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The Australian parliamentary par_ty system 
is one of the most disciplined in the fre_e 
world. In comparable democracies like New 
Zealand and the United Kingdom, polit icians 
vote outside of party lines regularly, One pf 
Hie most famous examples occurred in 2004 
w ~en 72 Labour MPs 'crossed the flooc;,•ln 
the British House of Commons and another 
19\ Labour MPs abstained fr_om voting .on 
Labour's legislation a11 6wmg universiti.es to 
1nc~ tu~ fees 

As for th""e'United State~ it d_oes not ~ave 
a party system as Australians, understand 
as we saw recently when the administration {an out ,of money to 
pay the public service even though there is a Republican President 
and Republican maJorities in both the Senate and the House of 
Representatives. In Australia, it is exceptionally rare for even one 

1 MP to cast a vote at odds with their party, either on the floor of 
parliament or even within parliamentary committees. The discipline 
is all but absolute and the rare occurrences of MPs 'crossing the . 
flo ; r' are almost ~!ways sym-bolk: 1(that"i°s, they d6 not:attect the 
outcome' of.,the vote).' . 
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Do not 
disturb sign 
will damage 
conservation 
efforts 
Victoria's Game Management Authority (GMA) is going through 
a difficult period. A new CEO is being sought, the reshaping 
of the organisation in light of the Pegasus Economics review 
of its compliance and enforcement functions is still an open 
question and in Parliament it has become somewhat of a 
political football. 

Field & Game Australia wants a strong and 
well-resourced G MA into the future and 
for all the negative commentary, it should 
be pointed out that the most enlightening 
aspect of the debate so far was not 
contained in the review or a parliamentary 
debate; it was there for all to see on the 
opening weekend of the 2018 Victorian Duck 
Season. 

Given a clear framework backed by 
education and a strong enforcement 
presence, successful, ethical, and 
sustainable duck hunting occurred across 
the state without a significant incident. 

Agriculture Minister Jaala Pulford confirmed 
there were no reports of shooting early 
and that 20 hunters breached regulations, 
though many would be considered "minor 
offences'.' 

While the GMA had an enforcement 
presence on 38 wetlands, essentially, 
hunters across the state were self
regulating. Members of FGA, the Australian 
Deer Association, and the Sporting 
Shooters Association were well informed on 
the new regulations and the need to comply 
and protect the reputation and standing of 
duck hunters. 

As responsible organisations, we helped 
spread the message from the Victorian 
Government and the GMA about the 

Bill Paterson 
Field & Game 
Australia chairman 

expectations, it 
was no surprise 
to us that hunters 
responded in the 
manner they did. 

That is not to say the 
season has been 
devoid of challenges. 

The continued use 
of "disturbance" 
by anti-hunting 
organisations as 

a trigger to consider closing wetlands to 
hunting is an ongoing frustration. 

It seems all it takes to kick off the process is 
for an organisation to cite the presence of a 
single Australasian Bittern in a wetland and 
raise concerns that it might be "disturbed" 
by hunting activity. This occurs without the 
facts or data to support the disturbance 
claim. 

Bittern are, depending on the Jurisdiction, 
listed as threatened (Victoria, NSW, SA) or 
endangered (EPBC Act) 

Approved Conservation Advice under the 
Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act lists the main threats as; 

• reduction in extent and quality of habitat 
due to the diversion of water away from 
wetlands; 

• the drainage of swamps; 

• the loss or alteration of wetland habitats 
due to clearing for urban and agricultural 
development; 

• peat mining; 

• predation by introduced vertebrate pests 
such as foxes and cats; 

• reduced water quality; and 

• detrimental fire regimes. 

Disturbance gets a mention, but only in the 
context of overgrazing, peat mining and fire 
regimes. 

These should be the highest priorities for 
those wanting to protect the Bittern. 

Welcome amendments to the Wildlife 
(State Game Reserves) Regulations 2014 to 
allow the hunting of certain pest animals on 
State Game Reserves in Victoria (including 
the red fox) means hunters can now be part 
of the solution on important public wetlands. 

