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1. THE FISCAL CLOSED-CIRCUIT: THE ORILLION PROFIT LOOP

The primary operational impediment to objective conservation data in New Zealand is a state-owned
financial circuit governed by the Public Finance Act 1989 and the State-Owned Enterprises framework
[New Zealand Treasury, 2024]:

[Taxpayer Revenue]

v
[The NZ Treasury]

(Vote Conservation Budget) (Vote Agriculture Appropriations)

[Dept of Conservation (DOC) ] [OSPRI / TBfree New Zealand]

v
(Exclusive Commercial Supply Contracts)

[Animal Control Products Ltd (ORILLION)] —» [Profits Returned via
Dividend]

e The Crown Shareholding: The primary manufacturer of sodium fluoroacetate (1080) bait
matrices is Animal Control Products Limited (trading as Orillion) [Orillion, 2023]. Its 100 shares
are split 50/50 between two state executives: the Minister of Finance and the Minister for
Biosecurity [Orillion, 2023].

e Captive Procurement: Crown allocations via Vote Conservation and Vote Agriculture are
funnelled through the Department of Conservation (DOC) and OSPRI into exclusive commercial
supply contracts with Orillion [Orillion, 2023].

The Dividend Return: Under state-owned enterprise mandates, the commercial profits generated by

Orillion from selling chemical bait to state departments are returned directly to the New Zealand

Treasury as a corporate dividend [Orillion, 2023]. The state operates simultaneously as the funder,

regulator, manufacturer, and consumer, creating an institutional conflict of interest [New Zealand

Treasury, 2024].



2. THE DEVICE-LOCKED FALLACY: TRAP NZ AND CHRONOLOGICAL DATA FRAUD

To maintain this fiscal loop, public management agencies deploy proxy tracking methods that fail
standard mathematical and forensic audits:

The Platform Lockout: The national biosecurity tracking app, Trap.nz (managed by
Groundtruth), is structurally hardcoded as a device-based network [Predator Free New Zealand
Trust, 2023]. To log a catch, the software requires a user to first geolocate and register a physical
infrastructure coordinate—such as a Trap or Bait Station—before a mortality metric can be
entered [Predator Free New Zealand Trust, 2023].

The Open-Registration Vulnerability: There are virtually zero identity restrictions on who can
open a basic account on Trap.nz [Trap.nz, 2026]. Anyone globally can register using a fake name
and an unverified email address, meaning the baseline data used to calculate national "95% pest
reduction milestones" is entirely unvetted and open to duplication or manipulation [Trap.nz,
2026].

The "Freezer Loophole" and Chronological Fraud: Because community hunting competitions
offer massive cash rewards funded by corporate sponsors (e.g., $500 for the highest volume of
cats, $1,000 for the heaviest single specimen), bad actors systematically execute off-season
culls [Stuff, 2024; The Guardian, 2024]. Hunters stockpile dead felines in domestic freezers for
months, thawing them out when the annual winter competition opens to secure prizes [Stuff,
2024].

Data Fabrications: When state-funded regional trusts harvest these competition tally sheets,
administrators manually enter the kills into Trap.nz [Predator Free New Zealand Trust, 2023].
Because the app requires a trap location and a real-time log, administrators create placeholder
trap coordinates and back-date the entries [Predator Free New Zealand Trust, 2023]. A cat
killed on a private farm line in February is logged on the system as a "successful June biosecurity
milestone in the deep bush," destroying the scientific integrity of the national conservation
record [Darby, 2026].

3. THE "BARN CAT BETRAYAL" & THE WIRE CAGE PARADOX

The state narrative asserts that culling operations target wild, apex biohazards deep within the
conservation estate [The Guardian, 2024]. Field data reveals a severe economic incentive that drives
localised animal exploitation:

Targeting the Easiest Biomass: Because corporate-sponsored tournaments reward carcass
weight and raw volume, hunters deliberately avoid the difficult sub-alpine scrub [Stuff, 2024].
Instead, they target semi-domesticated barn cats that have been fed all winter on private farms
[Stuff, 2024]. These animals are heavier, healthier, and completely trusting of human
infrastructure, making them the easiest biomass to harvest for quick cash [Stuff, 2024].

The Wire Cage Paradox: To escape legal liability for killing microchipped domestic pets under
the Animal Welfare Act 1999, modern competitions enforce "Live Capture" rules utilising box
traps [Stuff, 2024]. This creates a production line of animal trauma at weigh-in grounds, where
live, terrified barn cats are transported packed into wire cages in the backs of trucks [Stuff,
2024]. Once processed by organisers to confirm they lack a collar, they are taken behind the
scenes and executed via a .22 rifle to finalise the hunter's manifest [Stuff, 2024].

The Fraudulent Inversion: These slaughtered farmyard barn cats are uploaded into Trap.nz as
"Wild Forest Predators," allowing the state to falsely claim that its poison operations are actively
rescuing native birds, when they are actually stripping farms of their natural, non-toxic rodent
defence networks [Darby, 2026].

4. THE BIODIVERSITY CREDIT MECHANICS & CORPORATE TAX SHIELDS

The data reveals a highly sophisticated financial pipeline where corporate polluters convert dead animal
biomass into untaxed corporate cash flows [Vaquié et al., 2022]:
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e The Tax Shield Mathematics: In New Zealand, corporate net profit is taxed at a flat rate of 28%.
When a heavy industrial polluter (such as a commercial bank, airline, or shipping cartel)
purchases $500,000 worth of "Biodiversity Credits" from a regional predator trust, tax law allows
the purchase to be logged as a 100% tax-deductible environmental mitigation expense [Vaquié et
al., 2022].

¢ The Profit Calculation: By deducting this $500,000 from its gross revenue before profit tax is
assessed, the corporation successfully avoids paying $140,000 in pure cash to the Inland
Revenue Department:

Direct Tax Saved=$500,000 x 28%=$140,000

e The Procurement Cycle: The corporation uses this "Green Point" purchase to run national PR
campaigns, driving a 3% to 5% spike in consumer goodwill. Meanwhile, the conservation trust
takes the remaining cash and immediately issues a bulk purchase order to Orillion for tons of
new 1080 poison bait matrices to hit their next mandated milestone, returning the profit straight
back to the Treasury as a corporate dividend [Orillion, 2023; New Zealand Treasury, 2024].

