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We at C.A.T.S. Cats Assistance to Sterilise write the content below with a view to outlining the alternative method to the Federal Government’s Threat Abatement Plan, being the only plan acceptable to an awakened and aware public on all the issues we outline.

GUIDING PRINCIPLES
Our guiding principles are that of Animal Equality which demands that no animal be threatened, harmed, or made to fear from humans in order for another to have an advantage. Before you can do any good for an animal, you must first of all “do no harm”. There is no such thing as “overall humaneness” An action towards any individual animal is either humane or it is not. We, along with our many thousands of supporters, have no place for specieism in our approach.
We acknowledge the endangered species and have joined  protest groups when the government ignore the plight of these animals and continue to grant logging rights for human development. Whilst today we write about cats, we have regularly campaigned for and saved birds, fought for koalas, kangaroos, ducks, and support Bills in parliament for protections for wombats and many others. We are active in all kinds of ways to save wildlife and DRH (Desex and Return To Home) is our biggest effort toward this end.
We are not ignorant of predation by cats, but our evidence based approach is that killing cats is not the answer. 
Killing cats falls outside of our moral code. Nothing that falls outside of animal welfare concerns, natural animal behaviour and actual outcomes for the animal under discussion, merits consideration. For this reason, please consider the point you make regarding Indigenous consultations as these people, as a group are exempt to our Animal Welfare, Protection, and Anti Cruelty State Acts, and in your own words on page 15 and 19 of the Threat Abatement Plan Draft, you state that “in some parts of Australia, there is now a long standing practice of hunting of feral cats by Indigenous Australians for food and bush medicine.” Hardly a moral recommendation for their input. Animals don’t care about the skin colour or traditions of their persecutors – the pain and suffering feels the same.
There was no evidence of an Ethics Committee giving oversight to your project before it began.

WHY DO WE HAVE ENDANGERED SPECIES?
Instead of scapegoating cats we need to look at the real and many reasons, both human and animal.
We should not overlook the fact that birds, for example, also have enemies in their own ranks, before we look at any other predators.
Falcons, Hawks, Owls, Tawny Frogmouths and Grey Shrike-Thrushes, to name a few, are birds of prey. The Grey Shrike-Thrush, loved by many because of its song, according to “Birds in Backyards,” eats small mammals. lizards, frogs, eggs and young. This is comparable to contents found in the stomach of cats, in some studies of cat predation. According to birdlife.org.au “Although their song is pleasant to human ears, it is less so for many nesting birds as Grey Shrike-Thrushes are notorious predators at nests, regularly eating eggs and nestlings”. In addition, according to the Australian Museum, the Tawny Frogmouth’s diet includes mammals. reptiles, frogs, and birds and “most food is obtained by pouncing to the ground from a tree or other elevated perch”.  
These hunters and killers are deadly dangerous to the other animals, reptiles and birds, so why single out the cat? 
Even some Australian native animals are non-vegetarian, and therefore also predators – The Tasmanian Devil, Eastern Quoll, Northern brown bandicoot, Bilbies and snakes.