Responsible hunters with a duck permit 
can eradicate foxes, helping to protect the 
Bittern from predation and support breeding 
success. 

Will anti-hunting pro-Bittern activists 
intervene to stop hunters protecting 
Bitterns on the basis they might be merely 
disturbed? We will wait and see. 
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Rick Brown, CPI Strategic director and adviser to Field & Game Australia and 
the Australian Deer Association, writes that the firearm fearmongering in the 
last days of the recent Tasmanian election was a typical response. 

The brouhaha over the Tasmanian 
Government's commitment to modifying 
the state's gun laws is a classic example of 
the cynical exploitation of ignorance. 

There has been little, if any, detailing of the 
proposed changes, let alone dispassionate 
analysis of them. 

Instead cliches playing to emotion has 
passed for analysis. 

Federal leader Bill Shorten is the latest to 
dip his toe into this pool of cynicism. He 
has grandstanded by writing to the Prime 
Minister calling on him to conduct an 
immediate review of the proposals and to 
demand that the Tasmanian Government 
break its commitment if the proposals 
breach the National Firearms Agreement 
(NFA) 

It seems that Mr Shorten wants to 
stomp on: 

• extending the licenses of those firearms 
classified as Category A or B in the 1996 
NFA (air rifles; rimfire rifles (excluding 
self-loading), single and double barrel 
shotguns, muzzle-loading firearms, 
single shot, double barrel and repeating 
centre-fire rifles and break action 
shotguns/rifle combinations) from five 
years to periods up to 10 years and from 
one to two years for a Category C agent 
or contractor of a primary producer in 
order to stagger the annual renewal 
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process and remove red tape; 

• extending the number of recreational 
shooting organisations to which 
competition clay target shooters wishing 
to use semi-automatic shotguns must 
belong to more than one; and, 

• issuing infringement notices rather than a 
summons for relatively minor breaches of 
storage laws, and not removing firearms 
as a result if the contravention is rectified 
without delay. 

Mr Shorten's grandstanding also takes 
advantage of the fact that few voters know 
the Federal Government cannot enforce the 
N FA. In June last year the-then Minister for 
Justice, Michael Keenan, told the members 
of the Firearms Industry Reference Group 
that: 

"Irrespective of the language used in the 
updated (National Firearms) Agreement, the 
updated Agreement is not legally binding 
upon Jurisdictions. It remains up to the 
states and territories to determine how they 
will regulate firearms in accordance with 
the updated Agreement." 

In a letter to the Queensland Firearms 
Dealers Association in April last year he was 
even blunter: 

"The use of the word 'must' does not make 
the Agreement as a whole (or any part of 
it) legally binding and it remains up to the 
states and territories to determine how they 

will regulate firearms in accordance with 
the updated Agreement." 

Mr Shorten has not been the only 
participant in this exercise of cynical 
grandstanding. Apart from the usual rent-a
crowd, he kept company with what appears 
to be the crowd's honorary patron, former 
Prime Minister John Howard. 

The Weekend Australian (March 10-11, 
2018) reported that Mr Howard was siding 
with gun control campaigners and that 
he "is totally opposed to any alteration or 
weakening of the existing gun laws'.' 

The challenge facing those interested in 
a dispassionate, fact-based discussion 
and analysis of what is an emotional and 
complex issue is reflected in the words 
of former Liberal Tasmanian premier Tony 
Rundle, who was involved in the creation of 
the Agreement. 

He opposes the Tasmanian Government 
because he 'thinks' some of them will 
be in breach of the NFA. He said "I don't 
support them because I think once you start 
tinkering with the gun laws, it's an unpicking 
of them and there will be some mainland 
states taking an interest." (Weekend 
Australian, March 10-11, 2018) 

In other words, those involved in the 
creation of the N FA constitute the 
fountain of all wisdom and no further 
correspondence will be entered into. 



Where's the 
evidence? 
Field & Game Australia has lodged a formal complaint 
with Ad Standards over a regional television 
campaign making outlandish and unsubstantiated 
claims about duck hunting but while we wait for 
action the damage is already being done. 

