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authority (as opposed to the manufacturer, Zoetis). There have been known cases of Vets 
declining to report reactions based solely on their opinion and I have no doubt they have failed to 
report many 1,000's of adverse reactions based on their desire to see a marked increase in 
uptake of this proven unsafe vaccine. 
 
- many vets are refusing to treat unvaccinated horses which conduct may increase if immunity to 
third line forcing is granted. 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. I believe many horses are possibly 
dying already because Vets MAY attend, but they will only take blood for Hendra testing & await 
the result before agreeing to actually treat an unseen illness, or wound etc. Therefore, in the case 
of colic, chances are extremely high that the horse will die a very long and agonising death due to 
lack of necessary invasive treatment. If blood is taken on a Friday afternoon, it can be Tues/Wed 
before results are known. Colic can & does kill within hours. 
 
- the negligible risks of Hendra being contracted at an event (and the fact that it has never 
happened in the history of equestrian events, or races, ever) whereas the risks of horses having 
violent & often deadly reactions are increasing by the day as more are vaccinated, and more 
particularly upon receiving their 3rd & onwards booster. It must not be overlooked that violent 
adverse reactions & death have occurred even after the initial 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, especially 
without consulting its paying membership numbering in the many thousands! 
 
- 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 
 
- 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, 
Private & Confidential - Name, Phone Number or Email Address NOT For Publication Please 
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on their opinion and I have no doubt they have failed to report many 1,000's of adverse reactions based on 
their desire to see a marked increase in uptake of this proven unsafe vaccine. 
 
- I am already unable to take my valuable team of show horses to certain events and equine competitions by 
virtue of the fact I refuse to vaccinate them, and this will extend to further Associations & Show Societies 
all over Australia if mandatory HeV vaccination is required, thereby decimating the recreational & 
competitive horse industry. 
 
- many vets are refusing to treat unvaccinated horses which conduct may increase if immunity to third line 
forcing is granted. 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. I believe many horses are possibly dying already because Vets MAY 
attend, but they will only take blood for Hendra testing & await the result before agreeing to actually treat 
an unseen illness, or wound etc. Therefore, in the case of colic, chances are extremely high that the horse 
will die a very long and agonising death due to lack of necessary invasive treatment. If blood is taken on a 
Friday afternoon, it can be Tues/Wed before results are known. Colic can & does kill within hours. 
 
- the negligible risks of Hendra being contracted at an event (and the fact that it has never happened in the 
history of equestrian events, or races, ever) whereas the risks of horses having violent & often deadly 
reactions are increasing by the day as more are vaccinated, and more particularly upon receiving their 3rd & 
onwards booster. It must not be overlooked that violent adverse reactions & death have occurred even after 
the initial 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, especially without consulting its paying membership 
numbering in the many thousands! 
 
- 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 
 
- 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, 
Private & Confidential - Name, Phone Number or Email Address NOT For Publication Please 

 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 

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. 
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’.  
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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, 



 
 
 
 
 
 

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. 
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’.  
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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, 



 
 
 
 
 
 

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. 
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’.  
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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, 



 
 
 
 
 
 

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. 
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’.  
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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, 
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- I am already unable to take my valuable team of show horses to certain events and equine competitions by virtue 

of the fact I refuse to vaccinate them, and this will extend to further Associations & Show Societies all over Australia 

if mandatory HeV vaccination is required, thereby decimating the recreational & competitive horse industry. 

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

granted. 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. I believe many horses are possibly dying already because Vets MAY attend, but they will only take blood 

for Hendra testing & await the result before agreeing to actually treat an unseen illness, or wound etc. Therefore, in 

the case of colic, chances are extremely high that the horse will die a very long and agonising death due to lack of 

necessary invasive treatment. If blood is taken on a Friday afternoon, it can be Tues/Wed before results are known. 

Colic can & does kill within hours. 

- the negligible risks of Hendra being contracted at an event (and the fact that it has never happened in the history 

of equestrian events, or races, ever) whereas the risks of horses having violent & often deadly reactions are 

increasing by the day as more are vaccinated, and more particularly upon receiving their 3rd & onwards booster. It 

must not be overlooked that violent adverse reactions & death have occurred even after the initial 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, especially without consulting its paying membership numbering in the many thousands! 

