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Introduction 

Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the NSW Parliamentary Inquiry into Licences to 
Harm Native Animals. I am a concerned citizen living in Brisbane, Queensland, and I am deeply 
committed to the protection of Australia’s unique biodiversity. 

Australia’s native animals are central to our national identity, ecological health, and cultural 
heritage. As someone who values transparency, evidence-based decision-making, and humane 
treatment of wildlife, I am concerned that current processes surrounding the issuing and 
monitoring of licences to harm native animals lack sufficient safeguards, accountability, and 
focus on long-term biodiversity outcomes. 

My submission focuses on four core issues: animal welfare, the adequacy of the licensing 
process, the need for investment in non-lethal alternatives, and the importance of First Nations 
consultation. 

1. Animal Welfare Impacts 

The current permitted methods for harming native animals under licence which include shooting, 
trapping, and poisoning (such as 1080 and strychnine), pose serious welfare risks. 

These concerns include: 

● No mandatory humane-killing standards 
 

● No shooter competency requirements 
 

● Use of poisons known to cause prolonged suffering 
 

Modern scientific research overwhelmingly shows that mammals and birds experience pain, 
fear, and distress in ways that are biologically and behaviourally comparable to humans and 
other vertebrates. 

Poisons such as 1080 and strychnine are of particular concern: 

● 1080 causes prolonged nausea, convulsions, and distress in many species. 
 



● Strychnine is internationally recognised as inhumane due to the violent muscle 
contractions and suffocation it causes prior to death. 
 

Given the established scientific evidence on animal sentience and capacity for suffering, the 
continued use of these methods without strict welfare standards is inconsistent with modern 
ethical expectations. 

2. Inadequate Assessment and Verification Processes 

The current assessment process for issuing licences to harm native animals appears 
insufficiently rigorous. Key issues include: 

● No requirement for applicants to provide evidence of actual damage 
 

● No obligation to demonstrate that non-lethal approaches were trialled first 
 

● Lack of site inspections before or after licences are granted 
 

● No independent verification of kill numbers or welfare outcomes 
 

A licensing system that authorises the killing of protected wildlife should be transparent, 
evidence-based, and independently monitored. NSW’s current approach does not meet these 
standards. 

3. Need for Investment in and Use of Non-Lethal Alternatives 

Non-lethal methods to reduce conflict with wildlife are available and effective. Examples include: 

● Wildlife-friendly netting 
 

● Exclusion fencing and predator-proof barriers 
 

● Guardian animals 
 

● Wombat gates and other wildlife-friendly property modifications 
 

NSW currently lacks dedicated funding or programs to research, trial, or subsidise humane 
alternatives. Without government support, landholders are disadvantaged, and lethal methods 
become the default response. 

Investment in non-lethal technologies would reduce harm to native animals, improve long-term 
biodiversity outcomes, and support landholders with practical solutions. 



4. First Nations Consultation and Cultural Considerations 

Licences that permit harm to native fauna should not be issued without consistent consultation 
with Traditional Owners. 

Culturally significant species, traditional ecological knowledge, and cultural responsibilities must 
be embedded in wildlife management practices. Better co-governance not only respects cultural 
rights but also draws on millennia of ecological expertise. 

Key Recommendations 

1. Mandate non-lethal methods as the first response. 
 

2. Introduce mandatory animal welfare assessments and shooter competency testing. 
 

3. Fund research, trials, and community support for humane non-lethal alternatives. 
 

4. Require meaningful consultation with Traditional Owners before any licence is approved. 

Conclusion 

Australia’s native animals are both ecologically vital and culturally significant. The current 
system for issuing licences to harm them does not provide adequate animal welfare protections, 
transparency, or consideration of alternative methods. Strengthening welfare standards, 
prioritising non-lethal approaches, and embedding First Nations involvement will ensure a more 
ethical and sustainable approach to wildlife management. 

Thank you for considering my submission. 


	Submission to the NSW Parliamentary Inquiry into Licences to Harm Native Animals
	Introduction
	1. Animal Welfare Impacts
	2. Inadequate Assessment and Verification Processes
	3. Need for Investment in and Use of Non-Lethal Alternatives
	4. First Nations Consultation and Cultural Considerations
	Key Recommendations
	Conclusion


