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         5/463 Gold Creek Road 

         Brookfield 

         4069 
DATE: 10/8/2015 

Mr Richard Chadwick 
General Manager of Adjudication 
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission 
GPO Box 3131 
CANBERRA ACT 2601 
C/- email address: adjudication@accc.gov.au 

Dear Mr Chadwick 

SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) NOTIFICATION APPLICATION NO: 
N98410 AS NOT BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST 

I refer to the above mentioned EA application and wish to strongly make the following submissions against the 
granting of Notification to EA which, if granted, would confer immunity on EA to engage in exclusive dealing third 
line forcing by permitting mandatory Hendra (Hev) vaccination to be prescribed at equestrian events. 

I wish to strongly state that having regard to the following reasons, I do not believe that mandatory HeV vaccination 
is in the public interest and that the likely benefit to the public from the notified conduct would not outweigh the 
likely detriment to the public resulting from EA engaging in the conduct.  

HeV vaccination product registration (on 4/8/15) registered label states that it cannot be guaranteed that the vaccine 
will not mask the Hendra virus symptoms and/or it cannot be guaranteed that a vaccinated horse may not pass on the 
virus anyway, in which case, what is the purpose of mandating vaccination without such certainties?  
- the low risks of Hendra being caught at an event (and the fact that it has never happened in the history of 
equestrian events ever) as opposed to the increasingly growing higher risks of a horse having an adverse reaction to 
the vaccine 
- The Government medicine licensing authority, the APVMA, itself states that mandatory HeV vaccination is not an 
APVMA requirement which supports the argument that if the Government licensing authority does not believe the 
HeV vaccine should be mandatory, it is inappropriate for a non-government private membership equestrian 
organisation such as EA to dictate that it should be and bind its members to such as a condition of participating in 
equine competitions 
- No Australian Government regulatory body has required or recommended mandatory HeV vaccination (e.g.: the 
Department of Primary Industries, Workplace Health and Safety etc) therefore it is inappropriate for a non-
government private membership equestrian organisation such as EA to dictate that it should be and bind its members 
to such as a condition of participating in equine competitions.  

On these grounds, I therefore strongly urge the ACCC to object to EA's Notification and prevent immunity for this 
form of exclusive dealing from being conferred on EA. 

Yours sincerely 

LEE-ANNE SAVIN. 

0412227244 ,  07 33744070,  alansavin@hotmail.com 
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From: Ann Game <a.game@unsw.edu.au>
Sent: Tuesday, 11 August 2015 10:07 AM
To: Adjudication
Subject: SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) NOTIFICATION 

APPLICATION NO: N98410 AS NOT BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST

Categories: Forwarded, Submission

 

 

Ann Game 

Emeritus Professor 

School of Social Sciences 

University of New South Wales 

Sydney NSW 2052 Australia 

blog: www.livinginrelation.com 

 

 
 

  

GPO Box 3131 
CANBERRA ACT 2601 
 
Dear Mr Chadwick 
RE: SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) EXCLUSIVE DEALING NOTIFICATION 
APPLICATION NO: N98410 AS NOT BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST 
 
With reference to the above EA application I wish to make the following submissions against the granting of 
Notification to EA which, if granted, would confer immunity on EA to engage in the exclusive dealing conduct of 
third line forcing by requiring mandatory Hendra (Hev) vaccination to be prescribed at equestrian events. 
 
I do not believe that mandatory Hendra vaccination is in the public interest and that the likely benefit to the public 
from the notified conduct would not outweigh the likely detriment to the public resulting from EA engaging in the 
conduct. My reasons for this are as follows; 
 
1. The risk of reaction for the HeV vaccine increases exponentially due to the requirement for boosters to be 
administered every six (6) months, as currently stipulated by the APVMA.  
2. There have never been any recorded incidences of transmission of Hendra virus from horse to human during 
normal day to day contact. The only documented human infections were found to have been as a result of bad 
hygiene and workplace health & safety practices whilst performing invasive procedures on infected horses. 
Please refer to the Redlands Report;http://www.vsb.qld.gov.au/rvc-investigation-report.pdf and the 
Ombudsman’s Report; http://www.ombudsman.qld.gov.au/.../Hendra_Virus_Report.... 
3. There have been no documented cases of horse to horse transmission of Hendra virus. The only case of 
multiple horses in the one area contracting Hendra, was the Redlands Clinic incident, and the spread of the 
disease was ascertained to have most likely been due to human intervention via the use of bad basic hygiene 
and uncleaned and un-sterilised equipment on multiple horses. 
4. EA seeks to usurp the right of the owner to decide what is in the best interests of their horses health. Do they 
believe they know my horses better than I or my Vet, to decide whether this vaccine is for them or not? 
5. EA is not a veterinary organisation and cannot perform “recommended” health assessments on horses prior to 
vaccination. 
6. EA does not have the ability to assess individual horses to ensure they fall within the acceptable criteria 
documented by the APVMA to ensure horses are suitable for vaccination. 
7. EA has not consulted with its members on its aforementioned application to ascertain their wishes. 
8. EA board members have previously been found to have vested interests in the AVA, EVA and Zoetis which 
were not in keeping with their elected positions, and sort to mandate vaccination for all EA events without 
consultation with their members whilst the vaccine was under a Minor Use Permit. 
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9. The ongoing costs associated with this vaccine would prevent many from being able to continue in the sport. 
10. The more common adverse reactions known to occur with the vaccine, leading to localised swelling and 
stiffness, lethargy and inappetence would leave many owners being unable to compete their horses at critical 
times thus unfairly eliminating them from events where they had a fair expectation of competing successfully. 
11. The more severe reactions that have been experienced can lead to long term severe and costly health 
issues and even death. This would be extremely detrimental to the owners who have invested considerable time, 
money and effort into their horses let alone the emotional impact on family members from the loss or damage to 
their beloved animals. 
12. Members of the horse community are currently experiencing incidences of veterinary practices refusing to 
treat unvaccinated horses. Should EA be permitted to mandate HeV vaccination at events, this could lead to 
more veterinary practices refusing treatment and thereby creating “welfare” issues for horses who cannot be 
vaccinated due to age or infirmity. 
13. The APVMA clearly states “The potential for a vaccinated horse to pass on the Hendra virus cannot be ruled 
out”, therefore enforcing mandatory vaccination has no justification as the same “exclusion” protocols still have to 
take place regardless of whether the horse is vaccinated or not. See APVMA;http://apvma.gov.au/node/12881. 

14. Department of primary industries have a workable and reasonable guideline to running events that does not 
require but ‘recommends’ vaccination as one of the last items on their list, but lists appropriate biosecurity 
measures that are achievable for all events.  Why does EA feel they can justify this action to Mandate this 
vaccine in the future? Is simple hand hygiene and education with a basic plan for every club to follow seem to 
hard?  This should be our first line of defence regardless of any transmissible disease. 

15. It should be my choice to vaccinate or not vaccinate my horses against a rare and highly fragile disease that 
still does not have a transmission vector that is proven.   

16. I have breeding stock that will not be vaccinated due to the unknown side effects of this vaccine as the 
effects have not been tested in the field. I will however wish to continue to compete on these horses and not be 
told I cannot. 

17. I have a high level dressage horse that has Cushings disease and my Vet has recommended not to 
vaccinate him.  How will I continue to compete him if EA are allowed to mandate this vaccine? 

18. There are no exemptions  at present to allow non -vaccinated horses or those with a reaction, to attend 
Hendra vaccinated events. Therefore this is anticompetitive activity at its finest.  

19. This immunity will allow EA to destroy the horse industry by imposing mandatory Hendra event 
policies.  Competitors are walking away from the sport in droves… this will finally be the nail in the coffin of the 
sport horse industry if it is allowed. 
 
In conclusion, to grant Notification to EA would severely jeopardise members of the horse owning public in their 
chosen sports and potentially their businesses where they are involved in professional horse sports and the 
breeding and selling of bloodstock. 
 
I respectfully ask that the application for Immunity be refused on the grounds that it is not in the best interest of 
members of the public. 

