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Dear Committee Members 

I oppose the current licensing system that allows the legal killing of native animals in NSW. Since 
2017, almost 17,000 licences have been issued, resulting in the deaths of around 1.9 million animals. 
Lethal methods cause suffering and do not provide long-term solutions. The NSW Parliament is 
reviewing the “licence to harm” system, the process that allows people to legally injure or kill native 
animals. This is a poorly regulated system. 

I strongly urge the Committee to recommend independent oversight, stronger protections for wildlife, 
transparent public reporting, and a shift away from harmful control methods toward true coexistence. 
Native animals have an intrinsic right to live safely on the land, and policies must reflect that. 

These licences allow people to legally kill, trap and poison native animals. Native wildlife need 
protection NOT another assault. Native wildlife cannot withstand increased violent attacks on 
them in addition to roadkill, disease, climate change and ongoing industrialised destruction of 
their habitat through deforestation and commercial logging.  

Shooters already hunt on public lands in New South Wales under existing regulations. Currently, 
over 2 million hectares of public land are open to licensed shooters, primarily within 351 declared 
State forests. Some Crown lands are also available. Do the government have 7 days a week, 24 
hours a day regulatory compliance officers in over 2 million hectares of public land ensuring that 
native wildlife are treated humanely? I think not, as this is impossible.  

The NSW Animal Welfare Committee are inquiring into and reporting on ‘licences to harm’ native 
animals in NSW, and have established Terms of Reference in particular:  

a) the species and number of animals affected by licences to harm native animals 

In New South Wales (NSW), the issue of licensing to harm native animals typically involves managing 
feral animal populations or addressing situations where native species may pose significant 
ecological or agricultural harm. The licensing system can allow certain individuals or organizations to 
take action against certain native species supposedly under ‘strict regulations’ that I question to 
prevent damage to crops, livestock, or the environment. These actions generally relate to pest 
management rather than intentional harm to native species. However some native species like 
kangaroos are regarded falsely as pests as an excuse to harm and kill them to support a commercial 
and non-commercial industry. I seriously question the effectiveness of this system to protect native 
species especially when it is so poorly regulated and there is minimal transparency.  

Feral invasive species should be controlled as humanely as possible and this includes wild pigs, deer, 
goats, and rabbits that are harmful to native vegetation and damage ecosystems that threaten native 
wildlife. 

There are some Native Species that operate under Specific Management Plans. These exceptions for 
native species are identified as supposedly causing significant harm to the environment or 
agriculture. Such species must be specifically listed and permission granted to control or harm them. 
Some species under these provisions include: 

-Kangaroos (Macropus species): The ongoing control of kangaroo populations is not sustainable.  
Hunting or culling is permitted under licenses that are not regulated as well as they should be. The 
Kangaroo Management Program enables licensed individuals to cull kangaroos if they are causing 
agricultural damage or if populations are exceeding sustainable levels. The quotas set for culling are 
usually inaccurate because inefficient surveys do not deliver reliable data. This culling goes on 
generally every year with significant decreases noted in kangaroo populations. Even after the 



catastrophic bushfires of 2019-2020  where much of eastern NSW had burnt and kangaroos had fled 
the fires, those that survived returned to their fields to shooters waiting only to be killed. There was a 
minimal pause in their culling that resumed quite quickly after these fires, which no doubt caused the 
death of many kangaroos. No attempt was made to get more accurate numbers of surviving 
kangaroos. Inaccurate and/or no reporting by those with licenses to even harm kangaroos displays 
poor regulation by the NSW Government of an industry that should be shut down.  

-NSW  government has been criticised for inflating population estimates to justify and service the 
commercial industry. Without robust planning, monitoring and reporting, it is difficult to know what 
cumulative impacts the commercial and non-commercial killing of macropods is having on local 
populations. 

- in 2021, the committee that inquired into the health and wellbeing of kangaroos and other 
macropods in NSW observed that it was of “grave concern” that the NSW Government could not 
provide accurate numbers of kangaroos killed under non-commercial licences and that the 
committee viewed the inability to report as indicative of lax monitoring and oversight across the 
board. 

