party is seeking greater measures to prevent or deter animal advocates
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and whistleblowers from exposing the truth about such unauthorised activity. This is crucial
because the prevalence of such unauthorised activity in Victoria is only evident due to
undercover footage captured by animal advocates and whistleblowers. Any measures to prevent
or deter them from exposing the truth would only serve to protect those engaging in false and
misleading and unconscionable conduct. Any such measures would actively facilitate the
misleading and deceptive conduct.
2.

Term of Reference b. the workplace health and safety and biosecurity risks, and potential
impacts of animal activist activity on Victorian farms, to Victoria’s economy and
international reputation:

There are no incidences, not one, of animal advocates or whistleblowers causing biosecurity issues
in Australia. On the other hand, many incidences of disease outbreak have been caused by intensive
animal agriculture – for example, outbreaks of bird flu in commercial poultry. Factory farms are
plagued by rats, mice, cockroaches, mosquitos, flies, maggots, birds and every other disease vector
imaginable. Zoonotic infections that are transmissible either directly or indirectly between animals
and humans are on the increase and pose significant additional threats to human health and the
recent pandemic status of influenza A (H1N1) is an example of the challenge presented by zoonotic
viruses. The next zoonotic disease outbreak with the potential to kill millions of people will almost
certainly come from intensive animal agriculture.
Infection with salmonella is one of the most common zoonoses. In Victoria (and Australia),
outbreaks of salmonellosis are high and increasing. For example, in March this year, five Victorian
cases of illness linked to salmonella poisoning led to the recall of hundreds of thousands of egg
products sold across Victoria, New South Wales, the ACT, Tasmania and South Australia. I note
that eggs from the Bridgewater Poultry Farm (referred to under 1 above in the context of the
horrific abuse of chickens) were recalled because of this salmonella outbreak. Victorian Chief
Health Officer Brett Sutton said the specific strain detected, salmonella enteritidis, was a rare strain
and likened it to the “cane toad of salmonella”. Increasing outbreaks of diseases caused by
intensive animal agriculture (such as salmonella) are detrimental to Victoria’s economy per se as
well as Victoria’s international export reputation. Disturbingly, the antimicrobial resistance
(see below) in salmonella is also increasing: see Increasing Antimicrobial Resistance in
Nontyphoidal
Salmonella
Isolates
in
Australia
from
1979
to
2015
<
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5786757/>. When bacteria becomes resistant to
antibiotics, it becomes impossible to treat and more people will die from foodborne diseases.
Antimicrobial resistance (AMR) is one of the biggest threats to both human and animal health
today. The extremely high volume of antibiotics used in intensive animal agriculture is a major
contributor to the development of antimicrobial-resistant bacteria. The antibiotics forced upon
animals are for growth promotion and prevention of disease, not to treat sick animals.
Antimicrobial-resistant bacteria are transmitted from animals to humans through direct contact
between animals and humans as well as through the food chain and the environment. AMR has
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led to the development of so-called “superbugs” that no longer respond to available treatment
options. The World Health Organization (WHO) has a ‘Global Action Plan on Antimicrobial
Resistance’ and recommends an overall reduction in use of antibiotics in food-producing animals
to help preserve their effectiveness for human medicine. Australia published its response to the
WHO’s Global Action Plan in a document titled ‘Australia’s First National Antimicrobial
Resistance Strategy 2015–2019’. Crucially, this document does not identify animal advocates or
whistleblowers as a threat.
In the context of both biosecurity and AMR, intensive animal agriculture is the threat. And ending
intensive animal agriculture is the solution. Intensive animal agriculture is a threat to all life
(human and animals alike). Intensive animal agriculture is also a threat to Victoria’s economy
and international reputation. Purporting to invoke biosecurity as a reason for harsh penalties to
prevent or deter animal advocates and whistleblowers from exposing the real biosecurity risks – ie
the horrendous, unhygienic, disease-ridden conditions on factory farms – confirms that there is no
interest in protecting the public or animals but rather an interest in protecting those who benefit
financially from intensive animal agriculture.
As an Australian citizen, I am deeply concerned about AMR and the fact that the extremely high
volume of antibiotics used in intensive animal agriculture is a major contributor to the development
of antimicrobial-resistant bacteria: ‘superbugs’. Despite being vegan and rarely using antibiotics,
through no fault of my own I am susceptible to ‘superbugs’ like anyone else. The animal
agriculture industry is causing increasing outbreaks of diseases, including bacterial diseases, and
it is also causing bacteria to be resistant to antibiotics. The animal agriculture industry and
governments have a legal duty to not cause harm to another person that could be reasonably
foreseen.
In the context of workplace health and safety, the harms inflicted by the animal agriculture
industry and related industries (eg farms and slaughter houses) extend beyond animals to human
employees. Workers in the meat industry become infected with Salmonella, E-Coli, Methicillinresistant Staphylococcus aureus, Sarcocystis, Hepatitis E, Leptospira, Henipavirus, Bovine
Brucellosis, foodborne Toxoplasmosis among hundreds of others. Meat industry workers also
contract chronic diseases such as q-fever from goats and hydatid disease from cows. Other regular
injuries include burns, crushes, grinds, cuts, electrocutions and amputations. Indeed, in its
submission to the Review of Model WHS Laws in July 2014, the Australian Meat Industry
Employees Union emphasised that the slaughtering and processing of animals is inherently
dangerous:
Turning a 1,250 pound steer or a five pound chicken into cuts sold in the marketplace is physically
demanding work undertaken in a difficult and hazardous work environment. Workers use sharp hooks and
knives while standing on floors made slippery from blood, fat, faecal matter, and other bodily fluids.
Unpredictable and violent reactions from animals before slaughter pose constant physical threats to
workers. Heavy suspended carcasses of beef travelling along a fast moving automated line can slam a
worker to the floor. Down the line, processing workers stand for long periods of time working closely
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together while making thousands of repetitive cuts each shift. The noise is deafening and temperatures in
the plants range from hot and humid on the killing floors to near freezing in the processing rooms. Pathogens
can infect workers, and chemicals from decomposing animal waste, disinfectants, or gases such as ammonia
used for refrigeration can prove deadly.

