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Dear Committee Members,

Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission to the Inquiry into licences to harm
native animals in New South Wales. As a resident who values our unique wildlife and
believes in compassionate, evidence-based policy, | am writing to oppose the current
licensing system and to call for a drastic reduction in the government-authorised killing
of native animals in NSW.

The current “licence to harm” framework has normalised the large-scale killing of native
animals who would otherwise be protected by law, often for reasons such as
convenience, perceived overabundance, or economic impact. Recent analysis shows
that more than a million native animals across Australia are permitted to be killed under
these licences each year, with New South Wales among the worst-affected
jurisdictions. This includes iconic and ecologically important species such as
kangaroos, wallabies, wombats, possums and a wide range of native birds, many of
whom are simply trying to survive in rapidly changing landscapes shaped by human
land-use.

From 2017 to recent years, NSW has issued tens of thousands of licences allowing the
killing of well over a million native animals, including nearly 1.9 million kangaroos and
wallabies and hundreds of thousands of other mammals and birds. This scale is
incompatible with genuine conservation, community expectations of humane
treatment, and the principle that native animals should be protected rather than
routinely treated as pests.

The methods authorised under these licences, including shooting, trapping and
poisoning, can cause significant pain, fear and prolonged suffering to animals. There is
also a serious risk of non-target animals being injured or killed, including protected and
threatened species, which may not be adequately recorded or reported.[4][3][6]

The terms of reference for this inquiry explicitly ask about the welfare impacts of lethal
control and the extent to which orphaned young are affected. When adult animals who
are caring for joeys or dependent young are killed, their young may be left to starve,
suffer predation or die slowly from exposure, which is ethically unacceptable and
contrary to modern animal welfare standards. Any system that allows lethal control



must, at minimum, ensure that dependent young are identified and protected, yet
current licensing and monitoring arrangements appear inadequate to guarantee this.

The community has a right to clear, accessible information about how many animals are
being killed under government-issued licences and why. At present, data on licences
and numbers of animals harmed is limited, difficult to interpret, and does not clearly
explain the decision-making process or welfare outcomes, which undermines
accountability and public trust.

The inquiry’s terms of reference highlight the need to consider transparency and
accountability in licensing decisions. Without robust, independent monitoring and
regular public reporting, itis impossible to properly assess compliance, welfare
impacts, and whether non-lethal alternatives have been genuinely prioritised before
lethal methods are approved.

## Failure to prioritise non-lethal management and coexistence

There is strong evidence that human-wildlife conflict can often be addressed through
non-lethal strategies such as property modifications, wildlife-friendly fencing, habitat
planning, deterrents, and community education. However, under the current system,
lethal control remains the default response in many cases, rather than a last resort
when all reasonable non-lethal measures have been tried and independently verified as
ineffective.

Killing native animals at scale can also have unintended ecological consequences by
disrupting ecosystems, removing keystone species and altering predator-prey
dynamics. A contemporary wildlife policy should recognise the intrinsic value of native
animals and their essential roles in maintaining healthy landscapes, and should aim to
support coexistence rather than persecution.|

In relation to the committee’s terms of reference, | wish to emphasise that:

- The species and numbers currently affected by licences appear excessive,
inconsistent with precautionary conservation principles, and out of step with
community expectations of humane treatment.



- The welfare impacts of authorised lethal methods are significant, and there is
insufficient assurance that current requirements adequately safeguard animal welfare,
prevent suffering, or protect dependent young.

- Assessment processes for granting licences do not appear to require rigorous
evidence that non-lethal options have been exhausted or that killing will provide a
long-term solution rather than a repeated, short-term response.

- Transparency, data availability and independent oversight are inadequate, leaving the
public unable to properly scrutinise decisions made in their name.

- First Nations communities and Traditional Owners must be meaningfully consulted,
with cultural values, responsibilities and knowledge incorporated into decision-making
about native wildlife.

Recommendations:

In light of the above concerns, | urge the committee to recommend substantial reforms
that drastically reduce the killing of native animals in NSW and transform the current
licensing framework into one that genuinely prioritises coexistence, welfare and
transparency. In particular, | recommend that the committee:

1. **Dramatically restrict the issuing of licences to harm native animals** so that lethal
control is truly a measure of last resort, only available when non-lethal options have
been demonstrably exhausted and independently reviewed.

2. **Phase out routine lethal control and invest in non-lethal management**, including
funding and practical support for landholders to implement wildlife-friendly fencing,
habitat management, and evidence-based deterrents.

3. **Introduce clear, enforceable animal welfare standards** for any wildlife
management activity, ensuring that native animals receive protections comparable to
those afforded to companion animals, and explicitly prohibiting cruel methods such as
inhumane poisons, poorly regulated shooting and painful trapping devices.



4. **Mandate the protection of dependent young** by requiring strict protocols for
identifying, rescuing and rehabilitating joeys and other young animals, and by refusing
licences where the risk to dependent young cannot be effectively mitigated.

5. **Establish robust transparency and independent oversight**, including: publication
of all licence applications and decisions (with appropriate privacy protections),
comprehensive annual reporting on numbers and species affected, and an independent
body to review wildlife management decisions and monitor welfare outcomes.

6. **Strengthen First Nations consultation**, ensuring Traditional Owners have a central
role in decisions about native wildlife on Country, and that cultural values, knowledge
and responsibilities are embedded within any licensing or management framework.

7. **Align NSW law and policy with the goal of coexistence**, acknowledging the
intrinsic right of native animals to live freely in their natural habitats and actively
promoting community education to foster empathy, understanding and non-violent
conflict resolution.

Thank you for considering this submission. | urge the committee to use this inquiry as
an opportunity to end the routine, large-scale killing of native animals under licence and
to create a humane, transparent and forward-looking framework that reflects both
scientific evidence and community values in New South Wales.

Yours sincerely,