- 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 

- 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, 

 

 

 

 

Name and Details NOT For Publication  
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- adverse reactions and equine DEATHS from this vaccine have been experienced in very high numbers 

with, I believe, only a small proportion of those being duly reported to the statutory authority (as opposed 

to the manufacturer, Zoetis). There have been known cases of Vets declining to report reactions based 

solely on their opinion and I have no doubt they have failed to report many 1,000's of adverse reactions 

based on their desire to see a marked increase in uptake of this proven unsafe vaccine - my own horse had 

an adverse reaction which my vet brushed aside and did not complete paperwork. I no longer vaccinate 

my horses because this vaccination is not yet proven safe. 

 

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

forcing is granted. 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. I believe many horses are possibly dying already because Vets MAY 

attend, but they will only take blood for Hendra testing & await the result before agreeing to actually treat 

an unseen illness, or wound etc. Therefore, in the case of colic, chances are extremely high that the horse 

will die a very long and agonising death due to lack of necessary invasive treatment. If blood is taken on a 

Friday afternoon, it can be Tues/Wed before results are known. Colic can & does kill within hours. 

 

- the negligible risks of Hendra being contracted at an event (and the fact that it has never happened in the 

history of equestrian events, or races, ever) whereas the risks of horses having violent & often deadly 

reactions are increasing by the day as more are vaccinated, and more particularly upon receiving their 3rd 

& onwards booster. It must not be overlooked that violent adverse reactions & death have occurred even 

after the initial 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, especially without consulting its paying membership 

numbering in the many thousands! 

 

- 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 

 

- 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, 

  

 

 

 

Private & Confidential - Name, Phone Number or Email Address NOT For Publication Please 



bblan
Typewritten Text
90.





bblan
Typewritten Text
91.



 

2 

unvaccinated race horses are indeed treated.  

 

- adverse reactions and equine DEATHS from this vaccine have been experienced in very high numbers 

with, I believe, only a small proportion of those being duly reported to the statutory authority (as opposed 

to the manufacturer, Zoetis). There have been known cases of Vets declining to report reactions based 

solely on their opinion and I have no doubt they have failed to report many 1,000's of adverse reactions 

based on their desire to see a marked increase in uptake of this proven unsafe vaccine. 

 

- I am already unable to take my valuable team of show horses to certain events and equine competitions 

by virtue of the fact I refuse to vaccinate them, and this will extend to further Associations & Show 

Societies all over Australia if mandatory HeV vaccination is required, thereby decimating the recreational & 

competitive horse industry. 

 

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

forcing is granted. 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. I believe many horses are possibly dying already because Vets MAY 

attend, but they will only take blood for Hendra testing & await the result before agreeing to actually treat 

an unseen illness, or wound etc. Therefore, in the case of colic, chances are extremely high that the horse 

will die a very long and agonising death due to lack of necessary invasive treatment. If blood is taken on a 

Friday afternoon, it can be Tues/Wed before results are known. Colic can & does kill within hours. 

 

- the negligible risks of Hendra being contracted at an event (and the fact that it has never happened in the 

history of equestrian events, or races, ever) whereas the risks of horses having violent & often deadly 

reactions are increasing by the day as more are vaccinated, and more particularly upon receiving their 3rd 

& onwards booster. It must not be overlooked that violent adverse reactions & death have occurred even 

after the initial 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, especially without consulting its paying membership 

numbering in the many thousands! 

 

- 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 

 

- 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, 

Private & Confidential - Name, Phone Number or Email Address NOT For Publication Please 
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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 

 
 

 
 

Please keep my contact details confidential 
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- I am already unable to take my valuable team of show horses to certain events and equine competitions by virtue 

of the fact I refuse to vaccinate them, and this will extend to further Associations & Show Societies all over Australia 

if mandatory HeV vaccination is required, thereby decimating the recreational & competitive horse industry. 

 

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

granted. 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. I believe many horses are possibly dying already because Vets MAY attend, but they will only take blood 

for Hendra testing & await the result before agreeing to actually treat an unseen illness, or wound etc. Therefore, in 

the case of colic, chances are extremely high that the horse will die a very long and agonising death due to lack of 

necessary invasive treatment. If blood is taken on a Friday afternoon, it can be Tues/Wed before results are known. 

Colic can & does kill within hours. 

 

- the negligible risks of Hendra being contracted at an event (and the fact that it has never happened in the history 

of equestrian events, or races, ever) whereas the risks of horses having violent & often deadly reactions are 

increasing by the day as more are vaccinated, and more particularly upon receiving their 3rd & onwards booster. It 

must not be overlooked that violent adverse reactions & death have occurred even after the initial 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, especially without consulting its paying membership numbering in the many thousands! 