This article below was in the Advertiser on the 27th Oct 2023 in Adelaide.
BUSHFIRES ESCALATE FAUNA EXTINCTION RATE
Australia has listed more threatened species in the past two years than the previous 10, uncovering the true impact of the Black Summer bushfires ahead of a return of similar conditions in 2023-24, new research reveals. 
According to the Conservation Volunteers Australia findings, there was a net increase of about 150 threatened species nationally in the two years since the landmark 2021 State of the Environment Report compared with about 130 between the SOE 2011 and 2021 editions.
https://www.miragenews.com/threatened-species-listings-surge-in-past-2-1111048/
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I keep an eye on the koala colonies in northern NSW and after the 2020 fire some of the few remaining colonies are not viable and may not survive. This is the legacy of arsonists, yet the courts go light on these delinquents when they find them.
I recently saw a dazed and confused mother Kangaroo with her Joey standing next to a Land Sales cabin on a newly cleared housing development site. At first, I smiled but then cried as I realized that this had been her home before it was cleared. Our islands too are being logged at an alarming rate whilst affordable housing is being sought. No-one at all checks the trees for any residing animal. The aggression and pace with which the flora is being cleared leaves me in dismay for our animals.
A friend who lives in country NSW has heard the chainsaws on neighbouring acreage every day now for years. She herself is a land regenerist and whilst it has taken her 30 years to revegetate her land, the neighbours are clearing as though there is a Planet B.
We cannot blame the natural behaviour of cats for the decline of our endangered species, whilst human tractors cannot keep up with the demand for logging and clearing. And no statistics will convince us to blame cats as we know that  the methods by which these statistics are achieved are unscientific – an estimation based on another estimation.
Australian Wildlife Conservancy establish their figures by cutting cats open and counting the victim’s stomach contents. They multiply this count  by 365 days of the year, ignoring the fact that on any one of those days the cat may not have eaten at all. If the cat had a full stomach on the day of the count, remember that cats are opportunists and  partake while they can, as it may be a drought for them for many days as prey might be scarce. Additionally the contents are then not divided between road kill,  remaining carcass of another animal’s catch, or a self-catch, which would severely dilute the exaggerated numbers that are reported. If we were to believe the numbers we are handed, then there would simply be no wildlife left. Please see the following report.
In response to "Fact check" by Sam Haldane, The Courier March 29
There is no accurate feral cat population estimate for Australia. It appears the figures to which Sam Haldane is referring originally stem from the Threat abatement plan for predation by feral cats 2008 which used figures from a 1996 newspaper editorial and NOT from validated scientific research. The Australian Wildlife Conservancy unfortunately used these upon which to base further research; additionally without partitioning this figure into stray, semi-owned, human reliant etc. They stated 15 million feral cats was a conservative estimate, which while highly inaccurate and irresponsible, was published in Australian Geographic. These inaccurate inflated large estimates caught public interest and incited further hatred against the cat. The Federal Govt report was amended in 2015 and relatively recent research has provided more scientifically based estimations that are much lower (1.3 - 6.3 million with very wide confidence intervals) and large fluctuations spatially and temporally, with some areas devoid of cats.
Cat populations are concentrated in urban areas with the majority human reliant with food supplied or from a human source. Cats generally hunt species most abundant, these being rats and mice, in urban areas where wildlife is not as common. Cats also have a historic association with vermin and so have a prey image for these. Not all cats are good hunters. Pet cats are not feral cats taking several generations for domestic cats to reach feral status with most kittens in a litter, not surviving.
One estimate of the number of wildlife eaten per night was determined from the stomach contents of cats in the Kimberley. This material should have been partitioned into shared, scavenged (eg: road kill), or hunted and killed, prey that is sick, injured or old and not included those simply bearing bite marks. Some of this prey may also have been taken normally by native predators, now less abundant. This figure cannot be used to extrapolate the loss of wildlife across the whole of Australia because different regions support different species in different abundances. For example: unpublished research on cat stomach contents in rural South Australia found rabbits were the main diet of feral cats. Management of any species must be done with caution. Removal of cats from other areas has resulted in loss of birds due to increases in rat predation, or loss of vegetation due to increases in rabbits.
There is not one isolated factor that contributes to the demise of our native species. There are many and they act in concert so it makes sense to address these in the same manner. Singling out one single factor appears that we could be deferring attention from our own activities which we simply have no desire to control.
Also extremely concerning is your suggestion that cats do not need a source of water. WRONG !
R. Norris
BSc (Hons)

We need to be prudent when hearing  propaganda figures. I could spend a long time listing many of the ones we have analysed, but I will name just one which the then Minister of Environment, Greg Hunt is guilty of repeating with exaggeration
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2014-11-13/greg-hunt-feral-cat-native-animals-fact-check/5858282?nw=0&r=HtmlFragment

