
bblan
Typewritten Text
21.



bblan
Typewritten Text
22.



 

2 

- 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. 
- 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. 
- 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.  
- 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. 
- 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. 

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 

Lyndal Roos 

0408 839 824 
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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 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.  
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. 

 
 

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, 
 
Mickie Magan 
 
0412800868 
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However, after several six-monthly booster shots, also at great expense, and ADVERSE REACTIONS from 

both of my horses, I will not be vaccinating again.  Both of my horses suffered from plaques of swelling, 

innappetance, lethargy, loss of shine and condition and one of them became quite distressed and was 

unable to move her neck at all, which, for a horse, is associated not only with feeding and self-preservation 

but also with the fundamental act of movement!  

If I have to pay over $300 a year to be a member of an organisation that is supposed to be promoting my 

sport which then wants to tell me how to look after my own horses by imposing the use of a vaccine that 

causes pain and suffering and in some cases even death without even consulting me as a paying member, 

you can rest assured that I will not be a happy camper.   

Also, I worked at one of the nation’s largest and well regarded specialist equine hospitals for some eight 

plus years and during that time I came to know that the company who manufactures this vaccine also 

manufactures another which “does not work”, according to the vets I used to work with.   They often told 

clients not to bother with that particular vaccine because horses could still get the disease which they 

were being vaccinated for.  That particular disease is still a notifiable one, but is easily treated by correct 

hygiene and quarantining sick animals.  Interestingly, though, some agistment properties force folk to have 

proof that their horses are vaccinated with this vaccine before allowing them access.  Consequently, that 

means that a large number of owners are forced to use the vaccine in order to have somewhere for their 

horses to reside, despite the fact that this disease is still contracted by both vaccinated and non-vaccinated 

horses. I see a pattern emerging here, do you? 

Given that only 4 people have died and that PPE procedures should be mandatory in treating any ill 

animals, I do not think I should be FORCED to vaccinate and line the pockets of vets and drug 

companies.  And I think a clear message needs to be sent to those vets who will NOT treat a sick horse that 

has not been vaccinated but will happily vaccinate it and then stand by and watch it die.  That is just 

unethical, in my opinion. 

So, to also add the following points that you have likely seen previously in other submissions from 

concerned owners who respect the RIGHT TO CHOOSE: 

•         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. My own 

horses have experienced adverse 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. 

•         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.... 

•         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. 

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

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

horses prior to vaccination. 

•         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. 

•         EA has not consulted with its members on its aforementioned application to ascertain their 

wishes. 

•         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. 

•         The ongoing costs associated with this vaccine would prevent many from being able to continue in 

the sport. 

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

swelling and stiffness, lethargy and innappetance 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. 

•         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.  

•         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. 

•         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. 

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 

Nienke (Nynka) Lucas 
Customer Service Officer 

Anglican Investment and Development Fund 

Level 4, 221 London Circuit, Canberra  ACT  2601  

GPO Box 1243, Canberra  ACT  2601 

Ph: 6247 3744       

 Click to call via SKYPE                

Fax: (02) 9225 9115         

Have you seen our NEW Online Community Saver account yet? 
Website:  www.aidf.com.au 



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 
adverse reactions have been experienced  

� your 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  

� - 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 
 

 I personally had my Quiet Stock horse turn into a raving psychotic dangerous animal whilst he had hendra 
in his system – He was in full work, fed and cared for like the Quality Show hack he is, and up until the 
hendra be was what you would class as bombproof – so easy placid, quiet loving willing and pleasing. I 
injected him with hendra or my safety, my family, my horses and also due to competition requirements.. it’s 
the worst thing I have ever done !! it took a good 12 months to fully get out of his system – now abit over 
18 months on he is back to his good old safe self…. If he didn’t return to himself I wasn’t going to put 
myself, family or anyone else at risk and we would have put him down. 
 