Both commercials are anti
hunting with the intent of 
shifting public sentiment 
in regional Victoria against 
duck hunting, a legal practice 
supported by legislation engaged 
in by 26357 people who hold 
appropriate accreditation (Game 
Management Authority licence 
data 2017) 

Regional Victorians Opposed 
to Duck Shooting and Animals 
Australia can hide behind the 
label of 'political' advertising 
where currently there is no 
requirement for it to be factual. 

While the ads clearly lobby 
for a political outcome, the 
methodology is not Just lacking 
factually or evidentially, it risks 
reputational and economic 
damage to FGA and its 19 000 
members. 

The commercials vilify hunters 
and deliberately mislead or 
deceive with statements like; 

• "You see the environment you 
live in get degraded, it hurts, 
I feel it in the guts." 

• "Shooting impacts every 
aspect of my business, I can't 
really harvest comfortably the 
plants on my property without 
being shot at." and 

• "Their guns can reach us and 
this is our land." 

While the campaign is about 
stopping duck hunting, the 
ads are not about ducks, they 
are about hunters who they 
shamefully portray as a danger 
to the public (including scaring 
children) and the environment. 

Despite the seriousness of 
these claims, they have been 
picked up and repeated in 
newspaper articles without any 
attempt to substantiate or verify 
the claims. 

A Wimmera Mail Times article 
(May 8, 2018) on the advertising 
campaign ran five quotes from 
an "organisation spokesperson" 
without requiring they were 
identified and, typically, the 

claims were not challenged and 
no alternative view was sought. 

The spokesperson gave a hint as 
to the need for anonymity. 

"It's a huge thing for us to speak 
out in these ads-knowing the 
shooting lobby will inevitably 
target us-but we are sick of 
being the hidden victims of duck 
shooting." 

While FGJXs complaint is being 
determined, the commercials 
continue to be aired and the 
likely outcome is that by the 
time any action is taken the 
campaign will have run its 
course. 

The Ad Standards complaint 
process requires attention. 
Currently, there is no 
requirement for the content 
of political advertising to be 
factually correct. 

This may work for politicians and 
political parties who's claims 
are frequently tested because 
the participants are regularly 
available to be scrutinised by 
their opposition, their electorate, 
and the media but it doesn't 
work for ideologically driven 
lobbyists who will sink to any 
depth to get their way. 

Politicians have to defend their 
position, but Regional Victorians 
Opposed to Duck Shooting can 
remain anonymous and the 
damaging and factually derelict 
claims they make face no 
scrutiny. The definition of political 
advertising must change. 

Equally concerning for FGA 
is the following line from the 
Pegasus Economics Assessment 
of the GMJXs compliance and 
enforcement function2017 under 
the heading consultation; 

In addition, Regional Victorians 
Opposed to Duck Shooting 
contacted the project team and 
provided useful insights on their 
experience of the regulator. 

As tennis great, John McEnroe 
once said, "You cannot be 
serious?" 



coincides witli 
against commercial harvesting. 

KAN~~_ROQ 
"MUST SEE" 

Thclr,dcpcndcnr. 
Santa Barbara 

A Love-Hate Story 

KangarooTl1eMovie.com 

Australia's kangaroo industry generates 
more than $200 million annually and 
employs 2000 people. 

The documentary purports to cover all 
sides of the debate but it has come under 
attack from the National Farmers Federation, 
academics and the Australian Kangaroo 
Industry Association. 

Greens animal welfare spokesperson 
Senator Lee Rhiannon led a delegation to 
the European Parliament for a screening 
of the film. Accompanying her were New 
South Wales MP Mark Pearson (Animal 
Justice Party) and ecologist Dr Dror Ben
Ami, who appears on the documentary. 

Dr Ben-Ami is one of four members 
ofTHINKK, a group funded by animal 
protection charity Voiceless, who appear 
in the documentary, which includes 
arguments kangaroo numbers are in rapid 
decline and some species could be driven 
close to extinction by harvesting. 