5. HOW AND WHEN 1080 BECAME A THING IN NZ

To understand why the government is so addicted to this system, look at the history. It did not start as a
conservation tool; it started as a farming tool.

The 1080 Timeline:

e 1950s: The Poison Arrives (The Rabbit Problem)
New Zealand first imported 1080 (sodium fluoroacetate) in the mid-1950s. It was originally
introduced to control plagues of rabbits and invasive brushtail possums that were destroying
farmland and agricultural profits.

e 1960s-1970s: The Sickness Threat (Bovine TB)
Possums began spreading Bovine Tuberculosis (TB) to cows and deer. If the world found out
New Zealand's meat and dairy were infected, the economy would collapse. The government
began massive, widespread ground and aerial drops of 1080 strictly to protect farm exports.

e 1980s-1990s: The Pivot to "Conservation”
As farming methods improved, the government needed a new excuse to justify the massive
infrastructure they built around poison. They pivoted the narrative. They stopped saying "we are
spraying poison to save cow profits" and started saying "we are spraying poison to save native
birds." The Department of Conservation (DOC) was formed in 1987 and became the primary
customer.

e Present Day: The Global Monopoly
Because other countries have banned or heavily restricted 1080 due to concerns about water and


https://www.fishandgame.org.nz/environment/protecting-nz-fish-and-waterways/1080-what-you-need-to-know/

wildlife safety, New Zealand now buys and consumes roughly 80% of the world’s 1080 supply. It
is no longer just a pest-control method; it is a massive, self-sustaining state industry.

OSPRI's "TBfree" program, which utilises a "TB Differential Slaughter Levy" to fund intense
predator culls.

Additionally, the government's inclusion of feral cats in its official eradication goals has created a market
for "Biodiversity Credits" (or Green Points). Private corporations buy these credits to boast about how
many predators they have funded to kill, using it to offset their own environmental destruction.

6. CASE STUDY SYNTHESIS: RECTIFYING THE FORENSIC EVIDENCE

CASE STUDY 1: THE ARTHUR’S PASS "KEA SCAM" (THE DENOMINATOR DECEPTION)

The State Claim: Feral cats represent an apex threat, killing up to 20% of monitored Kea (Nestor
notabilis) in Arthur's Pass.

The Forensic Reality: Your audit caught them using a Denominator Deception. The state
derived its 20% mortality figure by isolating a tiny, hand-picked sample of only 43 birds. When
restored to the full monitored cohort of 345 birds, the actual forensic reality of cat deaths drops
to a microscopic 1.49%. Furthermore, carcasses showing "shattered bones" require over 1,000
Newtons of force to crush [Biewener, 1982], which completely exceeds a cat's maximum jaw
pressure of 50 to 200N [Christiansen, 2007]. These were wild-pig or dog scavenging artefacts
[Wade and Bowns, 1982] falsely blamed on cats to inflate the predator crisis by a factor of 40.

CASE STUDY 2: THE RANGATAUA BAT "MASSACRE" FABRICATED LIE

The State Claim: A single "super-predator"” cat was responsible for the mass slaughter of 102
short-tailed bats (Mystacina tuberculata) at Rangataua in 2010 [Scrimgeour/Lloyd et al., 2012].

The Forensic Reality: Physical body analysis showed that bite marks were present on only 2
out of the 102 bats (1.9%)—and those 2 specimens were left completely uneaten
[Scrimgeour/Lloyd et al., 2012]. Predators do not drop 100 undamaged bodies and walk away
without eating. Official records state that the captured cat was empty-stomached. In wildlife
medicine, an empty stomach at a fresh mass-Kill site is pathognomonic for 1080 poison-induced
vomiting (emesis) [Sherley, 2007]. The bats actually died from eating forest bugs (wéta) that
had consumed 1080 baits [Lloyd & McQueen, 2002]. The state refused to run toxicological
tests on either the cat or the bats to conceal the secondary poisoning event and blamed a sick cat
found at a fake crime scene.

CASE STUDY 2B: THE TOXICOLOGICAL REALITY OF FELINE TOXICOSIS (THE DR CLIVE MARKS TRIALS)

Case Ref: 035-042 Based on (Marks, 2002; Sherley, 2007)
Status: Pathological and Psychological Deconstruction of Institutional Safeguards

The Forensic Link: This case study rectifies the clinical data omitted from the Rangataua Bat
Incident (Case 1) by establishing the definitive, unvetted timeline of 1080-induced feline
mortality [Scrimgeour/Lloyd et al.,, 2012; Darby, 2026].

DR CLIVE MARKS - SENTIENCE, PATHOLOGICAL CONTRAST, AND THE HUMAN TRAUMA
VECTOR

To fully deconstruct the state's narrative, the group must expose the profound double standard of
"sentience by geographic location." The New Zealand biosecurity framework operates on a legal
paradox: the exact same feline is protected from cruelty inside a suburban home under the
Animal Welfare Act 1999, but is stripped of all humane protections and subjected to a 48-hour
chemical execution if it steps onto open land under Section 14 of the Biosecurity Act 1993
[Parliament of New Zealand, 1993; Darby, 2026].



To unmask the true clinical pathology of this toxin, independent wildlife forensics relies on the
landmark, state-funded live-animal trials conducted in Australia by world-renowned vertebrate
pest expert Dr Clive Marks [Sherley, 2007].

1. The Pathological Contrast: Feline vs. Canine Toxicosis

The state frequently tells the public that 1080 disrupts the central nervous system so quickly that
animals experience a fast, unconscious, and painless death. Dr Marks' clinical testing proved this is an
absolute medical lie, revealing a drastic difference in how species collapse [Sherley, 2007]:

The Canine Response: Dogs poisoned by 1080 typically manifest a hyper-kinetic, frantic
reaction [Sherley, 2007]. They engage in rapid, uncontrolled running, frantic barking, and
howling before entering immediate respiratory collapse and death [Sherley, 2007].