Im all for vaccines but I think this vaccine has not been trialed and tested enough, its rushed . I am utterly 
disgusted that this UNSAFE vaccine is being pushed on people…. I myself like many others will give up 
horse competitions before I will ever inject this drug into another one of my horses again, I would never 
purchase a horse that has been vaccinated and I will NEVER attend an event requiring hendra vaccination 
until this drug has been trialed and tested correctly with minimal reactions…. 
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I don’t think a lot of people realize the bond between a man(or woman) and his horse it is far stronger than 
the supposed man’s best friend(the dog) as a horse imbeds them self deep with in your heart and soul and 
for most of us to continuously PUSH this drug and demand vaccinations is wrong; people would prefer to 
break their own heart and not compete or even not own horses ect than to destroy their horse as currently 
(and I wish it wasn’t the case) but that is what this vaccine is doing to our beloved mates.   
 
I also Totally Agree on the following points and wish you would deeply consider the peoples opinions 
Please. 

1) the ACCC should not consider that the Notification application to them is on behalf of EA's members. In fact 
the members were not consulted regarding this application.  
 
2) 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. 

3). 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. My own horses have experienced 
adverse 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. 
 
4) 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.... 
 
5). 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. 
 
6) EA seeks to usurp the right of the owner to decide what is in the best interests of their horses health. 
 
7) EA is not a veterinary organisation and cannot perform “recommended” health assessments on horses prior to 
vaccination. 
 
8) 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. 
 
9) EA has not consulted with its members on its aforementioned application to ascertain their wishes. 
 
10)  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. 
 
11) The ongoing costs associated with this vaccine would prevent many from being able to continue in the sport. 
 
12) 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. 
 
13) 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 their heart ache and depression from the sudden lose of their best 
friend 
 
14) 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. 
 
15) 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. 

 

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 
 
Mrs Jenah Proctor  
Proctor Transport and Livestock Coonamble NSW 
Warranapark Performance Horses Coonamble NSW  

E: phillipproctor@bigpond.com 
P: 0438223562 

“Warrana” 570 Tooraweenah Rd Coonamble NSW 2829 
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may not pass on the virus anyway, in which case, what is the purpose of mandating vaccination without 
such certainties?  

5:  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 

6: The company promoting their exclusive vaccine as safe is doing so for financial benefit regardless of the 
effectiveness of their product.  

7: It appears that the medical research into a vaccine for people which would be a far better option has 
stalled because the risk of contracting Hendra virus is not that high if proper precautions are taken by horse 
owners and vets 

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 
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ii. In doing the teeth of our horses. 

Both of these activities are vet management practices of HEALTHY horses.  There was no threat to 
the  well being of the vet.  In any case PPE is used in the AI of mares and in the teeth work. 

B. Even sick vaccinated horses are not being treated until an exclusion test shows a negative.  So what is the 
point of vaccinating your horse if one still needs to prove it isn't Hendra virus, and even if it was Hendra 
virus PPE will protect the vet.  This is illogical. 

 

3. Threat to horses and people and how best to spend money and time 

A.  As a breeder our greatest cause of loss of life is to our foals, and runs at industry standard of 
approximately 20%.  Causes are usually injury related, ie mare stands on foal and breaks it's leg, wild dogs 
chase foals until exhaustion, neurological issue with foal, late abortion of fetus by mare possibly due to 
ergot fungus on pasture grass. We have never lost a foal to Hendra virus and is extremely unlikely that we 
will lose a foal to Hendra virus.  The economic cost of making us vaccinate for an unlikely event takes 
money away from more useful areas. 

B.  The resources spent on developing and administrating Hendra vaccine could have been spent on more 
common horse health issues.  The rule of thumb is that it is the common garden variety illness 80% of the 
time that is the problem, the exotic uncommon cause is indeed rare.  AND Hendra virus is the rare, 
uncommon, low transmission virus and yet large amounts of money and time have been spent on the rare 
problem.  

C.  For vets there are 38 deaths by suicide per 100,000, as recently reported in the Sunday Mail.  This is a 
much more likely cause of death in vets than exposure to Hendra virus. 

D.  Vets can be made safe against Hendra virus with the use of PPE; vets cannot be made safe from suicide 
by PPE.   

E.  Let's put our limited public and personal resources to best use for the protection of both horses and vets. 

F.  A Hendra vaccinated horse, may potentially be a carrier of the virus and be a threat to vets and other 
humans unwittingly.  Being vaccinated is no guarantee of protection to humans or other animals. 

 

4.  What are the opinions of other government departments in regards to Hendra virus and vaccine? 

A.  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 

B.  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. 
 
5.  I agree with the following points as to why ACCC must object to EA's Notification 
 
A.  ACCC should not consider that the Notification application to them is on behalf of EA's members. In 
fact the members were not consulted regarding this application.  

