AA Submission 441

Submission: Inquiry into the Impact of Animal Rights Activism on
Victorian Agriculture

Introduction

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this matter.
This inquiry appears to have one purpose and one purpose only: to continue
hiding the realities of animal agriculture from Victorians, thereby preventing
them from making informed choices over their purchases.
If farming practices were humane, neither this inquiry nor independent
investigations and whistleblowers would be needed.
Regardless of what laws this government intends to introduce, people will
continue to work towards exposing cruel animal farming practices until practices
are congruent with society’s expectations.

The trajectory of
social change and
evolution

Martin Luther King Jr, Mahatma Gandhi, Nelson Mandela, Rosa Parks and Oskar
Schindler all ‘broke the law’ in pursuit of justice. By refusing to accept the status
quo, they worked for change.
Today, they are hailed as heroes.
Society has become what it is today thanks to courageous people like them who
risked their life and liberty for others.
Despite the apparent desires of this government to punish today’s modern-day
Kings, Schindlers and Mandelas, the independent investigators who visit farms
and document animals’ conditions are today’s modern day ‘heroes’ and will likely
be regarded as such by the next generation.
Whilst governments and those who benefit from the cruelty may rail against
them, social justice will prevail.
Instead of trying to maintain the status quo, the government would be better off
to implement animal protection laws that represent Victorians’ expectations of
how farmed animals be treated.
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Exploited humans
have a voice;
animals don’t

Whistleblowers regularly expose unsafe and unsatisfactory working conditions
for people.
Unions speak up for workers.
Farmed animals are unable to do this, unless workers become whistleblowers
and risk their job.
It is for this reason that independent investigators and whistleblowers are
essential so that people can make informed choices about the animal products
they buy and consume.

Puppy factories
exposed using
same methods

Few people who see the living conditions of dogs on puppy factories believe they
are humane.
It is solely thanks to independent investigations by members of the community –
using the very same methods that are the subject of this inquiry - that Victorians’
eyes (and the government’s) were opened and legislation changed.
Fortunately for dogs and cats, factory farming – and consumption - of them is not
generally socially acceptable in Victoria.
Unfortunately for the animals who are seen as food, our ethical blind spot means
that exposure of their living and dying conditions has not received the same
response by this government as dogs and cats were afforded. As a result, instead
of addressing the cause of people’s actions to raise awareness of farming and
killing practices, this inquiry is attempting to silence people.
Live baiting in greyhound racing was also exposed using the same methods.

Investigators are
Investigators who visit farms are acting in the public interest.
acting in the public
interest
In fact, Magistrate John Meyer, presiding over the Oliver’s piggery case in
Tasmania, stated as much: ‘It might well have turned out to be in the public
interest . . . if that is the cost of intensive farming, that animals will be neglected
and get to the sort of situation that these animals were in, then I would have
thought that the community would expect that intensive farming would not be a
viable option in our society.”
Current practices
and laws do not
reflect society’s
wishes

The 2019 report from the federal Department of Agriculture and Water
Resources, Australia’s Shifting Mindset on Animal Welfare, found that 95% of
people were concerned about animal welfare. 91% of people wanted it to be
improved.
Similarly, a 2016 report from the Productivity Commission found that a statutory
agency should be established, to develop evidence-based national farmed animal
welfare standards that meet community expectations of how animals are
treated.
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No action is taken
against cruel
practices

Evidence of cruelty is routinely provided to authorities such as relevant
government departments and the RSPCA. Only in very rare cases is any action
take.
When it was found that chickens at Star Poultry are being boiled alive, Agriculture
Victoria did nothing.
Instead of trying to silence those who are doing the government’s monitoring
work for it, it would be better to develop farming and killing laws that conform
with society’s expectations of how animals are treated and ensure compliance
with them.
It is the failure of authorities to act when presented with damning evidence, and
inadequate animal cruelty laws for farmed animals, that has meant community
members have published this evidence following investigations.
Prosecutions and consequences for those who choose to breach our existing
weak animal cruelty laws also need strengthening.
Once this occurs, independent investigators will not feel obliged to visit
properties to document how animals are treated.