-At times Wildlife Damage Control Orders surface where orders apply to certain native species that, 
under specific conditions, are seen to cause significant damage to crops or landscapes. For example, 
certain native bird species might need to be controlled in specific agricultural areas when they 
impact production. This has included little corellas, sulphur–crested cockatoos, galahs, noisy miners, 
welcome swallows, and long–billed corellas. 

-Key Figures & Species NSW  (2023 Data from Humane Society International -HSI Report):P8. This 
report shows the number of native animals that were specified on licences to be killed in 2023. 

• Total Licenses to be Harmed/killed : Over 657,203 native animals in NSW. 

• 186,179 macropods, including eastern grey kangaroos, western grey kangaroos, red 
kangaroos, red–necked wallabies, swamp wallabies, whiptail wallabies, common wallaroos 

• 41,343 native birds, including little corellas, sulphur–crested cockatoos, galahs, noisy miners, 
welcome swallows, long–billed corellas. An additional 429,482 native ducks were allowed to 
be killed under the NSW Native Game Bird Management Program 

• 189 bare–nosed wombats 

• 10 brushtail possums 

These native animals were specified on licenses to be killed. However, the reporting of those issued 
with licenses to harm native wildlife was not completed neither was it followed up by the government 
department. So we do not have full disclosure or transparency as to the total number of native 
animals that were killed. There is little to no independent monitoring or transparency about what 
actually happens.   

b) the welfare impacts of lethal control methods prescribed under licences to harm native 
animals, including consideration of whether current requirements adequately safeguard animal 
welfare and species identification  

Current requirements do not adequately safeguard animal welfare. This Inquiry focuses on ‘licences 
to harm’ in NSW. This is a disturbing process that allows otherwise protected native animals -
including wombats, possums, native birds and many other species- to be killed legally by landowners 
and councils, simply because they are deemed inconvenient. Hundreds of thousands of animals are 



being killed pursuant to these rubber-stamped licences every year. This is not acceptable as native 
animals are supposed to be protected under legislation. 

The welfare impacts of lethal control methods prescribed under licenses to harm native animals in 
NSW are a critical issue in the ongoing debate around pest and wildlife management. While these 
methods may be deemed necessary for population control, agricultural protection, or 
conservation efforts, they raise serious ethical, ecological, and animal welfare concerns.  

The main methods used to kill native animals across Australia are shooting, trapping, and poisoning. 
All of these methods are responsible for severe pain and suffering in any animal. 

-Shooting- If a person wants to shoot wildlife, they must hold a firearms licence. However, it is not 
typically a requirement under wildlife laws for a person to pass a species identification or shooter 
proficiency test (this is only required in the Australian Capital Territory). As a result, some animals are 
likely to suffer from inaccurate body shots, and will not be killed instantly, leading to prolonged pain 
and suffering. This occurs often in the sanctioned killing of kangaroos. Many kangaroos including at-
foot- joeys escape injured into the bush. As they are still dependent on their mother they usually die of 
predation and starvation. 

- Poisoning- Poisoning involves distributing food baits laced with poison such as sodium 
fluoroacetate (commonly known as 1080) and strychnine. 1080 poison disrupts cell respiration and 
causes central nervous system, cardiovascular system, and/or respiratory system failure. It causes 
both native and domestic animals to die in agony after prolonged suffering. Strychnine is also a highly 
dangerous and toxic poison and is not considered humane. 

-Trapping-Lethal traps typically include leg or foot hold traps that are used to capture dingoes (as well 
as non-native animals) but may capture a variety of other native animals. 

In NSW, a person is not guilty of cruelty under the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1979 (NSW) if 
they shoot, trap, catch, or capture an animal and do not inflict any “unnecessary” pain on the animal. 
But there is no general agreement on what ‘unnecessary’ means. All native animals and feral animals 
are sentient beings and as such they feel and experience pain. All animals must be protected under 
this act. Otherwise it separates animals into different classes and you have speciesism, that 
discriminates on the basis of an animal species. The phrase ‘unnecessary’ pain must be clearly 
explained as to what it is, otherwise it is left up to the shooter’s understanding and perspective.  