Environment Minister Greg Hunt has pledged new money to help community groups trap and eradicate feral cats. There are up to 20 million feral cats taking up to four native Australian animals a night. That is over 20 billion Australian native species being destroyed a year, he said. ABC Fact Check takes a look at the numbers.
Sent from Mail for Windows


WHAT DOES NOT WORK IN KEEPING CEILING LEVELS OF CATS LOW
Simply put, when you kill one cat, you could end up with 2 in it’s place, but you will certainly end up with at least the same number and in a very short space of time – less than a year, and the public are very well aware of this now.
Let’s look at the most recent results as this is possibly some of the best evidence we can examine. In 2022 the report for the results of the Threat Abatement Plan from the years 2016-2020 came out and we read that the scientists confessed that it had been a failure. But they stated this for the wrong reason. There was a shortfall in the kill. The target had been 2 million and the dead cats totalled 1.5 million. The real reason it qualifies as a failure is because it is now only 2023 and you are having to do it all over again!
Billie Lazenby explains in her report on the study done in the forests of Tasmania, that when aggressive top cats are removed and a territory is vacated – a territory that still supports life - younger more virile cats move in, take up  residence and breed up. A colony is reestablished and by the 12 month mark, numbers are re-established. The killing program only ends up with dead cats that suffered on their way out, and no desired good result.
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/273508911 
The Lazenby report is also being uploaded with this submission.

WHY DOES DRH WORK AND WHAT IS IT?

On page 25 of the Background document, 4.5 Public Amenity, you state:
“In built up areas, feral cats and free roaming pet cats, can cause nuisance to residents, instigate conflict between neighbours and impose a substantial burden on local governments that are usually responsible for implementing the companion animal legislation of their jurisdiction, and also for controlling feral cats living in towns and cities.”
The simplest way to explain what Desex and Return to Home (DRH) does, is to say that it resolves 95% of these problems and more. 
The C.A.T.S. System of DRH contains no negative outcomes and it has the support of the majority of those assisting the cats and it has been and will continue to be complied with. 
This program begins with low-priced cat desexing through the C.A.T.S. Scheme, where residents can attend one of our cooperating vet surgeries, costing councils nothing until cat numbers drop sufficiently to be able to introduce the free desexing. This free desexing is then added for a small donation from councils to help with desexing costs - currently $1,250 per hundred cats: Minuscule cost compared with cat bylaw costs.
People simply call our call centre number or council who direct them to us. People like the fact that it humanely breaks the cycle of endless cat euthanasia and works with natural feline behaviour as well as reducing predation on wildlife. It has also been formulated to comply with the Natural Resources Amendment Act and has been working well for its 35 years duration. 
DRH simply requires kindness by the community which has been forthcoming in leaps and bounds to create the success it is today, with a minimum cost to the rescue volunteer, who allows the cat to live in the yard and feeds it. In this way semi ownership has become the solution.