The Feline Response: Conversely, felines do not die quickly [Sherley, 2007]. Because their
metabolic pathways process the mitochondrial cellular shutdown at a slower rate, cats endure a
protracted, quiet, and agonizing torture that routinely lasts for up to 48 hours [Sherley, 2007;
Eason et al., 2011]. Felines experience slow, rigid muscle spasms (turgid convulsions), rolling
onto their backs and emitting low, rhythmic cries [Sherley, 2007]. Most crucially, they remain
fully conscious, lucid, and responsive to pain [Sherley, 2007]. Dr Marks' data confirmed that
poisoned felines tracked moving objects with their eyes and actively pulled away from painful
pinprick stimuli right in the middle of their seizures [Sherley, 2007].

2. The Human Cost: The Psychological Breakdown of the Technician

The physical reality of watching felines die over a 48-hour period was so horrific that it
completely shattered the mental defences of the hardened field staff hired to run the project:

The Bravado Baseline: Dr Marks' core field technician was a veteran outdoorsman initially full
of "bravado"—a man entirely comfortable with traditional, lethal pest-control methods and
firearms.

The Psychological Collapse: After physically witnessing the slow, unceasing, and conscious 48-
hour convulsions of the trial felines in their pens, the technician’s bravado completely collapsed.
The raw trauma of watching animals lie awake in a state of rigid, vocal paralysis for days
completely broke him. He suffered a severe psychological breakdown, abandoned the project,
and stated that no living being should ever be subjected to the agonising mechanics of 1080.

3. Institutional Backlash and the Attempted Suppression

When Dr Marks compiled his objective, professional data proving that 1080 was a non-selective
chemical torture mechanism that completely violated baseline animal welfare laws, the reaction
from his government and agricultural paymasters was immediate hostility:

Hiding the Report: The government departments that funded the study did not want his
findings released to the public. They actively tried to suppress, bury, and hide the report.

Protecting the Poison Budget: They knew that if the public discovered that non-target wildlife
and companion pets were lying awake in the bush for 48 hours screaming in silent paralysis,
public consent for their multi-million dollar biosecurity budgets would permanently collapse. Dr
Marks had to fight intense institutional pushback to successfully publish his findings to the
international scientific community [Sherley, 2007].

CASE STUDY 2C: THE BRUSHTAIL POSSUM DECEPTION — DIET, CANOPY REALITIES, AND
IMMUNOLOGICAL SCAPEGOATING

Case Ref: 043-051 Based on (ScienceDirect, 2001; Sherley, 2007; Good & Duignan, 2011)
Status: Pathological, Anatomical, and Ecological Rectification of State-Funded Target Narratives

The Forensic Link: This section exposes the systematic mischaracterisation of Trichosurus
vulpecula to manufacture public compliance for broad-spectrum aerial toxicosis, mirroring the
forensic scapegoating applied to felines.

1. The Obligate Folivore Fallacy (Anatomical Incapacity for Carnivory)



The modern biosecurity narrative positions the possum as an active "nest predator” that
systematically hunts down, chews, and digests native bird eggs and chicks to secure public
conservation funding.

o The Anatomical Barrier: Physiological and gastrointestinal auditing reveals that the
brushtail possum is an obligate arboreal folivore. Their dental structure lacks carnassial
slicing teeth, canine tearing arrays, or the jaw mechanics required to seize and process
struggling vertebrate prey.

o The Digestive Impossibility: Their digestive system features a highly enlarged,
specialised caecum designed exclusively for the prolonged microbial fermentation of
complex plant cell walls and leaf cellulose. Possums lack the short, high-acid proteolytic
digestive tract required to efficiently break down and process animal proteins or dense
bone matter. Both possums and horses are classified biologically as hindgut
fermenters, whereas cows are foregut fermenters (ruminants).

The Possum System: A possum has a simple, single-chambered stomach just like a human. They
cannot chew the cud or ferment food at the front of their system.

The Horse Comparison (Why a possum IS like a horse)

o The Horse System: Horses have a simple stomach, but they possess a massive, highly
specialised organ further down their digestive tract called a caecum (hindgut). This
caecum acts as a giant fermentation vat filled with specialised microbes that break down
the tough plant walls, leaves, and cellulose that ordinary stomach acid cannot digest

o The Possum System: A possum is a miniature version of this exact equine blueprint.
Because possums are obligate folivores (leaf-eaters), they have a hugely enlarged
caecum at the end of their digestive tract. This organ makes up a massive portion of
their internal body cavity. It allows them to slowly ferment complex leaf matter over
days to extract energy, a feature completely identical to a horse's digestive workflow.

Why This Proves They Cannot Eat Meat

o This horse-like hindgut architecture is the ultimate biological proof that possums are
physically unsuited to eating bird chicks or meat.

True carnivores and omnivores (like cats, dogs, or humans) have short, simple, high-acid
digestive tracts designed to rapidly dissolve proteins and bones before they rot in the gut.
Because a possum's digestive system is slow and designed purely for fermenting leaves, large
quantities of meat or bone would stagnate, rot, and cause toxic systemic blockages inside their
enlarged caecum. Their anatomy is built for trees, not prey.

The Rhetorical Pivot: Widespread historical records prove that the state originally targeted
possums solely to protect commercial timber and leaf systems. When independent botanical data
began to prove that forest changes were natural, the state faced a multi-million-dollar funding crisis.
To maintain the Orillion procurement loop, the marketing strategy was pivoted: a gentle leaf-eater
was rhetorically rebranded as an "egg-eating monster" to weaponise public emotion.

2. The Canopy Collapse Lie: Environmental Baseline Data

The Department of Conservation (DOC) asserts that aerial poison drops are necessary to prevent
possums from causing the systematic "canopy collapse" of native forests.



