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Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
This form is to be used to assess an application for a damage mitigation permit (DMP) under the Nature Conservation 
(Wildlife Management) Regulation 2006 (the Wildlife Management Regulation) for culling of protected wildlife other than 
commercially harvested macropods only, or flying-foxes. This form can however be used for commercially harvested 
macropods in circumstances where they are requested on a DMP application in addition to other species (e.g. birds or non-
commercial macropods).

Date: 26/10/17

Assessing Officer: Lisa Owen

Project Ref:

Permit Ref: APP0006964

1. Applicant name and address:
A wildlife authority may only be granted to an individual or corporation (only if the corporation has an office 
within Queensland). 

Individual Corporation

Release
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 2 of 15 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Applicants:

Person in charge 
(if corporation):

Company name: ABN/ACN number

153 680 374

Property name:

Lot on Plan details 15/sp151988 - 243.2ha

Property Location 
(GPS etc)

Address: Registered: Blue Mountain Dr BLUEWATER PARK QLD 4818 Australia

Postal:

LGA: Townsville City

Phone/Fax:

2. Identify DMP purpose:

A permit will only be issued for section 185 OR section 186 of the Wildlife Management Regulation.

Section 185 - damage or loss caused, or likely to be caused, by a protected animal or

Section 186 - threat, or potential threat, to human health and wellbeing caused by a protected animal

Background: Applicant states: The site is a commercial airport able to land large military and civilian aircraft. 
Animals, including birds, must be culled (using firearms) and disturbed in order to prevent a 
threat to human health and well-being by way of prevention of aircraft collision. This includes 
damage to aircraft.

3. Legislative requirement: Section 182 - General restriction about animals for 
which permit may be granted

Section 182 of the Wildlife Management Regulation:

(1) The chief executive may grant a damage mitigation permit only for—

(a) a least concern animal; or

(b) an endangered, vulnerable or near threatened animal.

(1) However, for a damage mitigation permit for an animal mentioned in subsection (1)(b), other than a 
damage mitigation permit (removal and relocation of wildlife), the chief executive must not grant the 

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 3 of 15 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

permit unless a conservation plan authorises the holder of a damage mitigation permit to take the 
animal under the permit.

Species:

agile wallaby, Macropus agilis

Has the animal been identified? Yes No

How? Animals have been identified by the applicant.

What Nature Conservation Act 1992 classification is this species?

Least concern

EVNT (endangered, vulnerable or near threatened). If EVNT, is it consistent with the conservation plan?

Describe:

Section 
182
Delegate 
Comments:

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 4 of 15 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Complete sections 4-8 only if DMP application relates to section 185 of the Wildlife 
Management Regulation: damage or loss caused, or likely to be caused, by a 
protected animal

4. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(a) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(a):

(a) the animal is causing, or may cause, damage.

What damage or loss, current or potential, is being experienced?

Describe:

List of 
Evidence:

Provide image if appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) :

Section 
185(1)(a)

Delegate 
Comments

5. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(b) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(b):

(b) the landholder of the land on which the animal is causing, or may cause, damage has made a 
reasonable attempt to prevent or minimise the damage and the action taken has not prevented or 
minimised the damage;

What reasonable attempt has the landholder taken to prevent or minimise damage:

Describe:

List of 
Evidence:

Provide image if available/appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) : 
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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Have the attempts been successful/ unsuccessful? What were the outcomes?

Comments:

Section 
185(1) (b)

Delegate 
Comments:

6. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(c) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(c):

(c) if the damage is not prevented or controlled-

i. individuals may suffer significant economic loss; or

ii. the ecological sustainability of nature is likely to be harmed

Has the applicant identified:

(a)  Economic loss Yes No

Detail the significant economic loss of the landholder (include some information regarding why the loss is 
deemed significant):

Comments:

OR;

(b)  Likelihood of harm Yes No

Detail the likelihood of harm to the ecological sustainability of nature:

Comments:

List of 
Evidence:

Provide image if appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) : 

Section 
185(1)(c)
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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Delegate 
Comments:

7. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(d) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(d):

(d) action under the permit will not adversely affect the survival of the animal in the wild

How many animals are being requested?

Comments:

Is this amount likely to adversely affect the survival of the species in the wild? Yes No

Why?

Comments:

For harvest macropods only:

Will the requested amount cause the permissible quota to exceed the 2% of the estimated species population?
(Numbers, date and region to be changed with each new application) Yes No

Quota used as 

at

insert assessment date

State Usage to date State quota allocated 
for Combined Zones

08134

Comments:

Is the applicant aware of their obligations to accurately record and report any animals taken under the permit, 
and to submit these details to EHP every three months (within 10 business days)? Yes No

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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Comments:

Section 
185(1)(d)

Delegate 
Comments:

8. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(e) of the Wildlife Management
Regulation

Section 185(1)(e):

(e) the proposed way of taking the animal is humane and not likely to cause unnecessary suffering to the 
animal

What is the proposed mitigation method?

Comments:

How will the applicant ensure that the proposed mitigation method is humane? (Consideration should be given 
to the capability and methods of the operator who will be carrying out the take).

Comments:

If the proposed method is not humane, what changes to the mitigation method are required to ensure the take 
would be humane?

Comments:

If the mitigation method cannot be amended to ensure humaneness, a DMP cannot be issued.

Section 
185 (1)(e)

Delegate 
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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Comments:

Complete sections 9-12 only if DMP application relates to section 186 of the Wildlife 
Management Regulation: risk/potential risk to a person’s health and wellbeing by a 
protected animal

9. Legislative requirement: Section 186(a) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(a):

(a) there is, or may be, a threat to a person’s health and wellbeing resulting from harm caused by the 
animal to the person

What threat or potential threat is there to human health and wellbeing?

Comments: Applicant states: A single aircraft damage incident may result in loss of life and hundreds of 
thousands of dollars damage

List of 
Evidence:

None provided.

Provide Image if appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) :

Section 
186(a)

Delegate 
Comments:
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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10. Legislative requirement: Section 186(b) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(b):

(b) action under the permit will not detrimentally affect the survival of the animal in the wild 

How many animals are being requested?

Comments:

agile wallaby, Macropus agilis - 30

Is this amount likely to adversely affect the survival of the species in the wild? Yes No

Why?

Comments: All species listed are of Least Concern and numbers requested are minimal.

Is the landholder aware of their obligations to accurately record and report any animals taken under the permit, 
and to submit these details to EHP every three months (within 10 business days)? Yes No

Comments: Emailed applicant on 26/10/17 explaining their reporting and return obligations. Applicant 
phoned on 27/10/17 and explained these obligations and how to report.

Section 
186(b)

Delegate 
Comments:

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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11. Legislative requirement: Section 186(c) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(c):

(c) the proposed way of taking the animal is humane and not likely to cause unnecessary suffering to the 
animal

What is the proposed mitigation method?

Comments: Shooting

Applicant states previous methods included noise application (car horns, buzzing the strip with 
cars and aircraft on aborted landing approach) and movement with minimal success. It is now 
proposed that killing by shooting needs to occur to reduce the threat.

How will the applicant ensure that the proposed mitigation method is humane? (Consideration should be given 
to the capability and methods of the operator who will be carrying out the take).

Comments: Email sent to applicant on 26/10/17 with the shooting code of conduct attached and conditions of 
the permit.

If the proposed method is not humane, what changes to the mitigation method are required to ensure the take 
would be humane?

Comments:

If the mitigation method cannot be amended to ensure humaneness, a DMP cannot be issued.

Section 
186(c)

Delegate 
Comments:

12. Legislative requirement: Section 186(d) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(d):
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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(d) if the animal is a protected reptile—

i. the reptile will be released into the wild; or

ii. a conservation plan for the reptile authorises the holder of a damage mitigation permit to keep the 
reptile under the permit or otherwise

Is the DMP for a reptile? Yes No

If Yes, this type of DMP cannot be issued.

Section 
186(d)

Delegate 
Comments:

13. Legislative requirement: Section 26 of the Nature Conservation (Administration) 
Regulation 2017 – Considerations to be taken into account by the delegate
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 12 of 15 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Section 25 considerations
(to be completed by assessing officer)

Consideration given
(delegate’s use only)

(a) The impact the activities that may be carried out under the DMP may 
have on the conservation of this or other native wildlife;

Is this proposed activity likely to affect other species? 

No

(b) The effect the grant of the authority will have on the fair and 
equitable access to nature, having regard to, in particular, the 
ecologically sustainable use of wildlife;

Will the issue of this permit reduce an existing ecologically 
sustainable use of wildlife?

No

Will the issue of this permit reduce the general public’s access to 
nature?

No

(c) Any contribution the applicant proposes to make to the conservation 
of nature;

Is the applicant proposing to undertake conservation works that 
will alleviate impacts on the species?

No

(d) Any relevant Australian or international code, instrument, protocol or 
standard or nay relevant intergovernmental agreement;

Has there been a search for documents and instruments relating 
to the species?