As Andy Meddick MP has highlighted in Parliament, workers compensation claims in the meat
industry are approximately three times higher than average and the frequency and severity of
injuries is reflected in an industry premium rate of four times the average. Abattoirs also have a
higher prevalence of self-reported poor physical and psychological health than any other
workplace. The high prevalence of self-reported poor psychological health presents a serious risk
to our society at large. It is well documented that workers who commit systematic acts of violence
and kill as a matter of routine are predisposed to alcoholism and drug addiction as ways of
combating the stress of the work. More disturbingly, footage obtained by animal advocates and
whistleblowers also shows that people working in the animal agriculture industry and related
industries inflict illegal cruelty on animals raised for consumption/slaughter (see, for example,
footage of chickens being abused at Bridgewater Poultry referred to under 1 above).
It is only through the work of animal advocates and whistleblowers that the public know what is
going on in sheds behind fences and hidden from view. The undercover footage obtained by them
shows what happens to humans and non-humans alike in the animal agriculture industry and
related industries. It is clear that we need solutions for animals and people alike.
3.

Term of reference d. the civil or criminal liability of individuals and organisations who
promote or organise participation in unauthorised animal activism activities:

Farm animals do not have the same protection as companion animals and this justifies applying a
regime of institutionalised and systematic cruelty to them every single day of their lives.
Furthermore, the animal agriculture industry and related industries mislead and deceive the public
about how farm animals are really treated. The industries hide behind phrases such as “humanely
slaughtered” and “ethically raised” despite these phrases being the very antithesis of how farm
animals are raised and killed. The reality includes pigs suffering excruciating and prolonged pain
so agonising that many pigs inadvertently pull their own legs off fighting for their lives; day old
chicks being ground up alive in macerators; sheep being cooked alive on ships in the live export
trade; hens and sows living their entire lives in battery cages and sow stalls respectively. This
deliberate deception on the part of the animal agriculture industry and related industries is intended
to capitalise on the Australian public’s love of animals. A 2019 report titled ‘Australia’s Shifting
Mindset on Animal Welfare’ commissioned by the federal Department of Agriculture and Water
Resources confirms that the majority of Australians care about animal welfare: 95% of respondents
viewed farm animal welfare with concern and 91% wanted reform to address it. Thus, animal
advocates and whistleblowers expose extreme animal cruelty because the public has a right to be
informed. Animal advocates and whistleblowers are necessary to expose the lies of those
benefiting financially from the animal agriculture industry and related industries. The public is
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always rightly appalled by footage exposing animal cruelty obtained by animal advocates and
whistleblowers.
Undercover footage is obtained by animal advocates from the sheds where factory farm animals
are kept in intolerable conditions and from slaughter houses. Animal advocates have no interest in
going anywhere near the personal homes of farmers. If it were not for these brave animal
advocates/whistleblowers, the public would not be aware of the legislated cruelty and horrific
practices that occur on factory farms and in other places of animal exploitation. It is axiomatic that
we should protect animals from cruelty and prosecute perpetrators of cruelty, rather than seeking
to punish those exposing the cruelty. Indeed, some brave animal advocates have been recognized
for their commitment to exposing the truth. For example, Lyn White from Animals Australia was
appointed a Member of the Order of Australia in 2014 for exposing the cruelty in the live export
trade. In recognition of her passionate and effective advocacy of humane treatment of animals
everywhere, Lyn White was also announced as the 2019 Australian Humanist of the Year: “Her
efforts to highlight the sentiency of animals fits seamlessly with the Humanist belief that our
sympathy and compassion should ethically be extended to all living beings who suffer, not only
human beings. Lyn's work with Animals Australia, investigating and exposing cruelty to animals,
has resulted in regulatory changes and increased public awareness and continues to inspire us
all” < https://www.medianet.com.au/releases/176578/ >. Lyn White and others like her are rightly
recognised for their work. Such people should not be jailed or fined for exposing cruelty and
corruption.
Furthermore, in March this year when Queensland farmers marched into numerous Coles
supermarkets and protested Coles’ failure to raise prices on its home brand milk, there was no
suggestion that the farmers should be prosecuted for trespass even though entering the premises
for an improper purpose meant they were trespassers ab initio.
It is because the animal agriculture industry and related industries involve killing and suffering
that they must be subject to scrutiny. However, the industries hide their cruel practices in sheds
and behind fences as well as behind legislation, regulations and codes that are blatantly
insufficient. Because animal advocates and whistleblowers are exposing the true scale of animal
cruelty, the industries are now also hiding behind legislators who are increasingly seeking to
punish animal advocates and whistleblowers, while protecting those who benefit financially from
systematic cruelty.
4.

