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9th July 2015

s '0/1/1Ms Samantha Parsons ' 1/2j, ,,
Select Committee into the Operations of The Royal Society forthe Prevention ;, uelty to
Animals Western Australia (Inc) %

GPO Box All

Perth WA 6837
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Dear Ms Parsons

The Australian Deer Association welcomes the Committees examination of the RSPCA and I
attach the Association's submission.
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Should the Committee hold hearings we would appreciate the opportunity to participate.

Yours Sincerely

Jeff Stuart

President

Australian Deer Association (WA)
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The Australian Deer Association (ADA) is a national organisation representing the
interests of deer hunters in Australia. Established since 1969, the association is
active in every State and Territory of Australia.

Since the Association's formation we have watched the transformation of the RSPCA

from an animal welfare organisation into an animal rights organisation.

We believe that this transformation is attributable primarily to two developments.
One is the emergence of radical animal liberation organisations such as PEFA,
Animals Australia, Animals Liberation Western Australia, Voiceless and Humane
Society International. As the RSPCA has competed with these organisations for
support and resources, it has become more radical.

The second is the change in the focus, aspirations and objectives of the RSPCA's
leaders compared with those of the organisation's leaders when its Royal charter
and privileged legal position was bestowed on it.

The implications of this transformation are profound. The RSPCA's new,
ideologicalIy-driven animal rights culture is perilasive and systemic. It is not limited
to one region or even Australia. It has penetrated the home of the RSPCA-the
United Kingdom-where the consequences for both animals and their owners and the
taxpayer are better publicised and more widely understood as evidenced by the
decline in public support for the RSPCA in recent times.

This transformation raises two issues. One is whether it is appropriate for the RSPCA
to retain its privileged position given it is now an animal rights organisation rather
than an animal welfare organisation.

The conflicts that the RSPCA has between its law enforcement role, its commercial
activities and its role as an animal rights organisation are such that it should not
retain the unique and privileged position conferred on it by the State.

The RSPCA also has responsibility for education as reflected by the key component
of its annual grant from the Western Australian government'.

There should be an expectation tied to that funding that the RSPCA focus on
delivering messages and programs to further improve the standards of animal
welfare and to use its prosecutorial powers as an instrument of last resort.
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The RSPCA has two types of powers. Statutory powers and the powers granted by
its social license.

By virtue of Royal warrant its privileged position afforded by government sanction,
the RSPCA has a position in society which is unrivalled by any other not-for-profit
organisation.

Governments and the general public place a great deal of trust in the advice and
opinions of the RSPCA due to its status as a public institution.

The ADA believes that the evolution of the RPSCA from an animal welfare

organisation into an animal rights organisation has generated a conflict of interest, a
manifestation of which is its injudicious and irresponsible exploitation of its privileged
position.

In some cases this conflict of interest is exacerbated by commercial considerations.

The RSPCA's abuse of its position is not limited to one state. Nor is it limited to
Australia.

THE ADA believes that the RSPCAs conflict of interest is so fundamental that

responsibility for the enforcement of the Animal Welfare Act 2002 should be limited
solely to relevant government authorities.

Graziers

Australian

Association

RSPCA's conflicts of interest

,

\

14ctorl^

Following a David and Goliath battle, in May two Victorian cattle breeders James
Holdsworth and Heather Ellison were awarded $1.45 million damages againstthe
RSPCA. Presumably the breeders also will be awarded legal costs. While, unlike the
RSPCA, Mr. Holdsworth and Mrs. Ellison could not afford a Q. C. or a national legal
firm, the costs would be substantial given the case dragged on for 11 years and, to
quote the judge, was'extremely vexed andre/endesslycontested:"

The judge said that'at times, some 1:55ues were contested amiostto the pointofthe
absurd'(ibid)

One issue that the judge may have had in mind when making this statement was the
attempt by the RSPCA, after alithe witnesses had given evidence and at whatthe
judge described as the *59" minute of the 11th hou/"'to argue that it was riot
responsible for the actions of its inspectors. The judge gave this manoeuvre short
shrift.

Nevertheless the RSPCA's position is disturbing.