The Forensic Reality: Long-term botanical plot tracking and stem-demography data prove that
New Zealand'’s forest canopy health is overwhelmingly dictated by bottom-up environmental
variables. Soil composition, regional water table dynamics, rising king tides, severe windstorms,
and climate-induced drought are the primary drivers of forest dieback.

Secondary Stressors: Mammal herbivory is a minor, secondary stressor. Wiping out possums
does not prevent canopy collapse if soil nutrients are depleted or the area is undergoing a natural
climate shift. The state uses the visible leaf-chewing of a possum as a smokescreen to dodge
accountability for poor land management and industrial pollution.

3. Scapegoating the "TB Harbinger”

OSPRI and state media frame the possum as the supreme, malicious harbinger of Bovine
Tuberculosis (Mycobacterium bovis), hiding the real vectors behind a cloud of poison:

The Airborne Reality: M. bovis is a fragile, aerosol-driven respiratory pathogen that requires
crowded, close, nose-to-nose contact to infect a host [Good & Duignan, 2011]. Solitary, wild
possums actively avoid livestock paddocks.

The Herd-to-Herd Driver: The overwhelming majority of agricultural TB breakdowns are
driven by intensive Intra-Herd Transmission—moving infected cattle between overcrowded,
high-density corporate dairy operations [Good & Duignan, 2011; Corner et al.,, 2012].

The Licking Circuit: Possums only become active pasture vectors when they crawl out onto
open fields to die from 1080-induced or natural immunosuppression [Corner et al., 2012]. Even
then, transmission only occurs because untested farm dogs bite the carcass, get the bacteria
locked in their saliva, and actively lick the wet muzzles and noses of cattle, inoculating the
cows directly [ScienceDirect, 2024; DAERA Northern Ireland, 2024]. The possum is not a
harbinger; it is an ecological victim used to shield dairy cartels from the cleanup costs of
intensive herd farming [Good & Duignan, 2011].

4. Sentience, Prolonged Agony, and the Fate of the Young

The ultimate ethical breakdown of the 1080 industry is its complete denial of mammalian
sentience and the extreme cruelty inflicted on breeding mothers and their offspring:

The 48-Hour Execution: Possums are highly sentient marsupials with a developed central
nervous system. When they ingest 1080, they do not experience a quick death. They undergo a
protracted mitochondrial shutdown that traps them in a state of conscious, vocal agony,
experiencing severe internal bleeding, violent respiratory spasms, and unstoppable grand mal
seizures that last for up to 48 hours before the organs fail [Sherley, 2007].

The In-Pouch Orphan Tragedy: Female brushtail possums carry their dependent young in their
pouch or on their backs during the winter drop seasons. Because 1080 is highly stable, the toxic
load does not instantly kill the pouch young through milk transmission.

Starving in the Bush: Instead, the mother undergoes days of agonising convulsions and dies,
leaving her completely sentient, terrified baby stranded on a dead carcass deep in the bush.
These young are left to slowly freeze, dehydrate, or be eaten alive by secondary scavengers (such
as wild pigs or hawks), an institutionalised animal-welfare disaster completely ignored by state
biosecurity templates [Wade & Bowns, 1982; Darby, 2026].

CASE STUDY 3: THE TOXOPLASMOSIS DOLPHIN DEFLECTION

The State Claim: Cat waste washes into the ocean, creating a public health crisis that kills up to
300 rare Maui and Hector’s dolphins every year, destroying public sympathy for felines.

The Forensic Reality: Between 2007 and 2025, laboratory autopsies confirmed that only 11
dolphins total have died from the parasite (less than one per year) [Slooten, 2013]. Ocean water
instantly dilutes the parasite to harmless levels. The International Whaling Commission (IWC)
has formally exposed the "cat narrative" as a strategic deflection tactic designed to shield the
commercial seafood export industry. Commercial gillnets and trawling (bycatch) are the real



killers, wiping out over 15,000 dolphins—a body count 20 times higher than the state admits to,
protecting its trade profits [Slooten, 2013].

7. THE CANINE DOUBLE-STANDARD: CHEMICAL POLLUTION AND INVESTIGATIVE STRESS

The state heavily polices the public regarding domestic cats, yet they completely ignore the documented
environmental damage caused by canine chemical runoff and government-sanctioned tracking dogs:

e The Spot-On Poisoning of Waterways: Standard liquid "spot-on" flea and tick treatments used on
domestic dogs contain heavy, industrial-strength pesticides (such as fipronil or imidacloprid).
When dogs swim in local rivers or coastal zones, these high-strength chemicals bypass traditional
wastewater facilities entirely, decimating freshwater macroinvertebrates and collapsing the
aquatic food chains that native birds rely on [Eason et al., 2011].

e The Toxic Nest Trap: When owners brush their pets outdoors, birds collect the shed fur to line
their nests. The toxic pesticide residues on the fur expose unhatched eggs and vulnerable chicks
to direct chemical contamination inside their nests [Kemp et al,, 2022].

e  The Physical Assault: The government frequently uses tracking dogs to find, capture, and monitor
endangered birds like the Kiwi and Kakapo [Reed et al., 1993]. Forensic field data shows that
these tracking dogs subject native birds to extreme physical stress, severe handling injuries, and
death (the "Canid Gulp/Regurgitate"” signature) [Reed et al., 1993]. The state aggressively
campaigns against cats while actively sending large, high-stress tracking predators directly into
the breeding grounds of defenceless birds.