B. 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. 

C. 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. My own horses have experienced 
adverse 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. 

D. 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 
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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.... 
E. 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. 
F. EA seeks to usurp the right of the owner to decide what is in the best interests of their horses health. 
G. EA is not a veterinary organisation and cannot perform “recommended” health assessments on horses 
prior to vaccination. 
H. 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. 
I. EA has not consulted with its members on its aforementioned application to ascertain their wishes. 
J. 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. 
K. The ongoing costs associated with this vaccine would prevent many from being able to continue in the 
sport. 
L. 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. 
M. 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.  
N. 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. 
O. 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. 

 

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, 

 
Sharon 
 
Sharon Bridgeman 
3 Beckey Road 
Plainland Qld AUST 
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1.  I won't compete at events which require me to vaccinate any of my horses, because: 

A. There has never been an outbreak of Hendra virus at a competition 

B.  Whilst Hendra virus is not air born and is very hard to transmit, vaccinated horses may 
actually acquire the virus and become carriers in public areas.  The same way vaccinated 
children shed the measles disease in public places, such as the relatively recent outbreak at 
Disneyland. 

C. At least one of my riding horses is a mare and the short and long term affects of the 
vaccine is not only unknown on breeding animals, it is not being studied. 

 
 

2.  Vets are refusing to treat unvaccinated horses which conduct may increase if immunity to 
third line forcing is granted.  Our vet of some years Michael Scantlebury, has a written policy 
of not treating unvaccinated animals. 

A.  Our main uses of this vet was:-  

i. In our horse breeding program, in particular for artificially inseminating our mares. 

ii. In doing the teeth of our horses. 

Both of these activities are vet management practices of HEALTHY horses.  There was no 
threat to the  well being of the vet.  In any case PPE is used in the AI of mares and in the 
teeth work. 

B. Even sick vaccinated horses are not being treated until an exclusion test shows a 
negative.  So what is the point of vaccinating your horse if one still needs to prove it isn't 
Hendra virus, and even if it was Hendra virus PPE will protect the vet.  This is illogical. 

 

3. Threat to horses and people and how best to spend money and time 

A.  As a breeder our greatest cause of loss of life is to our foals, and runs at industry standard 
of approximately 20%.  Causes are usually injury related, ie mare stands on foal and breaks 
it's leg, wild dogs chase foals until exhaustion, neurological issue with foal, late abortion of 
fetus by mare possibly due to ergot fungus on pasture grass. We have never lost a foal to 
Hendra virus and is extremely unlikely that we will lose a foal to Hendra virus.  The 
economic cost of making us vaccinate for an unlikely event takes money away from more 
useful areas. 

B.  The resources spent on developing and administrating Hendra vaccine could have been 
spent on more common horse health issues.  The rule of thumb is that it is the common 
garden variety illness 80% of the time that is the problem, the exotic uncommon cause is 
indeed rare.  AND Hendra virus is the rare, uncommon, low transmission virus and yet large 
amounts of money and time have been spent on the rare problem.  

C.  For vets there are 38 deaths by suicide per 100,000, as recently reported in the Sunday 
Mail.  This is a much more likely cause of death in vets than exposure to Hendra virus. 

D.  Vets can be made safe against Hendra virus with the use of PPE; vets cannot be made 
safe from suicide by PPE.   

E.  Let's put our limited public and personal resources to best use for the protection of both 
horses and vets. 

F.  A Hendra vaccinated horse, may potentially be a carrier of the virus and be a threat to vets 
and other humans unwittingly.  Being vaccinated is no guarantee of protection to humans or 
other animals. 
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4.  What are the opinions of other government departments in regards to Hendra virus and 
vaccine? 

A.  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 

B.  No Australian Government regulatory body has required or recommended mandatory 
HeV vaccination (e.g.: the Department of Primary Industries, 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. 
 
5.  I agree with the following points as to why ACCC must object to EA's Notification 
 
A.  ACCC should not consider that the Notification application to them is on behalf of EA's 
members. In fact the members were not consulted regarding this application.  