The RSPCA has a privileged position. It is a private organization exercising legal
powers conferred by parliaments, including the Western Australian parliament.

The idea that it is not responsible for the consequences of its employees' exercising
these powers is one which oughtto be of great concern to governments and the
community generally.
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The breeders' story began in February 2003 during the latest drought when
they moved about 480 cattle from Corowa in New South Wales to agistthem at
Framlingham in western Victoria.

Three months later, without consulting the breeders or informing the Kirrae-
Whurrong Aboriginal Corporation, the owners of Framlingham Forest of their
intentions, two RSPCA inspectors oversaw the killing of 131 pure bred Murray Grey
cattle including four bulls and breeding cows.

The senior inspector, Jason Nicholls, claimed that the cattle were emaciated and
that, because he did not know who owned them, he had to killthem all, even
though he had arranged to meet Mr. Holdsworth the day after he oversaw this
slaughter and had spoken to him at length days before.

Various witnesses, including workers at the abattoir to which the slaughtered
animals were taken, said that the condition of the cattle did riot warrant their being
killed and the judge did not acceptthat Mr. Nicholls did not know who the owner
was.
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He said that the 'whole operation conducted by NIChoffs on behair'of(the
RSPCA)... seemstohavebeen conductedw/th whatcouki'be descrtoedas/hdecent
hastd. (Ho^swo/th andEff/5'0n vRSPG4 2014 VCC 1186 (8'' August, 2014)
In 2005 the RSPCA prosecuted the breeders for breaches of the Prevention of
Cruelty to Animals'Adjn the Ballarat Magistrates Court. The magistrate dismissed
the charges.

South AUStr'aira

While this may be the firsttime that the RSPCA will be forced to pay for its abuse of
its privileged position, Mr. HoldsworLh and Mrs. Ellison are riot the only graziers to
have incurred the wrath of the RSPCA for theirtreatment of cattle during a drought.

In 2009 the RSPCA laid more than 100 charges of animal cruelty against Thomas
Brinkworth, his wife Patricia and members of their staff after inspecting 12
properties in 2007.

The RSPCA said that this was one of the worst cases of animal mistreatment in

South Australia's history.

In early 2010, just before the case was scheduled to proceed the RSPCA dropped all
charges. It turned out that an RSPCA employee had forged a signature on a critical
document.

The result was that Mr. Brinkworth sought to recover full costs from the RSPCA. The
claim was settled on a confidential basis.

Jumpsracin9

While the RSPCA was arguing with Mr. Brinkworth over legal costs, in Victoria it was
charging Andrew Duff, a barrier stall worker at Warmambool with animal cruelty for
removing a horse injured in the first lap of a jumps race to prevent the risk of
further accidents when the remaining horses raced around the track forthe second
lap.
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If found guilty, Mr. Duff faced the possibility of up to 12 months jail or a $14,000
fine and banishment from working with animals for 10 years. The RSPCA did riot
charge Racing Victoria or the Warmambool Racing Club.

The opinion of Professor Paul MCGreew, a veterinary ethologist at the University of
Sydney and well-known anti-racing campaigner upon which the RSPCA relied, was
dismissed by three leading equine veterinarians.

According to journalist Patrick Barley, who won a media award for a story aboutthis
affair, 'theyb/^stedthe RSPG4^'prosecution br/t?fas curlbus, obsessive, lackfr79
serious/7rsthandexper/ence of handffn9injuredordis'tressedho/ses, anda
philosophical orpofftica/ intrusion. ""

Two years later the RSPCA dropped the case, thereby avoiding the possibility of
being required to pay Mr. Duff's legal costs, including the cost of the senior barnster
he had to engage.

The RSPCA did not apologise for the pain and suffering it inflicted on Mr. Duff or for
his face's being plastered over hundreds of anti-jumps posters that lined the entry
gates to major Spring Carnival race meetings.

Journalists Patrick Barley and Jared Lynch describes the RSPCA as 'a 10n9 time anti-
jumps crusade/.' It is this ideological comment and the observation of the three vets
about 'philosophical or political intrusion' which provides an example of why the use
of a conflict of interest within the RSPCA is riot an academic matter.