Yes

(e) The precautionary principle;

Is there any gap in our understanding of impact on the species 
that should preclude issuing the permit?

No

(f) Public health and safety;

Is there a public health and safety risk from the activities in the 
permit that has not been addressed?

No

(g) The public interest;
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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Is the issue of the permit in the public interest? 

Yes

(h) Whether the applicant is a suitable person to hold the authority, 
having regard to the matters mentioned in schedule 2 of the 
Administration Regulation;

Does the applicant have a conviction relating to the permit 
activity?

No

(k) Any recovery plan for wildlife to which the authority applies.

Has a search been carried out for a recovery plan for the 
species?

Yes

14. Other considerations prior to issuing the permit:
Has the applicant held this type of permit before? Yes No

If yes, has the applicant submitted the ‘return of operations’?
(A return of operation is due for each 3 month period during the life of the permit)

Yes No

If no, permit not to be issued until returns are submitted.

Has a field assessment been completed? (attach copy) Yes No

Comments:

Has the applicant specified start and completion dates? Yes No

Comments:
1/11/17 to 1/11/18

What is the length of the permit term?

Is this application for a 12 month ‘culling and dispersal’ DMP? Yes No

Is this application for a 3 year ‘culling and dispersal’ DMP and is accompanied by a Property Management 
Plan? Yes No

Provide comment if not issued for either full term as listed above:

Comments:
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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15. Ecotrack conditions
a) Standard conditions – lethal take activity

Check the following conditions are added to the permit:

Ecotrack standard condition (ESC) 

WI Important notes:

A Return of operations form must be sent to EHP within 10 business days after the end of the 
permit, and you must keep a copy for your records. If the return of operations on the approved 
form is not submitted a penalty may be given. The approved form should be downloaded via the 
following EHP website link: http://www.ehp.qld.gov.au/licences-permits/plants-
animals/return_of_operations.html

Ecotrack standard conditions –permits issued under a Property Management Plan

This permit must be in conjunction with and in adherence with the approved Property 
Management Plan (PMP).

16. Recommendation and comment regarding grant of permit:
Supported Not supported 

Name: Lisa Owen Position: Wildlife Officer Date: 27/10/17

Comments: Applicant has not held this permit previously so explained reporting obligations and shooting 
conditions.

All species are listed as Least Concern and minimal numbers have been requested.

Location is a commercial airport so risk is significant.

17. Senior conservation officer endorsement: (where applicable) 

Supported Not supported 

Name: Position: Date: 

Comments:
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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18. Manager/delegate approval:
Supported Not supported 

Name: Position: Date: 

Comments:

EHP policy standards and legislative requirements are detailed within:

Nature Conservation Act 1992

Nature Conservation (Wildlife) Regulation 2006 

Nature Conservation (Wildlife Management) Regulation 2006

Nature Conservation (Administration) Regulation 2017
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Wildlife authority 

Page 1 of  1 

DMLR01 A return of operations is required to be sent to EHP either on the approved form or entered 
directly into Connect, if this is not submitted a penalty may be given. 
The required details must be provided:
- within 10 business days after each 3 month period after the permit has been granted, and  
- upon expiry.  
You must keep a copy for your records, see www.ehp.qld.gov.au  
This requirement may be found in section 188 of the Nature Conservation (Wildlife Management) 
Regulation 2006

DMLR03 Activities carried out under this authority, unless otherwise authorised, apply to non-protected 
areas only. 
This requirement may be found in section 12 of the Nature Conservation (Administration) 
Regulation 2006

DMM13 Accurate records of animals shot under this permit must be recorded in the return of operations 
form. These must be made at the end of each day/night that the animals are taken.

DMM14 Lethal take of wildlife is by shooting only. Shooters are to ensure the combination of firearm, 
projectile distance to target and point of aim must result in the instantaneous death of the target 
animal. If death is not instantaneous, shooters must make every effort to locate wounded or 
orphaned animals to quickly and humanely cause immediate death. 

DMM22 Macropods must be taken by centrefire rifle in a way specified in the National Code of Practice for 
the Humane Shooting of Kangaroos and Wallabies for Non-Commercial Purposes, endorsed by 
the Natural Resource Management Ministerial Council. Pub
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a)

b)

c)
d)

e)
f)
g)
h)

i)

j)
k)

a)

b)
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File Note 

Page 1 of 1 140327 EM357 Version 1.1 ABN 46 640 294 485 

File Reference: APP0006964 
Print and file when complete. 

Date: 27/10/17 

File Name: APP0006964 

Subject (Detail): Request for information for DMP application  

Received a phone call on 27/10/17 from who informed me they have not 
held this permit previously. Explained the recording and reporting obligations, how to fill out the return of 
operations and to submit every 3 months. Applicant requested a copy of the return of operations be sent to him. 
Sent this in an email on 27/10/17. 

Applicant informed me he would like the permit issued for a 1 year period. 

Date:  27/10/17

--------------------------------------------------------- 

Author: Lisa Owen 

Position: Wildlife Officer 

Unit/Office: Wildlife Assessment Team 

Phone:  33305537 

Release

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
This form is to be used to assess an application for a damage mitigation permit (DMP) under the Nature Conservation 
(Wildlife Management) Regulation 2006 (the Wildlife Management Regulation) for culling of protected wildlife other than 
commercially harvested macropods only, or flying-foxes. This form can however be used for commercially harvested 
macropods in circumstances where they are requested on a DMP application in addition to other species (e.g. birds or non-
commercial macropods).

Date: 06/11/2017

Assessing Officer: Laura Affleck

Project Ref: APP0005627

Permit Ref:

1. Applicant name and address:
A wildlife authority may only be granted to an individual or corporation (only if the corporation has an office 
within Queensland). 

Individual Corporation

Release
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Applicants:

Person in charge 
(if corporation):

Company name: ABN/ACN number

009 946 909

Property name:

Lot on Plan details LOT 8/CP861993 (the entire island)

Area: 680.5 ha (for the entire island)

~ 34.55 ha for the airside area covered by the Protected Wildlife Management Strategy

Property Location 
(GPS etc)

Address: Registered:

Postal:

Activity Location: Airport Drive, Hamilton Island QLD 4803

LGA: Whitsunday Regional

Email:

Phone/Fax:

2. Identify DMP purpose:

A permit will only be issued for section 185 OR section 186 of the Wildlife Management Regulation.

Section 185 - damage or loss caused, or likely to be caused, by a protected animal or

Section 186 - threat, or potential threat, to human health and wellbeing caused by a protected animal

Background: Application states: Threat to conduct safe aircraft operations with potential threat to human 
health and well-being

3. Legislative requirement: Section 182 - General restriction about animals for 
which permit may be granted

Section 182 of the Wildlife Management Regulation:

(1) The chief executive may grant a damage mitigation permit only for—

(a) a least concern animal; or

(b) an endangered, vulnerable or near threatened animal.

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information s.73 irrelevant information
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(1) However, for a damage mitigation permit for an animal mentioned in subsection (1)(b), other than a 
damage mitigation permit (removal and relocation of wildlife), the chief executive must not grant the 
permit unless a conservation plan authorises the holder of a damage mitigation permit to take the 
animal under the permit.

Species: - Agile wallaby (Macropus agilis)

Has the animal been identified? Yes No

How? • The animals have been identified by the applicant

What Nature Conservation Act 1992 classification is this species?

Least concern

EVNT (endangered, vulnerable or near threatened). If EVNT, is it consistent with the conservation plan?

Describe:

Section 
182
Delegate 
Comments:

Complete sections 4-8 only if DMP application relates to section 185 of the Wildlife 
Management Regulation: damage or loss caused, or likely to be caused, by a 
protected animal

s.73 irrelevant information
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Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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4. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(a) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(a):

(a) the animal is causing, or may cause, damage.

What damage or loss, current or potential, is being experienced?

Describe:

List of 
Evidence:

Provide image if appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) :

Section 
185(1)(a)

Delegate 
Comments

5. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(b) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(b):

(b) the landholder of the land on which the animal is causing, or may cause, damage has made a 
reasonable attempt to prevent or minimise the damage and the action taken has not prevented or 
minimised the damage;

What reasonable attempt has the landholder taken to prevent or minimise damage:

Describe:

List of 
Evidence:

Provide image if available/appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) : 

Have the attempts been successful/ unsuccessful? What were the outcomes?

Comments:
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Section 
185(1) (b)

Delegate 
Comments:

6. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(c) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(c):

(c) if the damage is not prevented or controlled-

i. individuals may suffer significant economic loss; or

ii. the ecological sustainability of nature is likely to be harmed

Has the applicant identified:

(a)  Economic loss Yes No

Detail the significant economic loss of the landholder (include some information regarding why the loss is 
deemed significant):

Comments:

OR;

(b)  Likelihood of harm Yes No

Detail the likelihood of harm to the ecological sustainability of nature:

Comments:

List of 
Evidence:

Provide image if appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) : 

Section 
185(1)(c)

Delegate 
Comments:
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7. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(d) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(d):

(d) action under the permit will not adversely affect the survival of the animal in the wild

How many animals are being requested?