The key welfare impacts of these methods, questions whether current regulations adequately 
safeguard animal welfare and species identification. With inexperienced shooters the possibility of 
harming wildlife and causing severe injury where they have a prolonged death happens often. Lethal 
control methods prescribed under licenses can cause significant suffering to native animals, 
especially if not carried out humanely or if regulations are not sufficiently stringent. The welfare 
impacts include both direct physical harm and psychological stress before death. These lethal 
inhumane control methods do not safeguard animal welfare. Hence the following recommendations 
are strongly suggested to show compassion to native animals and recognise that they do suffer. 

Recommendations to raise Animal Welfare  standards  

-Recognise animal sentience in wildlife licencing laws. 
-Mandatory use of professional shooters to reduce wildlife wounding. 
-Regular shooter proficiency tests and mandatory training in species identification. 
-Mandatory Codes of Practice (for each species permitted to be lethally controlled) that have 
been developed with the input of independent animal welfare experts and are reviewed 
and updated regularly. 



-Prohibitions on methods of killing that are known to have particularly poor animal welfare outcomes, 
such as leg traps and 1080 poison that should be banned permanently. 
-Research animal welfare to ensure pain and suffering is reduced and enforce compliance in the field 
to minimise this suffering 

 
 
(c) the extent to which orphaned young are affected by licences to harm native animals and how 
these impacts are tracked or mitigated 

Unfortunately our kangaroos in NSW have a triple assault directed on them. The commercial industry 
supported by the NSW Government and the non-commercial industry accessed by landholders 
controlling kangaroos on their land. Recreational shooting is already another arm that contributes to 
the mass slaughter of our icon. This is the largest government sanctioned slaughter of native wildlife 
in the world and it occurs right across Australia.  

The lethal method of shooting kangaroos disrupt the strong family and social bonds and result in 
orphaned young. Immediate welfare and conservation impacts to the individual animals licensed to 
be killed are just the beginning of the factors that should be considered in informed decision making. 
Many female kangaroos that are killed have at-foot joeys that escape that are still dependent on their 
mum. Under the Code of Practice they are meant to be tracked to be humanely shot to put them out of 
their suffering and pain. Rarely in the industry do shooters have time in the middle of the night to track 
orphaned at-foot joeys who disappear quickly. Rescuers find many the next day having already died 
from their wounds or found a few days later having died due to starvation or predation. As witnessed 
by rescuers some have even returned to the lifeless head of their mother who has also been 
decapitated. Some pouch joeys die with their mother with a clean shot to the abdomen. However 40% 
of shooters don’t kill the kangaroo instantly. Otherwise if pouch joeys survive the brutal, killing and 
loss of their mother they are immediately bludgeoned to death or decapitated according to the 
National Code of Practice. The numbers of joeys orphaned that also die is not recorded, however 
estimates are around 500,000 per year. This treatment of our kangaroos is inhumane, and a stain on 
our country as a cruel and heartless nation with no respect for our national icon. The collateral 
damage of this slaughter is the loss of these joeys who will never replace the adults. 30% of kangaroos 
killed are adult females with the majority already mothers with a joey. This indicates the brutality of 
the kangaroo slaughter simply because they exist and are deemed a pest which is a myth created by 
the industry to justify their slaughter because of the money it makes. Kangaroos play a critical role in 
maintaining biodiversity. They are native wildlife that should be protected properly. 

Protect mothers and their young. Any approach to wildlife management must recognise animals as 
sentient family groups. Dependent young should never be left to starve or die unseen. 

(d) the adequacy of current assessment processes used when granting licences to harm 

The current assessment method used to grant licences is inadequate, given that in 2023 alone, 
657,203 licences to harm native animals had been approved in NSW, more than any other state or 
territory in Australia. This included kangaroos, wallabies, wombats, possums and countless birds. We 
already have more than enough people with licenses to have guns to shoot animals. Anymore and 
there will be too many guns in NSW.  