Term of reference f. provide recommendations on how the Victorian Government and
industry could improve protections for farmers’ privacy, businesses, and the integrity of
our biosecurity system and animal welfare outcomes, whether through law reform or other
measures:

6 of 8
6 of 8

AA SUBMISSION 340

As explained under 1 and 3 above, animal advocates have no interest in going anywhere near the
personal homes of farmers. Undercover footage is obtained by animal advocates from the sheds
where factory farm animals are kept in intolerable conditions and from slaughter houses. To
suggest that farmers have been subject to invasion of their personal homes/privacy is false and
designed to deliberately mislead the public.
As explained under 2 above, there are no incidences, not one, of animal advocates or
whistleblowers causing biosecurity issues in Australia. On the other hand, many incidences of
disease outbreak have been caused by intensive animal agriculture. The extremely high volume of
antibiotics used in intensive animal agriculture is also a major contributor to the development of
antimicrobial-resistant bacteria. In the context of both biosecurity and antimicrobial resistance,
intensive animal agriculture is the threat. Ending intensive animal agriculture is the solution.
Intensive animal agriculture is a threat to all life (human and animals alike). Intensive animal
agriculture is also a threat to Victoria’s economy and international reputation. Purporting to invoke
biosecurity as a reason for harsh penalties to prevent or deter animal advocates and whistleblowers
from exposing the real biosecurity risks – ie the horrendous, unhygienic, disease-ridden conditions
on factory farms – confirms that there is no interest in protecting the public or animals but rather
an interest in protecting those who benefit financially from intensive animal agriculture.
The majority of Australians care about animal welfare. The 2019 report titled ‘Australia’s Shifting
Mindset on Animal Welfare’ commissioned by the federal Department of Agriculture and Water
Resources found 95% of respondents viewed farm animal welfare with concern and 91% wanted
reform to address it. It is only through the undercover work of animal advocates and
whistleblowers that the public is aware of the routine animal cruelty that occurs in the animal
agriculture industry and related industries. The public clearly does not approve of the way farm
animals are treated and want change.
The 2016 Productivity Commission Inquiry Report: Regulation of Australian Agriculture also
found that the current process for setting standards for farm animal welfare does not adequately
value the benefits of animal welfare to the community. It concluded that the process for setting
standards would be improved through the creation of a statutory agency – the Australian
Commission for Animal Welfare – responsible for developing national farm animal welfare
standards using rigorous science and evidence of community values for farm animal welfare.
I note that this Inquiry is the result of a motion by a member of the National Party – a party
struggling to maintain relevance to its original and shrinking base. Through fear of losing even
more support, the National Party is capitulating to the demands of the animal agriculture industry
and related industries despite the majority of Australians concerns for animal welfare. Moreover,
this capitulation fails to acknowledge another truth: unprecedented years of drought and flood and
a forecast of continuing and escalating severe weather events confirms the unsustainability of the
current model of the animal agriculture industry as well as its contribution to the climate crisis.
Instead of acting out of fear and clinging to old practices that do not reflect contemporary
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community values, there is an opportunity for innovative, sustainable, economically viable
change. Victoria (indeed, Australia) should be a world leader in sustainable plant agriculture
– we have the geography and intellect to develop large scale weather-proof greenhouse and
hydroponic systems with concomitant de-salination plants. A transition from animal
agriculture to plant agriculture is the solution and farmers will reap the rewards. Indeed, if
we do not do this now, we will eventually be forced to follow (other) world leaders in this
context. The window of opportunity for such a transition exists.
Before such a transition (and during it) the law can be improved in a number of ways, including:
a) farm animals should be covered by the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 (Vic)
b) CCTV should be installed in all slaughterhouses
c) there should be mandatory codes of practice
d) there should be statutory recognition of the sentiency of all animals
e) standards for farm animal welfare should value the benefits of animal welfare to the community
and the process for setting standards for farm animal welfare should be improved through the
creation of a statutory agency responsible for developing national farm animal welfare standards
using rigorous science and evidence of community values for farm animal welfare.

Submitted by Robert Bates, 1 August 2019
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