Co-operating councils, rescuers and vets now only require a co-operating State Government to repeal its Cat Management legislation, including MANDATORY registration, microchipping, and maximum household numbers, for all South Australians to be able to participate in the success of DRH and by extension all Australians. 
One major problem with the legislative system is that it creates, an “apartheid” or division between domestic pet cats and free living community cats. It makes the latter seem “unvaluable” compared to a pet, and subject to a council round up, resulting in the shelters being flooded to overflowing, with cats and kittens. 
Unowned cats are equally valuable. Both groups of cats are sentient animals, and both can experience pain, fear, discomfort, and anxiety. Both groups have their place in the community and are greatly loved and treasured by the residents. Both groups are also essential for maintaining their population status quo by their territory markings which keeps out undesexed infiltrator cats, and also to control the rats and mice and to deter the snakes which are attracted by the rodents. 
The C.A.T.S. DRH system achieves all of the above. 
The Cat Management legislation severely disrupt these outcomes. NO CAT MANAGEMENT PLAN will be successful without the support of the people who care for the cats. As people will not comply with the proposed Dog and Cat Management Board (DCMB) Legislation, it is pointless trying to make them. The State Government has had the DACO (Dogs And Cats Online) registration system for over 5 years now and it currently shows only 21.5% of owned cats are registered on DACO. 21.5% over a 5 year period has to be called a failure. People are unwilling to be on DACO to be tracked down to pay registration for either cat ownership or semi ownership if that is what the DCMB wants to call a desexed cat in the backyard that a resident has kindly desexed. 
The threat of a $300 plus fine for failure to register such a cat, is no thank you for the hard work done by these residents, neither is the threat of seizure of the cat. This is what is happening in some councils. Fines for not registering are not appropriate. No amount of force or coercion will change this as the small percentage figures of compliance show. This is simply squeezing the last drop of blood out of people who are struggling with the cost of living at a time when homelessness has become so great that we are noticing people living in their tents and cars as we travel across town. The Government needs to be realistic about the logistics of how far the household budget will stretch. It is obvious that the government plans to impose a cat registration fee if enough residents record on DACO. People will not line up for this. If people need to be on DACO after desexing then desexing JUST STOPS. All community co-operation JUST STOPS. 
Fines for NOT desexing are equally inappropriate – it simply cannot be proven whether a female cat has not been desexed. 
There is a common misunderstanding which the DCMB “Review of the Dog and Cat Management Act” has helped to escalate. Page 15 under the heading “Stray or unowned cats” states “The aim is for these cats to become domestic cats or managed appropriately if they are not suitable to become a domestic cat.” 
The ”managed appropriately” wording leaves it open to every option from capture and rehoming, capture and incarceration in a shelter or worse – a pound, (we see that the RSPCA can no longer take in anymore) to the destruction of the cat. 
The RSPCA figures show the rate of destruction is 3 cats to 1 dog, not because the cat is not microchipped but because the free-living cats simply have no official owner to claim them. These cats should not be removed in the first place as where the free-living cats are found and picked up IS their home. They should be desexed and returned to home.  This lack of official ownership is not a problem, as provided the cats are desexed, fed and cared for by residents, they do not need to be officially owned. Forced microchipping is therefore counterproductive. One Council officer stated that their main problem was identifying the owner, as the cats had three owners who loved, cared, and fed them, during the cats’ daily travels. 
Not only is removing these cats to a shelter counterproductive, so is killing them - all the scientific evidence proves that the natural phenomenon of the Vacuum Effect will ensure that new undesexed cats re-colonise the vacated spaces and breed to not only replace, but increase, cat numbers. 
According to the RSPCA figures, there are an estimated up to 200,000 cats in the populated areas. These cats are ready to fill the vacated spaces as soon as the resident cats are killed, confined, or removed. 
Cats are not dogs and while the legislative approach continues to treat cats like dogs there will never be any reduction in cat numbers, cat related problems or impact on wildlife. 
Cat laws cannot be enforced because most cats will not be microchipped as cat supporters will not record on DACO being aware that DACO hands on information to Councils who chase the resident for registration fees. 
An immediate ban on deliberately breeding more kittens is essential to stop the escalation of euthanasia and this ban needs to be in place until zero euthanasia is obtained. This is a simple way to control the deliberate breeding of kittens as the next generation of kittens won’t be there to be sold. The current, convoluted breeding laws are making it easy for breeders to flood the market with kittens, and also enabling the cruelty to mother cats in these appalling cat factories, often resulting in court cases due to animal abuse. Banning the profiteering from breeding would result in a reduction of the RSPCA’s time and money in court fighting these cases. Most importantly, in banning breeding, more shelter animals would find good homes, and vets who are forced to euthanize would lower their suicide rate. “Sunday Mail Vet Nurses Stress in Spotlight 29.10.2023”
There is no denying that the legislative management of cats has failed and resulted in a catastrophe, alienating the massive number of cat supporters, most of whom vote. What is now required is repealing of cat management from the Dog and Cat Management Act in SA where it never should have been included in the first place, and replacing it with a non-legislative program, based on cooperation, education, and assistance with desexing through the DRH (Desex and Return to Home) method which is the only one resulting in tangible evidence of success. 