Please listen to the public and do not assist in the ruin of our sport, 
 
Yours sincerely, 

 
Email sent using Optus Webmail  
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From: Ann-maree <ann_mareebergan4@bigpond.com>
Sent: Tuesday, 11 August 2015 9:55 AM
To: Adjudication
Subject: Fwd: Submission AGAINST Equestrian Australia Exclusive Dealing Notification No: 

N98410 as NOT being in the Public Interest

Categories: Forwarded, Submission

 

> 11 August 2015 

>  

> Mr Richard Chadwick 

> General Manager of Adjudication 

> Australian Competition and Consumer Commission GPO Box 3131 CANBERRA  

> ACT 2601 

> C/- email address: adjudication@accc.gov.au 

>  

> Dear Mr Chadwick 

>  

> SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) NOTIFICATION APPLICATION  

> NO: N98410 AS NOT BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST 

>  

> I refer to the above mentioned EA application and wish to strongly make the following submissions against the 

granting of Notification to EA which, if granted, would confer immunity on EA to engage in exclusive dealing third 

line forcing by permitting mandatory Hendra (Hev) vaccination to be prescribed at equestrian events. 

>  

> I wish to strongly state that having regard to the following reasons, I do not believe that mandatory HeV 

vaccination is in the public interest and that the likely benefit to the public from the notified conduct would not 

outweigh the likely detriment to the public resulting from EA engaging in the conduct.  

>  

> 1.  I am unwilling to attend equine competitions if mandatory HeV vaccination is required as I am in an area that is 

of no risk at all of Hendra being caught.  I only travel 1 hour from my place of residence and I am still 12 hours from 

a Hendra hot spot area. 

>  

> 2.  vets are refusing to treat unvaccinated horses which conduct may  

> increase if immunity to third line forcing is granted 

>  

> 3.   HeV vaccination product registration (on 4/8/15) registered label states that it cannot be guaranteed that the 

vaccine will not mask the Hendra virus symptoms and/or it cannot be guaranteed that a vaccinated horse may not 

pass on the virus anyway, in which case, what is the purpose of mandating vaccination without such certainties?  

>  

> 4. the low risks of Hendra being caught at an event (and the fact that  

> it has never happened in the history of equestrian events ever) as  

> opposed to the increasingly growing higher risks of a horse having an  

> adverse reaction to the vaccine 

>  

> 5.  The Government medicine licensing authority, the APVMA, itself  

> states that mandatory HeV vaccination is not an APVMA requirement  

> which supports the argument that if the Government licensing authority  

> does not believe the HeV vaccine should be mandatory, it is  

> inappropriate for a non-government private membership equestrian  

> organisation such as EA to dictate that it should be and bind its  

> members to such as a condition of participating in equine competitions 
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>  

> 6.  No Australian Government regulatory body has required or recommended mandatory HeV vaccination (e.g.: 

the Department of Primary Industries, Workplace Health and Safety etc) therefore it is inappropriate for a non-

government private membership equestrian organisation such as EA to dictate that it should be and bind its 

members to such as a condition of participating in equine competitions. 

>  

> 7.   adverse reactions have been experienced to the vaccine, I am unwilling to subject my beloved horses to an 

unnecessary vaccine that may render them useless or cause them to die. 

>  

> On these grounds, I therefore strongly urge the ACCC to object to EA's Notification and prevent immunity for this 

form of exclusive dealing from being conferred on EA. 

>  

> Yours sincerely 

>  

> Ann-Maree Bergan 

> 1129 Freemantle Road 

> BATHURST  NSW 2795 

>  

> 0400374197 

>  

> ann_mareebergan4@bigpond.com 

>  

>  

>  

>  
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From: Bob & Sonja Hardy <rharshar@bigpond.net.au>
Sent: Tuesday, 11 August 2015 10:26 AM
To: Adjudication
Subject: SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) NOTIFICATION 

APPLICATION NO: N98410 AS NOT BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST

Categories: Forwarded, Submission

Mr Richard Chadwick 
General Manager of Adjudication 
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission 
GPO Box 3131 
CANBERRA ACT 2601 
C/- email address: adjudication@accc.gov.au 
 
Dear Mr Chadwick 
 
SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) NOTIFICATION APPLICATION 
NO: N98410 AS NOT BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST 
 
I refer to the above mentioned EA application and wish to make the following submission 
against the granting of Notification to EA which, if granted, would confer immunity on EA to 
engage in exclusive dealing third line forcing by permitting mandatory Hendra (Hev) 
vaccination to be prescribed at equestrian events. 
 
Having thoroughly researched vaccination in recent years, it has become clear to me that 
the science supporting this practice falls very short, and in many cases has been 
fraudulent.  There have also been reported conflicts of interest regarding several EA board 
members and their involvement with either Zoetis, AVA or EVA, so it is certainly 
inappropriate that they have any say in mandating vaccination. 
 
Should mandatory HeV vaccination be required, I will no longer be willing to attend equine 
competitions, because, as with many vaccines, there is a real risk of newly vaccinated 
horses shedding the virus.  In fact, the HeV vaccination product registration (on 4/8/15) 
registered label states that it cannot be guaranteed that the vaccine will not mask the 
Hendra virus symptoms and/or it cannot be guaranteed that a vaccinated horse may not 
pass on the virus. 
 
As with many vaccines, there is a real risk of serious harm to the horses.  Hendra virus 
infection is still rare, so mandating vaccination would likely do more harm than good. 

I do not believe that mandatory HeV vaccination is in the public interest and that the likely 
benefit to the public from the notified conduct would not outweigh the likely detriment to the 
public resulting from EA engaging in the conduct.  
 
I therefore strongly urge the ACCC to object to EA's Notification and prevent immunity for 
this form of exclusive dealing from being conferred on EA. 
 
Yours sincerely 
Sonja Hardy 
 
28 Doretta Street 
Shailer Park Q 4128 
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From: Caroline Payne <delamcon@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, 11 August 2015 12:15 PM
To: Adjudication
Subject: NOTIFICATION N98410

Categories: Forwarded, Submission

Dear Mr Chadwick 

 

SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) NOTIFICATION #N98410 AS NOT BEING IN THE PUBLIC 
INTEREST 

 

I wish to make the following submissions against the granting of Notification to EA which, if granted, would confer immunity on 
EA to engage in exclusive dealing third line forcing by permitting mandatory vaccination against the Hendra virus to be 
prescribed at equestrian events. 

Having regard to the following reasons, I do not believe that mandatory vaccination against the Hendra virus is in the public 
interest. 

•         Product registration for the vaccine, granted on 04 August 2015, requires that the registered label states that administration 
of the vaccine may mask the symptoms of Hendra virus infection. If this were to occur, a vaccinated, seemingly healthy horse 
might be taken to an equestrian event, but be shedding virus with the potential to infect others. It is unlikely that any responsible 
horse owner would take an obviously unhealthy horse to such an event. 

•         There has never been an occurrence of Hendra infection at any equestrian event, nor has there been an occurrence of horse to 
human transmission of the virus during normal day to day contact. From a risk management perspective, impact may be high, but 
the likelihood of occurrence is negligible. 

•         The few documented cases of human Hendra infection were the result of inappropriate workplace health and safety practices 
and poor hygiene when engaging in intimate contact with bodily fluids from infected and/or deceased horses. 

•         There have been no documented cases of horse to horse transmission. The only case of multiple horses in one area 
contracting Hendra was at the Redlands Clinic, and the spread of the disease on this occasion was ascertained to be most likely 
due to inappropriate human intervention, using uncleaned, non-sterile instruments. 

•         Multiple reports have been made of serious, sometimes fatal, conditions occurring in previously healthy horses after 
administration of the Hendra vaccine. 

•         The current vaccination protocol mandates 6 monthly boosters. This protocol has no scientific backing, and flies in the face 
of basic immunological knowledge and principles. It also significantly increases the risk of adverse reactions, including 
vaccinosis. 

•         I sincerely believe that the Hendra vaccine currently on the market has not undergone sufficient or rigorous safety testing, 
and that no horse owner should be forced to use it in order to attend equestrian events with their horse/s. 

Yours sincerely 

 

Caroline Payne 
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From: Caroline Thorpe <macsequestrian@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, 10 August 2015 2:38 PM
To: Adjudication
Subject: Equestrian Australia Limited - Notification - N98410

Categories: Forwarded, Submission

Dear Sir/Madam 

 

RE:  Equestrian Australia Limited  

 

(http://registers.accc.gov.au/content/index.phtml/itemId/1188332/fromItemId/776499) 

 

 

I have read today the proposal of EA to make it compulsory in certain circumstances to enforce that horses 

in certain parts of QLD & NSW have their horses Hendra vaccinated in order to be able to compete. 