False and
misleading
advertising

Packaging and marketing of animal products is littered with ‘happy animals’.
Happy animals on farms are rare. Whilst Australian cattle raised for their meat
currently have some quality of life, the same cannot be said for most other
species.
In fact, warnings of ‘This content may disturb some viewers’ commonly
accompany footage or photos of conditions on farms. Something is very wrong.
The public has a right to know how the animals they eat are treated. Current
labelling and marketing is false and misleading.
There are no happy hens amongst the tens of thousands in sheds of so-called
‘free range’ farms.
A Choice investigation found that many so-called ‘free range’ eggs do not comply
with the weak ‘model code’.
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RSPCA-approved /
FREPA free range
chicken farm,
Tyabb, Victoria

Below are examples of false and misleading advertising of animal farming by
RSPCA, Poultry Farms Australian and FREPA are quite different to actual
conditions.
× Claimed: ‘Adequate food and water that provides for the birds’ requirements is
provided at all times.’
Reality: Many birds can’t reach the food or water, due to lameness.

× Claimed: ‘Ammonia levels must not exceed 15ppm and ventilation systems
must provide adequate air exchange to manage dust, temperature and humidity.’
Reality: People report that it is hard for them to breathe, they suffer
headaches for days afterwards and the ammonia smell is obvious a long distance
from the sheds.
Actual conditions:

Where are the 88,200 so-called free range birds who are said to access
the outdoors at this farm?
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Here they are. Many bids are lame. Their bodies have grown too quickly for their
legs to support them. They are unable to reach food or water.

Dead birds are amongst those who are still alive.
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Response to terms of reference
Item 1:
Type of
unauthorised
activity

The most common type of activity is visiting the farm or slaughterhouse to
document animals’ living or dying conditions. Given the number of animal-based
farms in Victoria (estimated 15,000), it is a very rare occurrence.
Out of respect for the animals, investigations are quiet and peaceful.
Property damage is minimal.
Non violence is a key ethos of investigators. The same is not always the case for
farmers and slaughterhouse operators.
Existing trespass laws are adequate should a farmer or slaughterhouse operator
wish to press charges against people conducting investigations and documenting
conditions of animals at their property.

Item 2:
The civil or
criminal liability of
individuals and
organisations

Existing laws are adequate to determine any liability of people conducting
investigations.
Investigators are documenting information that is being deliberately withheld
from the public – a public that is increasingly concerned about animal welfare.
They are providing a social service.
If farmers and slaughterhouse operators do not want their properties visited for
the purpose of obtaining information, all that is needed is greater transparency,
such as through the installation of CCTV cameras in all areas where animals are
farmed or killed that can be viewed online by members of the public.
Nothing to hide? Nothing to fear.

Item 3:
WHS and
biosecurity

Biosecurity
There is no documented incidence of biosecurity risks from investigators. There
are incidences caused by factory farmers, leading to the killing of hundreds of
thousands of birds.
Independent investigators wear disposable biosecurity clothing to avoid creating
any risk for the animals and causing them further harm than they are
experiencing on the farm.
In contrast, biosecurity practise by farm managers are lacking.
The over-use of antibiotics by factory farmers is, itself, a biosecurity risk.
Domestic animals have been seen walking amongst farmed animals eg pigs in
sow stalls; eating dead piglets. Dead chickens are placed in piles outside broiler
sheds.
WHS
The greatest WHS risks are caused by farming and killing practices, not
investigators.
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Workers in slaughterhouses are required to kill animals at an unreasonable pace.
If they ‘stop the line’, because an animal is resisting being killed more than usual,
their pay is docked. They face the wrath of other workers.
A worker at a Baiada slaughterhouse was decapitated after being ordered to
clean the line while it was still operating.
Workers suffer zoonotic diseases such as Q-fever, in addition to physical injuries.
Slaughterhouse workers suffer higher rates of mental health issues, including
drug and alcohol over-use, and PTSD than the average profession. Domestic
violence is more prevalent in towns where there are slaughterhouses.
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Item 4:
Analyse incidences
and responses of
other jurisdictions

Ag-gag laws have been introduced in some parts of America. Scott Morrison has
signalled his intention to introduce them to Australia.
This is addressing the wrong issue.
The issue is how animals are treated on farms and in slaughterhouses, which is
hidden from people’s view.
Just recently, Cr Nicholas Reece of Melbourne City Council proposed that this be
further hidden from view, by wanting a ban on trucks carrying ‘distressed sheep
and cows’ from using MCC streets, as it is ‘not a good look or Melbourne’.
Until animal farming and killing laws meet the community’s expectations, there
will always be whistleblowers who will act to expose the truth.