 

- 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 

 

- 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, 

Private & Confidential - Name, Phone Number or Email Address NOT For Publication Please 
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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 
 

 
 

 
 

Thank you 
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- I believe that there should always be a choice where there are serious consequences to an action, especially where prolonged 
harm is a consequence. There have been a number of horses that have died and suffered unduly after being vaccinated with the 
hendra vaccine, and a number of horse owners that have also suffered as a consequence. 

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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3 Vaccination of Competition/Breeding stock Breeding stock, both stallions and mares, are integral to the 
EA competition circuit. The range and quality of Australian bred performance/breeding stallions especially, 
has improved enormously in recent years, and is critical to the commercial success of the performance horse 
sector. The FEI, world governing body for Olympic Equestrian sports, (of which EA is a national 
federation) holds the Welfare of the Horse to be a Paramount Concern. However, Equestrian Australia, 
(influenced by individual Australian based accredited FEI vets, but not condoned by the FEI itself), have 
chosen to support mandating a vaccine where no data is known as to the effect on horses intended for 
breeding. This places the connections associated with valuable performance/breeding stock in a quandary. 
Equestrian Australia and event organising committees have accepted veterinary ‘advice’ for which there is 
no (published) research data. Promised data on broodmare trials has not been forthcoming. This concern is 
not raised to reference anecdotal safety, efficacy or adverse reaction concerns, but rather to highlight the 
fact that there is no data to support administering this vaccine to breeding stock. In this light, the arbitrary 
stance taken by some organising committees, and indeed Equestrian Australia must surely warrant closer 
inspection. APVMA Label Directions for EQUIVAC HeV HENDRA VIRUS VACCINE FOR HORSES 
(regarding pregnant mares or horses intended for breeding) Minor Permit 13510: 3 August 2012 – 3 August 
2014 DIRECTIONS FOR USE Contraindications and Precautions The effect of this product on pregnant 
mares or on horses intended for breeding is not known; therefore use in these animals must be weighed 
against the risk of serious illness or death from disease caused by infection with Hendra virus. Minor Permit 
14876: 4 August 2014 – 4 August 2015 DIRECTIONS FOR USE Contraindications and Precautions The 
effect of this product on pregnant mares or on horses intended for breeding is not known. Minor Permit 
14887: 31 March 2015 – 4 August 2015 DIRECTIONS FOR USE Contraindications and Precautions The 
effect of this product in pregnant mares or in horses intended for breeding is not known. Registered Product: 
APVMA approval no: 68996/59594: 5 August 2015 DIRECTIONS FOR USE Precautions The effect of this 
product on pregnant mares or on horses intended for breeding is not known.  
 
4 Opportunities for Young Riders to gain Competition experience curtailed Many young riders (to 21 years) 
compete on ‘schoolmasters’ from lower levels through to elite level classes. Some of these horses are 
‘aged’, in their late teens to early twenties, but with sensible management are excellent mounts for Young 
Rider classes. (It should be noted that there are horses competing at elite international levels including the 
Olympics into their late teens.) The most recent labels for the Hendra vaccine state that the product should 
not be administered to immunocompromised horses. Compared to horses known to have been sick and 
subsequently immunocompromised, it is not easy to determine if a horse may be mildly or moderately 
immunocompromised, simply due to their age, and therefore not a candidate for this vaccine. Thus owners 
and riders are faced with a quandary; to vaccinate an apparently healthy horse so as to compete at HVE 
mandatory events, or forgo those opportunities. For those young riders working in professional stables and 
starting their careers, this is an unwelcome stumbling block to face. APVMA Label Directions for 
EQUIVAC HeV HENDRA VIRUS VACCINE FOR HORSES (regarding immunocompromised horses) 
Minor Permit 13510: 3 August 2012 – 3 August 2014 DIRECTIONS FOR USE Contraindications and 
Precautions There is no data to support the use of this vaccine in sick horses Minor Permit 14876: 4 August 
2014 – 4 August 2015 DIRECTIONS FOR USE Contraindications and Precautions There is no data to 
support the use of this vaccine in sick horses. Minor Permit 14887: 31 March 2015 – 4 August 2015 
DIRECTIONS FOR USE Contraindications and Precautions The Product should not be used in sick or 
immunocompromised horses. Registered Product: APVMA approval no: 68996/59594: 5 August 2015 
DIRECTIONS FOR USE Contraindications The Product should not be used in sick or 
immunocompromised horses. 
 