B. 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. 

C. 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.  

D. 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.... 
E. 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. 
F. EA seeks to usurp the right of the owner to decide what is in the best interests of their 
horses health. 
G. EA is not a veterinary organisation and cannot perform “recommended” health 
assessments on horses prior to vaccination. 
H. 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. 
I. EA has not consulted with its members on its aforementioned application to ascertain their 
wishes. 
J. 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. 
K. The ongoing costs associated with this vaccine would prevent many from being able to 
continue in the sport. 
L. 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. 
M. 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.  
N. Members of the horse community are currently experiencing incidences of veterinary 
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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. 
O. 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. 

 

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, 

 
Sharon 
 
Sharon Bridgeman 
3 Beckey Road 
Plainland Qld AUST 
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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, 
sharyn le page 



bblan
Typewritten Text
35.



bblan
Typewritten Text
36.



bblan
Typewritten Text
37.



       Vanessa Cornish 
       Treasurer 
       Northern Districts Hack and Dressage Inc 
10th August 2015     (incorporated association of  

Equestrian Australia) 
 
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission 
Authorisations and Notifications Register 

Public register officer 
GPO Box 3131  
CANBERRA ACT 2601 
public.registers@accc.gov.au 
 
 
RE: Exclusive Dealings Notifications Register - Equestrian Australia Limited N98410 
 
I am writing to dispute key statements that have been made by Equestrian Australia Limited (EA) in 
Application Notification N98410 30th July 2015 concerning the potential for organising committees 
deciding “to impose a condition that certain horses entering particular official EA events be vaccinated 
against Hendra virus.” to impose a requirement that some horses be vaccinated with Equivac HeV Hendra 
Virus Vaccine for Horses, manufactured only by Zoetis, as a condition of competition entry. 
 
EA addressed the requirement to “provide details of those public benefits claimed to result or to be likely 
to result from the proposed conduct including quantification of those benefits where possible” by listing 
items (i) to (iv) (shown below) and items (v) to (ix). 
 
EA claim that their proposal will provide the following benefit: 
 
“(i) Improved protection of public and occupational health and safety of persons attending Events; 
 
and stated that: 
 
EA “believes that Organising Committees that conduct EA sanctioned events should be able to make 
appropriate decisions regarding the biosecurity aspects of their events”.   
 
EA also put forward the benefits: 
 

(ii) Improved protection of the health and safety 
of horses; 
(iii) Improved control of the spread of HeV; 
 
and stated that: 
 
 “HeV poses a serious risk to horse populations 
in parts of Australia. Infection of horses, in turn, 
poses a significant risk to public health;” 
 
While it is agreed that organising committees 
should be able to make appropriate decisions 
regarding biosecurity aspects, it is felt that 
requiring horses to be vaccinated is NOT 
appropriate when the available information is 
carefully considered. 
 
Labelling Precautions:  Equivac HeV Hendra 
Virus Vaccination for Horses was licenced by 
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Australian Pesticides and Veterinary Medicines Authority (APVMA) approximately 5 days ago.  The label is 
available at: 
https://portal.apvma.gov.au/pubcris?p auth=ECbl9baw&p p id=pubcrisportlet WAR pubcrisportlet&p
p lifecycle=1&p p state=normal&p p mode=view&p p col id=column-
1&p p col pos=1&p p col count=3& pubcrisportlet WAR pubcrisportlet javax.portlet.action=search 
and includes the following precaution:  

 
“Precautions: An aid in the prevention of clinical symptoms of the disease caused by Hendra virus”  

 
As the vaccine is an aid in the prevention of clinical symptoms, it cannot be put forward by EA as offering         
“(ii) Improved protection of the health and safety of horses” 
 
In addition, the same label also includes the precaution that: 

“Precautions: …the potential for vaccinated horses to shed virus if exposed to and infected with 
the Hendra virus cannot be ruled out” 

Also: “Precautions: The effectiveness of Equivac HeV vaccine in the face of Hendra virus disease 
outbreak has not been studied.” 