NSW maintains a public register, which is updated approximately every three months. The NSW 
Government explained that being able to publish the number of animals actually harmed (or killed) 
under a licence was dependent upon licence holders submitting complete and accurate reports and 
that “at any given time, there will be current licences to harm where reports of animals harmed under 



the licence are not yet due, so this information is not available”. So we have a system that harms 
native animals with minimal access to accurate records as to the number of wildlife deaths that 
generally are not provided by shooters. This is an extremely poor standard. If you are going to give out 
licenses to harm wildlife as freely as the government does, the government has a responsibility to 
demand records from the shooters. If the shooters are lax in providing information they should lose 
their license.  

The NSW government is warned that their own regulatory processes have failed to control wildlife 
hunting where it has literally got out of control. So even though duck hunting was banned in NSW 
decades ago it still exists today. Government sanctioned licenses to harm native wildlife like ducks, 
dingoes and kangaroos that are all native animals shows how quickly animals can be exploited and if 
the government does not address this in a timely manner with much stricter constraints on these 
‘licenses to harm’ we will see the massive decline of most native animals in our state.  

A multitude of failures is noted in the current assessment processes and they are- 

-Current assessment processes used when granting these licenses is inadequate. This process must 
be more stringent and killing licenses issues as a last resort only, not as a first option. 

-Unknown data on animals killed. Many native animals are not killed instantly with one clean shot. 
Most are killed with multiple shots causing pain and suffering. Many are injured to escape into the 
bush and again die slow lingering deaths. These are the unaccounted wildlife in this tragedy. The 
number of animals killed is really not known. It is often under-reported and often not reported at all by 
shooters to the NSW government who collects the data. The government has failed to enforce proper 
mandatory reporting by shooters, so as to establish a reliable and valid data bank.  

-The government has failed to enforce compliance on the killing fields to ensure suffering and pain is 
minimised and humane killing takes place.  

-The government has failed to prioritise humane non-lethal methods to be used FIRST before killing 
wildlife in the first place. 

-The government has failed to provide financial funding to research non- lethal methods that work 
better for landholders as well as for nature. 

-The government has failed in their proper regulation of the kangaroo industry. This MUST be 
addressed quickly as a matter of urgency to get the correct numbers  on the kangaroos that have been 
killed. Many rescuers go to these killing fields the next day to find injured kangaroos, motherless joeys 
still dependent on their mother who has been shot. Work with these rescuers to obtain data on the 
number of rescued kangaroos that they find alive and the number that are deceased. It appears to the 
public that the government does not want to know the carnage that they sanction. This industry and 
landholders who obtain ‘licenses to harm’ and the NSW government are accountable for the decline 
and local population collapses of kangaroos in our state.  

- Granting licenses to harm is different to reporting the actual number of wildlife that has been killed. 
Mandatory reporting by shooters noting all species is urgent. 

- Improvements to the current licencing frameworks to make them more robust, transparent, and 
accountable is needed. 

-Advocate and prioritise co-existence between humans and wildlife and non-lethal strategies to 
landholders as well as support and funding. 



-Make landholders more responsible in their justification to use lethal control. For far too long this has 
been the norm accepted by the government. This culture of thinking must change from the top. 

- Make reporting mandatory by shooters- accurate reporting on non-target and target animals that 
have been killed 

-License lengths should be shortened to one year only. Leaving licenses at 5 years is wrong. Shooters 
need to be experienced with good eyesight to deliver humane one shots that cause immediate death 
for animals. A person that is NOT a fit and proper person must be declined a license immediately. By 
doing this annually to ensure that shooters maintain high standard of accuracy reduces pain and 
suffering of native animals. 

-Law must require that applicants show the decision-maker (the government) that all non-lethal 
methods have been exhausted first BEFORE a hunting license to kill is given.  For too long it has been 
an immediate response with no questions asked to issue all these licenses with no accountability that 
more humane methods have been explored. We are losing our native wildlife and if the government 
does not crack down on the automatic issuing of licenses in the first place this trajectory of rapid 
decline of wildlife will continue. 