This is not new: the group's literature came 
under attack in a 2011 paper titled 'THINKK 
again: getting the facts straight on kangaroo 
harvesting and conservation', by Cooney 
R, Archer M, Baumber A, Ampt P, Wilson G, 
Smits J, Webb G. (2011) 
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They described an evaluation of the 
environmental benefits of other meats vs 
kangaroo meat as "neither well-reasoned 
or accurate" based on a review of available 
literature. The academics' view was that the 
research made an inaccurate and potentially 
misleading contribution to scientific, legal, 
and social debate on kangaroo management 
and raised questions about the funding of 
research by interest groups. 

THINKK responded with Thought 
again: fair criticism or a muddle-headed 
grandstanding?, which accused its critics of 
a closer than 'arm's length' relationship with 
the kangaroo industry. 

The documentary is a cinematic repeat of 
the same process. 

Senator Rhiannon (who paid her own way 
to the EU premiere) used the occasion to 
attack the 'retail' end of the equation. 

"We will use the evidence to show that 
kangaroos are in trouble," she said. 

Activists have taken to targeting the 
retailers and end users of products; in 
the case of kangaroo, a couple of smaller 
supermarket chains have stopped selling 
them after lengthy campaigns. 

A decade ago, Italian clothing giant 
Benetton was subjected to what it called a 

"gruesome campaign" linking its fashion to 
the practice of mulesing in Australia. 

Agriculture Minister David Littleproud told 
The Australian Senator Rhiannon's European 
mission was" absolute insanity'.' 

According to the federal Environment 
Department only four species of kangaroo 
are approved for commercial harvest and 

export-the red, eastern grey, western grey 
and common wallaroo or euro-and none is 
listed as a threatened species. 

No adverse long-term impacts on kangaroo 
populations have been identified after more 
than 30 years of harvesting, a timeframe 
that includes several periods of severe 
drought 

The population of the harvested species 
in commercial harvest zones in 2016 was 
estimated at 472 million. 

While the facts are being hotly debated 
in Australia, overseas the documentary 
is being critically acclaimed rather than 
critically assessed. 

The New York Times said the film "exposes 
a wildlife massacre'.' 

It could Just as easily have focused on the 
sustainable use of wildlife but it did not 
Just more evidence of the culture war being 
waged by anti-hunting and animal rights 
extremist. 

As lawyer and ethics lecturer, Michael 
G. Sabbeth observed on the Hunters' 
Leadership Forum recently over a black bear 
hunting ban in part of Canada: 

"Given that anti-hunters are driven by 
emotion, narcissism, ignorance and a 
pathological passion to feel good about 
oneself, we have to cultivate different 
strategies. We will not win by merely 
sharing scientific data and advancing 
evidence-based decision making. I am 
compelled to conclude that the animal 
we really need to understand better is the 
human one.'' 



Trial of aerial 
shooting of sambar 
deer in the Victorian Alps 
Hunters are calling on the Government to ensure that any trial of aerial shooting is robustly and 
independently monitored and that results and findings are made publicly available without delay. 

Parks Victoria has indicated that the aerial 
culling of sambar deer will be trialed in the 
Victorian alps sometime in mid 2018 under 
the auspices of the Alpine National Park 
Deer Control Trial. 

The Australian Deer Association does 
not oppose aerial culling of wild deer 
where appropriate, however it does have 
serious reservations and submits that 
any cull should be subjected to stringent, 
transparent and independent oversight. 

Reporting on this proposed cull is unlikely 
to be delivered until 2020 given that it is 
being conducted under the umbrella of the 
Alpine National Park Deer Control Trial-The 
trial, which commenced in 2014 has been 
punctuated by scope creep, a lack of 
transparency and vague and ambiguous end 
dates. It now includes both the aerial culling 
trial and a dubious trial of G PS collaring 

of deer which were not considered at the 
commencement of the trial in 2014. 

The Victorian Government recently rejected 
the use of aerial culling for wild horses in 
the Victorian alps on the basis of "public 
perceptions'.' 

A cull of wild horses in New South Wales in 
2000 resulted in animal welfare outcomes 
so severe that the RSPCA laid animal 
cruelty charges against the New South 
Wales National Parks and Wildlife Service. 