The vaccine has not been proven to prevent shedding of the virus by horses and its effectiveness has not 
been studied in the event of an outbreak, therefore EA cannot claim that it offers “(i) Improved protection 
of public and occupational health and safety of persons attending Events” 
 
A recommendation is provided on the label that: 
 
“It is recommended that good hygiene practices are observed when horses are being handled”  

This commonsense recommendation is consistent with the findings of a Workplace Health 
and Safety Audit of Veterinary Practices that was conducted after the death of a Veterinary 
Practitioner and 8 horses who were infected at a Redlands Vet Clinic in 2008. The audit, 
available at: https://www.worksafe.qld.gov.au/ data/assets/pdf file/0010/83098/outcome-audit-

hendra-vet-industry.pdf  stated that “Hendra 
virus is not readily transmissible from horses 
to humans” and found that “Eleven of the 
24 clinics that performed higher risk 
procedures on horses did not routinely 
adopt recommended infection control 
practices.”  

It was also found that “PPE training was not 
provided at 19 clinics. Some items of 
recommended PPE, such as respiratory 
protective equipment, were not part of the 
regular suite of PPE used by veterinarians and 
staff were often not familiar with its use. Staff 
should be properly trained in the correct use 
of PPE to ensure their health and safety.” And 

“Hand hygiene is an important risk control 
and adequate hand hygiene amenities 
should be provided”. 



Queensland Health provide information at http://www.health.qld.gov.au/cdcg/index/hendra.asp  

regarding horse to person transmission that  

“All human infections have been acquired through high level exposure to the body fluids (especially 

respiratory secretions and blood) of Hendra virus infected horses. No cases have been documented in 

people with medium or lower exposure levels, including anyone appropriately using personal protective 

equipment, and not all people with high exposures have become infected.” 

In addition, regarding horse to horse transmission, Qld Health indicates that this has been likely due to 

“inadvertent human-assisted fomite transmission” as there has been no horse to horse transmission ever 

recorded – except for with the aid of human intervention.  Indeed, one can be almost certain that sub-

standard biosecurity practices have accounted for all spread between multiple horses. 

While EA contends that HeV has caused “frequent fatalities”, examination of the records of 

the past 21 years since Hendra Virus was identified shows:   

 
1994  Vic Rail  Anecdotal evidence indicates stomach tubing and exposure to blood, urine, 

faeces without Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) and effective biosecurity practices 

1995  Mark Preston Autopsy of affected horse 13 months earlier without the use of PPE. 

2008   Ben Cuneen Autopsy of affected horse without the use of PPE. 

2009 Alister Rodgers Endoscopy of affected horse without the use of PPE. 

 
There has NEVER been a single case of HeV infection as a result of riding, grooming, 

competing or spectating at a horse event.  The ONLY persons to have contracted HeV 

infection have been persons performing intrusive procedures and/or necropsis.  As 

Queensland Health states “…and not all people with high exposure have become infected” 

Rather than rely on a silver-bullet or panacea, it would be prudent, instead, for EA to assist 

their Clubs and Organising Committees to implement, monitor and review sound biosecurity 

and risk management practices.  The Department of Primary Industries and Fisheries (DAFF) 



provide comprehensive information in their document “Guidelines for Holding Equestrian 

Activities – Event Organisers and Competitors” where nine (9) reasonable, effective and clear 

inclusions for a biosecurity plan are listed. 

 

The claim by EA that “The vaccine is the single most effective way of reducing the risk of Hendra 

virus infection in horses and provides a work health and safety and public health benefit by the 

vaccine's ability to not only protect horses from infection but also to break the cycle of virus 

transmission from horses to humans” is strikingly similar to a statement which was touted by zealous 
advocates of the Zoetis medicine.  The statement, until recently, could only be found in a document 

that was prepared by the Hendra Virus Interagency Technical Working Group – a group partly 

comprised of those who would derive a financial benefit from the distribution of the vaccine.  

It is of utmost concern that biosecurity practices will be lassez-faire if a requirement to vaccinate is 

allowed to be introduced.   As is evident from the available information, vaccination does NOT 

provide a guaranteed protection.  The medicine’s label cautions that good hygiene practices should be 

observed when dealing with horses.  Whether horses are vaccinated or unvaccinated, it is clear that 

biosecurity practices WILL provide protection from contracting HeV infection.  Please do NOT make 

a decision that is likely to result in event organisers relying on unfounded and unproven claims. 

 

Kind Regards 

 

Vanessa Cornish 
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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. 
  