Comments:

Is this amount likely to adversely affect the survival of the species in the wild? Yes No

Why?

Comments:

For harvest macropods only:

Will the requested amount cause the permissible quota to exceed the 2% of the estimated species population?
(Numbers, date and region to be changed with each new application) Yes No

Quota used as 

at

insert assessment date

State Usage to date State quota allocated 
for Combined Zones

Comments:

Is the applicant aware of their obligations to accurately record and report any animals taken under the permit, 
and to submit these details to EHP every three months (within 10 business days)? Yes No

Comments:

s.73 irrelevant information
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Section 
185(1)(d)

Delegate 
Comments:

8. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(e) of the Wildlife Management
Regulation

Section 185(1)(e):

(e) the proposed way of taking the animal is humane and not likely to cause unnecessary suffering to the 
animal

What is the proposed mitigation method?

Comments:

How will the applicant ensure that the proposed mitigation method is humane? (Consideration should be given 
to the capability and methods of the operator who will be carrying out the take).

Comments:

If the proposed method is not humane, what changes to the mitigation method are required to ensure the take 
would be humane?

Comments:

If the mitigation method cannot be amended to ensure humaneness, a DMP cannot be issued.

Section 
185 (1)(e)

Delegate 
Comments:
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Complete sections 9-12 only if DMP application relates to section 186 of the Wildlife 
Management Regulation: risk/potential risk to a person’s health and wellbeing by a 
protected animal

9. Legislative requirement: Section 186(a) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(a):

(a) there is, or may be, a threat to a person’s health and wellbeing resulting from harm caused by the 
animal to the person

What threat or potential threat is there to human health and wellbeing?

Comments: Application states: Threat to conduct safe aircraft operations with potential threat to human 
health and well-being

List of 
Evidence:

Protected Wildlife Management Strategy: August 2017 provided. This included general 
information on wildlife strikes, as well as wildlife species involvement and hazard potential at the 

Provide Image if appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) :

Section 
186(a)

Delegate 
Comments:

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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10. Legislative requirement: Section 186(b) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(b):

(b) action under the permit will not detrimentally affect the survival of the animal in the wild 

How many animals are being requested?

Comments: - Agile wallaby (Macropus agilis): Unlimited 

Is this amount likely to adversely affect the survival of the species in the wild? Yes No

Why?

Comments: All species are considered of least concern.

Is the landholder aware of their obligations to accurately record and report any animals taken under the permit, 
and to submit these details to EHP every three months (within 10 business days)? Yes No

Comments: The applicant has held this type of permit before and fulfilled their return obligations. Conditions 
will be placed on the permit.

Section 
186(b)

Delegate 
Comments:

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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11. Legislative requirement: Section 186(c) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(c):

(c) the proposed way of taking the animal is humane and not likely to cause unnecessary suffering to the 
animal

What is the proposed mitigation method?

Comments: Protected Wildlife Management Strategy states: 

- Mammals: Shooting 

How will the applicant ensure that the proposed mitigation method is humane? (Consideration should be given 
to the capability and methods of the operator who will be carrying out the take).

Comments: Conditions will be placed on the permit. 

If the proposed method is not humane, what changes to the mitigation method are required to ensure the take 
would be humane?

Comments: N/A

If the mitigation method cannot be amended to ensure humaneness, a DMP cannot be issued.

Section 
186(c)

Delegate
Comments:

s.73 irrelevant information
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12. Legislative requirement: Section 186(d) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(d):

(d) if the animal is a protected reptile—

i. the reptile will be released into the wild; or

ii. a conservation plan for the reptile authorises the holder of a damage mitigation permit to keep the 
reptile under the permit or otherwise

Is the DMP for a reptile? Yes No

If Yes, this type of DMP cannot be issued.

Section 
186(d)

Delegate 
Comments:

13. Legislative requirement: Section 26 of the Nature Conservation (Administration) 
Regulation 2017 – Considerations to be taken into account by the delegate
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Section 25 considerations
(to be completed by assessing officer)

Consideration given
(delegate’s use only)

(a) The impact the activities that may be carried out under the DMP may 
have on the conservation of this or other native wildlife;

Is this proposed activity likely to affect other species? 

No

(b) The effect the grant of the authority will have on the fair and 
equitable access to nature, having regard to, in particular, the 
ecologically sustainable use of wildlife;

Will the issue of this permit reduce an existing ecologically 
sustainable use of wildlife?

No

Will the issue of this permit reduce the general public’s access to 
nature?

No

(c) Any contribution the applicant proposes to make to the conservation 
of nature;

Is the applicant proposing to undertake conservation works that 
will alleviate impacts on the species?

No

(d) Any relevant Australian or international code, instrument, protocol or 
standard or nay relevant intergovernmental agreement;

Has there been a search for documents and instruments relating 
to the species?

Yes

(e) The precautionary principle;

Is there any gap in our understanding of impact on the species 
that should preclude issuing the permit?

No

(f) Public health and safety;

Is there a public health and safety risk from the activities in the 
permit that has not been addressed?

No

(g) The public interest;

Pub
lish

ed
 on

 D
ES D

isc
los

ure
 Lo

g 

RTI A
ct 

20
09

 

18-028 File B 44 of 221



Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 13 of 16 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Is the issue of the permit in the public interest? 

Yes

(h) Whether the applicant is a suitable person to hold the authority, 
having regard to the matters mentioned in schedule 2 of the 
Administration Regulation;

Does the applicant have a conviction relating to the permit 
activity?

No

(k) Any recovery plan for wildlife to which the authority applies.

Has a search been carried out for a recovery plan for the 
species?

Yes

14. Other considerations prior to issuing the permit:
Has the applicant held this type of permit before? Yes No

If yes, has the applicant submitted the ‘return of operations’?
(A return of operation is due for each 3 month period during the life of the permit)

Yes No

If no, permit not to be issued until returns are submitted.

Has a field assessment been completed? (attach copy) Yes No

Comments:

Has the applicant specified start and completion dates? Yes No

Comments:
20.11.2017 - 19.11.2020

What is the length of the permit term?

Is this application for a 12 month ‘culling and dispersal’ DMP? Yes No

Is this application for a 3 year ‘culling and dispersal’ DMP and is accompanied by a Property Management 
Plan? Yes No

Provide comment if not issued for either full term as listed above:

Comments:
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15. Ecotrack conditions
a) Standard conditions – lethal take activity

Check the following conditions are added to the permit:

Ecotrack standard condition (ESC) 

WI Important notes:

A Return of operations form must be sent to EHP within 10 business days after the end of the 
permit, and you must keep a copy for your records. If the return of operations on the approved 
form is not submitted a penalty may be given. The approved form should be downloaded via the 
following EHP website link: http://www.ehp.qld.gov.au/licences-permits/plants-
animals/return_of_operations.html

Ecotrack standard conditions –permits issued under a Property Management Plan

This permit must be in conjunction with and in adherence with the approved Property 
Management Plan (PMP).

16. Recommendation and comment regarding grant of permit:
Supported Not supported 

Name: Laura Affleck Position: Conservation Officer Date: 6.11.17

Comments: The application is for an airport and in the interest of public safety. All species are considered of 
least concern

Additional current applications: The applicant currently has a permit application (APP0005717) in 
for the rest of Hamilton Island (excluding airport) and the neighbouring Dent Island. This second 
application is requesting unlimited agile wallabies,

I feel that the two applications need to be considered together. 

Problems with the PMP provided:

- No population estimates provided

- It states that compared to birdstrikes, ground-based animal strikes are relatively rare, and does 
not even list the as one of the most common animals involved (pg. 7)

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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- Out of the five applicable non-lethal mammal control actions, one is satisfactory, three need 
improvement and one is unsatisfactory (pg. 22)

- Out of the fourteen applicable habitat management control actions, five are satisfactory and 
nine need improvement (pg. 23)

- On the application, in response to the question about previous damage mitigatoin methods 
they answered 'We operate under Wildlife Management Strategy which includes dispersal 
techniques using vehicles, lights, sirens, pyrotechnics and lethal shot as last resort'. When you 
actually look up their dispersal techniques in the Wildlife Management Strategy, pyrotechnics is 
listed as 'not applicable' to the island, lights are not mentioned and sirens are listed as 'needs 
improvement'. The use of vehicles is the only technique from the above list that is considered 
'satisfactory' under their own assessment. 

