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Submission to the NSW Parliamentary 
Inquiry into Licences to Harm Native 
Animals 

1. My background 
I am a former oil engineer who has transitioned into animal advocacy, driven by a deep 
commitment to ensuring a better and more ethical world for animals. My perspective is 
shaped by professional experience in systematic processes, coupled with practical volunteer 
work in wildlife rescue and rehabilitation. 

I am submitting evidence to this Inquiry due to significant concerns regarding the issuance of 
licences to harm native animals. I find the current approach, which often appears to issue 
permits carelessly to lethally control native wildlife, to be fundamentally inconsistent with 
basic principles of animal welfare and ethical environmental stewardship. The issues 
surrounding transparency, inadequate assessment, and the resultant welfare impacts 
demand urgent parliamentary review and reform. 

2. Animal Welfare Impacts 
A primary concern is the significant and often unacceptable animal welfare impacts arising 
from licensed harm activities. Current lethal methods permitted under these licences include 
shooting, trapping, and the use of potent poisons such as 1080 and strychnine. These 
methods carry an inherent risk of causing protracted suffering. 

A systemic failure in the current licensing framework is the absence of mandatory 
standards for humane killing and shooter competency. This lack of regulation means 
that licences are issued without ensuring the permit holder has the necessary skill or intent 
to achieve a quick, humane death. 

My personal experience reinforces the gravity of this issue. During my time volunteering at a 
wildlife rescue shelter, I have, unfortunately, witnessed first-hand the suffering of animals that 
were victims of non-lethal or slow-acting lethal control methods. Observing the slow deaths 
some of these native animals experienced due to poorly executed control measures 
underscores the critical need for enforced, humane standards. 

3. The Crisis of Orphaned Young 
The lethal control of native animals invariably leads to the orphaning of dependent young. 
Wildlife carers are constantly burdened with the task of receiving orphaned joeys and 



fledglings whose parents were killed under these licences, often resulting in complex and 
expensive rehabilitation efforts. 

Currently, there is no formal or mandatory tracking system in place for orphaning 
incidents resulting from licensed harm. This lack of data prevents a true accounting of the 
overall impact of lethal control on native populations and the resources required by the 
volunteer wildlife sector. 

Based on my direct experience working with orphaned young at a wildlife rescue shelter, the 
emotional and biological toll is immense. The absence of maternal care dramatically 
decreases survival rates. It is heartbreaking to see these vulnerable animals struggle, and 
many of the orphaned young I worked with ultimately passed away due to the severe trauma 
and physiological absence of their mothers. The current system fails to acknowledge or 
account for these preventable secondary deaths. 

4. Inadequate Assessment Process 
The assessment process for issuing Licences to Harm is demonstrably insufficient and 
requires immediate overhaul. Key procedural deficiencies include: 

●​ No requirement for proof of damage: Licences can be issued without compelling 
evidence that the animal has caused significant damage, or that the damage is 
directly attributable to the native species in question. 

●​ No requirement to demonstrate non-lethal methods have been tried: The 
absence of a requirement to document or demonstrate that reasonable non-lethal 
mitigation strategies have been attempted means that lethal force is often the first, 
easiest, and cheapest option sought by applicants. 

●​ Lack of verification: There is no requirement for site inspections or independent 
verification of whether reported kills reflect the actual numbers taken or whether the 
outcomes were humane. 

My concern is that the low barrier for entry allows people to use the most trivial of reasons to 
request a licence. This procedural flaw undermines the ethical responsibility of the state to 
protect its native fauna. The current process permits lethal action without due diligence, 
which is highly unethical. 

5. Lack of Transparency 
The lack of transparency and accountability within the licensing system is a major 
impediment to effective oversight and conservation. 

Currently, there is no public register of licences or compliance data, making it impossible 
for the public or conservation groups to monitor the scale of lethal control. Furthermore, 
there is no right of third-party appeal against a licence decision, effectively removing a 
crucial accountability mechanism. 



The lack of transparency poses significant problems in trying to determine exactly how many 
native animals have been killed due to licences versus other reasons. This is particularly 
concerning for vulnerable or endangered species, as a clear and public record of all 
human-induced mortality is essential for effective conservation management and preventing 
potential localized extinctions. 

6. Key Recommendations 
I respectfully submit the following four key recommendations to the Inquiry for consideration 
and implementation: 

1.​ Require Proof of Damage: Licences must only be issued upon presentation of 
robust, independently verified evidence demonstrating substantial damage directly 
caused by the native animal. 

2.​ Establish Site Inspections and Independent Verification: Introduce mandatory 
site inspections prior to issuing a licence and require independent verification of 
reported kill numbers and humane outcomes. 

3.​ Mandatory Welfare and Competency Assessments: Introduce mandatory welfare 
assessments before any killing takes place, including proof that non-lethal mitigation 
has been exhausted, and mandatory shooter competency testing to ensure humane 
death is achievable. 

4.​ Establish a Tracking System for Orphaned Young: Implement a mandatory, 
auditable tracking system to record all known or suspected orphaning incidents 
resulting from lethal control activities, allowing for a better assessment of the true 
population impacts. 

7. Conclusion 
The current system governing Licences to Harm Native Animals in NSW is flawed across 
multiple critical areas: it fails to protect animal welfare, it leads to avoidable orphaning, it 
lacks procedural rigour in its assessment, and it suffers from a significant lack of public 
transparency. 

My experiences as an animal advocate and a shelter volunteer confirm that these are not 
merely theoretical issues but result in tangible, measurable suffering. By adopting the 
recommendations proposed—specifically requiring proof of damage, mandating humane 
competency and verification, and introducing transparency and tracking mechanisms—the 
Inquiry has the opportunity to recommend a licensing framework that is both scientifically 
grounded and ethically responsible. 
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