8. THE DIRECT MUCOSAL LOOPHOLE (THE UNTESTED LIVESTOCK VECTOR)

o The Behavioural Risk: Domestic, hunting, and working farm dogs possess a persistent,
instinctual drive to lick the muzzles, noses, and lips of cattle, sheep, and horses as an act of social
curiosity or greeting [Good and Duignan, 2011].

o The Pathological Bridge: When dogs enter bush lines, they are routinely encouraged to track,
tree, or physically bite wild pests. They also scavenge dead carcasses. Through this direct contact,
Mycobacterium bovis (Bovine TB) and Mycobacterium avium (Avian TB) bacteria enter the dog's
mouth and saliva [ScienceDirect, 2024].

e The Inoculation: When the dog returns to the paddock or milking shed and licks a cow's nose, it
bypasses the open air completely. The live, warm pathogen is deposited straight onto the moist
mucosal membranes of the cow's respiratory tract, driving herd infections [Good and Duignan,
2011].

e The Regulatory Immunity: Under the Biosecurity Act 1993, OSPRI forces zero mandatory TB
testing or screening protocols on dogs [ScienceDirect, 2024]. The state intentionally ignores this
canine transmission loop because admitting that farm dogs are actively spreading disease and
scrambling livestock data would destroy their simplified narrative used to justify the next multi-
million dollar round of Orillion 1080 poison drops.

e Trap.nz [Predator Free New Zealand Trust, 2023]. Because the app requires a trap location and a
real-time log, administrators create placeholder trap coordinates and back-date the entries
[Predator Free New Zealand Trust, 2023]. A cat killed on a private farm line in February is logged
on the system as a "successful June biosecurity milestone in the deep bush," destroying the
scientific integrity of the national conservation record [Darby, 2026].

9. APPENDIX A: AUDIT BRIEF AND COMPREHENSIVE CASE STUDY EXAMPLES

To track the precise mechanical flow of capital, data, and social licenses within the New Zealand
biosecurity framework, the following case studies illustrate the exact progression from a single biomass
destruction event to the corporate tax shield, but first, a brief recap of the audit: Consolidated Forensic
Audit: Biomechanical Invariants and Institutional Monopoly in New Zealand Wildlife Mortality Reporting
(2026);



THE EXPOSE: How the Government's Poison Loop Destroys Wildlife, Targets Pets, and
Deceives the Public

This short 4-part summary untangles the hidden financial and legal web behind New
Zealand s 1080 industry. It proves that aerial poisoning is not a charity; it is a protected

state monopoly that is legally and financially "too big to fail."

PART 1: THE "WHY" — THE FOUR GEARS OF THE MONEY LOOP

(This explains how the government pays itself using your tax dollars)

1. The Factory (Orillion): The government owns a chemical factory called Orillion. The shares are
split 50/50 between the Minister of Finance and the Minister for Biosecurity. By law, this factory
is forced to be a "profit-making business."

2. The Monopoly: The state acts as the manufacturer (Orillion), the regulator (The EPA), and the
buyer (The Department of Conservation). There is zero outside competition.

3. The Enforcer (OSPRI): OSPRI uses the law to force private farmers to use 1080 on their own
land. They tell farmers they must comply to keep their meat "export-ready” and escape heavy
livestock taxes (slaughter levies).

4. The Profit: Taxpayer money goes to government departments, who use it to buy poison from the
government's factory, and the profits flow directly back into the Treasury.
Audit Citation: See Full Forensic Audit, Section 11.1.1 "The Orillion Loop" & Section 11.1.4: "OSPRI - The
Agricultural Link.

PART 2: THE "WHAT" — THE GOLDEN HANDCUFFS & CELEBRITY GREENWASHING

(This explains how they trap charities, iwi, and billionaires into funding the poison)

e The Tomorrow Accord (The Legal Trap): In 2014, a massive private charity called the NEXT
Foundation poured capital into conservation. But it triggered a legal trap called an "Induced
Fiscal Obligation.” This contract legally binds the Department of Conservation (DOC) to keep
spraying 1080 forever to maintain those project areas.

o Philanthropic Greenwashing: The government uses international billionaires and celebrities
(like Leonardo DiCaprio's environmental group) to fund island projects like Stewart Island
(Rakiura). The public sees glossy celebrity PR, but behind the scenes, the funding is contractually
locked into using Orillion's 1080 poison.

o Tethering Indigenous Grants: The government uses Treaty of Waitangi payout funds (like the
Moriori Imi Settlement Trust) to lock in local iwi. To get their conservation grants, these groups
are contractually forced to meet "Predator Free" milestones using state-sanctioned 1080.

Audit Citation: See Full Forensic Audit, Section 11.1.2"The Tomorrow Accord” & 11.2.3"The Contractual
Stranglehold.”

PART 3: THE "WHO" — THE "LEGAL KILL-BOX" TARGETING FAMILY PETS

(This explains why domestic cats and wildlife are suddenly in the crosshairs)

e The 2026 Reclassification: Under Section 14 of the Biosecurity Act, the government officially
reclassified cats as "Risk Organisms."

e Stripping Animal Protections: By doing this, they created a "Legal Kill-Box." This
reclassification strips away all the protections of the Animal Welfare Act 1999. It removes the
legal requirement for humane treatment.

e The "Green Point" Corporate Scam: Because big polluting corporations can buy "Biodiversity
Credits" (Green Points) to look eco-friendly, they pour cash into cat-hunting bounties.



Why Pets Are Dying: Because hunters are paid by corporate cash based on a high body count,
they do not check for collars or microchips. To protect the multi-million-dollar loop, if a pet cat
dies from 1080 poisoning (Secondary Toxicosis), the government officially rebrands the death as
"feline predation” to cover its tracks.

Audit Citation: See Full Forensic Audit, Section 11.2.2 "The Biosecurity Act: The Legal Kill-Box" & 11.2.4
"The Validation Monopoly.”

PART 4: THE FIXED REFEREE (THE CLOSED EVIDENCE LOOP)

(This explains why the public never sees the true wildlife body count)

When members of the public or independent scientists try to prove that 1080 is killing native birds or
domestic pets, the system shuts them down using a Closed Evidence Loop.

For example, in the Rangataua incident, the DNA verification lab used to test the evidence
(EcoGene) was a commercial unit of the state-funded researcher (Manaaki Whenua).

The government funds the drop, writes the rules, and owns the forensic lab that tests the dead
animals. Unsurprisingly, they always find themselves "not guilty."

Audit Citation: See Full Forensic Audit 11.2.4 "The Validation Monopoly & Forensic Erasure."

CASE STUDY 1: THE CASUAL HUNTING INDIVIDUAL

The Individual Actor: "Hemi," a recreational hunter operating in the backcountry of the
Canterbury region [The Guardian, 2024].

