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I'm writing to give input to the inquiry into the licenses to harm native animals. I am a 
rural landholder with approximately 600 acres and hundreds of animals in sanctuary 
under my care. I live with shooting that happens one three sides of me across multiple 
properties, and I can't tell you how disturbing and damaging it is. 

 

Let me start by saying I completely oppose the routine killing of native animals. In my 
experience, it is typically done cruelly and by people who think they may be skilled but 
aren't. The impact on neighbours is routinely ignored, and I, personally, have had the 
experience of shooters trespassing on my land and shooting animals. This is completely 
unacceptable. 

 

It also seems to me that there is no effective oversight. If someone on a nearby property 
starts shooting, and it has happened at all hours of the day and night, how is someone 
supposed to react to that? How am I supposed to know if that person is properly 
licensed? They haven't bothered to tell me they are going to shoot, and it isn't like I'm 
going to go over to them on their property and demand to see proper paperwork. All of 
the risk, all of the discomfort, and all of the emotional and physical costs are 
externalised onto other people. This is completely unacceptable. 

 

The cruelty involved is nothing short of disgusting. Multiple shots being needed to kill an 
animal is, by definition, cruel. These are sentient beings with complex social 
relationships and neurology that allows them to feel pain. They are not just dumb 
animals who it is OK to blast away at. And yet, that's what happens, over and over, all 
over the state, and certainly near where I live. 

 

Using harm to manage animals must be stopped. It is unacceptable to shoot, trap, 
poison, bludgeon or whatever else I have seen go on. In my immediate vicinity, 1080 
poison has been used, and I have found the bodies of poisoned animals on my land, 
where they have crawled off to die, which poses a risk to my family and my animals. 
Again, this is externalising the costs of someone's actions to someone else who deeply 
opposes them. 

 

I feel strongly that animals deserve our care and protection, not our harm. It is arrogant 
for graziers to think that it is fine to wipe out animals because they dare eat grass that 
their "stock" might eat. What we need are strengthened welfare laws that protect 
animals, not strengthened laws that lead to their destruction. 



 

Even the term "licence to harm" is offensive. It puts doing harm into the realm of 
something it is OK to do. But it isn't. Engaging in harm perpetuates a cycle of violence 
that inevitably expands. We only have to look to the tragic shooting in Bondi to see the 
impact of violence on society. Just because that harm takes place on the land away 
from population centres does not mean that the violence is not there. It is just 
unobserved. 

 

Here is what I believe needs to happen: 

 

* Put in place welfare laws that are can be enforced, and are monitored by an 
independent, transparent agency that is dedicated to compliance and achieving good 
welfare outcomes. 

 

* Stop all cruel methods of harm completely. The fact that the NSW government has 
used aerial culling is nothing short of despicable. Add to that night shooting, traps that 
cause pain like leg-hold traps, poisons. and the many other cruel things people do to 
animals — all of these must go. And their use should be criminalised and pursued by 
police, not just ignored. 

 

* Improve transparency and accountability. If someone wants to apply for a licence, that 
should be publicly available information. I should be able to easily know if my neighbour 
is properly licensed. Oversight bodies need regular, open reporting that clearly reflects 
what is actually happening. 

 

* Shift the focus to coexistence. We have to make people work under the assumption 
that native animals have a right to live freely, not be killed for whatever reason someone 
feels like they can get away with. If someone has a problem with animals eating in their 
paddocks, then support wildlife fencing and gates are friendly to native animals and a 
good outcome. 

 

* Improve education. I believe that anyone who wants to kill native animals should be 
required to do a wildlife care course so they understand just what it is they are 
murdering. We should promote a perspective of empathy, of stewardship, of 



compassion, and of caring. When my neighbours refer to native animals as "vermin" or 
"pests," we know we have a problem that needs addressing. 

 

I appreciate the committee's efforts to look into this important matter, and I hope that 
the government takes on a more animal-centric, cruelty-free approach to living with the 
beautiful animals who share our state. 