Note: Delegation sits with the Director

s.73 irrelevant information
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s.73 irrelevant information
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17. Senior conservation officer endorsement: (where applicable) 

Supported Not supported 

Name: Position: Date: 

Comments:

18. Manager/delegate approval:
Supported Not supported 

Name: Position: Date: 

Comments:

EHP policy standards and legislative requirements are detailed within:

Nature Conservation Act 1992

Nature Conservation (Wildlife) Regulation 2006 

Nature Conservation (Wildlife Management) Regulation 2006

Nature Conservation (Administration) Regulation 2017
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Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Permit1

 ____________________________  

1 Permit includes licences, approvals, permits, authorisations, certificates, sanctions or equivalent/similar as required by legislation 

Page 1 of  2 

Department of Environment and Heritage Protection
www.ehp.qld.gov.au ABN 46 640 294 485 

 

Legislative Requirements and Conditions of Wildlife Authority 

Nature Conservation
 
DMLR01 A return of operations is required to be sent to EHP either on the approved form or entered 

directly into Connect, if this is not submitted a penalty may be given. 
The required details must be provided:
- within 10 business days after each 3 month period after the permit has been granted, and  
- upon expiry.  
You must keep a copy for your records, see www.ehp.qld.gov.au  
This requirement may be found in section 188 of the Nature Conservation (Wildlife Management) 
Regulation 2006

DMLR03 Activities carried out under this authority, unless otherwise authorised, apply to non-protected 
areas only. 
This requirement may be found in section 12 of the Nature Conservation (Administration) 
Regulation 2006

Condition
 

Nature Conservation
 
DMM13 Accurate records of animals taken under this permit must be recorded in the return of operations 

form. These must be made at the end of each day/night that the animals are taken. These records 
must include the GPS coordinates of where the animal was taken, and the lethal mitigation method 
used.

DMM14 Lethal take of macropods is by shooting only. Shooters are to ensure the combination of firearm, 
projectile distance to target and point of aim must result in the instantaneous death of the target 
animal. If death is not instantaneous, shooters must make every effort to locate wounded or 
orphaned animals to quickly and humanely cause immediate death.

DMM15 A deterrent method that is not harmful to a protected animal, such as one using noise and/or light, 
must be used in conjunction with this permit. 
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Damage Mitigation Permit 

Wildlife authority 

Page 2 of  2 

Department of Environment and Heritage Protection
www.ehp.qld.gov.au ABN 46 640 294 485 

DMCC01 Activities under this permit are restricted to the area covered by the ‘Protected Wildlife Management  

  Strategy: August 2017’ provided as part of the application for this damage mitigation permit.  

DMCC04 Euthanasia must be performed by a suitably qualified person. 

DMCC05 Methods of euthanasia, including methods of trapping and restraint for euthanasia, must not cause  

   significant pain, suffering or distress. 
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1 2

a)

b)

c)
d)

e)
f)
g)
h)

i)

j)
k)

a)

b)
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------------------------------ 
The information in this email together with any attachments is 
intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed 
and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There 
is no waiver of any confidentiality/privilege by your 
inadvertent receipt of this material.  
Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution 
and/or publication of this email message is prohibited, unless 
as a necessary part of Departmental business. 
If you have received this message in error, you are asked to 
inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete this 
message and any copies of this message from your computer 
and/or your computer system network. 
------------------------------
 
Report this message as spam   
 

 
Report this message as spam   
  

 
Report this message as spam   
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Reason for meeting: Lethal DMP Application from

Date: 16.10.2017 

Time: 11:30 AM – 12:00 PM 

Location: Teleconference – EHP location: 400 George Street, Brisbane City QLD 4000  

Attendees: Brent Smith (EHP), Laura Affleck (EHP),

General overview of the situation:  

submitted an application for a lethal DMP on the 28.09.2017. This application is for the airport 
area and for 3 years. A meeting was requested with them as the numbers of 
requested to be taken seemed inconsistent with the threat posed in the ‘Protected Wildlife 
Management Strategy August 2017’ provided.  

 

- The following are the meeting notes taken by Laura Affleck - 

 

- General overview of the meeting (note: this is not verbatim): 
Previous permits 

Off the top of their heads they approximated that their last permit had been for: unlimited agile 
wallabies, 

s.73 irrelevant information
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Other submission problems  

When asked if they had any other questions, said that they are in the process of submitting 
their other DMP for the rest of the island but were having trouble uploading it. He asked whether 
they will be asked the same questions (that they were being asked in this meeting) with the new 
application. replied by saying that these questions were being asked due to a change-over in 
our permitting systems, but that the second application should be processed smoothly.  

 

Conclusion of the meeting  

Brent replied that we are working 
to expedite this application in the interest of human safety. He said that he does not have an issue 
with requesting for unlimited agile wallabies to be taken in the airfield, as this species poses a 
significant threat to safe aircraft operation and human safety. In the information provided (PMP), 
the risk that pose is inconsistent with the number requested. He commented that 
the size of a does not generally pose a risk to aircraft. Brent concluded by 
requesting that submit their previous Return of Operations forms to us while our Ecotrack 
system was being fixed. 
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Assessment form

Page 1 of 16 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 ABN 46 640 294 485

Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
This form is to be used to assess an application for a damage mitigation permit (DMP) under the Nature Conservation 
(Wildlife Management) Regulation 2006 (the Wildlife Management Regulation) for culling of protected wildlife other than 
commercially harvested macropods only, or flying-foxes. This form can however be used for commercially harvested 
macropods in circumstances where they are requested on a DMP application in addition to other species (e.g. birds or non-
commercial macropods).

Date: 04/12/2017

Assessing Officer: Laura Affleck

Project Ref: APP0008917

Permit Ref:

1. Applicant name and address:
A wildlife authority may only be granted to an individual or corporation (only if the corporation has an office 
within Queensland). 

Individual Corporation

Release
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Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 2 of 16 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Applicants:

Person in charge 
(if corporation):

Company name: ABN/ACN number

090 590 891

Property name:

Lot on Plan details LOT 8/CP861993 (the entire island)

Area: 680.5 ha (for the entire island)

~ 34.55 ha for the airside area covered by the Protected Wildlife Management Strategy

Property Location 
(GPS etc)

Address: Registered:

Postal: As above

Activity Location: Airport Drive, Hamilton Island QLD 4803

LGA: Whitsunday Regional

Email:

Phone/Fax:

2. Identify DMP purpose:

A permit will only be issued for section 185 OR section 186 of the Wildlife Management Regulation.

Section 185 - damage or loss caused, or likely to be caused, by a protected animal or

Section 186 - threat, or potential threat, to human health and wellbeing caused by a protected animal

Background: Application states: Threat to conduct safe aircraft operations with potential threat to human 
health and well-being

3. Legislative requirement: Section 182 - General restriction about animals for 
which permit may be granted

Section 182 of the Wildlife Management Regulation:

(1) The chief executive may grant a damage mitigation permit only for—

(a) a least concern animal; or

(b) an endangered, vulnerable or near threatened animal.

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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(1) However, for a damage mitigation permit for an animal mentioned in subsection (1)(b), other than a 
damage mitigation permit (removal and relocation of wildlife), the chief executive must not grant the 
permit unless a conservation plan authorises the holder of a damage mitigation permit to take the 
animal under the permit.

Species: - Agile wallaby (Macropus agilis)

Has the animal been identified? Yes No

How? • The animals have been identified by the applicant

What Nature Conservation Act 1992 classification is this species?

Least concern

EVNT (endangered, vulnerable or near threatened). If EVNT, is it consistent with the conservation plan?

Describe:

Section 
182
Delegate 
Comments:

Complete sections 4-8 only if DMP application relates to section 185 of the Wildlife 
Management Regulation: damage or loss caused, or likely to be caused, by a 
protected animal

s.73 irrelevant information
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4. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(a) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(a):

(a) the animal is causing, or may cause, damage.

What damage or loss, current or potential, is being experienced?

Describe:

List of 
Evidence:

Provide image if appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) :

Section 
185(1)(a)

Delegate 
Comments

5. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(b) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(b):

(b) the landholder of the land on which the animal is causing, or may cause, damage has made a 
reasonable attempt to prevent or minimise the damage and the action taken has not prevented or 
minimised the damage;

What reasonable attempt has the landholder taken to prevent or minimise damage:

Describe:

List of 
Evidence:

Provide image if available/appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) : 

Have the attempts been successful/ unsuccessful? What were the outcomes?

Comments:
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Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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Section 
185(1) (b)

Delegate 
Comments:

6. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(c) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(c):

(c) if the damage is not prevented or controlled-

i. individuals may suffer significant economic loss; or

ii. the ecological sustainability of nature is likely to be harmed

Has the applicant identified:

(a)  Economic loss Yes No

Detail the significant economic loss of the landholder (include some information regarding why the loss is 
deemed significant):

Comments:

OR;

(b)  Likelihood of harm Yes No

Detail the likelihood of harm to the ecological sustainability of nature:

Comments:

List of 
Evidence:

Provide image if appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) : 

Section 
185(1)(c)

Delegate 
Comments:
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7. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(d) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(d):

(d) action under the permit will not adversely affect the survival of the animal in the wild

How many animals are being requested?

Comments:

Is this amount likely to adversely affect the survival of the species in the wild? Yes No

Why?

