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To Members of the Inquiry and to Whom it may concern,

I write as a concerned citizen to express my strong and unequivocal opposition to the licence-to-
harm regime as it currently stands (and any expansion thereof). Our native wildlife is already under
unprecedented pressure, from rampant habitat loss, climate change, pesticide use, fragmentation,
invasive species, and more. To permit, by law, the intentional and lethal harming of protected
native animals is both morally indefensible and ecologically dangerous.

The very concept of a “licence to harm” treats native creatures as collateral to human convenience,
rather than life forms worthy of protection in their own right. It undermines the fundamental
principle that biodiversity should be conserved, not treated as pest species at human whim.
Granting people the legal entitlement to kill or injure protected species (even under supposed
constraints) inevitably creates loopholes, enforcement difficulties, and opportunities for abuse.
The record-keeping requirements, conditions, and oversight mechanisms, however well
intentioned, cannot guarantee that harm will only ever be used as a last resort. Indeed, once the
legal path is cleared, the threshold for “justifying” harm may slide dangerously.

In the context of rapidly diminishing populations and accelerating extinctions, the licence-to-harm
regime belongs in the dustbin of outdated thinking. We should be investing instead in non-lethal
or non-harmful (in any way) mitigation, habitat restoration, wildlife corridors, deterrent
technologies, and community education. Any law that empowers individuals to purposefully kill
native animals should be rescinded in full. The just and sustainable path is to eliminate the licence-
to-harm entirely and affirm our commitment to protecting every surviving fragment of Australia’s
unique and fragile fauna.

I urge you to recommend that this scheme be abolished, and replaced with a regime founded on
compassion, scientific evidence, and strict protection of native species. Australia’s living heritage
is too precious for us to tolerate legislation that treats it as disposable.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Respectfully submitted,
Delphi Handran-Smith