-If shooting is required only a professional experienced shooters should receive a license with 
mandatory annual shooting test involved. 

- Animal welfare laws must apply to killing of native wildlife and the shooter must be reminded with 
printout of information the law and regulations involved that they must adhere to. 

- The NSW government must have a formal policy with practical co-existence information in place to 
educate the community and shooters through advocacy of humane methods that should be 
employed in the first instance. Publicly available, easy to access and linked to the application process 
is strongly suggested. 

- The Government is advised to maintain proactive engagement with landholders to promote non-
lethal methods. 

- Mandatory reporting within 1–2 weeks that delivers information on the number of target animals 
killed, methods used, and any injured but not killed animal. This must be emphasised as mandatory 
reporting as currently the government, landholders and the community do not know how many native 
wildlife are actually being killed in NSW. This situation must change and must be enforced by the NSW 
government to offset any wildlife heading to a threatened status. Up-to-date information is essential 
to prevent this biodiversity crisis accelerating even more. 

- Mandatory for all non-target animals killed or injured to be reported within 24 hours 

- Government maintains a public comprehensive register for all the community to access – license 
information, number of animals killed and their species, public reporting of compliance and 
enforcement actions and enforcement measures regarding breaches/fines etc 

-Prohibit all licenses that kill threatened species and provide transparency to the public on license 
information 

- All native species are protected and require a license to be killed. There are no unprotected native 
species. The only other category are feral animals that have been clearly identified as different to 
native species as they are introduced species to this country.  Protected native species MUST  include 
species like kangaroos, wallabies, wombats, parrots, swans, waterfowl, bats, flying foxes, possums, 
emus, cockatoos and dingoes that are Australian Indigenous dogs that has been proved by DNA 



testing, they are not introduced as they have been here for thousands of years. Their status must be 
rectified. 

- Population Management Plans and limits of number of animals killed, limits set, and information on 
the plans publicly available. 

-The NSW Government acting as the decision maker MUST consider  likely environmental impacts in 
the license assessment process. This is so important to limit stress to ecological communities. 

 

(e) the level of public transparency and accountability associated with licensing decisions, 
including data availability and reasons for approval and rejection of applications.  

There is almost no oversight of what happens once a licence is issued. The public deserves to know 
how many animals are being harmed and why. Licence data should be fully transparent and 
independently reviewed. Without oversight, suffering continues in the dark. We need a system based 
on openness, accountability and compassion. 

P 42 Humane Society “ There is also a lack of transparency when it comes to compliance and 
enforcement. All state and territory governments have powers to carry out compliance and 
enforcement activities with respect to the killing of wildlife. However, no jurisdiction publicly reports 
on these specific activities. Without such information, it is difficult for the public to know whether 
government departments and agencies are ensuring people are complying with the law. Indeed, the 
Final Report (2023) of the Independent review of the Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 (NSW) noted 
that in respect of the wildlife licensing regime, a specific concern held by the public was that there is 
an absence of compliance and auditing.” The NSW government is urged to be accurate in reporting 
their data to the public. 

Recommendation- Transparency of License Data 
 

-Publicly available licence data that includes information on number of licences issued and 
locations, the species targeted, the maximum number of animals permitted to be killed per licence, 
the kill method, and the number of animals reported as killed. 
-  Standardised collection, collation and display of licence data across all Australian states/ 
territories. 
-  Individual licence data with location of relevant property (with personal identifiers removed) is 
available from the relevant department upon request to enable analysis of regional impacts. 
 

(f) the extent of NSW Government support for research, trials, and adoption of alternative 
wildlife management strategies  

The NSW government are encouraged to do more research into alternative humane-based control of 
animals regarded as pests- not the use of 1080 baiting poison, that also indiscriminately kills our 
native wildlife. This is a long lingering death for animals. No animal deserves to suffer like this – not 
even wild dogs, cats, goats, pigs deer, and rabbits that are deemed pests. 

