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About the Animal Justice Party

The Animal Justice Party (the AJP) is a political party established in 2009 to secure the interests

of animals and nature through Australia’s democratic institutions of government. Our vision is a

planet on which animals and nature have the right to live and thrive free from negative human

interference and a human society which functions with kindness and compassion within its

ecological limits as a responsible member of the Earth community.

The AJP seeks to foster respect, kindness, and compassion towards all species particularly in the

way governments design and deliver initiatives, and the manner in which these initiatives

Function.

In New South Wales the AJP has 2 elected representatives in the Legislative Council of NSW,

Mark Pearson MLC and Emma Hurst MLC and a councillor in local government, Councillor Matt

Stellino. In Victoria, the AJP has an elected representative in the Legislative Council, Andy

Meddick MLC, and a councillor in Local Government, Councillor Julie Sloan.

This submission was prepared by the Queensland Submissions Working Group within the AJP.

The working group makes this submission on behalf of the AJP with the approval and the

endorsement of the Board of Directors.
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THE AJP’S NOTICE OF OBJECTION TO THE PROPOSED DOG BREEDING KENNEL AT
62 CURRAJONG FARMS ROAD, WALLAVILLE

Dear Bundaberg Regional Council,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide a submission in response to the proposed Material
Change of Use application to establish a Dog Breeding Kennel on the property at 62 Currajong
Farms Road, Wallaville 4671 QLD.

The AJP strongly objects to the application for the reasons outlined below: 

● Intensive dog breeding facilities are incapable of providing for dogs’ needs;
● The application is inconsistent with the goals of the Bundaberg Regional Council

Planning Scheme 2015 and the Council’s Corporate Plan 2020-2024;
● The proposed material change of use will present a substantial burden on the local

and wider Queensland community;
● The proposal will adversely impact neighbouring properties (odour and noise);
● The proposal fails to adequately address the increased traffic impacts; and
● The proposal fails to adequately address the impact of flooding.

Intensive dog breeding facilities are incapable of providing for dogs’ needs

The AJP recognises the inability of intensive dog breeding facilities to meet the needs of
companion animals and advocates for an end to the intensive breeding of companion animals.1

Intensive dog breeding facilities, known as “puppy farms”, are akin to factory farms for dogs.
Dogs are often kept confined and intensively bred, being forced to have litter after litter.2 The
focus of these facilities is on the generation of profit, not the wellbeing of the dogs. 

The intensive nature of these facilities and the commodification of the dogs undermines the
likelihood of their needs being met. The RSPCA highlights “overcrowding, confinement,
unsanitary conditions and a lack of basic veterinary care” as some of the many animal welfare
issues associated with intensive dog breeding facilities.3

The inability of dogs to be properly cared for in intensive breeding facilities is widely reported.
One of these many cases is the Bundaberg example of dog breeders Sherry Hawley and Jayson
Ramsey. In this instance, 68 dogs were rescued last year from the couple’s breeding facilities in
both Bundaberg and Toowoomba. The dogs were found “filthy, malnourished and locked in
cages”.4 The RSPCA spokesperson, Michael Beatty, summed up the situation and the issue of

4 ABC News - RSPCA Queensland rescues almost 70 puppies that were filthy, malnourished, locked in cages -
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2021-07-13/puppies-rescued-from-farm/100289320#:~:text=A%20total%20of%2068%
20dogs,it%20was%20seized%20by%20officers.

3 RSPCA Qld - Puppy Farming - https://www.rspcaqld.org.au/what-we-do/welfare-awareness/puppy-farming

2 AJP Policy - Puppy and Kitten Farms - https://www.animaljusticeparty.org/puppy_and_kitten_farms 

1 AJP Policy - Puppy and Kitten Farms - https://www.animaljusticeparty.org/puppy_and_kitten_farms
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puppy farms by saying that “it was a money-making concern and these animals were just being
kept in appalling conditions”.5 

The application is inconsistent with the goals of the Bundaberg Regional Council
Planning Scheme 2015 and the Council’s Corporate Plan 2021-2026

The Bundaberg Regional Council Planning Scheme 2015 outlines that the ‘Council and the
community’s vision is for the Bundaberg Region to be “vibrant, progressive, connected and
sustainable”.’6 The Council’s Corporate Plan lists core traits that the Council seeks to demonstrate
as being “leadership, sustainability and innovation”.7 The proposal fails to meet any of these
objectives. Victoria and Western Australia have already severely restricted the operations of
puppy farms and the new South Australian Government has announced that it will ban puppy
farms.8 These restrictions are being implemented because puppy farms no longer have a social
licence in Australia. To be serious about leadership, sustainability and innovation, the Bundaberg
Regional Council should carefully consider whether this application will benefit the region in the
next decades or whether it will merely entrench regressive attitudes towards animals and the
environment.

