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Submission to the Animal Welfare Committee
Inquiry into licences to harm native animals in New South Wales

My name is Ellie Robertson, and | live at .laman
average Australian woman living with a significant physical disability. While | face personal
challenges every day, my concern for the protection and welfare of animals outweighs
everything else. | believe that how we treat animals, especially those most vulnerable, reflects
who we are as a society.

| was raised by loving parents who taught me to respect animals and to understand that they
feel pain, fear and love. From a young age, | learned that animals are not objects or obstacles,
but living beings who deserve care and compassion. This is why | care so deeply about
Australia’s native animals and the environments they depend on. They are unique to this
country and should never be treated as expendable or labelled as pests.

| acknowledge that the NSW Parliament has launched this Inquiry into the use of licences to
harm native animals, and | welcome the opportunity to contribute to this important review.

My concerns about the current system

The current licensing system is deeply concerning and, in my view, fundamentally flawed. The
scale of harm alone demands urgent reform. In 2023, 657,203 native animals were authorised
to be harmed under licences in NSW, more than in any other state in Australia. This included
kangaroos, wallabies, wombats, possums and countless birds. Since 2017, almost 1.9 million
native animals have been killed under these permits.

These numbers, reported by organisations such as Humane Society International (HSI)
Australia, are deeply troubling.

These are wild animals simply trying to survive in their own habitat. Many are mothers caring for
dependent young, including joeys and chicks. When mothers are shot, trapped or poisoned,
their young are often left to starve, die of exposure, or be killed later. There is little evidence that
these impacts are consistently recorded, monitored or mitigated.

Lethal methods such as shooting, trapping and poisoning cause immense suffering and carry
serious risks of misidentification and prolonged death. Despite this, there appears to be
minimal independent oversight, limited transparency, and very little publicly available data on
welfare outcomes once a licence is issued.

This directly raises concerns under the inquiry’s terms of reference, including:
¢ how many animals are being harmed,
¢ the welfare impacts of lethal control methods,
e the extent to which non-lethal alternatives are genuinely prioritised,
e the adequacy of the licence assessment process,
o the lack of transparency and monitoring,
e theimpacts on dependent young, and

o whether First Nations communities and cultural values are meaningfully consulted.



The current system is failing both animals and the public’s expectation of humane treatment
and accountability.

What must be changed immediately

| respectfully urge the Committee to recommend a shift away from cruelty and toward
compassionate, evidence-based wildlife management:

¢ End routine lethal control and move toward non-lethal, evidence-based wildlife
management as the default. Lethal control should not be considered routine or
acceptable when effective non-violent alternatives exist. Wildlife-friendly fencing,
habitat planning and education reduce conflict without causing suffering. Cruelty
should not be described as “management” when humane alternatives exist.

¢ End the use of cruel methods. Shooting, poisoning, trapping, aerial culling and night-
shooting inflict pain and distress are incompatible with modern animal welfare
standards and should be permanently banned.

e Protect mothers and dependent young. Wildlife management must recognise animals
as sentient family groups. Practices that orphan young should never be permitted.

o Strengthen welfare protections. Native animals deserve enforceable welfare laws
equal to those protecting companion animals, without broad exemptions that allow
cruelty.

¢ Increase transparency and accountability. All licence applications, approvals, animal
numbers, methods used and compliance outcomes should be publicly available and
independently reviewed.

¢ Investin coexistence and habitat protection. Governments should prioritise
education, restoration and non-lethal strategies that allow people and wildlife to live
safely side by side.

¢ Ensure meaningful consultation, including with First Nations communities and
Traditional Owners, whose cultural knowledge and responsibilities toward wildlife must
be respected.

Native animals have intrinsic value. They are not commodities to be managed through violence,
but living beings who play essential roles in healthy ecosystems. Kangaroos are a keystone
species, and apex predators such as dingoes help maintain ecological balance. Protecting them
supports biodiversity, soil health and long-term environmental resilience.

Thank you to the Committee for undertaking this inquiry and for considering my submission. |
sincerely hope it leads to meaningful reform and an end to the routine killing of native animals in
NSW and one that reflects scientific evidence, community values and basic compassion..

The government owes it to Australians now and in the future to foster a culture of love and
respect for other living beings—not based on usefulness, but on their inherent right to live. Our
native animals are part of who we are as a nation. | sincerely hope NSW chooses humane,
transparent and non-violent approaches that protect them and the environments they call
home.

Respectfully,
Mrs Ellie Robertson