 

The Hendra vaccine is still under research and many horses have had unpleasant side effects from the 

vaccine.  I do not believe it is for any organisation to enforce a vaccine that is still being researched and 

worked on (even though in recent days it has become a registered vaccine), or to make people make the 

choice to give up the love of competition rather than risk their horse having side effects.  My horse had 

minor side effects after his last vaccination and I will not be vaccinating again. 

 

A recent article from the EA said 80% of it's members were against a compulsory vaccination.  As members 

we have voting rights and if 80% of the members have voted against the vaccine being made compulsory 

how can they enforce this?  After all the federation only exists due to it's members. 

 

It is my understanding we are to write to your office with concerns regarding their proposal.  

 

I am an accredited EA Coach and many of my clients feel the same. 

 

I look forward to hearing from you regarding the above. 

 

Kind regards 

Caroline Thorpe  
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11
th

 August 2015 

Mr Richard Chadwick 

General Manager of Adjudication 

Australian Competition and Consumer Commission 

GPO Box 3131 

CANBERRA ACT 2601 

C/- email address: adjudication@accc.gov.au 

Dear Mr Chadwick 

RE: SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) EXCLUSIVE DEALING NOTIFICATION 

APPLICATION NO: N98410 AS NOT BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST 

 

With reference to the above EA application I wish to make the following submissions against the 

granting of Notification to EA which, if granted, would confer immunity on EA to engage in the 

exclusive dealing conduct of third line forcing by requiring mandatory Hendra (Hev) vaccination to 

be prescribed at equestrian events. 

 

I do not believe that mandatory Hendra vaccination is in the public interest. When the vaccine was 

initially released, the EA Board introduced mandatory vaccination without consultation with their 

members. They were forced to rescind this directive after significant adverse reactions were 

observed in members’ horses following vaccination and the following groundswell of opposition to 

mandatory vaccination. EA members were not advised of this Application until after it was made and 

the Application has now been presented to members in an untruthful light. 

 My reasons for this submission are as follows; 

 

1. The risk of reaction for the HeV vaccine increases exponentially due to the requirement for 

boosters to be administered every six (6) months, as currently stipulated by the APVMA. I 

have two horses that have experienced adverse reactions to the HeV vaccine which now 

leaves them unable to continue the vaccination program and would make them ineligible to 

compete in a proposed Hendra Mandatory event. 

2. There have never been any recorded incidences of transmission of Hendra virus from horse 

to human during normal day to day contact. The only documented human infections were 

found to have been as a result of bad hygiene and workplace health & safety practices whilst 

performing invasive procedures on infected horses. Please refer to the Redlands Report; 

http://www.vsb.qld.gov.au/rvc-investigation-report.pdf and the Ombudsman’s Report; 

http://www.ombudsman.qld.gov.au/Portals/0/docs/Publications/Inv_reports/Hendra/Hend

ra_Virus_Report_web_V1.pdf. 

3. There have been no documented cases of horse to horse transmission of Hendra virus. The 

only case of multiple horses in the one area contracting Hendra, was the Redlands Clinic 

incident, and the spread of the disease was ascertained to have most likely been due to 

human intervention via the use of uncleaned and un-sterilised equipment on multiple 

horses. 

4. EA seeks to usurp the right of the owner to decide what is in the best interests of their 

horses health. 

5. EA is not a veterinary organisation and cannot perform “recommended” health assessments 

on horses prior to vaccination. 

6. EA does not have the ability to assess individual horses to ensure they fall within the 

acceptable criteria documented by the APVMA to ensure horses are suitable for vaccination. 
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7. EA has not consulted with its members on its aforementioned application to ascertain their 

wishes. 

8. EA board members have previously been found to have vested interests in the AVA, EVA and 

Zoetis which were not in keeping with their elected positions, and sought to mandate 

vaccination for all EA events without consultation with their members whilst the vaccine was 

under a Minor Use Permit. 

9. The ongoing costs associated with this vaccine would prevent many from being able to 

continue in the sport. 

10. The more common adverse reactions known to occur with the vaccine, leading to localised 

swelling and stiffness, lethargy and inability to eat would leave many owners being unable to 

compete their horses at critical times thus unfairly eliminating them from events where they 

had a fair expectation of competing successfully. 

11. The more severe reactions that have been experienced can lead to long term severe and 

costly health issues and even death. This would be extremely detrimental to the owners who 

have invested considerable time, money and effort into their horses. As vaccination booster 

levels are increasing, so are the numbers of horses being reported as having extremely poor 

reactions, in particular ITP, an autoimmune disease causing paralysis and death. 

12. Members of the horse community are currently experiencing widespread incidences of 

veterinary practices refusing to treat unvaccinated horses. Should EA be permitted to 

mandate HeV vaccination at events, this could lead to more veterinary practices refusing 

treatment and thereby creating “welfare” issues for horses who cannot be vaccinated due to 

age or infirmity. 

13. The APVMA clearly states “The potential for a vaccinated horse to pass on the Hendra virus 

cannot be ruled out”, therefore enforcing mandatory vaccination has no justification as the 

same “exclusion” protocols still have to take place regardless of whether the horse is 

vaccinated or not. See APVMA; http://apvma.gov.au/node/12881. 

14. The risk to the public is not relevant as horse sporting events do not have numerous 

members of the public wandering around the competition horses due to the inherent 

dangers of unpredictable horses and the need to avoid accidents or injuries to either the 

member of the public or the horse. It’s a basic safety protocol that most organised events 

employ. 

 

In conclusion, to grant Notification to EA would severely jeopardise members of the horse owning 

public in their chosen sports and potentially their businesses where they are involved in professional 

horse sports and the breeding and selling of bloodstock. 

 

I respectfully ask that the application for Immunity be refused on the grounds that it is not in the 

best interest of members of the public.  

 

Yours sincerely 

 

Christiana de Chaeney 



 

1 

From: Chris de Chaeney <kadiia@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, 13 August 2015 4:18 PM
To: Adjudication
Subject: Suplimentary Submission against EA Application No N98410

Dear Mr Chadwick, 

  

I have previously made a submission against this application. 

  

I wish to add further thought on this matter, as follows; 

  

It should be clear to anyone reading the final Government reports into humans contracting Hendra virus 

(included in my previous submission), that the virus is extremely fragile and very difficult to contract. In 

fact the ONLY people EVER infected were engaged in unprotected, significant contact with internal bodily 

fluids of infected horses. It should be noted that not only was PPE not used but basic hygiene eg 

handwashing, cleaning of equipment, was not done. 

  

There is NO public health risk from unvaccinated horses. In fact the public is in greater danger of being 

squashed by a crashing plane than ever contracting Hendra. More deaths have occurred in the world over 

the past 20 years, on the ground from crashing planes, than have even contracted Hendra, let alone died 

from it. 

  

There is, however, an increasing risk to human health from the overvaccination of horses as further 

reporting of reactions is noting that the vaccine is altering the behaviour of a large (growing every day) 

number of horses. Previously quiet and trustworthy animals are showing signs of aggression and bad 

temper, spookiness (jumping at shadows etc) and are becoming difficult to handle and/or ride due to this 

behavioural change. This is particularly dangerous in childrens’ horses of course. Dr Matthew Walker BVSc 

has been collating an independent list of Hendra vaccine reactions, given that both Zoetis and the 

Veterinary profession have dismissed most reports as irrelevant, and has confirmed that a very high 

percentage of reactions include these dangerous symptoms. 

This is very definitely NOT in the public interest. 

  

Third Line forcing, which has been granted to EA already, needs to be rescinded.  

Hendra is not a public health risk, but the reactions to the vaccine are. 

  

Mandatory vaccination for an extremely rare, very difficult to catch virus, has caused health issues and 

death to horses, more than ever died from the virus itself. 

Many vets, jumping on to a money earner, are now refusing to attend to basic injuries and illnesses in 

horses if they are not vaccinated. This ‘practice” has already caused great suffering and death to 

horses.  Yet these vets remain happy to attend the horse to take blood for a Hendra exclusion test, which 

may take up to 5 days.  That is too late, particularly when use of PPE is sufficient protection. There have 

also been cases documented when a vet attends, gives the vaccine, then somehow considers himself safe 

from Hendra immediately.  Such is the uninformed, hysterical attitude to this very rare virus, but only since 

an expensive, vet only vaccine was pushed apon us untested. 

