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Introduction 

 

We support the general idea of local governments taking the major role in 

management of invasive species because of the wide variation of environments and 

circumstances across the state. The concept of management at a local government 

and landowner basis allows flexibility to set objectives and strategies. For example a 

land owner or council can choose to eliminate or sustainably manage declared 

invasive species. Hunting and harvesting are tools that can be used to help reduce 

the population and spread of species. There is potential for offsetting land 

management costs by using volunteer or fee paying hunters. 

However close scrutiny of the Bill showed that, perhaps inadvertently, it effectively 

limits the ability of Councils and landowners to confidently utilize hunting and 

harvesting as management tools within their plans.  

 

 

Hunters taking Animals  

 

In the Biosecurity Bill 2013 (the Bill) there is not clear provision that parts of a 

category 3 dead animal can be distributed or disposed of.  For example, for a hunter 

to take meat, skin, antlers or tusks from the property it was taken from.  This is of 

fundamental importance to hunters. It may also impact on present and future game 

meat industries but this was not researched in this submission. 

 

The bill creates confusion whether parts of a dead animal are biosecurity matter. 

Chapter 1 (Preliminary) Part 4 (Interpretation) Section 15(a) provides that biosecurity 

matter is “a living thing, other than a human or part of a human….” However this 

seems to be contradicted firstly in the Schedule 5 Dictionary definition of “animal” 

which includes all animals, “whether live or dead...” Secondly Chapter 2 section 44 

(2) regulates dealing with “restricted matter that has been killed”. The regulation of 

dead animals seems to go beyond the bounds of the Bill established in section 15. 

Section 15(a) itself causes confusion whether a part of a thing can be considered as 

“living” for the purposes of the bill. The Schedule 5 Dictionary definition of “feral” 

mentions “living in a wild state” and provides no guidance in dealing with a feral 

animal after the point in time it is killed and no longer living. 
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The lack of certainty about the issue will have adverse outcomes. Landowners and 

managers, especially government land managers, may take a risk adverse approach 

and prohibit hunters or harvesters from taking the spoils of the activity. This lack of 

return for effort will discourage hunters, guides, clients, and harvesters being further 

involved with their recreational or business pursuits. The shoot-and-let-lie approach 

is seen as wasteful.  A side issue which demonstrates the peculiar outcomes relates 

to pest plants. It was reported that a council worker who felled a camphor laurel tree 

(Cinnamomum camphora) told a wood turner that he could not give any lumber to 

him because camphor laurel was a declared pest species.  

 

The lack of certainty may result in differing interpretations of legislation and policy 

intent by enforcement agencies and officers. It would be unfair for any hunter who 

was charged by an overzealous officer to incur the considerable legal expense of 

arguing the grey points in a court. The agency would also incur costs. Given that 

compliance issues are likely to arise in regional rural or remote areas far from 

George Street and involve government officers and citizens of various education and 

resources, it is important that the legislation is crystal clear how hunted material may 

be dealt with.  Only when this foundation stone is set can be confidence in building 

management and business plans. 

 

See Biosecurity Bill 2013 

 Definition of “animal” which includes both alive and dead animals. Page 509, 

16-17 

 Schedule 2 – Invasive Animals category 3 that includes rabbits, feral goats, 

pigs and deer, Page 431 

 Section 43 Distributing or disposing of category 3 restricted material. Page 59, 

Line 22  - Page 60 line 16 
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Rusa Deer Status 

 

In the Bill, all Rusa deer are category 3 whereas only feral Chital, feral Red and feral 

Fallow are. Under the Land Protection (Stock Route and Pest Management) Act 

2002 (LPA) all these four deer species were/are in the same Class 3 pest 

declaration.  DAFF have advised that a drafting error occurred and “Feral Rusa”, not 

“Rusa” were supposed to be category 3 invasive animals.  (Email DAFF C. Kerwick  

to R.Fitzsimon 18 December 2013) 

 

An unknown number of currently farmed Rusa will become unlawfully held if this is 

not remedied. 

 

See Biosecurity Bill 2013 Schedule 2 Part 2 Restricted Matter – Invasive Biosecurity 

Matter - Invasive Animals, page 431-432 

 

 

 

 

 

 

It is submitted that:  
 
The drafting error in Schedule 2 should be corrected by omitting “Rusa” and 
inserting “Feral Rusa”  
 

It is submitted that:  
 
The Bill be amended to categorically state that whole or parts of dead invasive 
mammal species are not biosecurity material (unless carrying or infested with 
other biosecurity material) and are not subject to restrictions on distribution or 
disposal. 
 
The Bill be amended to clarify whether embryo, eggs, ovum, semen or other 
genetic material or reproductive material within the carcass of a killed animal is 
biosecurity material. 
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Animal enclosures 

 

In relation to farming or keeping for another purpose:  The Bill uses the term “escape 

proof enclosure”.  This term “escape proof” is an absolute term which is unrealistic 

given the possibility of damage to any built structure from time to time. For example, 

by cyclone, flood, fire damage. 

 

See Biosecurity Bill 2013 Schedule - Definition of feral, line 5 page 517 

 

 

 

 

Weapons licencing. 
 

This issue is not directly related to the current provisions of the Bill but it may be 

opportune to consider it at this stage before there is any biosecurity emergency. 

 

The Weapons Regulation 1996 Part 2 Section 3 provides that the possession or use 

of a weapon under a licence is unlawful to the extent that a licence of another class 

is needed to authorise that possession or use. 

 

Many hunters hold a recreational licence and may therefore commit a weapons 

offence if using a firearm to carry out of these non-recreational activities: 

- Slaughter a livestock animal at the request of the owner 

- Euthanize an injured or diseased animal at the request of the owner 

- Euthanize an roadside injured animal  

- Kill a pest animal caught in a trap 

- Paid or unpaid feral animal control work 

- Paid or unpaid biosecurity emergency work. 

 

It is submitted that:  
 
For the definition feral – omit “escape proof enclosure”, insert “normally escape 
proof enclosure” 
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There is a general fear in becoming involved in these activities because even a 

single minor weapons offence would result in loss of licence for a minimum of 5 

years.  

 

Given that recreational shooting and primary production are closely related, i.e. 

dealing with animals in a rural setting, it would make sense to allow lawfully owned 

weapons to be used across recreational and primary purposes and for biosecurity 

and humane purposes. 
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It is submitted that:  
 
The AREC should consider available options to allow holders of Recreational and 
Primary Production class weapons licences be lawfully allowed to participate in 
biosecurity emergency work in case the need should ever arise. 
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