Even our beloved kangaroo is deemed a pest. But there are humane alternatives to controlling their 
population. There are various proactive ways to coexist with kangaroos and wallabies. These include 
installing wildlife-friendly fencing to prevent kangaroos from moving into certain areas, kangaroo gates 
to provide safe access across landscapes, mowing lawns regularly to reduce grass cover to prevent 
kangaroos from grazing on certain areas, using deterrents such as floodlights and unpalatable crops 
to make areas less inviting, limiting available food, and restricting crops near forested areas. Dingoes 



also naturally regulate native herbivore numbers, such as kangaroos and wallabies. Coexisting with 
dingoes as apex predators rather than killing dingoes needlessly is another important strategy for 
coexisting  with kangaroos as dingoes control their populations. Having animals work in harmony with 
each other restores an ecological balance in nature. 

Building Skills for Co-existence 
-Training in non-lethal tools and practices for department staff who manage licences to kill wildlife, 
and the requirement to pro-actively promote them to assist landholders adopt coexistence tools and 
solutions. 

-Making available coexistence strategies prominent on relevant government websites where 
information and applications for licences are obtained to educate those that apply for licenses 
another option. 

-Landholder capacity building and training workshops, as well as government subsidies to facilitate 
adoption of non-lethal practices. 

-Increase the cost to the landholder of obtaining a licence to kill wildlife to fund co-existence 
education and support. 

-Research and develop funding to trial and test non-lethal strategies. 

- Prioritise co-existence and build programs that help people and wildlife live safely side-by-side 
through wildlife-safe practices, habitat planning and education. 

 

(g) the extent to which First Nations communities and Traditional Owners are consulted prior to 
the issuing of licences to harm native wildlife, and how cultural values and responsibilities are 
incorporated into decision-making. 

The extent to which First Nations communities and Traditional Owners are consulted prior to the 
issuing of licences to harm native wildlife is woefully inadequate. First Nations People are the 
Traditional Owners of the land so their cultural values and responsibilities MUST be incorporated into 
decision-making, and any other related matters that could harm native wildlife. There has not been 
enough or any consultation with First Nations People on this issue.  

First Nations People have NOT been consulted prior to the issuing of licenses. As an example First 
Nations People respect the dingo who is an Australian dog species that has lived here in peace with 
Aboriginal People for thousands of years. Dingoes are a critical part of our ecosystem and as a top-
order predator controlling other herbivore animals (kangaroos). The government brands them as wild 
dogs and are afforded little protection if any. They are persecuted and we are seeing population 
collapses as they are targeted by the government and landholder as the reason for all their problems. 
To First Nations people they are respected and killing dingoes to them is like killing family.   

In NSW, dingoes are generally not considered a protected species under the Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 2016 and are classified as "wild dogs" or a priority pest animal for management 
purposes. Therefore, there is no specific license to kill dingoes in the same way one might need a 
license to hunt protected native animals.  They are labelled a pest and are legally trapped, poisoned 
and shot by private landholders. And then we have the creation of a myth an untruth to validate their 
extermination by landholders supported by the NSW  government that dingoes are not ‘pure’ dingoes 
and should not be considered native animals deserving of protection. Hence Traditional Owners are 
not consulted and their cultural values and beliefs around the dingo are totally disrespected and is 
not incorporated into any decision-making by this government. This is absolutely disgusting, to create 



and generate liars about native wildlife to condone their extermination is shameful. Dingoes are shot, 
baited with 1080 poison, and trapped and suffer inhumane cruelty at the highest level. Recent DNA 
analysis has found that most so-called wild dogs are actually pure dingoes and their important 
ecological role is increasingly being recognised. This must prompt a rethink on their management and 
the need to transition from the routine killing of dingoes towards coexistence. I strongly urge the NSW 
government if their populations are a concern to use humane methods instead of cruel lethal ways. 
They are feeling sentient beings and they have a right to be treated better than they have been and not 
aggressively targeted. Dingoes are naturally afraid of livestock guardian  animals such as Maremma 
dogs and donkeys, and these animals can be very effective at protecting livestock from dingoes and 
other predators. This humane method of control should be employed by the NSW Government and 
financially supported to encourage landholders to use non-lethal strategies instead of resorting to 
extermination, otherwise we stand to lose our indigenous Australian dog forever. The dingo’s status as 
an Australian dog that has lived in Australia for 10,000 plus years must be recognised.   

