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Submission to the NSW Legislative Council Inquiry into Licences to Harm Native Animals 

, Wildlife carer,  

To the Animal Welfare Committee, 

I am making this submission as a wildlife carer who has spent many years rescuing, rehabilitating 
and releasing native animals back into their natural environment. This work is unpaid, time-
intensive and emotionally demanding, yet it is relied upon heavily by regional communities and 
government agencies alike. 

Through my work, I have developed an in-depth understanding of local wildlife populations, 
breeding cycles, habitat pressures and the real-world consequences of human–wildlife conflict. It is 
from this perspective that I raise serious concerns about the current system for issuing licences to 
harm native animals in NSW. 

I have directly witnessed the impacts of these licences on healthy wildlife populations. In multiple 
cases, animals living within established home ranges were killed under licence despite no clear, 
documented evidence of genuine risk to human safety or significant property damage. The result 
was not targeted management, but the loss of animals that were otherwise healthy, non-aggressive 
and integral to the local ecosystem. 

What is most troubling is that these decisions are often made without consultation with wildlife 
carers, neighbouring residents or independent experts. Those of us working on the ground—often 
responding to the aftermath—are excluded entirely from the process, despite holding critical local 
knowledge. 

Key Issues 

Absence of Local Consultation 
Wildlife carers, neighbours and community members are rarely consulted prior to licences being 
issued. This disregards local expertise and community investment in wildlife protection, and 
frequently results in avoidable harm. 

Insufficient Evidence Thresholds 
Licences can be approved based on anecdotal claims rather than robust, independently verified 
evidence. This creates a system where lethal control becomes a first response rather than a last 
resort. 

Failure to Account for Dependent Young 
The killing of adult animals commonly leaves dependent young behind. These animals suffer 
prolonged distress and often require intensive, long-term care if found alive. The welfare and 
resource implications of this outcome are not adequately addressed in licence conditions. 

Lack of Transparency 
There is little public visibility around where licences are issued, for what reasons, or with what 
outcomes. Community members and carers have no clear avenue to access information or raise 
concerns prior to harm occurring. 



Inadequate Training and Oversight 
Members of the public authorised under these licences are not required to meet the same training 
standards as wildlife rehabilitators, particularly in species identification and humane killing 
methods. This creates significant animal welfare risks and increases the likelihood of 
misidentification, including the killing of protected or threatened species. 

Non-lethal Options Overlooked 
Effective, humane alternatives—such as exclusion fencing, habitat modification and deterrents—
are frequently overlooked. These measures are well known to carers and conservation practitioners 
and should be mandatory considerations before any lethal option is approved. 

Recommendations 

I respectfully recommend that the Committee consider the following reforms: 

1. Mandatory consultation with wildlife carers, neighbouring landholders and independent 
ecological experts prior to licence approval. 

2. Higher evidence standards requiring documented proof of risk or damage, verified 
independently. 

3. Explicit assessment of impacts on dependent young, with enforceable mitigation 
requirements. 

4. Improved transparency, including public reporting on licence locations, justifications and 
outcomes. 

5. Mandatory education and training requirements for licence holders, equivalent to animal 
welfare standards expected of rehabilitators. 

6. Independent monitoring and post-licence auditing of animal welfare and ecological impacts. 

The current framework places an unreasonable burden on wildlife carers, who are left to deal with 
the consequences of poorly regulated decisions. It undermines conservation efforts, community 
trust and the ethical responsibility we have to protect native species. 

I urge the Committee to use this inquiry as an opportunity to strengthen protections, prioritise non-
lethal management, and ensure that decisions affecting native wildlife are evidence-based, 
transparent and humane. 

Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to this inquiry. 

 

 

 