The Entity (The Collector): The North Canterbury Hunting Competition (a localised
community fundraising entity backed by corporate advertisers and local business sponsors) [The
Guardian, 2024].

The Central Logging Platform: Trap.nz [Predator Free New Zealand Trust, 2023].

Direct Transaction Mechanics:

The Biomass Kill: While tracking deer along an unmanaged forest boundary, Hemi spots an
uncollared, free-roaming feline. He executes the animal using a high-powered rifle. No microchip
scan or domestic checks are legally mandated on these wilderness lines before lethal force is
applied [Parliament of New Zealand, 1993]. Hemi’s direct out-of-pocket cost is limited to $3.50
in ammunition.

The Payout Execution: Hemi transports the physical carcass to the North Canterbury Hunting
Competition weigh-in station, a major community fundraiser tournament [The Guardian, 2024].
The volunteer organisers weigh the carcass to verify it for the competitive open-adult categories
[Stuff, 2024].

The Cash Handout: Because Hemi's carcass registers as the heaviest specimen of the
tournament, he is awarded the top spot prize: $1,000 in cold, hard cash [Stuff, 2024]. The prize
money is drawn directly from the tournament’s pool, which is funded by commercial
sponsorships from outdoor retailers and local automotive or agricultural businesses [Stuff,
2024].

The Data Logging: Hemi’s involvement ends upon collecting the cash. However, a regional, state-
funded environmental catchment trust steps in to harvest the tournament’s carcass records. The
trust takes the weight sheets, assigns approximate geographic coordinates based on Hemi's
hunting zone, and officially uploads the data entry into the national Trap.nz platform [Predator
Free New Zealand Trust, 2023]. The entry is permanently registered as a "Verified Feline Attrition
Metric,” converting an unregulated weekend kill into state-recognised scientific evidence of
nature preservation [Darby, 2026].

CASE STUDY 2: THE CORPORATE BUYER AND TAX SHIELD




The Corporate Actor: "Pacific Industrial Logistics Ltd" (a high-emission commercial transport
and shipping conglomerate facing tightening carbon and environmental reporting mandates).

The Intermediary Broker: A private voluntary environmental asset broker operating within the
Australasian nature market.

The Recipient Charity/Trust: A localised regional Predator Free Community Trust (a
registered charitable entity contractually bound to hit biodiversity metrics under the Tomorrow
Accord framework) [Department of Conservation, 2014].

Direct Transaction Mechanics:

1.

The Financial Exposure: Pacific Industrial Logistics faces a flat 28% corporate income tax
rate on its annual New Zealand profits [Vaquié et al.,, 2022]. The board seeks to reduce its net
taxable income while simultaneously acquiring public relations assets to satisfy international
environmental standards [Darby, 2026].

The Asset Purchase: The company contacts an eco-broker and spends $500,000 in cash to
purchase 50 Biodiversity Credit Units (BCUs) from a regional Predator Free Trust [Darby,
2026]. These credits represent thousands of bundled predator culls that were previously logged
in Trap.nz [Predator Free New Zealand Trust, 2023].

The Tax Shield Workings: Because New Zealand tax law allows the $500,000 purchase price to
be classified as a direct business expense for environmental mitigation or a corporate foundation
grant, the full $500,000 is subtracted straight from the company’s gross revenue before corporate
income tax is calculated [Vaquié et al., 2022].

The Financial Payoff: By reducing its taxable revenue pool by half a million dollars, the
corporation saves $140,000 in pure cash that it would have otherwise been legally forced to
pay to the Inland Revenue Department:

Tax Shield Savings= $500,000 x 28%= $140,000
The company adds a glossy green shield to its corporate fleet, stating that it is "Official Partners
in a Predator Free New Zealand," driving a 3.5% spike in consumer goodwill while forcing the
public tax base to swallow the $140,000 deficit [Doole, 2020].

Closing the Procurement Loop: The Predator Free Trust receives the remaining $500,000 in
corporate cash [Darby, 2026]. Bound by the milestones of the Tomorrow Accord (2014), they
take the funds and place a wholesale commercial purchase order directly with Orillion (Animal
Control Products Ltd) for multiple tons of cereal pellet 1080 bait matrices to fund their next
poison drop [Orillion, 2023; New Zealand Treasury, 2024]. Orillion processes the order, banks
the profit from the trust, and returns it directly to The New Zealand Treasury as a corporate
dividend [Orillion, 2023].

10.

GLOSSARY OF FORENSIC & BIOCHEMICAL TERMS

Acidic Liquefaction (Gastric): The rapid enzymatic and acid-mediated breakdown of soft tissue
within the feline stomach (pH 1.2-2.0) [Guilford, 1996]. Forensically, this process renders the
"regurgitation of whole prey" (e.g., intact skinks) a biological impossibility for Felis catus.

Ataxia (1080-Induced): A failure of muscular coordination and loss of motor control caused by
Sodium Fluoroacetate poisoning. In the "Signal Loss" context, ataxic birds seek deep cover or fall
into crevices, rendering their tracking tags undetectable.

Cauxin (Feld4): A Major Urinary Protein (MUP) found in feline urine that acts as a "slow-release
shuttle" for Felinine. This protein ensures the biochemical persistence of the Scent Barrier across
varying environmental conditions.

Comminuted Fracture: A bone fracture where the bone is splintered or crushed into numerous
pieces. In wildlife forensics, this is a diagnostic marker of high-force "Masticatory Pulverisation"
(Pigs/Dogs) [Wade and Bowns, 1982] or high-velocity impact (Falls) [Biewener, 1982], and is
mechanically impossible for the feline jaw [Christiansen, 2007].

Emesis (Induced): The act of vomiting. An "empty stomach" in a predator carcass ata 1080-
drop site is a clinical diagnostic marker of 1080-induced emesis [Sherley, 2007], often
misidentified as a "lack of feeding" prior to death.



