
 

 Submission    
No 77 

 
 
 
 
 
 

INQUIRY INTO LICENCES TO HARM NATIVE ANIMALS 
 
 
 

Name: Mrs Gayle Williams 

Date Received: 4 December 2025 

 

 



SUBMISSION

INQUIRY INTO LICENCES TO HARM NATIVE ANIMALS:


I am a 72-year-old retired State Registered Nurse and Midwife. Our pledge was to do NO harm.

The government of NSW should adopt a similar philosophy and limit the harm that can be 
perpetrated on our Australian Wildlife for years to come.


I hope the Animal Welfare Committee take great consideration of the questions asked in this 
inquiry and recognises that often there is an answer to be found in non-lethal methods for co-
existing with our native wildlife


A. The species and numbers affected by licences to harm native animals:


Currently, NO list of native animals can be considered for a ‘Licence to harm.’


The licence can be granted if the PROTECTED native animals are shown to be a threat to human 
safety, damaging property and/or causing economic hardship.

To get a licence, which is made extremely easy, there is no need to provide evidence.

The number is not specified and can be from 1 to 1,500.


Kangaroos can be killed under a different or similar licence, they can be killed under a commercial 
licence or a licence to harm. This really worries me, because a farmer can apply to kill kangaroos 
with the real INTENTION of getting a commercial shooter in to profit from the killing.

Ducks can be shot under the ‘Native Game Bird Management’, even if duck shooting is illegal in 
NSW.

It is also confusing that these licences are managed under different acts and departments (DPI vs. 
NPWS).

In applying for these licences, the evidence should be based on sound principles.

*The landholder must provide documented evidence of the number of animals causing a problem.

*The landholder must provide evidence of damage claimed, the economic hardship, and the 
safety concerns that triggered the request.

*The landholder must provide evidence that the stated animal is the cause of the damage claimed 
and exclude that it is not any other cause.

*The landholder must provide evidence of non-lethal methods trialled and why they failed.

DCCEEW should oversee these applications, followup reports made. Reports should also be 
collected of population numbers and other licences in the neighbouring areas.


B. The welfare impacts of lethal control methods prescribed under licences to harm native 
animals, including consideration of whether current requirements adequately safeguard animal 
welfare and species identification:


I would say NO. The word HUMANE  in addressing the word KILLING can not be considered; 
there is no way of killing a sentient animal, for example, that National Code of Practice for both 
commercial and non-commercial practice is absolutely horrendous, exposing the joey to fear, 
suffering and immense distress. There is NO OVERSIGHT INTO THIS KILLING, SHOOTERS CAN 
BEHAVE AS THEY LIKE.


C.The extent to which orphaned young are affected by licences to harm native animals and how 
these impacts are tracked or mitigated:


The dependent young of animals harmed under the licence are not included in the quota.  This 
leaves so many young unrecorded or left to die.

Therefore, I would recommend that any species with dependent young present must not be killed.

Female kangaroos with pouch joeys or joeys at foot must be exempt from being harmed/shot.


D. The adequacy of current assessment processes used when granting licences to harm:


Again, this process must be evidence-based. With strict criteria, documented evidence of the 
number, species, explaining precisely the threat to safety, damage caused or what economic 
hardship was caused. 




 The Bio-diversity conservation Act 2016 states, ‘The Environment Agency Head may grant a 
licence (a biodiversity conservation licence) to a person that authorises the doing of an act that 
would otherwise constitute an offence under Division 1 or under any other provision of this Act.


The processes are entirely inadequate, vague and cruel. It is completely reliant on the judgment of 
a person who might not be thinking correctly, and their only answer is to kill at all costs.

There needs to be many strategies to ensure this is not easily accessible and is thoroughly 
monitored.


E. The level of public transparency and accountability associated with licensing decisions, 
including data availability and reasons for approval and rejection of applications:


All people who apply for these permits must make their application available to their neighbours 
and the community.


Data should be readily available.


Especially with the use of 1080, signs must be erected; this, in my opinion, is an evil poison and 
should be banned.  So many of our native wildlife die a shocking, prolonged death from ingesting 
this poison.


It should be made available why this applicator permit was rejected and for how long.


 


F. The extent of NSW Government support for research, trials and adoption of alternative wildlife 
management strategies:


For example, there are many proactive ways to coexist with kangaroos and wallabies.

*Wildlife-friendly fencing to prevent kangaroos and wallabies from moving into certain areas.

*Kangaroo gates to provide safe access across landscapes.

*Mowing lawns regularly to reduce grass cover to prevent kangaroos from grazing on certain 
areas.

*Restricting crops near forested areas.

*Using deterrents such as floodlights and unpalatable crops to make areas less inviting and limit 
available food.

*Education is an important issue; worldwide, wildlife are protected through implementing change, 
providing funding, and educating people.


G. The Extent to which First Nations communities and traditional Owners are consulted before 
issuing licences to harm wildlife, and how cultural values and responsibilities are incorporated into 
decision-making.


I would say First Nations People are not consulted because of the ongoing colonial mindset still 
rampant in Australia, where the land is just a commodity and wildlife is unimportant.


Many people are racist in this country and don’t see First Nations People having any rights. I say 
this needs to change.  Many of the animals killed under these licences are sacred totems to First 
Nations People.  They respect these animals and recognise their importance to Australia's 
biodiversity.  Every human should have the right to exist peacefully, as should every animal.