Wild sambar deer are considerably more 
cryptic and have a more highly adapted 
survival instinct than feral horses. 

The original guiding document for the Alpine 
National Park Deer Control Trial also put 
great stock in animal welfare considerations: 

"The selection of control methods will be 
influenced by concerns for animal welfare 

(humaneness), non-target impacts, public 
safety, occupational health and safety, socio
political considerations, and by restrictions 
(legislative and practical) on applying some 
techniques." 

We are also concerned that the death count 
from an aerial culling trial will be used out of 
context by anti-hunting ideologues (such as 
the Invasive Species Council) to further their 
arguments against recreational hunting. 

It is critical that any trial of aerial culling is 
supervised by a truly independent observer 
who films all flights and provides open, 
robust reporting. 

Hunt; Feral Horses: Victoria drafts trapping 
strategy; abandons aerial shooting; The 
Weekly Times; December 27, 2017 

Brown, Herbert & Thomas; Alpine National 
Park Deer Control Trial-Proposal for 
Discussion; Parks Victoria; August 2014. 
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Where to next for the Greens? 
The Greens are venturing into promoting radical economic policy after a punishing few months, but CPI 
Strategic director and Field & Game Australia and Australian Deer Association adviser Rick Brown says it is 
too early to call it the desperate act of a party past its used by date. 

Much has been made of the Greens' future 
prospects following the Tasmanian and 
South Australian elections and a federal by
election in a Victorian seat, Batman. 

Half of Batman is comprised of state seat 
Northcote in which the Greens defeated 
Labor convincingly. 

In South Australia the Greens attracted 6.6 
per cent of the vote, down 25 per cent on 
their vote four years ago. 

In Tasmania their numbers in the 
25-member Legislative Assembly were 
reduced to two, down from five in 
2010-their worst result in 20 years and 
disastrous, particularly bearing in mind that 
Tasmania has a Senate-style voting system 
for its lower house. Over the latest two 
state elections support for the Greens has 
halved. 

In Batman there was a swing of 6.5 per 
cent to Labor, even though the Liberals 
did not nominate a candidate. Pundits 
and experts predicted an easy win for the 
Greens and during the campaign polls 
suggested the Greens had a lead of up to 
six per cent. 

On the back of these results some 
commentators are hailing the demise of the 
Greens. 

Clearly the results expose Greens' 
grandiose ambitions, such as winning 25 
seats in the House of Representatives, for 
what they are. Whether these results Justify 

writing the Greens off is another question. 

South Australia always has been a weak link 
for the Greens and Cori Bernardi's Australian 
Conservatives fared Just as poorly, losing 
their Upper House seeking re-election. 
Since the elections their other Upper House 
member has Joined the Liberals. 

For Nick Xenophon the results were 
disastrous. 

It seems that voters decided a 16-year
old government presiding over crises and 
scandals had to go and, to some degree, 
minor parties were collateral damage. 

The trend in Tasmania looks more significant. 
Nevertheless, it is unclear whether the 
Greens' poor showing was influenced by 
one-off factors such as whether, and if so 
to what extent, Labor's policy to ban poker 
machines drowned out other issues, other 
than economic issues. 

Then there is the retirement of two Green 
members after one term and the impact 
that had on the result, if any. 

More significant is the question as to 
whether the Greens' decision years ago to 
broaden its appeal by becoming a human 
rights party as well as an environment party 
has deprived the Greens of a distinctive 
brand and backfired. 

Their leader Cassy O'Connor might be 
well-regarded around Hobart's Salamanca 
Place, but does she have the credibility 

of Bob Brown or Christine Milne, genuine 
environment warriors 7 

This is a question with implications for the 
Greens' federal leader, Richard di Natalie. 

As for Batman, local factors played a critical 
role. Retiring member David Feeney was a 
poor fit for the electorate. However, Labor's 
candidate Ged Kearney was an ideal fit. 