  

I urge you to reconsider the granting of the EA Application and to reverse your decision. 

There is no public health risk from unvaccinated horses. There is a considerable risk to handlers and riders 

from the adverse affects of this untested vaccine. 
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This application was to do with Power over others and Money. 

  

yours faithfully, 

  

  

Christiana de Chaeney 

0414 792 631 

kadiia@hotmail.com 
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From: Cook, Karen <Karen.Cook@ato.gov.au>
Sent: Tuesday, 11 August 2015 11:17 AM
To: Adjudication
Subject: Mandatory Hendra Vaccines [SEC=UNOFFICIAL]

Categories: Forwarded, Submission

Good Morning 

 

It has been reported the Government are considering making the Hendra Vaccine mandatory for all horse owners in 

Australia. 

I am the owner of two pleasure horses in Victoria. 

One horse is retired and moves between two properties located in the Macedon Ranges The other horse is my 

show/dressage horse...as yet to compete under saddle; however I do compete in led classes within Victoria 

 

With my second horse (Sam) he has received the Hendra booster/vaccine, with the first injection being 

approximately 2 years ago Since then he has received the boosters. 

With the first injection I noticed he had a sore neck for a period of 1-2 days and thought nothing of it When he 

received the booster injections the reaction each time was more severe The second he could not move his neck 

from side to side, had difficulty lifting his head and was lethargic This reaction lasted for approximately 4 days and 

the veterinarian who administered the vaccine was notified. 

I was advised to put him on bute for a few days, couldn't ride him and to leave him in his paddock The final booster 

was given earlier this year and his reaction was far worse. 

He was again unable to move his neck from side to side, lift his head, went off his feed, lethargic and very unwell 

Again I contacted the vet and was provided with the same advice. 

The last booster was given just prior to spring (August 2014) and as I could not stable him. 

I have no doubt leaving him in the paddock led to his contracting laminitis. 

The laminitis issues are a side effect of not being able to stable him and having to leave him out so he was not 

restricted in his movement. 

 

For the reasons above, given the reaction my horse had to the boosters I will not be continuing with it The pain and 

ongoing issues I face with a horse who is now on a very strict diet, is not worth the risk If had him vaccinated as I was 

hoping to compete at Sydney Royal. 

At the time the Sydney Show society were discussing it becoming mandatory for all competitors. 

Given the Hendra outbreaks have been northern NSW and QLD, I do not see at this time , a risk to Victorian horses. 

Bio-security measures can be increased to ensure horses from northern states, if competing down south, are stabled 

separately A passport be required to ensure all horses travelling have the vaccine, owners wishing to sell horses 

overseas face restrictions on their stock with Hendra vaccine (endurance horses). 

Will the racing industry be subject to the same requirement? 

 

I do not wish for this to be mandatory. 

There are a number of horses who have had severe reactions to the vaccine, such as mine, which are not reported 

to the vet (subsequent visits being the 'reported cases') And the cost factor. 

The boosters were to be 12 months however they have continued at 6 monthly. 

It is extremely costly to organise the vet for each visit, and the cost of the vaccine. 

Like many, my horses are a hobby and I am not a wealthy person. 

Mandating this requirement will see people unable/unwilling to pay this additional cost and horses being 

abandoned. 

 

I do hope the government reconsiders their stance and take into account the risk to horses who have had adverse 

reactions, the cost and location of horses. 

 

Regards 

Karen Cook 
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From: David Dick <davidjdick@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, 10 August 2015 7:48 PM
To: Adjudication
Subject: SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) NOTIFICATION 

APPLICATION NO: N98410 AS NOT BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST

Categories: Forwarded, Submission

Richard Chadwick 
General Manager of Adjudication 
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission 
GPO Box 3131 
CANBERRA ACT 2601 
C/- email address: adjudication@accc.gov.au 

Dear Mr Chadwick 

SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) NOTIFICATION 
APPLICATION NO: N98410 AS NOT BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST 

I refer to the above mentioned EA application and wish to strongly make the 
following submissions against the granting of Notification to EA which, if granted, 
would confer immunity on EA to engage in exclusive dealing third line forcing by 
permitting mandatory Hendra (Hev) vaccination to be prescribed at equestrian 
events. 

I wish to strongly state that having regard to the following reasons, I do not believe 
that mandatory HeV vaccination is in the public interest and that the likely benefit to 
the public from the notified conduct would not outweigh the likely detriment to the 
public resulting from EA engaging in the conduct.  

  

* The HeV vaccine is still a relatively new product and the instance of reported 
negative short and long side effects are still unknown as APVMA itself admits they 
need more data to know the full extent of impacts on the horses welfare.  I 
personally know of 2 horses that have died a short time after receiving their Hendra 
vaccinations and many more that have suffered adverse reactions following the 
current 6 monthly vaccination regime. 

* HeV vaccination product registration (on 4/8/15) registered label states that it 
cannot be guaranteed that the vaccine will not mask the Hendra virus symptoms 
and/or it cannot be guaranteed that a vaccinated horse may not pass on the virus 
anyway, in which case, what is the purpose of mandating vaccination without such 
certainties?  

* There has never been a case of Hendra at an equestrian event in Australia in the 
20 years we have known about Hendra virus. Horse to horse transmission of the 
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virus has not been shown and the incidences of multiple positive cases 
were thought to have come about be contaminated equipment.   

* The only humans that have contracted and died from Hendra virus did so through 
conducting invasive procedures on dead or dying horses and realistically should 
have know better that to do those procedures without any PPE. It 
is highly unlikely that any such invasive procedure such as a postmortem would 
be performed at an equestrian event.  Even specialists in the industry admit that the 
virus is rare, "Very had to catch" and easy to destroy with simple biosecurity 
measures (like use of disinfectants).   

* There are other biosecurity measures and risk mitigation/management strategies 
that EA and its affiliated clubs can and should be taking to minimize the impact of all 
potential communicable horse diseases and rider safety concerns.  If horse 
welfare was the primary reasons for EA pursuing the mandatory Hendra vaccination 
at events, then why have they not chosen to enforce mandatory vaccination 
proof/horse health passports for all other potential illness (Equine Herpes, Strangles, 
Equine Influenza - all of which are far more contagious and common than Hendra 
virus)?  If human/rider safety was the primary reason for EA pursuing the mandatory 
Hendra vaccination at events, then why have they not also introduce compulsory 
helmet wearing at all levels in their sports? 

* I have concerns the current board of EA is heavily represented by veterinarians 
and mandating a compulsory HeV vaccination policy would stand to produce a large 
financial benefit to all those veterinarians on the board and those associated with the 
EVA (Equine veterinarians of Australia). Surely this is a conflict of interest? 

* Vets are already refusing to treat unvaccinated horses and I fear this conduct may 
increase if immunity to third line forcing is granted.  In all my 30 years owning 
horses, I have never witnessed vets attending to a sick horse using PPE and yet this 
would be the most sensible option given Doctors and Nurses regularly work with 
dangerous disease without the hysteria the Hendra situation has created.  

* The Government medicine licensing authority (APVMA) itself states that mandatory 
HeV vaccination is not an APVMA requirement which supports the argument that if 
the Government licensing authority does not believe the HeV vaccine should be 
mandatory, it is inappropriate for a non-government private membership equestrian 
organisation such as EA to dictate that it should be and bind its members to such as 
a condition of participating in equine competitions 
* No Australian Government regulatory body has required or recommended 
mandatory HeV vaccination (e.g.: the Department of Primary Industries, Workplace 
Health and Safety etc) therefore it is inappropriate for a non-government private 
membership equestrian organisation such as EA to dictate that it should be and bind 
its members to such as a condition of participating in equine competitions 

EA has shown complete disregard for the concerns raised by its own membership 
with their single-minded approach to pursue enforcing a mandatory HeV vaccination 
policy. As a concerned horse owner, EA member and official, and on the grounds 
mentioned above, I therefore strongly urge the ACCC to object to EA's Notification 
and prevent immunity for this form of exclusive dealing from being conferred on EA. 
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Yours sincerely 

David Dick 

45 Driers Road, 

Cooran, QLD, 4569 
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From: Dawn Parmee <dawn.parmee@icloud.com>
Sent: Monday, 10 August 2015 5:05 PM
To: Adjudication
Subject: SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) NOTIFICATION 

APPLICATION NO: N98410 AS NOT BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST

Categories: Forwarded, Submission

10 August 2015 

 

Mr Richard Chadwick 

General Manager of Adjudication  

ACCC 

 

Dear Mr Chadwick 

I refer to the above mentioned EA application and wish to strongly make the following submissions 

against the granting of Notification to EA which, if granted, would confer immunity to EA to engage 

in exclusive dealing third line forcing by permitting mandatory Hendra (HeV) vaccination to be 

prescribed at equestrian events. 