Zoo

In the same yearthe RSPCA raided the Waterways Wildlife Park in Gunnedah and
removed several koalas.

The raid, which led to an inquiry by the NSW Legislative Council, was accompanied
by a Channel 7 television crew. While Channel 7 knew about the raid, neither the
owner nor the local vet did.

The RSPCA did not show anyone the koalas they removed for weeks and the raid led
for a callforthe NSW Government to remove these powers from the RSPCA.
Farmers'

This call was echoed by NSW Farmers at its annual conference last year. James
Jackson, chair of the Association's sheep meat committee, said that'the time has
come forthe Department of Primary/ridustr'/esandtheState 90vernmentto take up
the role because It!s' a d/v/:5'1Ve 1:55ue and the RSPG4 has tostcredfo///ty;'
WesternAustraffa

In a written submission' to the WA Parliament's recent Inquiry into the potential
environmental contribution of recreational hunting systems the RSPCA made a
number of assertions about hunting and deer hunting which were unreferenced,
unquantified and which are demonstrably false. For example the RSPCA said that
"opening pub"clands"p to recreationalhunters will cause unnecessary
suffering to manya"mats, impair", e effectivenessofcoord", ateda"d
plannedpestma"ageme"tprograms;, and/eopard^s'ethesa, i^tya"d
enjoyment of^, eseplaces^, rti, erestofthecomm""I'llmL"
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The truth is that hunters (either recreational or otherwise) are governed by strict
animal welfare regulations, specifically the Animal Welfare Act".

However, statements such as these raise more fundamental issues than accuracy
and dealing with facts. Arguments about the effectiveness of pest management
programs, public safety and public amenity extend well beyond torture, mutilation,
malicious beating or wounding, abuse, torment, or ill-treatment of animals. '

These assertions provide another example of the transformation of the RSPCA from
an organisation driven by a commitment to animal welfare to an ideologicalIy
motivated organisation. There is also the conflict of interest the RSPCA has between
its ideologicalIy-driven agenda and its obligation to prevent cruelty.

It is clear from the statement quoted above prefers the poisoning of animals to
shooting them. Yet, it does riot require much imagination to recognise that shooting
animals is riot only more humane than poisoning them, but also more discriminate.
The New South Wales government's vertebrate pest research unit has determined
ground shooting to be relatively more humane than alternatives such as trapping
and poisoning"'.

The RSPCA's holding itself out as an expert on community safety on public land is an
example of the extent to which the organisation finds itself out of its depth as it
moves further down an ideologicalIy-driven path. In 2010 the Victorian Institute of
Forensic Medicine prepared a repore"' on hunting related fatalities which
contextualises the safety of hunting with that of other active sports - The report
found that people were almost fifty times more likely to become the victim of a
fatality as a result of water sports such as fishing and snorkelling than due to
hunting.

'Hunters@, tendon@twa"ttored"cepest""inbets, asIn the submission the RSPCA also said;
they wantt@ensuretheyhavea"finatstosh@@tin theft, t", e. Pesta"finalmanagement programsta, !getall

animals(including fomalesa"dy@""g) whereash""te, :sw"lofte"target/argetrophyma/esa"d/eavebehind

fomalesa", 4/@ryou"gt@maintain as"stainab/eha, vest, brtheft, t"re. XIIi"
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The effectiveness of hunting as a pest control measure would not be a matter for an
organisation focused on animal welfare. It is not surprising that the RSPCA is
ignorant aboutthe need for shooters as part of comprehensive game and pest
management programmes.