Yours sincerely 
Wendy Hansen 

45 Driers Road, 

Cooran, QLD, 4569 



 

 

 

 

 

 

I wish to contribute this submission to voice my views on why this Notification 

should NOT successfully Exempt or Excuse the EA (or Event Organizers working 

for EA), in any way, over mandating the Equivac HeV Vaccine for any events. 

I am time poor and rushing to make this deadline so apologies for the mixed text.  

 

Whilst there are many, many issues I wish to make rebuttal for, I believe it is 

actually, a fairly simple aspect that I need to draw your attention to, to 

appreciate that this Application is NOT, whatsoever, in the Public’s interest, 

despite this extreme and excessive action being taken by EA with this measure 

being applied for. It comes down to the product. 

 

I will start by saying I do not agree that this vaccine provides the guarantees that 

EA are professing it, to unequivocally do, in regards to Infection Control or 

Hendra Virus risk mitigation at events.  

 

I fear that the faith placed in this ‘aid’ is inflated at the very least and dangerous 

at best. I am not against Vaccination and have personally used this vaccine. I 

believe it has a place for people who wish to ADD it to their management 

protocols in households etc and beyond this expecting it to be used at Events to 

give the benefits it claims to, is being utterly naïve. 

  

Interestingly, it is not deemed necessary by hundreds of other Associations, 

clubs and groups etc. including the Racing Industry, who, after stringent 

assessment of the product, do not consider it is appropriate in their Risk 

Assessments. 

 

This is what EA wishes to see able to be mandated at Events – Zoetis’ Equivacc 

HeV Vaccine. Details copied off the Product Label:- 

 

The Statement of CLAIMS - An aid in the prevention of clinical symptoms of 

the disease caused by Hendra virus in horses 4 months of age and older.  

In affect, interpretations of this statement could include:-  

The horse may still contract the Hendra Virus but clinical symptoms may be 

prevented (or possibly not??) 

The horse may still contract the Hendra Virus, be symptom free, yet possibly 

harbor bodily fluids which could, theoretically, contain virus in an ‘infective’ 

amount. 

 

I can then see why this statement is the 2nd point under Precautions - While all 

horses receiving the recommended vaccine course and booster vaccination 

at 6 months were antibody positive, the potential for vaccinated horses to 

shed virus if exposed to and infected with the Hendra virus cannot be ruled 

out. 
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In affect, interpretations of this statement could include:-  

It cannot be ruled out that a horse, having received vaccination, may become  

infected with the Hendra Virus, yet not present clinical symptoms, and be able to 

‘shed virus’.  

By ‘shed virus’ does this mean a horse could potentially ‘shed’ and ‘infect’ 

another – which would, possibly, go unnoticed as the horse although having 

Hendra has no clinical symptoms. 

 

The inclusion of these Statements, on a Product Label, I would say would only 

occur after great deliberation by manufacturers and would not be ‘taken lightly’, 

yet this Association seems totally dismissive and in denial of these Statements.  

 

I will return to the 1st point under Precautions - The effectiveness of Equivac 

HeV vaccine in the face of Hendra virus disease outbreak has not been 

studied. 

In affect, interpretations of this statement could include:-  

Vaccinated horse + Hendra outbreak or challenge = not known if it will be 

effective. 

Vaccinated horse + exposure to the Hendra Virus = don’t know if horse will 

contract disease. 

Vaccinated horse + challenge/exposure/in the face of Hendra Outbreak = no 

data, not studied, don’t know what happens – horse may contract Hendra and 

not have clinical symptoms or may contract Hendra and have full spectrum of 

clinical symptoms or may not contract at all. 

 

Theses are the relevant and possible interpretations of this label statement and 

NONE OF THEM CAN BE DISMISSED OR CONFIRMED !!!! 

And yet, EA believe it is within the realms of a ‘reasonable and practical’ step to 

have people arrange to take on this Equivac routine by injecting their horse 6 

monthly, so they can be on the grounds at a competition,  to provide what 

exactly??? 

 

To summarize possibilities as prescribed on the Label :- use and your horse may 

still be able to contract Hendra, may shed, may show symptoms, may not.  

I challenge you to explain any definitive positive effects of having vaccinated 

horses on the grounds would in REALITY bring?   