  

I wish to strongly state that having regard to the following reasons, I do not believe that mandatory 

HeV vaccination is in the public interest and that the likely benefit to the public from notified 

conduct would not outweigh the likely detrimental to the public resulting from EA engaging in the 

conduct: 

  

1. Given the range of adverse reactions being experienced by horses after receiving the HeV 

vaccination, I choose not to vaccinate my horses.   If vaccination becomes mandatory I will 

be unable to attend horse shows. 

2. HeV vaccination product label registered on 4 August 2015 states that it cannot be 

guaranteed that the vaccine will not mask the Hendra virus symptoms and/or it cannot be 

guaranteed that a vaccinated horse may not pass on the virus anyway, in which case, what 

is the purpose of mandating vaccination without such certainties? 

3. The low risk of Hendra being caught at an event (and the fact that it has never happened in 

the history of equine events ever) as opposed to the increasingly growing higher risks of a 

horse having an adverse reaction to the vaccine. 

4. The Government medicine licensing authority, the APVMA, states that mandatory HeV 

vaccination is not an APVMA requirement which supports the argument that if the 

Government licensing authority does not believe the HeV vaccine should be mandatory, it is 

inappropriate for a non-government private membership equestrian organisation such as EA 

to dictate that it should be and binds its members to such as a condition of participating in 

equine competitions. 

5. No Australian Government regulatory body has required or recommended mandatory HeV 

vaccination (eg the Department of Primary Industries, Workplace Health and Safety etc) 

therefore it is inappropriate for a non-government private membership equestrian 

organisation such as EA to dictate that it should be and binds its members to such as a 

condition of participating in equine competitions. 

  

On these grounds, I therefore strongly urge the ACCC to object to EA’s Notification and prevent 

immunity for this form of exclusive dealing from being conferred on EA. 

  

Regards 

 
Dawn Parmee 
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From: deyarne01@bigpond.com
Sent: Tuesday, 11 August 2015 12:04 PM
To: Adjudication
Subject: Submission AGAINST Equestrian Australia Exclusive Dealing Notification No: N98410 as 

NOT being in the Public Interest

Categories: Forwarded, Submission

Mr Richard Chadwick 

General Manager of Adjudication 

Australian Competition and Consumer Commission 

GPO Box 3131 

CANBERRA ACT 2601 

 

Dear Mr Chadwick 

 

SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) NOTIFICATION APPLICATION NO: N98410 AS NOT BEING IN THE 

PUBLIC INTEREST 

 

I refer to the above mentioned EA application and wish to strongly make the following submissions against the 

granting of Notification to EA which, if granted, would confer immunity on EA to engage in exclusive dealing third 

line forcing by permitting mandatory Hendra (Hev) vaccination to be prescribed at equestrian events. 

 

The ACCC should be aware that the Notification Application to them is NOT on behalf of EA's members. In fact the 

members were NOT consulted regarding this application. In fact at an Extraordinary General Meeting the 

membership voted AGAINST any form of mandatory Hendra vaccination.  

 

The ACCC should also be made aware of the conflict of interest regarding several EA board members and their 

involvement with either Zoetis (the company manufacturing the Hendra vaccine), the Equestrian Veterinarian’s 

Association and the Australian Veterinarian’s Association. 

 

I wish to strongly state that having regard to the following reasons, I do not believe that mandatory HeV vaccination 

is in the public interest and that the likely benefit to the public from the notified conduct would not outweigh the 

likely detriment to the public resulting from EA engaging in the conduct.  

 

More horses have now died from receiving the Hendra vaccination than have died from the disease alone. Many 

more have died because of cartel behaviour by vets in Queensland and Northern NSW who refuse to attend to sick 

horses which have not received Hendra vaccination.  

 

Huge numbers of horses have experienced adverse reactions to the Hendra vaccination – ranging from so called 

minor symptoms of stiffness and swelling at the injection site through to death & serious neurological disturbances, 

rendering them unfit to be ridden.  

 

Furthermore .... 

 

1. The risk of reaction for the HeV vaccine increases exponentially due to the requirement for boosters to be 

administered every six (6) months, as currently stipulated by the APVMA. Many horses have experienced adverse 
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reactions to the HeV vaccine which now leaves them unable to continue the vaccination program and thus would be 

ineligible to compete in a proposed Hendra Mandatory event.  Which at the grass roots level could leave many 

organisations without competitors and indeed employment in many areas would be seriously affected. 

 

2. There have never been any recorded incidences of transmission of Hendra virus from horse to human during 

normal day to day contact. The only documented human infections were found to have been as a result of bad 

hygiene and workplace health & safety practices whilst performing invasive procedures on infected horses. Please 

refer to the Redlands Report;http://www.vsb.qld.gov.au/rvc-investigation-report.pdf and the Ombudsman’s 

Report;http://www.ombudsman.qld.gov.au/.../Hendra_Virus_Report.... 

 

3. There have been no documented cases of horse to horse transmission of Hendra virus. The only case of multiple 

horses in the one area contracting Hendra, was the Redlands Clinic incident, and the spread of the disease was 

ascertained to have most likely been due to human intervention via the use of uncleaned and un-sterilised 

equipment on multiple horses. 

 

4. EA seeks to usurp the right of the owner to decide what is in the best interests of their horses health. 

 

5. EA is not a veterinary organisation and cannot perform “recommended” health assessments on horses prior to 

vaccination. 

 

6. EA does not have the ability to assess individual horses to ensure they fall within the acceptable criteria 

documented by the APVMA to ensure horses are suitable for vaccination. 

 

7. EA has not consulted with its members on its aforementioned application to ascertain their wishes. 

 

8. EA board members have previously been found to have vested interests in the AVA, EVA and Zoetis which were 

not in keeping with their elected positions, and sort to mandate vaccination for all EA events without consultation 

with their members whilst the vaccine was under a Minor Use Permit. 

 

9. The ongoing costs associated with this vaccine would prevent many from being able to continue in the sport. This 

would again have detrimental effects on the industry and employment opportunities within such. 

 

10. The more common adverse reactions known to occur with the vaccine, leading to localised swelling and 

stiffness, lethargy and inappetence would leave many owners being unable to compete their horses at critical times 

thus unfairly eliminating them from events where they had a fair expectation of competing successfully. 

 

11. The more severe reactions that have been experienced can lead to long term severe and costly health issues and 

even death. This would be extremely detrimental to the owners who have invested considerable time, money and 

effort into their horses, with no recourse to recoup vet fees from a mandatory vaccination that would not have 

otherwise been undertaken.  

 

12. Members of the horse community are currently experiencing incidences of veterinary practices refusing to treat 

unvaccinated horses. Should EA be permitted to mandate HeV vaccination at events, this could lead to more 
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veterinary practices refusing treatment and thereby creating “welfare” issues for horses who cannot be vaccinated 

due to age, infirmity or previous severe reactions to the vaccine. 

 

13. The APVMA clearly states “The potential for a vaccinated horse to pass on the Hendra virus cannot be ruled 

out”, therefore enforcing mandatory vaccination has no justification as the same “exclusion” protocols still have to 

take place regardless of whether the horse is vaccinated or not. See APVMA;http://apvma.gov.au/node/12881. 

 

14. HeV vaccination product registration (on 4/8/15) registered label states that it cannot be guaranteed that the 

vaccine will not mask the Hendra virus symptoms and/or it cannot be guaranteed that a vaccinated horse may not 

pass on the virus anyway, in which case, what is the purpose of mandating vaccination without such 

certainties?  Nor has the vaccine been tested in the face of a Hendra outbreak. 