A Federal parliament inquiry into the impact on agriculture of pest animals
reported, ,w

'Despite the w/despreaduse of ball'/h9 and/tencin9, shootir79 15'5ti\an important
partofmanypr09rams fordeafrh9 w/thpestaninia/5', particubrly1;71:ge animalssuch
asd09s, p^i's, donkeys, camels'and90atS, andnativespec/t'ssuch aspossumsand
kan9aroos"'Huntin9 origaniS'attonshave a/5'0 made importantcontr'butions topest
an/ina/controlefi'orts in particularre9/Ons. Forexamp/e Wcto/ian hunters from FGA
particj!7atedfr7 a foxboun^/trfta/that destroyed more than 198,000 foxes millstover
twelve months'; and
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an inquiry by the New South Wales parliament into the management of public land
in that state found that '!In add^fron to bat^9pr09rams for wildd09s pi:i'sand
otherbnd-based forat animals', shoatin9, either 910undbasedoraeria4 can be part
of/^?/a/animal controlstrate9/es. ""and "777e NS, VGovernmentin/buned the
Committee that. .. ffcence ho^e/sare a\'owed to remove9ame and fora/animals'
from declared State forests. file NS, VGovernmentput/b/ward the view that in
State forests, this' he40s to 'exertdownwardpressure on fora/animal populattons:"
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The RSPCA also purported to divine the mindset of hunters. Hunters do acceptthe
need for game and pest management. Whatthey do not support is game
extermination, a consequence of classifying an animal as a pest. One would have
thought that an animal welfare organisation would support that view.
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ACT

In June 2013 the RSPCA's ACF CEO told a Legislative Assembly estimates hearing
that rabbit eradication at the site would occur in the most humane way possible. 'We
would cover rabbitvvarrens with traps, we wouki'9etrabb/ts' outofthefr' warrensand
into the traps and we would humanely'euthan/s'e them, ""

However, on the 28'' August the RSPCA filled five rabbit holes with concrete slurry.
The RSPCA denied that they would use this as a method to eradicate rabbits and
denied that there was a chance of rabbits' starving or suffocating on a large scale.
However, Assistant Professor Amold from the University of Canberra said that where
'burrowsare blockec!./fthere are rabbits/hs/de they wMstarve to death"it and
United Voice which represents employees at the RSPCA raised the issue of slurrying,
citing concerns about animal welfare.

A question which this incident invites is whether an organisation should enjoy the
privileged, legal position the RSPCA enjoys if it invites the suggestion that it does not
apply the standards it seeks to enforce on everybody else.

\- ,

Coinmercb/acbV/ties

Coles is relying on the standing of the RSPCA, for which the RSPCA no doubt is well
reinunerated, to underpin its marketing strategy to sell only free range chickens and
free range eggs.

Yetthe RSPCA would know that increasing free range chicken and egg production
increases the risk of bird flu. Dr Peter Scott, a poultry veterinarian and senior
research fellow at the University of Melbourne, says that*there!s. no way to
coinmerc/^7\y vaccfr7ate a9ainstthis' "vhen Ithappens, It!s' irke vaccinat/n9 a9a/hstaff
the strands of the common cold-too inckyandtoo expensive. mu' There is already
evidence of the risk and price offree-range chicken farms. Mr. Joyce's comments
were in response to revelation in October 2013 that an egg farmer at Young in New
South Wales had to destroy 400,000 birds after an outbreak of avian influenza. The
taxpayer bore 80 per cent of the cost of dealing with the situation"".
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Ten days later the Department of Primary Industries announced a nearby farm had
become infected. It is thought the infection spread from free-range chickens on the
first farm.

However the RSPCA has nottold Coles' customers or taxpayers the risk they bare for
the promotion of farming practices it endorses for commercial or ideological reasons
orboth.

Victoria

The latest and most blatant example of the transformation of the RSPCA from an
animal welfare organisation into an animal rights organisation occurred during the
Victorian elections last year.

Animals Australia and the RSPCA funded a campaign attacking Labor Party
candidates because of the Labor Party's commitment to continuing duck seasons.
The campaign included a full page advertisement in the Saturday A9e. This partisan
intrusion in the election campaign on an issue unrelated to animal welfare primarily
benefited the Greens.

The Victorian Farmers Federation said that this alliance signals a new era in animal
adjvism. Animal welfare spokesman Brian Ahmed said that he believes 'it is part of a
bigger strategy to wearthe animals industry down.

Mr. Ahmed said the policy was driven by funding needs and Animals Australia's
success in attracting public donations. 'It is big business now and they are all
competing for the same dollar. "" It provides a major example of the extension to
which the RSPCA has lost its way and why it should be stripped of the privileged
legal position it holds.
United Kin9dom
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It is not only in Australia that there is increasing evidence of and consternation
about the RSCA's transformation into a radical, animal rights organisation.

