Hi again Alison, 
Thank you so much for your reply. 
I understand that you are a busy woman and do not have time to address every e-mail about every issue and hence the standard response that I received. However, I do not feel this response has addressed any of the issues I presented, so I shall try again. 
In addition to my initial concerns, part of your reply is a little confusing. Where you say "The methodology for the cull is still being determined by Council staff and contractors, in conjunction with the SPCA, to ensure bird numbers are reduced by humane methods" this presents a status contrary to that announced in the newspapers. 
Surely  you have not confirmed contractors to start next week with egg collecting and shooting, when you have not yet decided that this is what you want?  If you are indeed still debating what is going to be your course of action, and you are involving the SPCA who has stated they object, then I look forward to your announcement this week that there will be no shooting. 
Of course my primary point was that culling itself is not an option that you should be considering, by any method. It is a basic ecological principal that if you reduce a population below its carrying capacity you will cause a boom in the breeding success of that population due to the sudden increase in resources.  I don't' know how to make it much clearer. Except perhaps to take the example of other cities around the world, which have culled in the past and now have the same situation returned.  Saying in your reply that you are to "determine what methods are most effective in Wellington" is just an underhanded way of trying to argue that fact.  It does not work in the long term. The challenge should be how to live with the pigeons in their present numbers and to control them passively to remain at that status.
I would also like to make a point, poached from a comment I read this morning.  That a combination of prime trees being cut down in Waitangi Park, the total destruction of Justice Park and increased buildings along the waterfront, means that natural spaces in the city area are far reduced, and Midland park is now the prime spot.  Not only for the birds, but also for the people with their lunches.  So an impression of larger numbers of birds is bound to happen, as they have fewer places to go. Same amount of wildlife in a smaller area.
But the council would not know this, because you have no idea of the numbers in the total present population. You say that you will determine if the 'trial' has been successful by Christmas, but how will you know? What will you base this 'success' on?  There have been no studies of the population; you have no idea of the age structure of the population or the fecundity success. You don't know if they have good years and bad years and what determines these. You do not know what the population was last year, or three years ago.  How can you decide if something is successful when you do not have a benchmark to judge by?  
As far as your three points on health reasons and damage to buildings, these are unfounded and you should not continue to beat them out. If you have some studies or evidence to this effect, I for one would like to read it. But there is none. It has never been proven that buildings are damaged by pigeon droppings, and no one has been made sick by the presence of droppings on ledges or in parks.  And again I might point out that it is the duty of the building owner, or the council to clean up this kind of mess, either from wildlife or from people.
If you had tried some cleaning up of the area, you might have reduced your complaints already, without turning this issue into the very prominent public debate it is going to become.  Although I think that "public concerns about pigeon nuisances" is not a reason to start killing them off. There are plenty of nuisances around the city and we don't get out the air rifle.  This has only become an option for the council because the pigeons do not have a voice of their own. Let me advise you, they now do, and you will need to start addressing it seriously.  

This is not a complaint that will go away. 
The council must reconsider this decision, and I look forward to that announcement. 
 
Yours most determinedly
 
Mary Heslan
Te Aro 
Wellington