¢ Felinine: A sulphur-containing amino acid unique to the feline. Once excreted, it degrades into
volatile thiols that serve as a species-specific Kairomone, triggering an innate "Landscape of
Fear" in rodent populations [Voznessenskaya, 2014].

o Forensic Invariant: A physical, biological, or chemical constant that does not change (e.g., the
maximum gape of a jaw or the pH of stomach acid). These are used to test the validity of
institutional predation claims.

¢ Induced Fiscal Obligation: A legally binding requirement (such as the Tomorrow Accord) that
forces a government agency to maintain specific "milestones” or funding levels, locking the
institution into a cycle of chemical intervention regardless of ecological outcomes [Department of
Conservation, 2014].

e Kairomone: A chemical signal produced by one species (the predator) that is detected by
another (the prey), benefiting the receiver by warning of danger. Felinine is the primary
kairomone of the feline scent barrier [Voznessenskaya, 2014].

e Landscape of Fear (LoF): The psychological and behavioural impact of a predator's presence (or
scent) on a prey population. This "Scent Barrier" suppresses prey reproduction and foraging
without the need for lethal removal [Ritchie and Johnson, 2009].

e Masticatory Pulverisation: The systematic crushing of bone and tissue during feeding. This
high-force mechanical signature is unique to Suids (Pigs) [Wade and Bowns, 1982] and Canids
(Dogs) and is frequently misattributed to feline predation in official reports.

e Mesopredator Release (MR): The rapid population explosion of mid-level predators (like rats)
that occurs when a top-level regulator (the cat) is removed [Courchamp et al., 1999]. This
"rebound" is a primary cause of avian nest failure.

e Shannon-Wiener Index (H’): A mathematical measure of species diversity and evenness. A high
H’ indicates a stable, feline-regulated ecosystem; a low H’ indicates a 1080-induced "rodent
monoculture.”

e Taphonomic Signature: The physical "fingerprint” left on a carcass or kill-site (e.g., "wing piles”
or "crushed skulls"). These signatures enable forensic identification of the true predator or
scavenger.

e Tomium: The sharp, serrated edge of a raptor's beak. The tomium is used for the "zip and pull"
mechanical disarticulation of wings at the joint—a signature often confused with mammalian
predation [Baker-Gabb, 1981].

e Trophic Vacuum: The ecological "dead zone" created by broad-spectrum poisoning (1080),
where the removal of all biological regulators leads to an inevitable and more aggressive
reinvasion by "Super-Rats" [Eason, 2002].

APPENDIX C: SUMMARY ABSTRACTS

1. TRANSLATE THE TECHNICAL TERMS INTO EVERYDAY WORDS

Complex / Academic Term Everyday Translation

Orillion The government-owned factory that mixes and sells 1080 poison.

Financial Loop / Closed Ecosystem A money merry-go-round where the government pays itself.

Wildlife Mortality Reporting Counting the body count / Keeping track of dead animals.

State-Owned Enterprise (SOE) A private business entirely owned by politicians.

Bycatch / Non-Target Mortality = Accidental collateral damage / Killing the wrong animals.

Data Gaps / Underreporting Hiding the true body count / Looking the other way.


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/1080_usage_in_New_Zealand

2."FINANCIAL LOOP" (THE MONEY MERRY-GO-ROUND)

Instead of a normal business where customers choose what to buy, this is a completely closed loop where
the government generates its own demand:

1.

The Factory: The New Zealand Treasury owns Orillion (technically called Animal Control
Products Ltd). The Ministers of Finance and Biosecurity are the actual shareholders.

The Buyer: The government then hands taxpayer cash to its own departments—like the
Department of Conservation (DOC) or OSPRI / TBfree.

The Loop: Those departments take that taxpayer cash and use it to buy millions of dollars of
1080 poison directly from Orillion.

The Result: The government invents the rules, allocates the tax money, buys its own poison,
drops it from helicopters, and pockets the profit. There is zero outside competition.

3. "WILDLIFE MORTALITY" ISSUE (THE FIXED REFEREE)

When critics point out that aerial poisoning drops accidentally kill native birds, deer, and dogs alongside
pests, the "Wildlife Mortality Reporting" system protects the loop:

The Fixed Referee: The exact same government agencies dropping the poison are the ones
responsible for tracking and reporting how many native animals die from it.

The Conflict of Interest: If they report a high wildlife body count, the public gets angry and the
money merry-go-round risks shutting down.

The Trick: To keep the loop moving, they use strict, complex reporting rules. If a dead native
bird is found rotting in the bush, they can claim the data is "inconclusive," blame a lack of
resources, or simply leave the carcass uncounted due to "sample storage decay". This keeps the
official toxic body count artificially low.

4. THE THREE GEARS OF THE LOOP

The Who (The Incentive): The NZ Treasury, Ministry of Finance, and Ministry for Biosecurity
own Orillion (Animal Control Products Ltd). They are a commercial business that needs to sell
poison to make a profit.

The What (The Loop): The government funds its own departments (like DOC and OSPRI). These
departments are the primary buyers of Orillion's poison. Taxpayer money goes from the
government to the department to the state-owned poison factory and back into government
accounts.

The Why (The Deception): To keep this multi-million dollar loop legal and funded, the
government must prove the poison is "safe and effective." Therefore, the agencies that drop the
poison are the ones that write the safety reports. They underreport the deaths of native wildlife
and downplay risks to human water catchments to protect the financial loop.

5. WILDLIFE DECEPTION (WITHOUT JARGON)

The Self-Policing Trap: The Department of Conservation tracks its own accidental wildlife kills. If a
third-party finds a dead native bird or deer, the official reporting system rejects the data using complex
excuses (e.g., "the carcass decayed too much to prove poison was the cause"). Ecosystem Collapse:
Dropping non-selective poison by air doesn't just kill target pests. It kills the bugs, the soil life, and the
birds that eat them, fracturing the entire food chain. The Hidden Food Chain: While the public is told
that native species are thriving, field data show massive gaps in monitoring of non-target bird mortality
immediately after declines.