 

15. The low risks of Hendra being caught at an event (and the fact that it has never happened in the history of 

equestrian events ever) as opposed to the increasingly growing higher risks of a horse having an adverse reaction to 

the vaccine 

 

16. The Government medicine licensing authority, the APVMA, itself states that mandatory HeV vaccination is not an 

APVMA requirement which supports the argument that if the Government licensing authority does not believe the 

HeV vaccine should be mandatory, it is inappropriate for a non-government private membership equestrian 

organisation such as EA to dictate that it should be and bind its members to such as a condition of participating in 

equine competitions 

 

17. No Australian Government regulatory body has required or recommended mandatory HeV vaccination (e.g.: the 

Department of Primary Industries, Workplace Health and Safety etc) therefore it is inappropriate for a non-

government private membership equestrian organisation such as EA to dictate that it should be and bind its 

members to such, as a condition of participating in equine competitions 

 

18. The risks of people being killed or injured due to involvement in horse sports are hugely higher than the risk of 

contracting Hendra disease. Members of EA have to sign Waivers absolving them of all responsibility in the event we 

are killed or injured so why not simply extend that to Hendra? 

 

19. The Hendra vaccination was recently registered by APVMA after NONE OF THE MINOR PERMIT CONDITIONS 

WERE EVER FOLLOWED, that is Vets were supposed to inform horse owners that the product was not registered, 

that side effects were possible and they should notify their vet if any side effects occurred, the vets were then 

supposed to notify APVMA of these reactions, the vaccination was not to be used on breeding stock. All of these 

conditions were flagrantly ignored completely.  And in many cases owners where told that the reactions their horses 

experienced where not a result of the vaccine, when there had been no other changes in the animals environment. 

 

On these grounds, I therefore strongly urge the ACCC to object to EA's Notification and prevent immunity for this 

form of exclusive dealing from being conferred on EA. 

 

Yours sincerely 

Deyarne Pointon-Wales 
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From: Helen Ward <corbettscreek@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, 10 August 2015 10:28 PM
To: Adjudication
Subject: HENDRA VACCINATION & E.A

Categories: Forwarded, Submission

To Whom it may concern,  

I have now been competing in horse events for the past 35+ years and with the recent registration of the 

Hendra Vaccination and the ongoing problems horse owners are having with reactions to this vaccine it 

leaves little doubt in my mind that EA is making the wrong decision by wanting to make this vaccination 

mandatory.   

I am currently the Secretary of a small Dressage Club in South East Qld, where we are struggling to gain 

members and competitors for our competitions, with making the vaccination mandatory we will see not 

just our Club but many clubs closing down and no longer running any competitions. Good Bye Grass Roots 

equestrian sporting clubs.  These are the clubs our many Olympic Riders start at and or come from.   

Not every horse owner in this country needs to be vaccinating there horses due to being in low to no risk 

areas.  Good Bio Security measures should always come first when dealing with any animal not just 

horses.   

Vaccination protocol needs to be PERSONAL Choice for every horse owner in our country.  

I do hope you read this email and take the time to consider what making the vaccination mandatory will 

do to our Equestrian Sport Clubs. In short it will close clubs down and this will have a huge effect on the 

horse industry in Australia. If we can't compete people will stay at home, People will stop sending their 

horses to trainers, breakers and nobody will attend our local events, which in turn will effect the many 

regions in Australia that bring people from outside areas to the communities for weekends and longer 

pending the competition they are attending. So no travelling which will be a drop in fuel usage, not 

working our horses as much will impact our Hay and Feed Suppliers as we won't be feeding our horses as 

much, our local farriers will be down and out as we will no longer need him to tend our horses feet for 

shoeings every 4 weeks, our saddlery stores and suppliers will start scaling back as we will have no 

competitions to attend so we won't be buying supplies to attend these competitions.  

You see making the Hendra Vaccination Mandatory just doesn't affect us as Equestrians it affects 

everybody from the corner store, the Fuel Suppliers to our Farmers who supply our Hay and Chaff.  

Please do not allow our freedom of vaccination be taken away from us.  

 

Kindest regards 

Peter Corbett & Helen Ward 

Abbeywood, QLD  

  

CorbettsCreek A.S.H & Performance Horse Stud.  

Starting all horses and ponies Under Saddle and quality Training for any discipline.  

Problem Horses/Ponies, Show Prep. Ect.  

http://www.facebook.com/#!/pages/CorbettsCreek-ASH-Performance-Horse-Stud/430216183655894 
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From: Jackie <jackieg77@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, 10 August 2015 8:03 PM
To: Adjudication
Subject: Submission AGAINST Equestrian Australia Exclusive Dealing Notification No: N98410 as 

NOT being in the Public Interest

Categories: Forwarded, Submission

Mr Richard Chadwick 

General Manager of Adjudication 

Australian Competition and Consumer Commission GPO Box 3131 Canberra.  ACT. 2601 

C/- email address adjudication@accc.gov.au 

 

Dear Mr Chadwick, 

 

SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) NOTIFICATION APPLICATION No: N98410 AS NOT BEING I. THE 

PUBLIC INTEREST. 

 

I refer to the above mentioned EA application and wish to strongly make the following submissions against the 

granting of Notification to EA which, if granted, would confer immunity on EA to engage in exclusive dealing third 

line forcing by permitting mandatory Hendra HeV vaccination to be prescribed at equestrian events. 

 

I wish to strongly state that having regard to the following reasons, I do not believe that mandatory HeV vaccination 

is in the public interest and that the likely benefit to the public from the notified conduct outweigh the likely 

detriment to the public resulting from EA engaging in the conduct. 

 

- my inability or unwillingness to attend equine competitions if mandatory HeV vaccination is required. 

- vets are refusing to treat unvaccinated horses which conduct may increase if immunity to third line forcing is 

granted. 

- there is also cases that vets are refusing treatment on vaccinated horses also, in case they have contracted Hendra, 

although they are governed by their veterinarian oath to help animals where possible, where the proper use of PPE 

can eliminate the contraction of Hendra (if it were present). 

- HeV vaccination product registration on 04/08/15 registered label states that it cannot be guaranteed that the 

vaccine will not mask the Hendra virus symptoms and/or it cannot be guaranteed that a vaccinated horse may not 

pass on the virus anyway, in which case, what is the purpose of mandating vaccination without such certainties? 

- the low risk of Hendra being caught at an event (and the fact that it has never happened in the history of 

equestrian events ever) as opposed to the increasingly growing higher risks of a horse having an adverse reaction to 

the vaccine 

- the Government medicine licensing authority, the APVMA, itself states that mandatory HeV vaccination is not an 

APVMA requirement which supports the argument that if the Government licensing authority does not believe the 

HeV vaccine should be mandatory, it is inappropriate for a non-government private membership equestrian 

organisation such as EA to dictate that it should be and bind its members to such as a condition of participating in 

equine competitions.   

- No Australian Government regulatory body has required or recommended mandatory HeV vaccination (the Dept of 

Primary Industries, Workplace Health & Safety etc) therefore it is inappropriate for a non-government private 

membership equestrian organisation such as EA to dictate that it should be and bind its members to such as a 

condition of participating in equine competitions. 

- the ACCC should not consider that the Notification application to them on behalf of EA members.  In fact the 

members were not consulted regarding this application. 

- the ACCC should be made aware of the perceived conflict of interest regarding several EA board members and 

their involvement with either Zoetis, AVA or EVA. 

- the lack of science proving contraction of Hendra from bats (why have horses along Brisbane River, a known bat 

infected area, never contracted Hendra)? 
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- other animals - dogs, cats, foxes etc can contract Hendra, so will such general impositions of 'blanket, mandatory' 

vaccinations carry over to all animal owners? 

 

On these grounds, I therefore strongly urge the ACCC to object EA's notification and prevent immunity for this form 

of exclusive dealing from being conferred on EA. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

Jackie Bratley 

PO Box 752, Dalby QLD 4405 

Ph 0407027600 
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From: jenniferw84 <jenniferw84@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, 11 August 2015 9:18 PM
To: Adjudication
Subject: Submission against EA notification application NO: N98410 as not being in the public 

intrest

 

SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) NOTIFICATION APPLICATION NO: N98410 AS NOT 
BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST 

Mr Richard Chadwick 
General Manager of Adjudication 
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission 
GPO Box 3131 
CANBERRA ACT 2601 
 
Dear Mr Chadwick 
RE: SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) EXCLUSIVE DEALING NOTIFICATION APPLICATION NO: 
N98410 AS NOT BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST 
 
With reference to the above EA application I wish to make the following submissions against the granting of Notification 
to EA which, if granted, would confer immunity on EA to engage in the exclusive dealing conduct of third line forcing by 
requiring mandatory Hendra (Hev) vaccination to be prescribed at equestrian events. 
 
