Submission
No 111

INQUIRY INTO LICENCES TO HARM NATIVE ANIMALS

Name:

Date Received:

Stacey Bolton
14 December 2025




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

Dear Committee Members,

I am writing as a NSW resident who cares deeply about our native wildlife and the values that
guide how we live alongside other beings. I believe, as Mahatma Gandhi famously observed, that
the moral progress of a society can be judged by the way it treats its animals. It is from this
perspective that I offer my concerns about the current “licence to harm” system in New South
Wales.

I was deeply troubled to learn how widespread and pootly regulated this system is. In 2023 alone,
more than 657,000 native animals were authorised to be harmed under licences issued by the NSW
Government — the highest number of any state. Since 2017, nearly 1.9 million native animals have
been killed under these permits. These animals include kangaroos, wallabies, wombats, possums
and birds — sentient, wild beings simply trying to survive in their own habitat. Many are mothers
with dependent young, whose suffering is often unseen and unrecorded.

The routine use of lethal methods such as shooting, trapping and poisoning raises serious animal
welfare concerns. These methods cause immense pain and distress, yet there appears to be little
independent monitoring, transparency or accountability once a licence is issued. This lack of
oversight fails both animals and the public’s reasonable expectation that wildlife management
should be humane, evidence-based and subject to scrutiny.

I am particularly concerned that non-lethal alternatives are not being prioritised. Around the world,
and increasingly within Australia, there is growing recognition that coexistence strategies — such
as wildlife-friendly fencing, habitat protection, education and better land-use planning — are more
ethical and often more effective in the long term. Lethal control should not be the default response
when compassionate, non-violent solutions exist.

I urge the Committee to recommend meaningful reform, including:

* a clear shift away from routine lethal control toward non-lethal, coexistence-based management
* stronger and enforceable welfare protections for native animals

¢ independent monitoring and transparent public reporting of all licences and outcomes

* explicit safeguards for mothers and dependent young

* genuine consultation with First Nations knowledge holders, whose stewardship of Country
reflects deep respect for wildlife and ecological balance

Native animals are not pests to be managed away; they are integral to healthy ecosystems and part
of our shared natural heritage. Policies that allow widespread harm without transparency or
accountability do not reflect contemporary community values or a truly progressive society.



Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to this important inquiry. I hope it leads to a system
grounded in compassion, responsibility and coexistence, where the protection of native animals is
seen not as an obstacle, but as a measure of our collective humanity.

Yours sincerely,

Stacey