C.A.T.S. has viewed this proposal from all sides: We have former Elected Members of Local Government, former teachers, political policy writers and animal advocates for all animal species on our staff, plus the expertise provided by veterinary surgeons and councils, as well as practical experience working with the cats and the cat supporters in the community where the cats live.

The all important point to understand here is that success translates to lower cat numbers which cannot reproduce but are sufficient to hold a territory from intruder cats through spraying and marking. This stable minimum number is the best result that can be achieved and when all councils co-operate with the scheme (without Federal or State Gov mandate) it will have the same effect as the success enjoyed by the NP@SP Council in Adelaide.

We offer it as a template for success in managing urban cats.

COST OF THE THREAT ABATEMENT PLAN
On page 25 of the Background paper, 4.5 Public amenity, you also mention that the combined cost of local Government expenditure around the country totals $76 million dollars per annum. Here is another interesting statistic.
That same amount of money would pay for around 724,000 sterilizations at the CA.T.S. low cost scheme prices.

On page 25 of the Threat Abatement Plan, you state the anticipated cost of the culling scheme to be between $100,000 and $1 million over a five year period.
How many low cost cat sterilizations could this work out to be at the top end of these figures?
Over 9.5 thousand. That is enough to desex urban AND pet cats in a city the size of Adelaide for a 10 year period.
I know how I would prefer to see the money spent.



THE ANSWER DOES NOT LIE IN STRIVING FOR BETTER TECHNICAL SOLUTIONS
OR BETTER POISONS
 
The promotion of cat killing by the government with the assistance of aps is inciting vigil anti behaviour.
We have seen the heinous Felixer in development for some time, and one of our desexed pet cats who was on private property and behind a cat proof fence has fallen victim to it, the poison proven by autopsy results.

We see that Hisstory is still in development. The name indicates a very warped sense of humour.

The outcry against 1080 has been so long and so fierce that I need hardly mention the public’s lack of support for it. Not only animal advocates cry out against but environmental groups and dedicated anti 1080 groups. I do not know how you have managed to get away with it when at least once a week a pet dies from a 1080 bait. Every continent in the world has banned it except for ourselves and New Zealand.
According to W.H.O. it indiscriminately kills and contaminates everything from the insects that underpin the native fauna food chain to precious native birds, dogs, and farm animals. The animals go through several lengthy stages of excruciating pain before finally succumbing to death. I am including the paper on death by 1080 that describes these clonic and other stages.
Papp is no better with the experimental stages showing cats found dead lying in their own faeces and vomit. I am also uploading the report of the trial in Roxby Downs. Apart from the suffering of the cats, the population of the Corvid bird population was halved during the period of the trial, despite PAPP being gel encapsulated in the bait meat.
None of the other options are better, the list of which is long.
We see that spreading of disease is under consideration.
We see the poisoning of other “pest species” eg rabbits that act as food for cats, is under consideration.
We oppose all of these things and also oppose the release of the dingo as an Apex Predator. To deliberately release one animal with the intent that it will set upon another upon another, is a heinous crime. It is an entirely different prospect to setting up non attack Maremma dogs for farm animals.


On the point of immunocontraception, we would appreciate a full report of the conditions for laboratory animals used to develop this. 
We would like to know whether the lab animal experiences pain, whether pain relief is given, whether the animal being experimented upon is female and needs to fall pregnant for any enzyme production and if so, what the outcome is for the offspring. Sinse it now a law that lab animals can be released to become pets, it is important that they are not damaged in any way so that this happy outcome can take place.


Despite your claims, there is no large amount of support from the public for what you call cat management, but what is in fact a slaughter of the cruellest kind.
In conclusion, we must practice prevention. Once the ecological damage is done, we cannot go back and “fix” the problem as we do more harm than good.

Uploads
Letter to all SA Parliamentarians
Billie Lazenby Study (re Vacuum Effect)
Roxby Downs Field Efficacy report (re PAPP)
Death Stages of 1080
The Debate re Feral Cats – Andrea Harvey
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