Internal divisions between the Greens' 
candidate Alex Bhathal and some local 
Green leaders, including Green councillors 
was critical. Some Greens actively 
campaigned against Ms Bhathal, as 
demonstrated by the leaking of a 100-
page dossier to The Age, which eventually 
published the story. 

The Greens were in trouble from the 
moment the story was published. Local 
divisions manifested themselves in practical 
ways, such as a significant reduction in the 
number of signs placed in houses. 

Even had the Greens been united, the result 
in Batman was always going to be closer 
than the result in the Northcote by-election. 
The internal divisions put the outcome 
beyond doubt. 

The results of the latest three elections 
certainly have dented the Greens' belief in 
the inevitably of their progress. However, 
it would be premature to assume the 
Greens have passed their peak and are on a 
downward traJectory. 



Positive impact 
from charity hunt 
In Western Australia the Red Card hunt raises money for charity while 
helping to suppress feral populations ofrabbits, foxes, pigs and cats. 

The pest control hunts occur during the dark 
moon in February and March and only take 
place where there is a local volunteer co
ordinator to organise and supervise. 

For many years Stockbrands, a local 
agricultural supply company, donated $5 for 
every fox and cat culled state-wide to the 
Royal Flying Doctor Service. 

Last year the sponsorship was taken over 
by the Sporting Shooters Association of 
Australia (WA) and Rural Men's' Health 
became the main beneficiary because the 
RFDS was concerned about the impact of 
being associated with hunting. 

For the past two years farmer, Jim Bagshaw, 
has raised a large amount of money from 
locals for prostate cancer research. Jim 
asks people to commit to a certain amount 
per fox and the total raised this year was in 
the region of $12000. 

All teams fill in an entry form and pay a $10 
fee, which also went to went to prostate 
cancer research. 

The shoot at Boyup Brook, an agricultural 
area in the south-west of Western Australia, 
269 kilometres from Perth, has been 
running since 2013 and continues to grow, 
enabling the hunters to cover more land. 

The aim is to get as many people involved 
as possible by getting more locals on board 
and attracting hunters from the city. 

The Boyup Brook locals have always been 
enthusiastic participants and many farmers 
have friends from out of town who take 
part. 

"It's been quite a slow process to get to 
where we are now and we use a range of 
methods to win the trust of the landholders," 
co-ordinator Erlanda Deas said. 

"The most time consuming part of it is many 
phone calls to farmers in the weeks leading 
up to the shoot. We contact farmers that 
wouldn't normally take part and offer them 
a team who do the spotlighting, gates and 
hunting under the farmers supervision. 

This way the farmer has control and can 

ensure shots are taken in a safe direction." 

Matching experienced shooters to new 
properties has also worked well. 

"Our end goal is building relationships 
between city and country folk and we find 
that the hunters are welcome to return to 
help out with feral animals through the year." 

Hunters need ADA, FGA or SSAA 
membership for insurance purposes. 

The February hunts ended with a record of 
701 foxes, 186 rabbits, five feral pigs and 18 
feral cats. 

200 people were involved including 151 
hunters, a third of whom came from 
outside the region. 

"We are thankful to be a part of such a great 
community effort," Erlanda Deas said. 

"There are huge benefits to everyone 
involved and it's all voluntary- the sheep 
farmers appreciate it, native wildlife gets 
a much needed break from predation, 
friendships are made and we raise a good 
deal of money for charity." 



GMA report selective and flawed 
A great deal has been made of the Pegasus Economics report on the compliance and 
enforcement function of the Victorian Game Management Authority. 

Anti-hunting activists have seized upon it 
as evidence of a lawless and inadequate 
regulation and enforcement but the antidote 
to this poisonous finding occurred on the 
opening weekend in Victoria. 

The hunting regulations (including new 
start times and retrieval and harvesting 
regulations) saw an increased and effective 
enforcement effort and almost universal 
compliance. 

Education played a critical role, with 
enforcement staff visiting hunters' camps 
and hunters themselves ensuring those 
around them understood and complied with 
the new regulations. 