 

To add to this the uncertainty of knowing with any certainty if the Vaccine, has in 

fact, worked as designed to, in every horse on the grounds – as it is a world wide, 

well known fact that NO VACCINE works in 100% of recipients. How will EA 

know which horses have built sufficient antibodies and which have not – there is 

currently not a prescriptive and publicized level of immunity that can be gauged 

by a titre test.  

Effectively EA will be TRUSTING this vaccine to have worked and maintained in 

ALL horses without this being a measurable aspect. Will it be 90%, 75% or 35% 

of horses who turn up with adequate antibodies to ward off a challenge by the 

virus from a reservoir source or another horse – but even this, as mentioned 

above has not been studied. 



So, effectively, once again vaccinated horse possibly without any or unknown 

level of antibodies who may or may not be able to contract the virus via 

challenge, exposure or outbreak. 

 

This is sounding less and less like a dependable vehicle for assisting with the 

management of Risk Assessment regarding Hendra Virus Infection Control at an 

event. I would think there would be several other more definite and dependable 

measures, which could practically be employed or arranged, but sadly no, EA is 

appearing determined to use this method sometimes at the expense of many 

others. 

 

The 3rd Statement under Precautions:- It is recommended that good hygiene 

practices are observed when horses are being handled. 

In affect, interpretations of this statement could include:-  

Horses who have just received this product – hence you are reading this Label,  

the advice is “good hygiene (hand washing/avoiding fluids etc ) should be 

observed when handling (holding, moving, washing, saddling, rugging) them” 

 

As with all of these Precautions, this statement possibly requires more 

explanation in the context of it being included in the Precautions - a generic 

reminder OR a direct/suggested instruction, specifically for post vacc 

management. 

 

 

 

The 4th Statement under Precautions:- The effect of this product on pregnant 

mares or on horses intended for breeding is not known. 

In affect, interpretations of this statement could include:-  

It is unknown what this product does to horses who are in foal – unknown if it, 

in fact, does any harm to the foal or to the mare, in any way – don’t know. 

It is unknown what this product does to horses who are in foal – unknown if it 

works as an aid in preventing clinical symptoms of the disease caused by the 

Hendra Virus in the mare. 

It is unknown what this product does to horses who are currently being bred 

from or going to be bred from in the future – unknown if it works as an aid in 

preventing clinical symptoms of the disease caused by the Hendra Virus in the 

mare, filly, stallion or colt. 

It is unknown what this product does to horses who are currently being bred 

from or going to be bred from in the future – unknown if it harms them in any 

way - in the mares, fillies, stallions or colts. 

 

The percentage of horses used, in the competition arena, who are mares, fillies, 

stallions and colts, whom are intended for breeding is considerable and EA will 

be asking these owners to administer a product in which the effects of, are NOT 

KNOWN. 

 

 



The 5th Statement under Precautions:- Duration of immunity has not been 

demonstrated for more than 6 months following the primary vaccination 

course. 

In affect, interpretations of this statement could include:- 

The ONLY VACCINE IN THE WORLD requiring Booster Injections every 6 

months. Is it a fault of the vacc that it requires priming so often? 

Is it because any data submitted, to show any increase in duration and further 

immunity, was unsuccessful passing APVMA requirements? 

 

 

 

The 6th Statement under Precautions:- 

The compatibility of Equivac HeV Hendra virus vaccine with other vaccines 

and veterinary chemical products has not been studied. 

In affect, interpretations of this statement could include:- 

Again – “has not been studied” even though many owners, in their attempt to 

keep the competition horse in training, may feel pressure to personally use or be 

instructed by vets to use, Anti- Inflammatory veterinary chemical products to 

alleviate any possible side effects which would render horse unable to train. 

 

 

The 1st Statement under Side Effects:- 

Transient swelling may develop at the site of vaccination in some horses 

but should resolve within one week without treatment. 

In affect, interpretations of this statement could include:- 

A possibly, acceptable effect of any vaccination. 

 

 

 

The 2nd Statement under Side Effects:- 

In some horses transient post-vaccination reactions including injection site 

reaction, pain, increase in body temperature, lethargy, inappetence, and 

muscle stiffness have also been observed. Additional reported clinical signs 

have included urticaria, sweating, oedema and colic. Clinical signs may 

vary in severity and occasionally may require veterinary intervention. 