(h) any other related matters. 

We live in the Northern Beaches of Sydney.  We admire, appreciate, respect, and love our wildlife here. 
Luckily we do not have government sanctioned shooting of wildlife although baiting with 1080 poison 
in our national parks (Kuring-Gai and Garigal) still continues to cull feral animals despite the 
consequences it presents to native wildlife like our owls, possums and other mammals that digest 
this poison. 

As an example we ourselves have incorporated non-lethal humane methods to contro ring tailed 
possums visiting our home and eating our hedges. We would never condone harming wildlife and 
have employed non-lethal humane management to deter the possums. This has included a pot of 
chillies at the access point and blood and bone socks as possums do not like these smells, a possum 
repellent spray on the leaves, a sonar movement detector that sends out noises, solar lights on the 
hedges, and a radio playing to deliver audio. We researched strategies to find out what humanely 
deters them, and as they are nocturnal, lights, sounds and smells are effective in managing their 
browsing of our hedges and controlling their activity. If we can do this so can the government.  

The NSW government has the finances to support research into non-lethal methods, and thereby 
reduce the issuing of licenses, support landholders with alternative humane methods through 
knowledge and financial support, create robust accountable mandatory reporting by all shooters of  
all species (ducks, parrots, wombats, kangaroos & macropods), send compliance officers out into the 
field to actually see what is happening to our wildlife in the day and night and enforce compliance to 
minimise pain and suffering and if necessary fines issued and loss of licenses. There is absolutely no 
accountability by the NSW Government and this attitude MUST change. It is NOT good enough to 
create a whole lot of policies that shooters do not read and likely do not follow. They just want a 
license. The government must be more stringent in their issuing of licenses that must be declined 
more often as killing first cannot be the first priority. Use of humane methods should be trialled first by 
landowners before licenses are issued. Reasons as to why humane methods failed must also be 
given. Exploration of humane methods MUST be encouraged first, otherwise we stand to lose our 
native wildlife which under the regulation (Biodiversity Conservation Regulation 2017) and law 
(Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016) must be protected. That is the government’s responsibility and 
this priority  has taken a back seat to the ongoing agreement and increase in issuing licenses with no 
follow-up accountability.  

Wildlife are under many daily struggles to survive. Being mercilessly persecuted shot, poisoned and 
trapped is upsetting to the community. Also it is ethically and morally wrong to kill animals needlessly 
when humane non-lethal methods may be successful.  This is NOT conservation when humane 



methods are not even employed. Improved compliance and regulatory practices must also be 
improved in the government process of issuing ‘licenses to harm.’  The NSW government by its ongoing 
approval of licenses is condoning violence towards our native wildlife.  

In conclusion I care about voiceless native animals as they cannot defend themselves against this 
massive onslaught of landowners and the government. For far too long we have seen them shamefully 
disposed of and killed maliciously just because they are trying to survive and we effectively are 
squeezing them out of their habitat. The ongoing slaughter of native animals is not conservation. As a 
state we have failed in protecting threatened species, failed in accepting more animal cruelty, failed in 
proper regulatory practices and failed in strengthening protections for wildlife. Native animals deserve 
the same protection from cruelty as companion animals.  

In light of the recent tragedy that has occurred at Bondi Beach, our gun laws at state and federal levels 
should be there to protect people and their communities. As a result of this incident there is now an 
urgency to revise these laws.   

Our native animals deserve protection, not persecution. The current system enabling people to apply 
for and receive approval to kill native animals is cruel and unacceptable. I strongly urge the 
government to end this outdated practice and prioritise humane, non-lethal solutions and stronger 
protections for our native species. Native animals should be protected by strong welfare laws, not 
exceptions that allow cruelty.   

Thank you 

Janice Haviland 

 