In January, 2013 a debate erupted in the House of Commons with the revelation
that the RSPCA spent E326,000 prosecuting the Prime Minister's local hunt. Hunts
have been banned in the United Kingdom since 2004 but neither the Police northe
Crown Prosecution Service have prosecuted a hunt.

A former solicitor general, Sir Edward Garnier, said the prosecution costs were a
'misjuo!g'ement' and that there is a danger of the RSPCA's 'usin9 the weapon of the
state prosecution for poit^a/ campa4;i'ns. ' He said the RSPCA should investigate
animal welfare issues but that it should hand the evidence over to the
"dispassionate" Crown Prosecution Service""'.

A few months later the current Archbishop of Canterbury declined an invitation to be
a vice patron of the organisation.

Following the furore and amid a substantial decline in the level of financial support
for the RSPCA, the organisation commissioned Stephen Wooler, a former Crown
Prosecution Service investigator, to review the manner in which it discharges its
prosecution role, a review which the Attorney General had suggested might be a
good idea. The review assumed that the prosecution of animal welfare offences is an
integral component of the RSPCA's strategy for fulfilling its role.

\
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Mr. Wooler reported last September. He said that while the RSPCA had the power to
prosecute hunts, the organisation should leave that role to the Police and the Crown
Prosecution Service.

Days after Mr. Wooler provided his advice the RSPCA initiated legal proceedings
against the Cattistock 'trail' hunt, which is a hunt to find fox trails and riot foxes. The
RSPCA's case depended upon a video of a fox crossing a road and running across a
field in a similar direction to that taken by the dogs. The video was filmed by the
International Fund for Animal Welfare which knows the Cattistock hunt is a *trail'

hunt because it monitors the hunt. Eight months later the RSPCA dropped the case.

This fiasco is an example of why the RSPCA should leave prosecutions to the Police
and the Crown Prosecution Service. The International Fund for Animal Welfare did

not take the video to either of them. Instead it chanced its arm with the RSPCA,
which left itself open to the allegation, to use Sir Edward Garnier's words, that it was
*usin9 the weapon of diestateprosecution for poit^a/campa^;'ns. '
Mr. Wooler's review also echoed Sir Edward's observation when it observed that'the

Society's campaigning, commercial and de 1:7cto regulatory roles do not always sit
comfortably with the role of prosecutor"'''.
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The Review also drew attention to the significant difference in the fees the RSPCA
paid barristers and solicitors compared with the fees the Crown Prosecution Service
pays barristers for coinparable cases".

This RSPCA honey pot for selected barnsters and solicitors raises a number of
issues. One is the financial incentive for the lawyers to recommend prosecutions. A
second is the RSPCA's breach of the trust of its supporters.

The third is equally serious. The Wooler Review rioted that'the levelofc/aims for
costs by the RSPG4 has attracted comment from the seniorJt/d/c/;^Iyas we"'as legal
practitioners' who descr/bed the resultantpressure on deft?ridants top/ead9u/Ity-
espec^ffythose who do notquaff/^/br/e9a/aidano!. ff'acquitteo! may onlyrecover
costs on a Ie9a/aidbas/s', thus bein9 heavily outofpockef"rv. It could be speculated
that the RSPCA engages in a similar abuse of its financial position in Australia. For
example, in the prosecution of Mr. Holdsworth and Mrs. Ellison, the RSPCA engaged
an upmarket legal firm and a Senior Counsel. Mr. Holdswoith and Mr. Ellison hired a
two-partner legal firm and were represented by a junior barnster in a case which
dragged on for 11 years.

Mr. Wooler also concluded that'the proportion of cases where the consideration of
the pubffcfr7teresttest was flawed was too high'ro'. He had more than the
aggressive pursuit of hunts when he made this statement.