I do not believe that mandatory Hendra vaccination is in the public interest and that the likely benefit to the public from 
the notified conduct would not outweigh the likely detriment to the public resulting from EA engaging in the conduct. My 
reasons for this are as follows; 
 
1. The risk of reaction for the HeV vaccine increases exponentially due to the requirement for boosters to be administered 
every six (6) months, as currently stipulated by the APVMA.  
2. There have never been any recorded incidences of transmission of Hendra virus from horse to human during normal 
day to day contact. The only documented human infections were found to have been as a result of bad hygiene and 
workplace health & safety practices whilst performing invasive procedures on infected horses. Please refer to the 
Redlands Report; http://www.vsb.qld.gov.au/rvc-investigation-report.p df and the Ombudsman’s 
Report; http://www.ombudsman.qld.gov.au/.../Hendra_Virus_Rep ort... . 
3. There have been no documented cases of horse to horse transmission of Hendra virus. The only case of multiple 
horses in the one area contracting Hendra, was the Redlands Clinic incident, and the spread of the disease was 
ascertained to have most likely been due to human intervention via the use of bad basic hygiene and uncleaned and un-
sterilised equipment on multiple horses. 
4. EA seeks to usurp the right of the owner to decide what is in the best interests of their horses health. Do they believe 
they know my horses better than I or my Vet, to decide whether this vaccine is for them or not? 
5. EA is not a veterinary organisation and cannot perform “recommended” health assessments on horses prior to 
vaccination. 
6. EA does not have the ability to assess individual horses to ensure they fall within the acceptable criteria documented 
by the APVMA to ensure horses are suitable for vaccination. 
7. EA has not consulted with its members on its aforementioned application to ascertain their wishes. 
8. EA board members have previously been found to have vested interests in the AVA, EVA and Zoetis which were not in 
keeping with their elected positions, and sort to mandate vaccination for all EA events without consultation with their 
members whilst the vaccine was under a Minor Use Permit. 
9. The ongoing costs associated with this vaccine would prevent many from being able to continue in the sport. 
10. The more common adverse reactions known to occur with the vaccine, leading to localised swelling and stiffness, 
lethargy and inappetence would leave many owners being unable to compete their horses at critical times thus unfairly 
eliminating them from events where they had a fair expectation of competing successfully. 
11. The more severe reactions that have been experienced can lead to long term severe and costly health issues and 
even death. This would be extremely detrimental to the owners who have invested considerable time, money and effort 
into their horses let alone the emotional impact on family members from the loss or damage to their beloved animals. 
12. Members of the horse community are currently experiencing incidences of veterinary practices refusing to treat 
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unvaccinated horses. Should EA be permitted to mandat e HeV vaccination at events, this could lead to more  veterinary 
practices refusing treatment and thereby creating “ welfare” issues for horses who cannot be vaccinated  due to age or 
infirmity. 
13. The APVMA clearly states “The potential for a vac cinated horse to pass on the Hendra virus cannot be  ruled out”, 
therefore enforcing mandatory vaccination has no ju stification as the same “exclusion” protocols still  have to take place 
regardless of whether the horse is vaccinated or no t. See APVMA; http://apvma.gov.au/node/12881 . 

14. Department of primary industries have a workabl e and reasonable guideline to running events that d oes not require 
but ‘recommends’ vaccination as one of the last ite ms on their list, but lists appropriate biosecurity  measures that are 
achievable for all events.  Why does EA feel they ca n justify this action to Mandate this vaccine in th e future? Is simple 
hand hygiene and education with a basic plan for ev ery club to follow seem to hard?  This should be ou r first line of 
defence regardless of any transmissible disease.  

15. It should be my choice to vaccinate or not vacc inate my horses against a rare and highly fragile d isease that still does 
not have a transmission vector that is proven.   

16. I have breeding stock that will not be vaccinat ed due to the unknown side effects of this vaccine as the effects have 
not been tested in the field. I will however wish t o continue to compete on these horses and not be to ld I cannot.  

17. I have a high level dressage horse that has Cus hings disease and my Vet has recommended not to vacc inate 
him.  How will I continue to compete him if EA are a llowed to mandate this vaccine?  

18. There are no exemptions  at present to allow no n -vaccinated horses or those with a reaction, to a ttend Hendra 
vaccinated events. Therefore this is anticompetitiv e activity at its finest.  

19. This immunity will allow EA to destroy the horse  industry by imposing mandatory Hendra event polici es.  Competitors 
are walking away from the sport in droves… this wil l finally be the nail in the coffin of the sport ho rse industry if it is 
allowed. 
 
In conclusion, to grant Notification to EA would sev erely jeopardise members of the horse owning public  in their chosen 
sports and potentially their businesses where they are involved in professional horse sports and the b reeding and selling 
of bloodstock. 
 
I respectfully ask that the application for Immunit y be refused on the grounds that it is not in the best interest of members 
of the public.  

Please listen to the public and do not assist in the  ruin of our sport, 
 
Yours sincerely,   
 
Jenn Wagstaff 
Tamborine 
Qld, 4270 
 

 

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 

www.avast.com  

 



11th August 2015

Mr Richard Chadwick
 General Manager of Adjudication
 Australian Competition and Consumer Commission
 GPO Box 3131
 CANBERRA ACT 2601
 C/- email address: adjudication@accc.gov.au

Dear Mr Chadwick

SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) NOTIFICATION APPLICATION NO: N98410 
AS NOT BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST

I refer to the above mentioned EA application and wish to strongly make the following submissions against 
the granting of Notification to EA which, if granted, would confer immunity on EA to engage in exclusive 
dealing third line forcing by permitting mandatory Hendra (Hev) vaccination to be prescribed at equestrian 
events.

I wish to strongly state that having regard to the following reasons, I do not believe that mandatory HeV vac-
cination is in the public interest and that the likely benefit to the public from the notified conduct would not 
outweigh the likely detriment to the public resulting from EA engaging in the conduct. 

I, like many other responsible horse owners, commenced the vaccination schedule for my horses not long 
after they became available.  I purchased a horse in June 2013 that wasn’t vaccinated and commenced his 
schedule (on the day that he passed his pre-purchase vet check).  The first two vaccinations were fine but I 
believe the 3rd booster was problematic.

I had been mustering with a group of people and my horse was the only horse receiving regular work (3-4 
times a week) consistently.  It was a hot day but my horse had done the same amount of work as the others 
and had drunk the same amount of water.  Later that day he suffered severe dehydration and when checked 
by the vet his heart rate was alarmingly spiking.  He was treated for precautionary colic treatment and bloods 
were taken.  The vet received the bloods back and his red blood count was alarmingly high.  The vet called 
in 48 hours later to check heart rate and it was still spiking.  We treated for dehyrdation and rested the horse.  
He had been quite lethargic as well leading up to this and I couldn’t quite put my finger on what was wrong.  
The vet suggested he may have Ross River Fever.   

After a couple of weeks rest he was then hit with the worst case of greasy heel in that it was all up to the top 
of all four legs and then progressed to a secondary skin infection over his body.  This took 4-5 months to get 
rid of as no matter what treatment/s we used on a daily basis, it just continued to flare up.  None of my other 
horses had it and I have one who is susceptible to it and he didn’t have any issues during this time.  I saw a lot 
of information coming up on social media about adverse reactions to the hendra vaccine booster and hadn’t 
even thought about that being a possible cause until this time.  I then looked back to see when his booster 
had been given and it was two weeks before he had the bout of severe dehydration.

I had the horse’s teeth done at another vet and happened to mention all of this and asked the vet if it could be 
due to an adverse reaction.  He said that it was unlikely however he took some blood samples to check what 
may have been going on.  He rang me the next day and said the horse’s red count was extremely low (com-
plete opposite to when he was dehydrated).  We commenced treatment for this and I am yet to have a follow-
up test done to check blood count.
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I have asked two vets now if this could be related to the booster vaccination and both tell me it isn’t.  

I am certainly not anti-vaccination however I am afraid to administer a booster to this horse in particular as I 
am not convinced that his recent ill health wasn’t related to vaccinating for Hendra.  I would like to see more 
acceptance that this and some of ther other reported adverse reactions may be related and that more research 
be done before we go introducing a mandatory vaccination schedule for Hendra, particularly at horse compe-
titions.

