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One of the greatest threats to human survival and also the survival of all species on earth is loss
of biodiversity. Every species has a role to play in the ecosystem. As someone who campaigns for
the conservation of wildlife habitat I am sadly aware that Australia has the highest rate of mammal
extinction in the world. It is shocking that licenses are issued to harm and kill protected animals in
NSW. These animals are living in their own homes, as they have for millennia and humans do not
have a right to eliminate them. Not only is the killing bad, but the unregulated nature of the licences
means that there is much pain and suffering such as the destruction of family groups and orphaned
young animals that will die alone.

Whilst it is true that landholders may suffer loss and inconvenience due to wildlife, the current
Licences to harm are inhumane and not in keeping with the modern world, our current
understanding of the complex social structures that animals live in and our responsibility to be
custodians of the earth to ensure sustainability for future generations. The cruel methods of lethal
control, such as shooting, trapping and poisoning should be replaced with compassionate,
evidence-based strategies that protect both animals and ecosystems.

The report: “Humane Society International Australia (2024) Licence to Kill: the shocking scale of
licensed wildlife killing in Australia.” estimates that between 2021-2023, over 4.5 million native
animals were allowed to be killed. This number is probably significantly higher due to a lack of
reporting and the lack of a need for a licence to kill some wildlife that does not require a permit.
This is simply unacceptable in our modern world in an advanced economy.

The killing of 5,845 black swans in Tasmania as described in the above report highlights the
destructiveness of the licenses issued to shooters. 200 of these swans were killed for being in the
waters inhabited by non-native trout species that were introduced to Tasmania for recreational
fishing.

Currently there is almost no oversight of the licence to harm once it has been issued. Laws should
protect native animals. I call on the government to introduce clear laws to protect native animals
from cruelty and mandate transparency and independent monitoring, and a total ban on practises
that cause pain and distress. I call for the establishment of an impartial body to evaluate any wildlife
management decisions, ensuring non-lethal alternatives are always prioritised.

The focus of government should shift from funding lethal control programs to investing in
programs that encourage the co-existence of native animals with human activities. Education
should occur on the role native wildlife play in maintaining healthy ecosystems, such as enriching
soil, improving biodiversity and supporting pollination and seed dispersal. Apex predators such as
dingoes and keystone species such as kangaroos need to be preserved for their essential role in the
health of the environment.

Many communities wish to co-exist peacefully with wildlife. Where I live in Valla Beach local
people have actively campaigned to protect wildlife corridors from development. We do not see
that humans have a right to take all the land that is required for other species to survive and we
enjoy living in a place rich with native wildlife.



The 2024 Humane society report also shows how governments can use the knowledge provided
by ecological science to provide information and strategies that would allow wildlife to live
alongside humans in all locations. These could include wildlife -friendly fencing and gates, and the
protection and restoration of natural habitats so that animals can live safely where they belong.
For example, kangaroo gates can provide safe access across landscapes, and deterrents such as
floodlights and unpalatable crops can make areas less inviting.

The Humane Society report also describes Government initiatives in NSW to net orchards to
protect them rather than shoot flying foxes resulted in many other benefits to orchardists such as
protection from hail and intense sunlight. Flying fox conservation is critical to forest ecosystem
health due to their important role in pollination and seed dispersal. Shooting them was not only
leading to cruel and prolonged deaths, but it was also impacting the survival of a threatened species,
the grey-headed flying fox. This use of government funding is an example of the kind of solution
that we need to see more of in the future.

Thank you for considering this submission.
Yours sincerely,

Judith Kirwood
Forest Ecology Alliance