6."ECOSYSTEM DESTABILISATION"



https://www.treasury.govt.nz/information-and-services/commercial-portfolio-and-advice/commercial-portfolio/animal-control-products-limited-orillion
https://www.epa.govt.nz/assets/RecordsAPI/EPA-annual-report-on-aerial-1080-operations-2019.pdf

The Logic: When a 1080 drop wipes out rodents, it creates a sudden food shortage for larger predators
(like cats and stoats).

e The Consequence: These starving predators immediately switch to eating native birds and
chicks to survive.

e The Public Pitch: “The government's poison loop actually forces surviving predators to hunt native
birds even harder.” This allows you to protect cats and birds simultaneously by exposing how
poorly thought out the drops are.

7. "PHILANTHROPIC GREENWASHING"

Greenwashing is an advertising trick where an organisation spends more time and money pretending to
be environmentally friendly than actually fixing environmental problems. It uses emotional words,
pictures of cute birds, and celebrity backing to distract people from destructive habits.

How the NZ Government Uses It (The Stewart Island Example)

The government cannot hide its massive poison budget from the public forever, so it relies on wealthy
international donors to fund and validate its operations.

1. The Set-Up: The government approaches ultra-wealthy international philanthropists—such as
Leonardo DiCaprio's environmental group, Re:wild—and tells them which specific New Zealand
islands desperately "need saving".

2. The Buy-In: The philanthropists inject millions of dollars into high-profile island projects, like
Rakiura/Stewart Island.

3. The Deception: The public sees a world-famous celebrity praising New Zealand's "green" island
restoration on social media. What the public doesn't see is that the core method being used on
these islands still relies heavily on the state-owned Orillion poison loop.

4. The Shield: If a local citizen complains that the poison is harming the ecology, water, or local
animals, the government uses the celebrity funding as a shield: "How can this be bad? Leonardo
DiCaprio thinks we are saving the planet."

9. THE OSPRI TAX TRICK (THE FARM LEVY)

The Scientific Concept

The government claims it must kill wild animals (like possums) because they spread Bovine Tuberculosis
(TB) to cows, which threatens New Zealand's multi-billion dollar dairy and beef export markets.

The Everyday Explanation

OSPRI runs a system called the TBfree Programme. They fund it by charging farmers a mandatory fee—
the TB Differential Slaughter Levy—on every single head of cattle sent to slaughter.

o The Financial Pressure: This levy is essentially a "meat tax". To get this tax reduced or to
qualify for premium, disease-free market access, the agricultural sector must prove that the local
wildlife is 100% free of disease.

e The "Kill Everything" Incentive: The fastest way for OSPRI to declare an area "TB Free" is to
wipe out the local wildlife entirely so there are no animals left to test. This creates an intense
economic incentive for farmers and government contractors to drop 1080 and trap predators
relentlessly. It isn't about nature; it's about reducing meat-processing taxes and protecting
corporate dairy profits.

10. CORPORATE "GREEN POINTS" & CATS

The Mechanism

The New Zealand government officially added cats to its Predator Free 2050 target list. This opened the
door for a corporate scam called Biodiversity Credits (what the group calls "Green Points").


https://www.jointheiocc.org/news/press-release-global-initiative-welcomes-three-iconic-new-zealand-islands-into-the-island-ocean-connection-challenge
https://www.treasury.govt.nz/information-and-services/commercial-portfolio-and-advice/commercial-portfolio/animal-control-products-limited-orillion

How the "Cat Bounty" Greenwashing Works

Large corporations (such as banks, airlines, and oil companies) pollute the planet, which makes them look
bad to customers. To fix their image, they buy "Biodiversity Credits" from conservation groups or
predator-free trusts.

1. The Bounty: Money flows from big corporations into local community groups, school
fundraisers, and hunting competitions that offer cash prizes to hunt and kill cats.

2. The Registration: Every dead cat is logged, tracked, and registered as a "success metric" or a
"Green Point" for the project.

3. The Corporate Deception: The polluting corporation buys these points. They can then put a
badge on their website that says: "We are a Green Company! Our funding successfully eliminated
500 predators this year."

4. The Reality: It is a blood-money bounty system. Corporations use the bodies of slaughtered cats
to distract the public from the fact that they are still polluting the air, soil, and water.

11. SIMPLE THREE-PRONGED ARGUMENT:

e The 1080 Loop: The government funds its own factory (Orillion) to make poison.

e The OSPRI Loop: Farmers support predator culls to escape slaughter levies and protect export
prices.

o The Green Point Loop: Large corporations fund cat and pest slaughter to buy "Green Points"
and hide their corporate pollution.

12. THE CORPORATE "CAT BOUNTY" SCAM: WHY PETS ARE BEING TARGETED

e The Blood-Money Incentive: Under the government’s Predator Free 2050 scheme, feral cats are
now a high-value target. Large, polluting corporations buy Biodiversity Credits (Green Points)
to clean up their public image. This corporate cash funds community hunting competitions,
school "cat-hunts", and bounty rewards.

o The "Shoot First" Reality: Because corporate funding relies entirely on a high body count to
prove "success," hunters and trappers are heavily incentivised to kill as many cats as possible.
The more bodies logged, the more corporate "Green Points" are generated, and the more funding
flows in.

e  Why Pets Are Dying: In the bush, a pet cat looks exactly like a feral cat. Because the system
rewards volume over accuracy, there is zero incentive for a hunter to check for a microchip, a
collar, or proximity to a home. If it moves, it is killed, logged, and sold to a corporation as an
environmental victory.

e The Shocking Truth: Your beloved family pet isn't being caught by accident. They are being
targeted because a polluting bank, airline, or power company is paying a bounty to use that cat's
body as a marketing badge.

13. TALKING POINT:

"If you wonder why family cats are suddenly disappearing or being shot near town boundaries, follow the
money. The government allowed corporations to buy 'Biodiversity Credits.’ Big polluters are funding cat
bounties to look green. To a corporate-funded hunter, your pet cat isn't a family member—it’s a cash bonus
and a 'Green Point' on a corporate spreadsheet."
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