No doubt, many hunters angered by the 
report's main claim that: "While many 
hunters are responsible and respect the 
game hunting laws, non-compliance with 
the game hunting laws is commonplace 
and widespread ... " were determined to 
disprove this sweeping statement. 

So how did Pegasus Economics arrive at 
this conclusion 7 

The evidence is scant and in a legal 
vernacular of a criminal case, entirely 
ci rcu msta ntia I. 

After the opening weekend of the 2017 
Duck Season and the well-publicised failings 
that occurred at Koorangie State Game 
Reserve, the G MA sought particular advice 
on: 

• the relevance and appropriateness of 
GMJXs compliance and enforcement 
policy; 

• the effectiveness of GMJXs compliance 
and enforcement regime and activities; 
and 

• a comparative analysis of resource 
requirements against other Victorian 
regulatory bodies and other Jurisdictions' 
game management regulators. 

Analysis included desktop research, formal 
and informal interviews, discussions and 
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focus groups. 

Field & Game Australia, the Australian Deer 
Association and SSAA (Vic) were engaged 
but so too were Animals Australia, RSPCA 
CADS and the vocal but unrepresentative 
Regional Victorians Opposed to Duck 
Shooting. 

The investigation started with a narrative 
describing what occurred at Koorangie on 
the opening weekend of 2017, and earlier at 
Box Flat in 2013, as bad and that the GMA 
was part of the problem. 

Evidence supporting that narrative was 
adopted in the report, but differing views 
were not. 

Both FGA and ADA were present at 
Koorangie and gave first person accounts, 
however, the report chooses to use a 
quote from a newspaper article given by 
a representative of another organisation 
who was hundreds of kilometres away. 
It supported the narrative that the G MA 
incorrectly focused on protester activity 
rather than on enforcing the game laws. 

The report does not reflect the difficult 
environment presented by the mix of 
hunters, protesters and the firearms and the 
often aggressive interference with hunters 
conducting a legal activity. The safeguarding 
of human life and the maintenance of public 
order surely takes precedence over the 
enforcement of game regulations. 

Protection of its citizens is the first order of 
any government. 

The report relies on anecdotal evidence, 
examples of boastful Facebook posts and 
comments from organisations (including 
anti-hunting activists) to advance the 
suggestion that "unsanctioned non
compliance with the hunting laws is 
commonplace and widespread'.' 

This view has been repeated ad nauseam 
by anti-hunting groups but its presence in a 
report does not make it true. 

Fisheries Officers conducted more than 

4 7 900 inspections during the period 
between July 1, 2016 and June 30, 2017 
resulting in 60 prosecutions. 

Recreational fishing accounted for 46 593 
inspections and 4254 of those detected 
offenders (8.8 per cent of inspections) 
although serious offences resulting in 
prosecutions were Just 0.8 per cent. 

The GMA does not record the number 
of inspections so no comparable figure 
is available, however, the number of 
prosecutions in the same 2016-17 period 
was Just six from 26 planned compliance 
operations. 

Greater enforcement logically leads to 
detection of more offences. 

In 2015-16 the GMA conducted 51 
planned operations (nearly double) and 
issued 26 court proceedings but far fewer 
infringement notices. 

For hunting or fishing the number of 
prosecutions is a tiny fraction, especially 
when you factor in raw number of 
participants and the frequency of their 
active participation. 

Regulators of hunting and fishing are reliant 
on high levels of self-enforcement backed 
by education and licencing that reinforces 
the rules and encourages compliance. 

The vast maJority of hunters do comply 
with the law and are supportive of well
resourced enforcement activities that target 
the minority who do not. 

The report notes the G MA is in a difficult 
position of regulating an activity highly 
regarded by participants but opposed 
on moral and ethical grounds by other 
stakeholders, therefore it can't be indifferent 
or inactive. 

However, that pressure should not allow 
opponents to get away with the implication 
that hunting can't continue because 
enforcement officers are unable to monitor 
100 per cent of the activity, no regulatory 
system has complete oversight. >> 



>> 

The Pegasus Economics report makes one 
other significant claim that anti-hunting 
organisations are promoting; that as a small 
statutory body, the G MA is vulnerable to 
capture by the interests it is seeking to 
regulate. 