Since the debate in the House of Commons about the prosecution of the Prime
Minister's hunt, there have emerged extraordinary stories about abuses of the
RSPCA's powers. The tactics adopted by the RSPCA bear an eerie resemblance to
the approach adopted by the RSPCA in its raid on the Waterways Wildlife Park.
Cats

--.- .
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Richard Bymes and his wife Samantha suffered two years of trauma in May 2013, an
RSPCA inspector seized Richard and Samantha Bymes' 16-year-old cat, saying that
he was too thin and had matted fur. They were given no chance to appeal the
forced euthanasia despite the fact that the cat was in good health for his age.

In one conversation the inspector said;'/fyou two dont'author/5'e that the vetcan
euthanis'e C/aude then there is'the option of overridin9 that decis'/on where ICan9o
to thepoffce, who w/\authorts'e 11'1brme. you can also endup with a fine or
potential impris'oninent. Impris'oninentis' veryrare but because it^' bein9 dealt with
by ina9/s'trates'court that/s' an option. '

Following a last minute request by the RSPCA in Aprilthis year a post-mortem was
carried out. It revealed that, despite being underweight, the cat was in relatively
good health at the time of his death.

Last August, the Crown Prosecutor Service ruled that there was not enough evidence
to proceed and the case was dismissed""'.

At about the same time as the Bymes' ordeal began, Julie Nadian, a 48-yearold folk
singer with autism, incurred the wrath of the RSPCA when she rejected a vet's
opinion that her elderly cat Ziggy had to be put down. Two other vets supported Ms.
Nadian's view.

Nevertheless the Police broke down Ms. Nadian's door without a warrant in an

RSPCA raid and seized her three cats. The RSPCA prosecuted her for breaches of the
Animal Welfare Act. In March last yearthe Crown Prosecution Service prevented the
RSPCA from prosecuting Ms. Nadian for cruelty. The CPS allowed the RSPCA to
continue the prosecution of a fourth charge of failing to provide a suitable
environment for her pets""". Ms. Nadian was re-united with her cats ten months
after her ordeal began.

At least Ms. Nadian's story had a happy ending.

In 2011the RSPCA raided the property of Dean and Diane Webb, who bred and
showed cats, were raided and seized 33 cats and kittens from their property and
three ducks. The organisation obtained a court order enabling it to neuter and re-
home the animals while the Webbs were on bail awaiting trial.

The Webbs received death threats and were so harassed they left England. When
they returned after the conclusion of the trial, they did not go back to Derbyshire.

The RSPCA said that the animals *were in an appaffin9state. 7he//bas/t:' care needs
hadnotbeen metandhadnotbeen torsome time"""". However, when the trial
concluded in May, 2013, the magistrate cleared the Webbs of causing unnecessary
harm and suffering to the animals.

However their animals were riot returned.

Chffdren

It is riot only adults who have feltthe wrath of the RSPCA.

In 2011 the RSPCA prosecuted Tracey Johnson and her daughter Sophie, 16, for
leaving five cocker spaniel puppies in their back garden while they went shopping.
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In throwing out the case, Medway's District Judge Michael Kelly criticised the RSPCA
for putting Miss Johnson and her daughter Sophie, now 17, through their
unnecessary ordeal.

During a court hearing, he said:
'My viewto criniinaffse a mother anddau9hterin this way;. who in the previous
seven weekshadcaredproperly/brthesepupp/^?s, was wron9.
'777eir'(the RSPG4) actionsin this' case were draconf^n andcouki'have been dealt
with by a warnin9, 'toprosecute them was90in9 too I^?r.
'foprosecute a 16-year-okiin these circumstances was totoffy/happropr^te, . the
proceedin9sshouki'never have been brou9ht. She clearly had veryfftt/e involvement
with these animals'and was notresponsib/e for them. ''"xi

It is not the first time the RSPCA has tried to prosecute a child.

In 2008 a 15-year-old girl a 15-year-old girl noticed that the family cat's tail had
been badly injured, probably in a road accident, and asked her father whether it
should be taken to the vet. The father decided to wait a couple of days to see if it
healed. However someone saw the cat and reported it to the RSPCA.

