«)X\\

Media Release 27 January 2017 an ,h\
HOW TO GET AWAY WITH MURDER STARRING THE ACT GOVERNMENT ot utoten S \/

The Animal Protectors Alliance is not surprised that the ACT government has not been prosecuted

for its cruel, secretive and illegal use of silencers on guns during its annual kangaroo massacre since
2009.

“The Department of Public Prosecutions also failed to prosecute TAMS for shooting kangaroos,
without any warning to the public, close the Centenary Trail in 2015,” recalls the group’s
spokesperson, Robyn Soxsmith.

“The DPP didn’t prosecute TAMS for shooting kangaroos, without so much as even an invalid
licence, on the rural land which includes the Centenary Trail!

“They didn’t prosecute TAMS for shooting kangaroos in 2016 even after a magistrate ruled that the
licence they were shooting under was invalid.

“The DPP didn’t prosecute TAMS for shooting kangaroos on Isaac’s Ridge Reserve in 2016 within
thirty metres of passing traffic.

“They didn’t prosecute TAMS for the cruel, slow death of the young male kangaroo found in the
government’s burial pit in 2012.

“They have not prosecuted TAMS for the thousands of joeys TAMS has orphaned and abandoned to
death from starvation, dehydration, hypothermia, myopathy and car strike, every year since 2009
when the ACT government began its annual massacres.”

Ms Soxsmith concludes that the government now appears quite confident it can commit murder, as
well as any amount of cruelty to kangaroos, with complete impunity from prosecution.

“The government has absolute control over the police and the DPP - if not over the courts. If the
police and the DPP refuse to bring a government’s crimes to court, what can the courts do?”

“Meanwhile, so few ACT residents even realise these crimes are being committed under their noses.
When eye witnesses attempt to expose them, the government undermines their credibility with
‘alternative facts’, or by dismissing them as ‘protestors’, or with false accusations of vandalism.

“This seems to be the name of the game, world-wide, at the moment. People are going to have to
wake up to themselves soon or they will lose everything — literally,” Ms Soxsmith warned.

Robyn Soxsmith, chook toad@hotmail.com, 0424 191 561

APA’s full correspondence with the government in regard to the shooting near the Centenary Trail in
2015 can be found online at: https://warmandwildblog.wordpress.com/55-2/dossier-
kangaroo-shooting-on-the-rose-cottage-horse-paddocks/?
preview_id=301&preview_nonce=8aefabe7ef
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JANUARY 22 2017
No action to be taken on illegal use of silencers in kangaroo cull since 2009
Kirsten Lawson

Despite conceding that the use of silencers by government kangaroo shooters was illegal
each year since 2009, authorities are taking no action against the shooters or the officials
who issued the permits.

The government conceded last year that the use of silencers in the annual kangaroo cull
was "probably not in accordance with the law", which bans noise suppressors.

http://www.canberratimes.com.au/act-news/no-action-to-be-taken-on-illegal-use-of-
silencers-in-kangaroo-cull-since-2009-20170113-gtqtfz

The illegal possession or use of silencers attracts a fine of $30,000 and up to two years in
jail.

But a Justice Directorate spokesperson said the shooters had not acted recklessly because
they were acting under a permit issued by the registrar of firearms.
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"It would be difficult, if not impossible, to prove the fault element of either offence that
is recklessness” under the Criminal Code, the spokesperson said.

The registrar of firearms had issued the permit "in error” but that was an administrative
error, not a criminal offence.

For the director of public prosecutions to take action it must be satisfied that the criteria
to prosecute were met, particularly the public interest test, and that the cost was
justified, the spokesperson said.

The firearms register is the deputy chief police officer.

http://www.canberratimes.com.au/act-news/no-action-to-be-taken-on-illegal-use-of-
silencers-in-kangaroo-cull-since-2009-20170113-gtqtfz

Asked what action police had taken about the illegal use of silencers, ACT Policing said,
"No investigation has been undertaken by ACT Policing as the previously issued permits by
the registrar of firearms were found to be incorrect and as such, this does not constitute
a criminal offence by person acting under those permits.”

To deal with the permit problem, the firearms registrar issued declarations every three
months in 2016, authorising the use of silencers for the cull and for firearms dealers to
manufacture, repair and test firearms on their premises.



Animal Defenders Officer director Tara Ward said while that probably made silencers le-
gal, the first of the declarations was also flawed and arguably did not legalise the use of
silencers.

She also pointed out that not only were the permits illegal, in 2016 the cull licence was
also invalid, according to the Magistrates Court, in a finding upheld in the Supreme Court.

Despite that finding, the government pushed ahead with the 2016 cull.

The series of errors raised questions about the government's management of the entire
cull, she said.

"Our concern is that if the government is getting this wrong, what else are they getting
wrong? Should we be asking questions about the whole science behind the cull? This legit-
imately raises those questions.”

Ms Ward said the government's suggestion that recklessness could not be proven was open
to debate. If the shooters came from NSW, they could be expected to be aware of the
need for a permit. If there was no reference to silencers on the gun licences, that "ar-
guably could have alerted a responsible shooter to the need to inquire whether a permit
to use the silencers was required”.

The justice spokesperson said shooting was the most humane method, the cull was regu-
larly audited by vets, and the marksmen were expert.

Suppressed firearms were used because they had less recoil "which promotes shooter ac-
curacy, protects the shooter from hearing and nerve damage, and minimises noise distur-
bance”.

The illegal use of silencers since 2009 was uncovered when firearms dealer Gareth Crook
challenged the refusal by the firearms register to give him a permit to test rifles for sup-
ply to the Victorian police. Last year, Mr Crook went to the ACT Civil and Administrative
Appeals Tribunal, where the registrar argued he had no power under the law to issue
permits for the use of silencers.

Mr Crook pointed out that they had been issued for many years for the kangaroo cull. In
response, a lawyer for the registrar "acknowledged the inconsistency, but explained it on
the basis that no one appreciated at the time suppressors were used to conduct the kan-
garoo cull that the use may not have been, and was probably not, in accordance with the
law".

The tribunal ruled in favour of the registrar for firearms, agreeing he did not have the
power to issue the permit.

The Supreme Court threw out the conviction of a protester for hindering the cull on the
basis that if the cull was not valid then it could not have been illegally hindered.

Government shooters have killed close to 11,000 kangaroos and hundreds more joeys
since 2009.