The new regulations imposed on duck 
hunters in 2018, including the unpopular late 
opening times and the initially unworkable 
interpretation of retrieving regulations, is 

ample evidence that hunting interests have 
not 'captured' the regulator. 

Add the exclusion of the blue-winged 
shoveler from the bag, and wetland 
closures, due to the presence of a single 
bittern, and the capture theory unravels. 

Those two damaging claims aside, the 
Pegasus report does have many good 
points. It outlines in detail many of the 
same organisational, regulatory and capacity 

issues that FGA and ADA raised prior to the 

2018 Duck Season. 

The problems with the GMA are not the 

fault of the Andrews government but it 

does have the capacity to deliver a stronger, 

more effective GMA, which all hunters 

would welcome. From the beginning the 

GMJXs scope has been far too limited and 

it's resourcing has been far too constrained. 

Hunters are calling on the Government to announce that the trial has been successful and that balloted 
hunting will continue as soon as is practicable after the commencement of the 2018 ballot period concludes 
on June 1. 

On August 22, 2017, the Victorian 
Government announced a two-year trial of 
balloted hog deer hunting on Snake Island 
in Corner Inlet. 

The ballot is administered by the Blond 
Bay Hog Deer Advisory Group using the 
successful model that has operated at the 
Blond Bay State Game Reserve and on the 
Boole Poole Peninsula for 29 years. Ballot 
entries are set at $15 per hunter, are limited 
to one entry per hunter and are open for 
entry between August and November every 
year. 

The ballot is drawn at a public event in 
December every year. 

The Australian Deer Association conducts 
two education weekends for hunters drawn 
in the ballots in January every year. 

The trial allows for eight hunters at a time to 
access hunt on the island over seven four 
and a half day periods between February 
and June which are staggered to avoid long 

weekends and school holidays. 

The island remains open to the general 
public during the hunting period. 

Hog deer are the most intensively managed 
of all of Victoria's game animal species. 
Outside of balloted hunting opportunities 
there is a one month (April) open season 
with a bag limit of one male and one female 
deer per hunter. 

All deer harvested are required to be 
'tagged' and presented to a checking 
station where a range of biological and 
morphological data is taken. 

As per the usual (April) mainland season, 
ballot hunters are issued with tags to allow 
them to take one male and one female deer. 

In 2017, 53 hunters hunted their allocated 
periods on their allocated period on Snake 
Island (from a possible 56 positions). 35 
hunters were successful (i.e. took at least 
one deer) and 40 deer in total were taken 
(31 males, nine females). 

By contrast the total harvest for mainland 
hunters during the April season has varied 
over the past 20 years between 38 and 138 
animals. Balloted hunting on Snake Island 
affords a significantly increased opportunity 
for hog deer hunters. 

A review of the 2017 ballot period found that 
there were no negative impacts for the local 
community around Port Welsh pool and a 
minor uplift in economic activity. 

In May this year the Victorian government 
announced that it had accepted and fully 
funded the Australian Deer Associations 
proposal for a $200 000 research project 
into hog deer distribution and data. This 
project will help to ensure that hunting 
is sustainable both on Snake Island and 
throughout hog deer range. More on 
this research in the next Conservation & 
Hunting. 

Fears about detrimental impacts on public 
safety, visitor amenity and sustainability 
were all shown to have been unfounded. 
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JOIN AUSTRALIA'S MOST SURPRISING CONSERVATIONISTS 

OUR MISSION: 
"To be the most effective organisation in the promotion of hunting, recreational shooting 
and habitat conservation. " 

The respected voice of FGA and its members is heard 
throughout the country. Strength is found in numbers 
- do you belong to Australia's strongest and most 
successful shooting association? 

WHO'S PROTECTING THE FUTURE 
FOR YOUR FIREARMS LICENCE? 
Firearm sports in Australia must have: 
• Respected representation 
• A knowledgeable and unified voice 
• All party support and acceptance 
• Consistency in media messages 
• New opportunities to shoot 
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of conduct 
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