The proposal fails to positively contribute to the challenges facing the Bundaberg and
surrounding communities (i.e. accommodating projected population growth, promoting
employment, protecting the natural environment, maintaining a productive rural landscape).9

Instead it exacerbates an already existing burden faced by the Bundaberg and wider Australian
community – the oversupply of companion animals. In the 2020-2021 financial year, the RSPCA
alone received 22,311 dogs.10 As at 25 June 2022, there were 1,930 dogs in the care of the RSPCA
in Queensland, 63 of these dogs in the Bundaberg region.11 These figures do not account for the
numerous other unwanted dogs being taken into the care of other rescue organisations. 

Aside from burdening the community with unwanted puppies, it is predicted that intensive dog
breeding facilities will become unproductive. As more people become aware of the realities of
puppy farming and ways to source companion dogs ethically, intensive dog breeding facilities will
become less lucrative and more unsustainable, with people opting to adopt from shelters and
demanding legislative change to ban “puppy farms”. 

11 RSPCA Qld Animal Care Statistics - https://www.rspcaqld.org.au/animal-care-statistics.

10 RSCPA annual statistics 2020-2021-
https://www.rspca.org.au/sites/default/files/RSPCA%20Australia%20Annual%20Statistics%202020-2021.pdf

9 Critical Planning Challenges - Bundaberg Regional Council Planning Scheme 2015 -
https://www.bundaberg.qld.gov.au/downloads/file/1219/brps-part-3-strategic-framework-adopted-version-5-0

8 South Australian Labor – Labor’s Plan to Ban Puppy Factories -
https://assets.website-files.com/5eec58442fe1bbc5463e0e44/60caa21bf3ac2d65f4fae12f_Puppy%20Factories%20Pol
icy%20Booklet.pdf

7 Bundaberg Regional Council Corporate Plan 2021-2026 - https://formstmp.bundaberg.qld.gov.au/MD-7-879.pdf

6 Cl 3.2.1 Strategic Intent – Bundaberg Regional Council Planning Scheme 2015 -
https://www.bundaberg.qld.gov.au/downloads/file/1219/brps-part-3-strategic-framework-adopted-version-5-0

5 ABC News - RSPCA Queensland rescues almost 70 puppies that were filthy, malnourished, locked in cages -
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2021-07-13/puppies-rescued-from-farm/100289320#:~:text=A%20total%20of%2068%
20dogs,it%20was%20seized%20by%20officers.
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The application makes no mention of generating any additional jobs for the community. There
are no regional economic benefits that would justify the approval of this proposal and there is no
overriding community need for this proposal. The application, if approved, will allow the
applicant to profit, while burdening the community and falling short of community expectations
and Council Planning interests.  

The proposal will adversely impact neighbouring properties (odour and noise)

The applicant has failed to provide information as to how odour from the proposed intensive
breeding facility will be managed. There is no plan provided for waste management. Given the
nature of the proposal, an intensive breeding facility, factors such as excrement management
and plans to dispose of the bodies of deceased puppies and adult dogs need to be addressed by
the applicant.   

The applicant has also failed to provide a plan for noise management. There is a reference to a
green buffer12 which might help reduce the noise to some extent but it would take several years
for the vegetation to grow sufficiently thick and tall to provide any noise abatement. The
proposal will adversely impact neighbouring properties, day and night, and there are reports
from neighbours that they are already impacted by excessive barking coming from 62 Currajong
Farms Road. See properly made submission dated 21 July 2021 from the previous public
notification period,13 as well as submission 01-62 made on 28 June 2022.

Increased traffic impacts 

The applicant’s plans to operate an intensive facility and to sell dogs for collection from 62
Currajong Farms Road will result in increased traffic to the area. This increased traffic will impact
other users of the small country road, along with increasing the risks to wildlife in the area. 

Impact of flooding

The applicant points to ‘copious quantities of flood water’ diverted to the applicant’s property
from the neighbouring property during floods.14 It is of concern then that this flood-prone
property could be home to 100 dogs. How kennels will be built to avoid animals drowning in the
floods is not addressed by the applicant.  Further, if the property, complete with the excrement
of 100 dogs, is under water for some time, the polluted water will have to flow somewhere, and
this will have an impact on the surrounding properties. Alternatively, if the water remains on the
applicant’s property, the smell of excrement-enriched ponded water will seriously impact the
amenities of the neighbourhood.

Conclusion
For the above reasons, the AJP strongly urges the council to refuse this application.

14 Response to information request, 18 March 2022.

13 Document 5 - Application: Material Change of Use (522.2021.263.1) -
https://da.bundaberg.qld.gov.au/Application/ApplicationDetails/522.2021.00000263.001/

12 Response to Information Request - G Moran - 62 Currajong Farms Road Wallaville - 25052022.pdf
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