In affect, interpretations of this statement could include:- 

This is a less than acceptable effect of this vaccination – saying in some horses 

post-vaccination reactions may result in requiring veterinary intervention.  

Some information on Adverse Reactions is avail on the newly published chart on 

the APVMA website – unfortunately, it is short of 4 months data in a high flow 

reporting period, April to July 2015.  

I assume you have received submissions showing concern for the Adverse 

Reactions reporting process partially being handled by Zoetis itself and the 

acknowledgement that the APVMA don’t actually carry out investigations.  

 

 

 

 

 



The 3rd Statement under Side Effects:- 

Systemic allergic reactions such as anaphylaxis may require parenteral 

treatment with adrenaline, corticosteroid and antihistamine as 

appropriate and should be followed by appropriate supportive therapy. 

In affect, interpretations of this statement could include:- 

This says it is possible that horses can have anaphylaxis post-vaccination and a 

vet administering life-saving medications should attend and support therapy. It 

is well known that time is of the essence with allergic reactions and that would 

apply to this scenario as well. It is possible to say that unless a horse was 

observed to be suffering an allergic reaction within a timely manner and life-

saving meds were not given that a horse could potentially lose it’s life in this 

reaction. Owners are not often in attendance 24/7.  The APVMA Adverse 

Reactions chart does acknowledge ‘allergic’ type reactions in a number of horses. 

 

These issues cannot be dismissed by EA as ‘something to be expected’ with any 

vaccine, they need to acknowledge that for many people they wish to have the 

right to weigh up their ACTUAL RISK of Hendra infection (av  of 3 to 4 horses Aus 

wide per year) to the RISK to their horse of a possible Adverse Reaction or 

Vaccine Injury. Competitors should maintain this right particularly when the 

definitive and measurable benefits of having a vaccinated horse at a competition 

is extremely LIMITED going off what the ACTUAL Label describes as possibilities 

and/or unknowns in regards to protecting horses and humans. 

 

  

Dosage and Administration, does not require rebuttal – only to say that this is 

a NEW type of Vaccine – that has never been release before in the world –  

a G-Protein vaccine, a new technique with added Thiomersal. Please look up the 

AAHL Lab Data for further details. 

 

General directions, does not require rebuttal. 

Neither does Withholding period/s, Trade advice, Safety directions, First 

aid. 

 

The section - Additional user safety, (Presumably for the administering Vet) :-

outlines needles stick safety and disposal of syringe etc. irritation and safe 

practices etc  with a 3rd Statement being:- Personal Protective Equipment 

(PPE) should be worn whenever Hendra virus disease is suspected even in 

vaccinated horses as not all vaccines can provide a guaranteed protection. 

In affect, interpretations of this statement could include:- 

PPE should be used whether a horse IS VACCINATED or not if the horse is 

displaying possible Hendra-like symptoms. 

That some vaccines CANNOT provide a guaranteed protection. 

That horses, regardless of being vaccinated or not, will be treated as if 

contracting Hendra Virus IS POSSIBLE. 

That PPE is a dependable way to protect people from possible infection from 

VACCINATED or unvaccinated horses. 

 

 



This DOES NOT aligned with the defense of this vaccination, which EA appear to 

be doing.  

Would it not have been in the best interests of the public to adopt elements of 

Risk Mitigation such as readily providing PPE for RIDERS use prior to attending 

vets TAKING OVER a suspected horse (vaccinated or not) for assessment?  

Being an Associations of RIDERS and not an Assoc of VETS – the Assoc is 

required to PLAN to keep RIDERS safe, not be involved in managing VETS.  

Vets follow their respective State Veterinary Surgeons Boards registration 

protocols. Biosecurity in each State, manage vets and the scene of confirmed 

Hendra cases.   

 

Vets as mentioned above, would be required to treat VACCINATED and 

unvaccinated horses, identically, in the face of exposure to or suspicion of 

Hendra Virus AS PER THE LABEL – This is surely, the superior information above 

ALL OTHER PROTOCOLS. 

 

 

There are many, many more practical and measurable action plans and 

inclusions to venue equipment etc that could, in reality, be life-saving and much 

better than relying on horses vaccinated with Equivac to provide the SAFETY as 

EA wish to do. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

Amanda Clifford 

 

 