The RSPCA prosecuted riot only the father but also the girl for failing to disobey her
father and take it to the vet on her own. The father pleaded guilty to neglect, but
the girl was acquitted butthe RSPCA appealing the decision as far as the High Court-
unsuccessfulIy"".
Birds

It is not only cats which are having to keep an eye out for ideological zealots in the
RSPCA.

In a submission to Mr. Wooler, the British Bird Council said:
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'/n the past webadre9ubrcontact with the RSPG4, however SIhce the time when the RSPG4 announced they were tata/ly

opposed to the captive keep/h9 andbreed/h9 o18r/hish birds, andtheybecome Ihcreas/h91yconcerned with br/h9/h9pr/'vate

prosecut/bnsa9a/hstav/Culturists, there^t/Onsh47 hasbeen stra/bedanda/most non-existent. ..

,

\

'/nprec/:s the RSPG4 arepursu/h9, for theirownpofrt^^8189enda, the persecution ofbwab^^/h9 av/Culturists 98inin9

confident/allhibrmat/bn from the Poffce that woufo'notbe ava/bore to anyother0/98n/:58trbn ormemberofthepubffc usIh9

theircons/derabfo financial back/h9 topu/suepr/Vateprosecut/Onsandabus/h9 theirstatus as a charity, 771eyhavesomehow

981hed/h17uence in the corridors of powers, probably because of thefrhi/ledresourcesof the PofrC'einpursu/h9such low

priority crime which they are quite happyto see the RSPG4 putsu/h9 851tsaves theirresources for other crime, 771eyhave

stepped overthe threshold with regards to theircharitab/estatusand/Ithey wish to contihue in this va/h then they should set

outthe//89enda clearly to theirdonors, be sir4ipedofthefr'charitable statusandabo be treated 858nyothermemberofthe

pubffcbythe Poffce andother90vernmentbod/es. xxxi'

From themside

In May this year""" a former President of the RSPCA WA, Eric Ball, wrote a scathing
report on the organisation. In the report Mr Ball described the RSPCA as '70stffand
raised serious concerns about the use of the RSPCA's extraordinary position in
society by its leaders '7t/s' my suspicion that the presentmana9ementofthe RSPCA
does notunde/standthatafffr7specto/safe appointees of the State andtrie State is'
ultimately accountable for their action":
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Mr Ball also wrote of the RSPCA's seemingly routine use of deception '^ mall
promotion to hundredsofpotentia/donors uses untrue inforrna^on andstatements'
aboutan a\'e9edtoca/prosecution des^;j^nedto appeal to the heart'strin9s of, V'A
recj!?/ents, but aprosecution which RSPG4 JP"A has neverunde/taken":

Mr. Ball's insight reinforces the view that the RSPCA should not continue to have the
privileged position conferred on it by the State.
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The RSPCA states its mission as:

"7:7 improve the Weir"are of Animals' throu9h leadershjo coffabora^on with
stakeholders andtheprov/5'10n ofquafftyse/vices'"""'.

The ADA submits that the RSPCA fails in its mission through its failure to engage
with the hunting community as key stakeholders. By acting antagonistically towards
the hunting community the RSPCA denies a large section of the community the
opportunity to engage with it on key animal welfare issues and, potentially, sacrifices
the opportunity to improve the welfare of animals in hunting.

The RSPCA is apparently organisationalIy conflicted by its increasingly divergent
roles as a responsible animal welfare body with extraordinary statutory powers and
its political role as an ideologicalIy driven animal rights organisation.
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It is unsustainable for an organisation to act as both a government funded regulator
and to spend money actively campaigning against government policies.

A key component of the RPSCA's annual grant from the Western Australian
government is education',*, N.

A University of Queensland study found that over forty-one percent of Australian
hunters have voluntarily participated in accredited hunter training""'.

Government should have an expectation tied to their funding that the RSPCA
positively engage with the Western Australian hunting community to deliver
messages and programs to further improve the standards of animal welfare in
hunting.

Instead of spending resources furthering animal welfare outcomes by positively
engaging with hunters, the RSPCA has spent more than ten thousand dollars"on' this
year alone on provocative print advertising aimed at maligning recreational hunting.

RSPCA'sfundin from the overriment
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