Item 5:

Existing laws adequately protect businesses and privacy.

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.

Independent investigators maintain better biosecurity standards than farmers
and their employees.
Of all the investigations on farmed animal practices, only areas where animals are
held or are being killed have been visited. There is no interest in people’s homes.
The change most urgently needed is for the government to develop laws that
meet the community’s expectations of how animals are treated and prohibit
‘humane washing’.
The Victorian government can best support farmers by:
 adopting legislation and mandatory codes that are congruent with
community standards. Investigations will not then be required
 helping animal farmers transition to plant-based farming practices will
provide the greatest investment, in light of climate change.
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Item 6:
Improving animal
welfare outcomes

It is very telling that animal welfare is the last item in the terms of reference –
where it always is in animal agriculture.
Rather than trying to continue hiding cruelty on farms and at slaughterhouses,
doing the following will address the reason whistleblowers have felt the need to
visit farms and slaughterhouses and document practices – to raise awareness of
the worst of the animal abuses that happen in Victoria, because of inadequate or
non-existent animal protection in farming systems.










Recognise sentience in farmed animals
Include farmed animals under POCTA
In line with the Productivity Commission report, create a statutory
agency responsible for developing evidence-based, mandatory,
transparent farmed animal welfare standards that are in line with
community expectations. Self-regulation of animal agriculture is
convenient for farmers. It is very inconvenient for animals
Change legislation so that CCTV cameras, viewable to members of the
public at all times, are installed and are operational in all areas where
animals are farmed or killed
Implement an Independent Office of Animal Protection, responsible for
enforcing laws
Introduce unannounced farm and slaughterhouse visits by authorities
that have, and will utilise their, prosecutorial powers
Prohibit the most egregious of farmed animal abuses on farms and in
slaughterhouses
Prohibit false and misleading advertising and ‘humane washing’. If birds
can’t get outside, don’t claim that they can. If pigs scream and thrash as
they’re being gassed to death, don’t suggest it is ‘humane’

If farmers wish to continue with these practices, people who may consume the
products of their cruelty need to know what they are funding.
In the absence of CCTV cameras from which all animals on all farms and
slaughterhouses can be viewed by members of the public, independent
investigations are the only other option to enable consumers to make an
informed choice.
We can no longer
afford animal
agriculture

Consumption of animal products is on a steady decline, because:





The ecological cost of animal agriculture is too high (land use, water
consumption etc)
The cruelty is too extreme
It is not needed to maintain good health
People increasingly do not support cruelty to animals.

The government can continue to prop up an industry that is on its way out, using
things such as this inquiry, or support farmers to transition to more sustainable
plant-based farming, the demand for which is rapidly rising.
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Conclusion

The reaction of both the federal and Victorian governments to farm visits by
investigators is extreme.
Better animal cruelty laws and transparent farming and killing practices will
address the matter.
Until this is done, whistleblowers who are acting in the public interest by
informing people of what they are buying will likely continue to do their
important work.
You can’t ban compassion.

Yours sincerely,
Lee O’Mahoney
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Appendix 1 – Animal-related practices that need to be banned
























Battery cages for hens
Sow stalls and farrowing crates for pigs
Holding ducks and other aquatic birds in sheds without water
Farming rabbits in cages
Castrating pigs with no anaesthetic or pain relief
Mulesing sheep with no anaesthetic or pain relief
Forced insemination
Requiring sheep to give birth in winter, to increasing numbers of lambs
Allowing newborn lambs and their mothers to die from exposure during winter
Not providing shelter for animals in weather extremes
So-called debeaking of hens
Grinding up day-old male chicks alive or gassing them
Killing pigs in gas chambers
Separating male calves from their mothers to exploit their milk
Killing animals through blunt-force trauma
Docking pigs’ tails with no anaesthetic or pain relief
Cutting pigs’ teeth with no anaesthetic or pain relief
Confining male calves in veal crates
Branding animals with hot irons
Transporting animals long distances to slaughterhouses
Using electric prods to move animals onto/off trucks
Live export of animals
Killing animals with no stunning.
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