Comments:

For harvest macropods only:

Will the requested amount cause the permissible quota to exceed the 2% of the estimated species population?
(Numbers, date and region to be changed with each new application) Yes No

Quota used as 

at

insert assessment date

State Usage to date State quota allocated 
for Combined Zones

Comments:

Is the applicant aware of their obligations to accurately record and report any animals taken under the permit, 
and to submit these details to EHP every three months (within 10 business days)? Yes No

Comments:

s.73 irrelevant information
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Section 
185(1)(d)

Delegate 
Comments:

8. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(e) of the Wildlife Management
Regulation

Section 185(1)(e):

(e) the proposed way of taking the animal is humane and not likely to cause unnecessary suffering to the 
animal

What is the proposed mitigation method?

Comments:

How will the applicant ensure that the proposed mitigation method is humane? (Consideration should be given 
to the capability and methods of the operator who will be carrying out the take).

Comments:

If the proposed method is not humane, what changes to the mitigation method are required to ensure the take 
would be humane?

Comments:

If the mitigation method cannot be amended to ensure humaneness, a DMP cannot be issued.

Section 
185 (1)(e)

Delegate 
Comments:
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Complete sections 9-12 only if DMP application relates to section 186 of the Wildlife 
Management Regulation: risk/potential risk to a person’s health and wellbeing by a 
protected animal

9. Legislative requirement: Section 186(a) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(a):

(a) there is, or may be, a threat to a person’s health and wellbeing resulting from harm caused by the 
animal to the person

What threat or potential threat is there to human health and wellbeing?

Comments: Application states: Threat to conduct safe aircraft operations with potential threat to human 
health and well-being

List of 
Evidence:

Protected Wildlife Management Strategy: August 2017 provided. This included general 
information on wildlife strikes, as well as wildlife species involvement and hazard potential at the 

Provide Image if appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) :

Section 
186(a)

Delegate 
Comments:

s.73 irrelevant information
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10. Legislative requirement: Section 186(b) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(b):

(b) action under the permit will not detrimentally affect the survival of the animal in the wild 

How many animals are being requested?

Comments: - Agile wallaby (Macropus agilis): Unlimited 

Is this amount likely to adversely affect the survival of the species in the wild? Yes No

Why?

Comments: All species are considered of least concern.

Is the landholder aware of their obligations to accurately record and report any animals taken under the permit, 
and to submit these details to EHP every three months (within 10 business days)? Yes No

Comments: The applicant has held this type of permit before and fulfilled their return obligations. Conditions 
will be placed on the permit.

Section 
186(b)

Delegate 
Comments:

s.73 irrelevant information
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11. Legislative requirement: Section 186(c) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(c):

(c) the proposed way of taking the animal is humane and not likely to cause unnecessary suffering to the 
animal

What is the proposed mitigation method?

Comments: Protected Wildlife Management Strategy states: 

- Mammals: Shooting 

How will the applicant ensure that the proposed mitigation method is humane? (Consideration should be given 
to the capability and methods of the operator who will be carrying out the take).

Comments: Conditions will be placed on the permit. 

If the proposed method is not humane, what changes to the mitigation method are required to ensure the take 
would be humane?

Comments: N/A

If the mitigation method cannot be amended to ensure humaneness, a DMP cannot be issued.

Section 
186(c)

Delegate 
Comments:

s.73 irrelevant information
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12. Legislative requirement: Section 186(d) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(d):

(d) if the animal is a protected reptile—

i. the reptile will be released into the wild; or

ii. a conservation plan for the reptile authorises the holder of a damage mitigation permit to keep the 
reptile under the permit or otherwise

Is the DMP for a reptile? Yes No

If Yes, this type of DMP cannot be issued.

Section 
186(d)

Delegate 
Comments:

13. Legislative requirement: Section 26 of the Nature Conservation (Administration) 
Regulation 2017 – Considerations to be taken into account by the delegate
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Section 25 considerations
(to be completed by assessing officer)

Consideration given
(delegate’s use only)

(a) The impact the activities that may be carried out under the DMP may 
have on the conservation of this or other native wildlife;

Is this proposed activity likely to affect other species? 

No

(b) The effect the grant of the authority will have on the fair and 
equitable access to nature, having regard to, in particular, the 
ecologically sustainable use of wildlife;

Will the issue of this permit reduce an existing ecologically 
sustainable use of wildlife?

No

Will the issue of this permit reduce the general public’s access to 
nature?

No

(c) Any contribution the applicant proposes to make to the conservation 
of nature;

Is the applicant proposing to undertake conservation works that 
will alleviate impacts on the species?

No

(d) Any relevant Australian or international code, instrument, protocol or 
standard or nay relevant intergovernmental agreement;

Has there been a search for documents and instruments relating 
to the species?

Yes

(e) The precautionary principle;

Is there any gap in our understanding of impact on the species 
that should preclude issuing the permit?

No

(f) Public health and safety;

Is there a public health and safety risk from the activities in the 
permit that has not been addressed?

No

(g) The public interest;
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Is the issue of the permit in the public interest? 

Yes

(h) Whether the applicant is a suitable person to hold the authority, 
having regard to the matters mentioned in schedule 2 of the 
Administration Regulation;

Does the applicant have a conviction relating to the permit 
activity?

No

(k) Any recovery plan for wildlife to which the authority applies.

Has a search been carried out for a recovery plan for the 
species?

Yes

14. Other considerations prior to issuing the permit:
Has the applicant held this type of permit before? Yes No

If yes, has the applicant submitted the ‘return of operations’?
(A return of operation is due for each 3 month period during the life of the permit)

Yes No

If no, permit not to be issued until returns are submitted.

Has a field assessment been completed? (attach copy) Yes No

Comments:

Has the applicant specified start and completion dates? Yes No

Comments:
20.11.2017 - 19.11.2020

What is the length of the permit term?

Is this application for a 12 month ‘culling and dispersal’ DMP? Yes No

Is this application for a 3 year ‘culling and dispersal’ DMP and is accompanied by a Property Management 
Plan? Yes No

Provide comment if not issued for either full term as listed above:

Comments:
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15. Ecotrack conditions
a) Standard conditions – lethal take activity

Check the following conditions are added to the permit:

Ecotrack standard condition (ESC) 

WI Important notes:

A Return of operations form must be sent to EHP within 10 business days after the end of the 
permit, and you must keep a copy for your records. If the return of operations on the approved 
form is not submitted a penalty may be given. The approved form should be downloaded via the 
following EHP website link: http://www.ehp.qld.gov.au/licences-permits/plants-
animals/return_of_operations.html

Ecotrack standard conditions –permits issued under a Property Management Plan

This permit must be in conjunction with and in adherence with the approved Property 
Management Plan (PMP).

16. Recommendation and comment regarding grant of permit:
Supported Not supported 

Name: Laura Affleck Position: Conservation Officer Date: 4.12.17

Comments: The application is for an airport and in the interest of public safety. All species are considered of 
least concern

History: The applicant has held this type of permit with the exact numbers requested (with 
On their return of operations it reflects 

that they took in the three years: 78 agile wallabies, 

Additional current applications: The applicant currently has a permit application (APP0005717) in 
for the rest of Hamilton Island (excluding airport) and the neighbouring Dent Island. This second 
application is requesting unlimited agile wallabies,

I feel that the two applications need to be considered together. 

Problems with the PMP provided:

- No population estimates provided

- It states that compared to birdstrikes, ground-based animal strikes are relatively rare,
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- It supplies the number of birdstrikes of general bird types in the entire state of QLD from 2006-
2015 and the numbers seem inconsistent with what they are requesting (pg. 14):

          - Ibis: 78 birdstrikes over the 10 year period across QLD.

- Crow/Raven: 37 birdstrikes over the 10 year period across QLD.

- Out of the fourteen applicable habitat management control actions, five are satisfactory and 
nine need improvement (pg. 23)

- On the application, in response to the question about previous damage mitigatoin methods 
they answered 'We operate under Wildlife Management Strategy which includes dispersal 
techniques using vehicles, lights, sirens, pyrotechnics and lethal shot as last resort'. When you 
actually look up their dispersal techniques in the Wildlife Management Strategy, pyrotechnics is 
listed as 'not applicable' to the island, lights are not mentioned and sirens are listed as 'needs 
improvement'. The use of vehicles is the only technique from the above list that is considered 
'satisfactory' under their own assessment. 

In the 'Wildlife Management Actions' for agile wallabies it ticks that an action they take is to 
'eradicate population, where possible'.

