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Submission to the NSW Government Inquiry into ‘A Permit to Harm’ 

Primary producers are the backbone of rural New South Wales, providing food and fibre for our 
communities. Their role is essential and deserves recognition. At the same time, our native wildlife 
is a shared public resource and part of our natural heritage. The challenge is to find a fair balance 
between supporting primary production and ensuring that decisions about harming wildlife are 
transparent, accountable, and genuinely a last resort. 

The following reforms should be considered: 

1. Mandatory Property Inspections 

Every application for a Permit to Harm must involve an on-site property inspection by an officer 
of the NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS). This will ensure that permits are only 
granted where genuine need can be demonstrated. 

2. Neighbour Notification and Right of Objection 

All neighbouring properties must be notified that an application for a Permit to Harm has been 
lodged, and they should be given the right to object. This provides fairness, accountability, and an 
opportunity for local input. 

3. Consistency Across Species 

A Permit to Harm should be required for all native animals, including birds. Currently, it appears 
that grain growers can kill certain native bird species without requiring a permit. This loophole 
undermines wildlife protection and must be closed. 

4. Exclusion Zones Near Sensitive Areas 

No Permit to Harm should be granted for properties located within: 

6 kilometres of a National Park, wildlife sanctuary, or wildlife release site; or 

2 kilometres of the residence of a registered wildlife carer. 

These zones are critical buffers for the protection of rehabilitated and wild animals. 

5. Mobility of Wildlife 

Wildlife, particularly kangaroos, are highly mobile and travel considerable distances. A property 
owner who believes they have a “large mob” of kangaroos may in fact be sharing that same mob 
with several neighbouring properties, as the animals move across the landscape. For this reason, 
the cumulative impact of permits must be considered across districts, not just on an individual 
property basis. 

6. Integration with Local Government Planning 

Permits to Harm should also be subject to the Local Government Development Application (DA) 
process. The current system is secretive, but DA processes ensure transparency, public awareness, 
and the opportunity for objections. The process should be: 

Application lodged first with Local Government as a DA, where it is made public; 

Consideration then passed to NPWS, who can assess the environmental and animal welfare 
implications. 

7. Last Resort Principle 

The killing of native animals should only ever be a last resort, after all non-lethal measures have 
been properly trialled and demonstrated to have failed. 

8. Monitoring and Transparency 



Where permits result in killing or relocation of native animals, the process should be video-
recorded. A copy of the recording should be provided to both the Local Government Authority 
and the NPWS, and made available to the public. This accountability measure will discourage 
cruelty and ensure that permit conditions are being complied with. 

 

Conclusion 

Protecting wildlife and supporting primary production are not mutually exclusive goals. By making 
the Permit to Harm process transparent, accountable, and fair, the NSW Government can 
strengthen trust between landholders, communities, and conservation groups. These reforms will 
ensure that when wildlife management decisions are made, they are both necessary and 
responsible, safeguarding the interests of farmers as well as the future of our native species. 