I do have a personal belief that there was a lack of uptake of the vaccines initially due to the high cost.  People 
with more than 3 horses would find it very cost prohibitive and I think that consideration needs to be given 
to why there is such a strong push to have it mandated rather than more extensively researched.  

On these grounds, I therefore strongly urge the ACCC to object to EA’s Notification and prevent immunity 
for this form of exclusive dealing from being conferred on EA until such time as the equestrian industry can 
confirm that this is a totally safe vaccination to give to our horses.

Yours sincerely

Jenny Kemp
11 Patman Road
Whiteside Qld 4503
Ph: 0413 127 554
email: paperartzzi@powerup.com.au
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From: Jess Conran <jessconran@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, 12 August 2015 7:44 PM
To: Adjudication
Subject: HeV Vaccine Disapproval 

Dear Mr Chadwick 

SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) NOTIFICATION APPLICATION NO: N98410 AS NOT 
BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST 

I refer to the above mentioned EA application and wish to strongly make the following submissions against the 
granting of Notification to EA which, if granted, would confer immunity on EA to engage in exclusive dealing third line 
forcing by permitting mandatory Hendra (Hev) vaccination to be prescribed at equestrian events. 

I wish to strongly state that having regard to the following reasons, I do not believe that mandatory HeV vaccination is 
in the public interest and that the likely benefit to the public from the notified conduct would not outweigh the likely 
detriment to the public resulting from EA engaging in the conduct. 
 
In my own horses I have experienced small reactions in comparison to the deaths and other adverse 
reactions. However I was unable to work my horses due to them being so sore to touch and so swollen that 
they had trouble trying to eat or be touched.  
 
I also believe that the Government medicine licensing authority, the APVMA, itself states that mandatory HeV 
vaccination is not an APVMA requirement which supports the argument that if the Government licensing authority 
does not believe the HeV vaccine should be mandatory, it is inappropriate for a non-government private membership 
equestrian organisation such as EA to dictate that it should be and bind its members to such as a condition of 
participating in equine competitions This stands for the Department of Primary Industries and Workplace Safety.  
 
 
I am against this movement being put forward by a private body and with ZERO notification given to members of this 
application being considered, let alone actually placed.  
 
 
Thank you for taking my email into consideration.  
Jess Conran  
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From: Jody Millward <jody.m@aol.com.au>
Sent: Saturday, 8 August 2015 9:38 PM
To: Adjudication
Subject: TRIM: Submission AGAINST Equestrian Australia Exclusive Dealing Notification No: 

N98410 as NOT being in the Public Interest

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Categories: Submission
HP TRIM Record Number: D15/117804

DATE: 8th August 2015 

Mr Richard Chadwick 
General Manager of Adjudication 
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission 
GPO Box 3131 
CANBERRA ACT 2601 
C/- email address: adjudication@accc.gov.au 

Dear Mr Chadwick 

SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) EXCLUSIVE DEALING NOTIFICATION 
APPLICATION NO: N98410 AS NOT BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST 

I refer to the above above EA application and wish to strongly make the following submissions against the 
granting of Notification to EA which, if granted, would confer immunity on EA to engage in the exclusive dealing 
conduct of third line forcing by requiring mandatory Hendra (Hev) vaccination to be prescribed at equestrian 
events. 

I wish to strongly state that having regard to the following reasons, I do not believe that mandatory Hendra 
vaccination is in the public interest and that the likely benefit to the public from the notified conduct would not 
outweigh the likely detriment to the public resulting from EA engaging in the conduct. 

There have been numerous adverse reactions with this vaccine seen in many horses. Reactions have shown to 
be mild right through to very serious and also death.  

Vets are administering this vaccine off label : eg, immune compromised horses, very old horses, breeding 
horses and horses already showing illness. very rarely are horses vitals taken prior to injection.   

Vets are also refusing to treat unvaccinated horses which I believe goes against their oath. Horses have died 
due to not being treated. This is a huge animal welfare issue.   

No one has ever been casually affected by the virus. Only 7 humans have contracted it int he past 21 years, 4 
unfortunately died but all 4 were handling infected bodily fluids without the use of PPE. This shows us just how 
hard it is for a human to contract the virus. No human has become infected since 2009 due to better use and 
understanding of bio-security and the use of PPE.  

HeV vaccination product registration (on 4/8/15) registered label states that it cannot be guaranteed that the 
vaccine will not mask the Hendra virus symptoms and/or it cannot be guaranteed that a vaccinated horse may 
not pass on the virus anyway, in which case, what is the purpose of mandating vaccination without such 
certainties? 

Mandating this vaccine will be extremely harmful to the Equine Industry in this country. We will see many clubs 
close due to decreased patronage, horses cannot be exported to some countries which will also affect Olympic 
combinations. 

On these grounds, I therefore strongly urge the ACCC to object to EA's Notification and prevent immunity for 
this form of exclusive dealing from being conferred on EA. 

Yours sincerely 

Jody Millward   
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From: Kim Parkins <kim_parkins@bigpond.com>
Sent: Sunday, 16 August 2015 7:59 AM
To: Adjudication
Subject: Compulsory Hendra vaccination objection

I wish express my sincere objection to this, after coming through EI, At which time I was working at a Equine specific 

Veterinary Centre, I worked in the Veterinary industry for over 15yrs, I can not understand how this could be 

considered when there are still so many tests still not done, on the efficacy of mandatory immunisation. The 

unnecessary financial impact on myself and partners business would most certainly mean the closure of his training 

business. EI saw to closure of his harness supply business,  and he is only just now starting to re establish himself as 

a horse training. All of his owners after the EI found other business interests due to the inactivity for so long. We live 

in regional country Australia, and business opportunities to re establish are very limited, give our age, the added 

cost would most certainly be the finish of our business.  

Kim Parkins.  

Sent from my iPad 

bblan
Typewritten Text
19.



 

1 

From: Linda Harris <lharris@mcmedia.com.au>
Sent: Tuesday, 11 August 2015 11:36 AM
To: Adjudication
Cc: susan.garrido@ausport.gov.au
Subject: Submission AGAINST Equestrian Australia Exclusive Dealing Notification No: N98410 as 

NOT being in the Public Interest

Categories: Forwarded, Submission

Dear Mr Chadwick 

SUBMISSION AGAINST EQUESTRIAN AUSTRALIA (EA) NOTIFICATION APPLICATION NO: N98410 AS NOT 
BEING IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST 

I refer to the above mentioned EA application and wish to strongly make the following submissions against the 
granting of Notification to EA which, if granted, would confer immunity on EA to engage in exclusive dealing third line 
forcing by permitting mandatory Hendra (Hev) vaccination to be prescribed at equestrian events. 

I wish to strongly state that having regard to the following reasons, I do not believe that mandatory HeV vaccination is 
in the public interest and that the likely benefit to the public from the notified conduct would not outweigh the likely 
detriment to the public resulting from EA engaging in the conduct. 

As a long time general member and also on committee for several years of Pony Club Victoria am concerned that that 
EA wishing to mandate vaccination as this will be detrimental to our up and coming future riders due to a large 
amount of children having the safe, older well seasoned ponies that are not recommended to be vaccinated. If EA 
were given the ability to enforce this mandatory vaccination, I can foresee parents purchasing younger and less 
suitable ponies and horses that have not had the years of experience to keep our young riders safe. The risks of a 
child being injured riding their quiet pony let alone a pony less suitable is far greater than a child or anyone 
contracting Hendra at an event or at home as this has never happened to date. 

Also as a parent of a teenager who wishes to compete in dressage competitions I will not re-join EA as never have 
they consulted their members to ask “us” what our thoughts are in regards to this rule or anything for that matter. 
Willing to take our money but not using it in a  positive manner. I would not be willing to vaccinate our horses as there 
have been far too many “coincidences” of horses having illness of varying degrees that may or may not be attributed 
to the Hendra vaccination but as I am in a low risk area and I am not prepared to take the risk as I believe more 
independent testing is required. Therefore if  EA was given the go ahead to enforce mandatory vaccination I along 
with many others will not compete which in turn will reduce competition numbers significantly  leading to the demise of 
the equestrian sport. 

On these grounds, I therefore strongly urge the ACCC to object to EA's Notification and prevent immunity for this form 
of exclusive dealing from being conferred on EA. 

Yours sincerely 

Linda Harris 

0437855359 
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