Note: Delegation sits with the Director
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17. Senior conservation officer endorsement: (where applicable) 

Supported Not supported 

Name: Position: Date: 

Comments:

18. Manager/delegate approval:
Supported Not supported 

Name: Position: Date: 

Comments:

EHP policy standards and legislative requirements are detailed within:

Nature Conservation Act 1992

Nature Conservation (Wildlife) Regulation 2006 

Nature Conservation (Wildlife Management) Regulation 2006

Nature Conservation (Administration) Regulation 2017
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Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Permit1

 ____________________________  

1 Permit includes licences, approvals, permits, authorisations, certificates, sanctions or equivalent/similar as required by legislation 

Page 1 of  2 

Department of Environment and Heritage Protection
www.ehp.qld.gov.au ABN 46 640 294 485 

 

Legislative Requirements and Conditions of Wildlife Authority 

Nature Conservation
 
DMLR01 A return of operations is required to be sent to EHP either on the approved form or entered 

directly into Connect, if this is not submitted a penalty may be given. 
The required details must be provided:
- Within 10 business days after each 3 month period after the permit has been granted, and  
- Upon expiry.  
You must keep a copy for your records, see www.ehp.qld.gov.au  
This requirement may be found in section 188 of the Nature Conservation (Wildlife Management) 
Regulation 2006

DMLR03 Activities carried out under this authority, unless otherwise authorised, apply to non-protected 
areas only. 
This requirement may be found in section 12 of the Nature Conservation (Administration) 
Regulation 2006

Condition
 

Nature Conservation
 
DMM13 Accurate records of animals taken under this permit must be recorded in the return of operations 

form. These must be made at the end of each day/night that the animals are taken. These records 
must include the GPS coordinates of where the animal was taken, and the lethal mitigation method 
used.

DMM14 Lethal take of macropods is by shooting only. Shooters are to ensure the combination of firearm, 
projectile distance to target and point of aim must result in the instantaneous death of the target 
animal. If death is not instantaneous, shooters must make every effort to locate wounded or 
orphaned animals to quickly and humanely cause immediate death.

DMM15 A deterrent method that is not harmful to a protected animal, such as one using noise and/or light, 
must be used in conjunction with this permit. 
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Damage Mitigation Permit 

Wildlife authority 

Page 2 of  2 

Department of Environment and Heritage Protection
www.ehp.qld.gov.au ABN 46 640 294 485 

DMCC01 Activities under this permit are restricted to the area covered by the ‘Protected Wildlife Management  

  Strategy: August 2017’ provided as part of the application for this damage mitigation permit.  

DMCC04 Euthanasia must be performed by a suitably qualified person. 

DMCC05 Methods of euthanasia, including methods of trapping and restraint for euthanasia, must not cause  

   significant pain, suffering or distress. 

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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1 2

a)

b)

c)
d)

e)
f)
g)
h)

i)

j)
k)

a)

b)
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• 
• 

------------------------------ 
The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to 
which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any 
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.  
Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is 
prohibited, unless as a necessary part of Departmental business. 
If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and 
delete this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system 
network. 
------------------------------ 
 
Report this message as spam   
  

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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File Note

Page 1 of 1 • 140327 • EM357 • Version 1.1 ABN 46 640 294 485

File Reference: APP0008917
Print and file when complete.

Date: 5.12.2017

File Name: (APP0008917) - phone call

Subject (Detail): Phone call to request further information on her wildlife movement permit application 

I received and processed a lethal DMP application under the name 
(APP0005627) that was granted on the 13 November 2017 (WA0002726). 

On approximately the 14 November 2017 called me to discuss 
the permit. She was enquiring about the business name on the permit which read as 

She asked whether they would need the golf course taken off the permit as this permit did not cover the golf 
course. I told her that the business name is everything that is under the principle holder 

on Connect. I advised her that so long as the principle holder and the location were right 
the business name did not affect anything. I ran this past my Senior Wildlife Officer, Samuel Dawes, and he 
agreed. 

On the 23 November 2017 called and emailed Deb Hotchkis multiple times and Deb forwarded the 
emails to me. When called me she started saying that principle holder on the permit was incorrect and that 
we had discussed this. I reminded her that we had discussed the business name, not the principle holder being 
incorrect. She then told me that she had been trying to change the principle holder in Connect and could not. I 
explained that you cannot change a legal entity and that she will need to create a new Connect profile for

and re-apply for the permit. I also reminded her that if the generated permit is under the 
wrong name, it is considered invalid and cannot be operated under. 

Date: 5.12.2017

---------------------------------------------------------

Author: Laura Affleck

Position: Conservation Officer

Unit/Office: Wildlife Assessment Team

Phone: 3330 5258

Release

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form

Page 1 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 ABN 46 640 294 485

Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
This form is to be used to assess an application for a damage mitigation permit (DMP) under the Nature Conservation 
(Wildlife Management) Regulation 2006 (the Wildlife Management Regulation) for culling of protected wildlife other than 
commercially harvested macropods only, or flying-foxes. This form can however be used for commercially harvested 
macropods in circumstances where they are requested on a DMP application in addition to other species (e.g. birds or non-
commercial macropods).

Date: 11.12.2017

Assessing Officer: Laura Affleck

Project Ref: APP0005717

Permit Ref:

1. Applicant name and address:
A wildlife authority may only be granted to an individual or corporation (only if the corporation has an office 
within Queensland). 

Individual Corporation

Release
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 2 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Applicants:

Person in charge 
(if corporation):

Company name: ABN/ACN number

009 946 909

Property name:

Lot on Plan details LOT 8/CP861993

Property Location 
(GPS etc)

Address: Residential: 

Postal: 

Activity Location: Hamilton Island (excluding the airport) and Dent Island

Email:

Phone/Fax:

2. Identify DMP purpose:

A permit will only be issued for section 185 OR section 186 of the Wildlife Management Regulation.

Section 185 - damage or loss caused, or likely to be caused, by a protected animal or

Section 186 - threat, or potential threat, to human health and wellbeing caused by a protected animal

Background: Application states: Culling wildlife to prevent damage or loss and threat to human health and 
well-being.

3. Legislative requirement: Section 182 - General restriction about animals for 
which permit may be granted

Section 182 of the Wildlife Management Regulation:

(1) The chief executive may grant a damage mitigation permit only for—

(a) a least concern animal; or

(b) an endangered, vulnerable or near threatened animal.

(1) However, for a damage mitigation permit for an animal mentioned in subsection (1)(b), other than a 
damage mitigation permit (removal and relocation of wildlife), the chief executive must not grant the 
permit unless a conservation plan authorises the holder of a damage mitigation permit to take the
animal under the permit.

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 3 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Species:

- Agile wallaby (Macropus agilis) 

Has the animal been identified? Yes No

How? • The animals have been identified by the applicant.

What Nature Conservation Act 1992 classification is this species?

Least concern

EVNT (endangered, vulnerable or near threatened). If EVNT, is it consistent with the conservation plan?

Describe:

Section 
182
Delegate 
Comments:

Complete sections 4-8 only if DMP application relates to section 185 of the Wildlife 
Management Regulation: damage or loss caused, or likely to be caused, by a 
protected animal

4. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(a) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(a):

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 4 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

(a) the animal is causing, or may cause, damage.

What damage or loss, current or potential, is being experienced?

Describe: Application states:

Agile wallabies:

- Overgrazing and defoliation

- Feed on garden plants both in the resort and residential areas of Hamilton Island

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 5 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

List of 
Evidence:

None provided.

Provide image if appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) :

Section 
185(1)(a)

Delegate 
Comments

5. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(b) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(b):

(b) the landholder of the land on which the animal is causing, or may cause, damage has made a 
reasonable attempt to prevent or minimise the damage and the action taken has not prevented or 
minimised the damage;

What reasonable attempt has the landholder taken to prevent or minimise damage:

Describe: Application states:

- Install physical barriers to prevent wildlife accessing food sources

- Educate staff and guests about the negative impact of feeding animals and birds

- Continue to implement a signage campaign aimed at staff and guest eating areas, stressing 
that wildlife must not be fed or encouraged

- Install physical barriers to prevent entry to rooms and food preparation and eating areas

- Explore option of netting at indoor and outdoor eating areas

- Replace infrastructure found to be damaged by birds with design types not attractive to birds

- Prompt clearing away of food and beverages left by patrons 

- Installation of reflective bird deterrent devices

- Installation of "bird spike" roosting deterrents

- Provide rubbish bins with bird proof/ possum resistant/ vermin proof lids and monitor 
effectiveness

- Review construction of all timber handrails, and move towards aluminium or other more robust 

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 6 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

material where appropriate

- Reduction of food attractants in immediate area (planter box vegetation)

- Inform guests to keep doors to balconies closed

- Replace mesh insect screens with view-friendly security mesh where feasible 

- Review external doors to guest rooms/ staff rooms and install automatic closing doors where 
feasible

- Block holes where the possums are entering the ceilings

- Reduce waste spillage at waste transfer stations. Keep operation areas clean.

- Close skip bin lids outiside of operational hours

- Install physical barriers around bin enclosures 

- Facilitate non-lethal management via resident raptor program

- Use food covers over plates of food at tables

- Remove food source (e.g. serve sugar only with tea or coffee rather than leaving it permanently 
available on tables)

List of 
Evidence:

None provided

Provide image if available/appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) : 

Have the attempts been successful/ unsuccessful? What were the outcomes?

Comments: During the teleconference between and EHP on the 8 December 2017
discussed how the measures have been effective to a degree, especially for birds, as seen by a 
reduction of take on their Return of Operations. 