 
Regards 

 
 

 
 

 
Please keep my personal details confidential but list my submission on the public register. 
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Reasons: 

Adverse reactions have been experience by all three (3) of my horses which have had 4 vaccinations 

each. It has taken 12 months since their last vaccination for my horses to have their health improve 

from those adverse reactions. I want the choice to decide whether to continue with HeV vaccine for my 

horses not have it made mandatory. 

If equine competition events require mandatory vaccination there is a high degree of likelihood that 

facilities at which these events are held will impose mandatory vaccination for the use of the facilities 
for training outside of competitions. 

Local Vets will not treat unvaccinated horses and only attend horses for non invasive treatment. Even 

if my horses are what EA/ZEOTIS (Product Supplier)/APVMA considers to be fully up to date with HeV 

a Hendra Exclusion Test may still be imposed prior to Vets offering some treatments. Any time lapsed 
waiting for test results may result in the death of my horse. 

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 (or continuing to vaccinate) without such certainties? 

The APVMA states that HeV vaccination is not an APVMA requirement so if the Government Licensing 

Authority does not believe HeV vaccine should be mandatory, it is inappropriate that a non-

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

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

The risk of reaction from the HeV vaccine increases exponentially due to the requirement for boosters 

to be administered every six (6) months as currently stipulated by APVMA. As stated previously my 

own horses have experienced adverse reactions to the HeV vaccine and if their vaccinations 

(regardless of the effect on their well being) are not up to date then they are ineligible to compete in a 

proposed EA Hendra Mandatory event. 

Mild reactions to the HeV vaccine can still affect a horse's ability to compete.  Severe reactions can 

lead to long term costly health issues. My horses may or may not recover and may or may not be 

physically able to compete again should they have to be vaccinated to comply with the EA Mandatory 
vaccination. 

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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• as a person that responsibly vaccinates my horses for the standard items and have vaccinated my horses 

for Hendra, the severity of reactions to the last booster on all three horses means I will not be vaccinating 

with the current Hendra vaccine again and cannot without subjecting my horses to a damaging, potentially 

lethal reaction - to do so would contravene APVMA  guidelines “not be likely to have an unintended effect 

that is harmful to animals, plants or things or to the environment”   (http://apvma.gov.au/node/12881) 

These reactions included lethargy, stiffness and loss of appetite for 3-4 days, with it taking over a week for 

the reactions to completely dissipate. In my circle of equestrian acquaintances this has been a relatively 

common experience and does seem to be increasing. 

 

• I will not be supporting through volunteering nor attending or competing in any equine competitions if 

mandatory HeV vaccination is required. I would conservatively estimate that approximately 75% of my 

equestrian acquaintances are in a similar position in regards to the above and this point.  I believe that many 

will be taking the same stance and this will decimate the EA competitions. 

If EA is permitted to do this I will be supporting the rise of a new governing body for the equestrian sports as 

will many. This means the equestrian sports will take a significant blow internationally as well as locally. 

 

• The vaccine (as per registration (on 4/8/15) registered label) does not  guarantee that a vaccinated horse 

may not pass on the virus anyway leaving people with a false sense of security and increasing the likelihood 

of horse to human transfer occurring when Hendra is present.  The APVMA clearly states “The potential for 

a vaccinated horse to pass on the Hendra virus cannot be ruled out”. So much so that the APVMA 

recommends “Personal protective equipment should be worn whenever infection is suspected even in 

vaccinated horses.”  

 

• The vaccine (as per registration (on 4/8/15) registered label) does not  guarantee that it will not mask the 

Hendra virus symptoms again increasing significantly the risk that individuals will act with false belief and 

cause greater likelihood of Hendra being transferred to humans when it is present. 

 

•  As a person who runs equestrian events, we already take bio-security very seriously and constantly 

promote and enforce good bio-security behaviour from competitors and event officials.  I note that Hendra 

is a rare virus and has never been associated with an event.  I would have a heightened concern if people 

believed that a Hendra vaccination protected them as per above, and relaxed their bio-security behaviour as 

a result. 

 

• 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. 

 

• 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 

 

• 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.  I do note that members are starting to vote with 

their feet and this will only increase causing long term damage to the equestrian sports in Australia and its 

representation at the international level 

 

• 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 
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• EA seeks to usurp the right of the owner to decide what is in the best interests of their horse’s health. EA is 

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

vaccination. Nor does EA 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. 

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 

 

Contact Details (Confidential): 

 

  

                 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
   

 
 

 
   

 
 

 

 




