Dear Ms Box, 

I am writing to you directly, in response to the recent announcement that the WCC has engaged 'contractors' to control and 'shoot' our city pigeons. 

My first and utmost concern with this decision is that it is cruel, inhumane and completely unnecessary. 

Pigeons are natural members of our city environment and have been for hundreds of years. We should be looking at ways to live with them, not slaughter them. I am staggered that a supposed thinking council could come up with no better solution than to kill the creatures in the dark as they sleep. It sounds like a solution from the dark ages of slavery and colonialism. It takes a particular skill to shoot something as small as a pigeon, particularly in the dark.   I don't believe there are many marksmen who have become pest controllers, and I think you will end up with many birds wounded and dying rather than killed. It is a very inhumane decision.
Besides this, culling itself by any method ignores the basic ecological principal that populations have a natural plateau. The pigeons here would be close to that now. If you suddenly reduce the population significantly, you will cause an enormous burst in breeding and nesting success, making the population younger and stronger. Thereby signing a cheque for those 'contractors' for next year and the year after that and the one after that. There are much more humane ways that can reduce the amount of pigeons nesting in the city. Although reducing nesting sites will also achieve little, as the city is the natural environment of the city pigeons, it is their natural home and they will find a way. They do not have natural food anywhere else. The live from our waste, and we are very wasteful. Instead we should be monitoring the population and learning how to live with them.

My second concern is that I have not been able to voice my first concern publicly. There has been no consultation on this matter whatsoever. In fact, when you mentioned the possibility of this kind of action in December last year and received significant correspondence objecting, the issue went away completely. Now 10 months later you quietly announce in the Wellingtonian that you have already decided and engaged the contractors. 

Apart from a couple of inflammatory newspaper articles 10 months ago. There has not been a mention of Pigeons in all the council’s literature or plans or policies open for public submissions. Every other species subject to this kind of tragic decision is documented. It is very hard to find, but there are plans and reports for the extermination of plant species, goats, deer and possums. There are even warnings and tables of places and dates when these tragedies will occur.   These plans are drafted and open for public comment at some stage. Perhaps we can't do anything about it, but the opportunity to let you know we object is there.  This has not occurred for the City Pigeons. The last pest management plan was published in 2004 and does not mention pigeons. The biodiversity plan does not mention them; the city plan does not mention them. How then does this live up to your mandate to keep us informed?  particularly in regards to such a moral issue as killing animals. It is a great, and I think purposeful, injustice.

My third concern is that the council is treating this as a thorn in its side and has not put any real thought into it at all. I don't believe there has been any real research into the Wellington city pigeon population, numbers, breeding success or feeding habits. I think that the issue has been tacked out as a 'health problem' simply because there is no other justification for making it an issue. 

The council spouts the importance of natural diversity and even the promotion and protection of biodiversity of natural ecosystemsThe city is an ecosystem too, and the city pigeon has been a key member for hundreds of years, creating a balance betweenthe filth of human beings and the extraordinary adaptability of the few natural life forms left in our cities. The Council purports a desire 
to create natural green areas and places of recreation for its constituents, without considering the life forms that make up thosegreen areas and create that recreational atmosphere. Not only has there been no study into the pigeon population dynamics in our city. But no consideration has been taken into the natural consequences of culling the pigeons. They live in a present ecological niche, if you evict them, someone else will move in, perhaps the rats without wings, or perhaps the seagulls (given that
their own niche is being eaten away every day by the increased building activity on the waterfront).

The pigeon population of Wellington, on a world scale is not at all large. The geographic area of Wellington city is not large, at this point. This is not an unmanageable issue to be shoved in the too hard basket and call the pest controllers. This is a chance for Wellington City council to show some enlightenment, to pave the way for other world cities, to show them what can be done when a city cares about all of its citizens. For the price of the hit men you have hired, significant study could have been undertaken to that end.

My fourth concern is that you believe the phrases you have been quoting to the newspapers in the past and think that pigeons are indeed a health risk. When I read such quotations as 'pigeon intimidation' 'desperate and aggressive pigeons' 'spreading nasty gastric disease through their droppings', I am astounded that this comes forth from an educated health administrator. 

I think these comments were deliberately phrased to emote the support of the reading public. However, just in case, you might be interested to know that there is not a proven case in all the world of a human being catching a nasty gastric disease from a pigeon dropping.  In fact the only way a human being might expose themselves to a nasty gastric disease from a pigeon dropping, would be to eat it, even then it is not guaranteed, but surely you weren't implying the Wellington public were silly enough to do that. 
You did imply that there were so many droppings around that Midland Park was becoming quite unattractive. I might venture to suggest that it is the duty of the council to clean up our public parks. A council who deems it appropriate to spend $29,000 fixing up a scramble of plastic buckets in Cuba Street, might be able to find the funds to send the sweeper around Midland Park for an hour every few days. 

In summary, I object. Please inform your council.

Yours sincerely 
and most determinedly

Mary Heslan

Wellington