Section 
185(1) (b)

Delegate 
Comments:

6. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(c) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(c):

(c) if the damage is not prevented or controlled-

s.73 irrelevant information s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 7 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

i. individuals may suffer significant economic loss; or

ii. the ecological sustainability of nature is likely to be harmed

Has the applicant identified:

(a)  Economic loss Yes No

Detail the significant economic loss of the landholder (include some information regarding why the loss is 
deemed significant):

Comments: Application states:

- There are significant costs associated with replacing plants and landscaping

- Economic loss due to structural damage

Follow-up email states:
does incur economical loss throughout the island resulting from habituated birds 

and animals.

Some examples are –

• Guest room LCD TV frames being chewed and damaged – approx. 12 this year

• Timber railing / windows / panelling etc being damaged, but replaced with products like cement 
sheet, aluminium, stainless steel, etc.

• Restaurants reimbursing full meals to guests due to birds or animals eating or defecating on 
the food.

• Damage and replacement of landscaping and plants

OR;

(b)  Likelihood of harm Yes No

Detail the likelihood of harm to the ecological sustainability of nature:

Comments:

List of 
Evidence:

Provide image if appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) : 

Section 
185(1)(c)

Delegate

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 8 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Comments:

7. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(d) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(d):

(d) action under the permit will not adversely affect the survival of the animal in the wild

How many animals are being requested?

Comments:

- Agile wallaby (Macropus agilis): 1000 (Changed from "Unlimited")

Is this amount likely to adversely affect the survival of the species in the wild? Yes No

Why?

Comments: All species are considered of least concern under the NCA 1992. 

For harvest macropods only:

Will the requested amount cause the permissible quota to exceed the 2% of the estimated species population?
(Numbers, date and region to be changed with each new application) Yes No

Quota used as 

at

insert assessment date

State Usage to date State quota allocated 
for Combined Zones

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 9 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Comments:

Is the applicant aware of their obligations to accurately record and report any animals taken under the permit, 
and to submit these details to EHP every three months (within 10 business days)? Yes No

Comments: Applicat has held this type of permit before and fulfilled their return obligations. Conditions will be 
placed on the permit.

Section 
185(1)(d)

Delegate 
Comments:

8. Legislative requirement: Section 185(1)(e) of the Wildlife Management 
Regulation

Section 185(1)(e):

(e) the proposed way of taking the animal is humane and not likely to cause unnecessary suffering to the 
animal

What is the proposed mitigation method?

Comments: Application states:

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 10 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

For agile wallabies:

- Trapping/penning (as described in an attached file note email)

- Shooting / spotlighting from a vehicle

How will the applicant ensure that the proposed mitigation method is humane? (Consideration should be given 
to the capability and methods of the operator who will be carrying out the take).

Comments: Application states: All animals taken under a DMP will be humanely euthanased. Conditions will 
be placed on the permit..

If the proposed method is not humane, what changes to the mitigation method are required to ensure the take 
would be humane?

Comments: N/A

If the mitigation method cannot be amended to ensure humaneness, a DMP cannot be issued.

Section 
185 (1)(e)

Delegate 
Comments:

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 11 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Complete sections 9-12 only if DMP application relates to section 186 of the Wildlife 
Management Regulation: risk/potential risk to a person’s health and wellbeing by a 
protected animal

9. Legislative requirement: Section 186(a) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(a):

(a) there is, or may be, a threat to a person’s health and wellbeing resulting from harm caused by the 
animal to the person

What threat or potential threat is there to human health and wellbeing?

Comments:

Agile wallabies:

- traffic hazard

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 12 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

List of 
Evidence:

None provided.

Provide Image if appropriate (insert file or cut and paste) :

Section 
186(a)

Delegate 
Comments:

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 13 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

10. Legislative requirement: Section 186(b) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(b):

(b) action under the permit will not detrimentally affect the survival of the animal in the wild 

How many animals are being requested?

Comments:

- Agile wallaby (Macropus agilis): 1000 (Changed from "Unlimited")

Is this amount likely to adversely affect the survival of the species in the wild? Yes No

Why?

Comments: All species are considered of least concern under the NCA 1992. 

Is the landholder aware of their obligations to accurately record and report any animals taken under the permit, 
and to submit these details to EHP every three months (within 10 business days)? Yes No

Comments: Applicat has held this type of permit before and fulfilled their return obligations. Conditions will be 
placed on the permit.

Section 
186(b)

Delegate 
Comments:

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 14 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

11. Legislative requirement: Section 186(c) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(c):

(c) the proposed way of taking the animal is humane and not likely to cause unnecessary suffering to the 
animal

What is the proposed mitigation method?

Comments: Application states:

For agile wallabies:

- Trapping/penning (as described in an attached file note email)

- Shooting / spotlighting from a vehicle

How will the applicant ensure that the proposed mitigation method is humane? (Consideration should be given 
to the capability and methods of the operator who will be carrying out the take).

Comments: Application states: All animals taken under a DMP will be humanely euthanased. Conditions will 
be placed on the permit.

If the proposed method is not humane, what changes to the mitigation method are required to ensure the take 
would be humane?

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 15 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Comments: N/A

If the mitigation method cannot be amended to ensure humaneness, a DMP cannot be issued.

Section 
186(c)

Delegate 
Comments:

12. Legislative requirement: Section 186(d) of the Wildlife Management Regulation
Section 186(d):

(d) if the animal is a protected reptile—

i. the reptile will be released into the wild; or

ii. a conservation plan for the reptile authorises the holder of a damage mitigation permit to keep the 
reptile under the permit or otherwise

Is the DMP for a reptile? Yes No

If Yes, this type of DMP cannot be issued.

Section 
186(d)

Delegate 
Comments:

13. Legislative requirement: Section 26 of the Nature Conservation (Administration) 
Regulation 2017 – Considerations to be taken into account by the delegate
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 16 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Section 25 considerations
(to be completed by assessing officer)

Consideration given
(delegate’s use only)

(a) The impact the activities that may be carried out under the DMP may 
have on the conservation of this or other native wildlife;

Is this proposed activity likely to affect other species? 

No

(b) The effect the grant of the authority will have on the fair and 
equitable access to nature, having regard to, in particular, the 
ecologically sustainable use of wildlife;

Will the issue of this permit reduce an existing ecologically 
sustainable use of wildlife?

No

Will the issue of this permit reduce the general public’s access to 
nature?

Yes, but the idea is to reduce negative interactions.

(c) Any contribution the applicant proposes to make to the conservation 
of nature;

Is the applicant proposing to undertake conservation works that 
will alleviate impacts on the species?

No

(d) Any relevant Australian or international code, instrument, protocol or 
standard or nay relevant intergovernmental agreement;

Has there been a search for documents and instruments relating 
to the species?

Yes

(e) The precautionary principle;

Is there any gap in our understanding of impact on the species 
that should preclude issuing the permit?

No

(f) Public health and safety;

Is there a public health and safety risk from the activities in the 
permit that has not been addressed?

No

(g) The public interest;
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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Is the issue of the permit in the public interest? 

Yes

(h) Whether the applicant is a suitable person to hold the authority, 
having regard to the matters mentioned in schedule 2 of the 
Administration Regulation;

Does the applicant have a conviction relating to the permit 
activity?

No

(k) Any recovery plan for wildlife to which the authority applies.

Has a search been carried out for a recovery plan for the 
species?

Yes

14. Other considerations prior to issuing the permit:
Has the applicant held this type of permit before? Yes No

If yes, has the applicant submitted the ‘return of operations’?
(A return of operation is due for each 3 month period during the life of the permit)

Yes No

If no, permit not to be issued until returns are submitted.

Has a field assessment been completed? (attach copy) Yes No

Comments:

Has the applicant specified start and completion dates? Yes No

Comments:
8.11.2017 - 7.11.2020

What is the length of the permit term?

Is this application for a 12 month ‘culling and dispersal’ DMP? Yes No

Is this application for a 3 year ‘culling and dispersal’ DMP and is accompanied by a Property Management 
Plan? Yes No

Provide comment if not issued for either full term as listed above:

Comments:
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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15. Ecotrack conditions
a) Standard conditions – lethal take activity

Check the following conditions are added to the permit:

Ecotrack standard condition (ESC) 

WI Important notes:

A Return of operations form must be sent to EHP within 10 business days after the end of the 
permit, and you must keep a copy for your records. If the return of operations on the approved 
form is not submitted a penalty may be given. The approved form should be downloaded via the 
following EHP website link: http://www.ehp.qld.gov.au/licences-permits/plants-
animals/return_of_operations.html

Ecotrack standard conditions –permits issued under a Property Management Plan

This permit must be in conjunction with and in adherence with the approved Property 
Management Plan (PMP).

16. Recommendation and comment regarding grant of permit:
Supported Not supported 

Name: Laura Affleck Position: Conservation Officer Date: 11.12.17

Comments: After consultation with the applicant they have provided an adequate explanation of damage, 
economic loss and reasonable use of non-lethal mitigation methods used.

The applicant has applied for this DMP under the reasoning of both damage and threat to 
human health. I have pulled out what information I could into the two sections.

Original application was for and unlimited agile wallabies.
The applicant was requested to state a specific number for agile 

wallabies based on their harvest calculator which enables them to calculate how many 
individuals they need to take each year to ensure a sustaiable population. The applicant 
requested to change this quantity to 1000.

They stated in the teleconference that there are 1-2 traffic incidents a month with wildlife and 
that there are 200-300 cars and vans on Hamilton Island . Their website says that the island is a 
"car-free environment" (see attached file note).

In the teleconference informed us that there are no agile wallabies on Dent Island. 

Note: Application activity in Connect is listed as 'Culling to protect human health or wel-being' as 

s.73 irrelevant information s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)
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you cannot select two activities.

17. Senior conservation officer endorsement: (where applicable) 

Supported Not supported 

Name: Position: Date: 

Comments:

18. Manager/delegate approval:
Supported Not supported 

Name: Position: Date: 

Comments:

EHP policy standards and legislative requirements are detailed within:

Nature Conservation Act 1992
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Assessment form
Damage mitigation permit (culling and dispersal)

Page 20 of 20 • NCS/2016/2128 • Version 1.02 • Effective: 13 JAN 2016 Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Nature Conservation (Wildlife) Regulation 2006 

Nature Conservation (Wildlife Management) Regulation 2006

Nature Conservation (Administration) Regulation 2017
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From:
Sent: Tuesday, 24 October 2017 12:10 PM
To: HOTCHKIS Debra
Subject: Damage Mitigation Permit Application APP0005717
Attachments: Additional Information.pdf

Hello Deb
 
As discussed, please find attached additional information to be uploaded to application APP0005717.
 
Thank you again for your assistance.
 
Kind regards

Deloitte has released an economic impact study that has placed a value for the first time on the Great Barrier Reef at $56
billion. Discover this Natural Wonder of the World for yourself when you visit Hamilton Island.
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1 2

a)

b)

c)
d)

e)
f)
g)
h)

i)

j)
k)

a)

b)
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Wildlife authority 

Page 1 of  3 

DMLR01 A return of operations is required to be sent to DES either on the approved form or entered 
directly into Connect, if this is not submitted a penalty may be given. 
The required details must be provided within 10 business days after each 3 month period after 
the permit has been granted, and upon expiry. 

You must keep a copy for your records, see www.des.qld.gov.au
This requirement may be found in section 188 of the Nature Conservation (Wildlife 
Management) Regulation 2006

DMLR03 Activities carried out under this authority, unless otherwise authorised, apply to non-protected 
areas only. 
This requirement may be found in section 12 of the Nature Conservation (Administration) 
Regulation 2006

DMM13 Accurate records of animals shot under this permit must be recorded in the return of operations 
form. These must be made at the end of each day/night that the animals are taken. These 
records must include the GPS coordinates of where the animal was taken, and the lethal 
mitigation method used. 

DMM15 A deterrent method that is not harmful to a protected animal, such as one using noise and/or 
light, must be used in conjunction with this permit.

DMCC01 Euthanasia must be performed by a suitably qualified person.  

DMCC02 Methods of euthanasia, including methods of trapping and restraint for euthanasia, must not 
cause significant pain, suffering or distress.
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Wildlife authority 

Page 2 of  3 

DMCC04  Lethal take of wildlife must be humane and as per the recommended best practice listed 
Code of Practice: Care of Sick, Injured or Orphaned Protected Animals in Queensland, 
Nature Conservation Act 1992 .
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Wildlife authority 

Page 3 of  3 

This report is to be sent to wildlife@des.qld.gov.au
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------------------------------ 
The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to 
which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any 
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.  
Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is 
prohibited, unless as a necessary part of Departmental business. 
If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and 
delete this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system 
network. 
------------------------------ 
 
Report this message as spam   
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------------------------------ 
The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to 
which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any 
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.  
Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is 
prohibited, unless as a necessary part of Departmental business. 
If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and 
delete this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system 
network. 
------------------------------ 

Pub
lish

ed
 on

 D
ES D

isc
los

ure
 Lo

g 

RTI A
ct 

20
09

 

18-028 File B 182 of 221



 

• 
• 

 

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

Pub
lish

ed
 on

 D
ES D

isc
los

ure
 Lo

g 

RTI A
ct 

20
09

 

18-028 File B 183 of 221



s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

Pub
lish

ed
 on

 D
ES D

isc
los

ure
 Lo

g 

RTI A
ct 

20
09

 

18-028 File B 184 of 221



s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

Pub
lish

ed
 on

 D
ES D

isc
los

ure
 Lo

g 

RTI A
ct 

20
09

 

18-028 File B 185 of 221



s.73 irrelevant information

Pub
lish

ed
 on

 D
ES D

isc
los

ure
 Lo

g 

RTI A
ct 

20
09

 

18-028 File B 186 of 221



s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

Pub
lish

ed
 on

 D
ES D

isc
los

ure
 Lo

g 

RTI A
ct 

20
09

 

18-028 File B 187 of 221



s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

Pub
lish

ed
 on

 D
ES D

isc
los

ure
 Lo

g 

RTI A
ct 

20
09

 

18-028 File B 188 of 221



s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

s.73 irrelevant information

Pub
lish

ed
 on

 D
ES D

isc
los

ure
 Lo

g 

RTI A
ct 

20
09

 

18-028 File B 189 of 221



• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

• 
• 

------------------------------ 
The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for the person or entity to 
which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material. There is no waiver of any 
confidentiality/privilege by your inadvertent receipt of this material.  
Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of this email message is 
prohibited, unless as a necessary part of Departmental business. 
If you have received this message in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and 
delete this message and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your computer system 
network. 
------------------------------ 
 
Report this message as spam   
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Reason for meeting: Lethal DMP Application from

Date: 5.12.2017 

Time: 2:00 PM – 3:00 PM 

Location: Teleconference – EHP location: 400 George Street, Brisbane City QLD 4000  

Attendees: Samuel Dawes (EHP), Laura Affleck (EHP), 

General overview of the situation:  

submitted an application for a lethal DMP on the 24 October 2017. This application is for the 
Hamilton Island lease area excluding the airport (which holds a separate DMP) and for 3 years. The 
applicant requested a meeting to discuss questions sent to them in regards to their submitted 
Property Management Plan. The agenda was the discuss the dozen questions asked to them before 
they submitted their written responses.  

- The following are the meeting notes taken by Laura Affleck - 

 

- General overview of the meeting (note: this is not verbatim) The questions emailed to the 
applicant are in bold, a general overview of the discussion regarding the questions is 
below: 

started the meeting by providing some history to their applications and operations 
on Hamilton Island.  

(Veterinary and Wildlife Services Australia Pty Ltd) comes to the island a couple of times 
a year for a week at a time. He provides professional advice and training to the Environmental 
Officer on the island,

is a wildlife biologist who was involved in the early Property Management Plans 
(PMP) with QPWS ( believed this was with 

Since then they have renewed the DMP and have only tweaked the PMP slightly.  

They have also had communication with Jeanette Kirby from EHP and will attach the emails from her 
when they send through their written responses.  
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8. Wildlife Management Continuous improvement-Review and Evaluation 

On page 13 under the heading “Wildlife management Continuous improvement- Review and 
Evaluation” we note that you intend to compile a log book of records that review the effectiveness 
of management actions.  The department notes that any log book(s), developed by the applicant 
cannot substitute for evidence provided in the form of a report prepared by a suitably qualified 
person(s). 

 
asked whether this was just a statement rather than a question, Laura agreed that it was 

intended as a statement to confirm that log books do not substitute expert advice from an ecologist.  
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10. Agile Wallaby Management Action Plan 

Can you please provide details of the person/s who conducted the surveys on which the current 
population estimate for the island is based? Further details required are the dates and survey 
methodology used. 

In addition please provide details as to how the proposed sustainable population number of 400 
was reached, and what consideration is using to define a “sustainable 
population”. Further to this please provide details of the number of animals that 

is planning to cull on an annual basis to maintain a “sustainable population”. 

Can you please discern the population between Dent Island and Hamilton Island? 

In the table on page 16 you noted “causing traffic hazards, including aviation hazards”, as a 
potential problems.  Can you please provide incident reports to evidence traffic hazards as a result 
of agile wallabies?  We note also that aviation hazards are not applicable to this DMP. 

A “harvest calculator” (using figures of – sex ratio, estimated life expectancy, proportion of 
breeding females, natural mortality rate, yearly offtake, breeding cycle/rate, etc) is used to establish 
the island population. This constant level of offtake suggests a stable population.  

Condition of individual animals varies with animals visibly better conditioned during the wet 
season than late in the dry season (ref Veterinarian consultant). Reproductive output however is 
maintained throughout the year and in both good and dry years. This is consistent with known high 
survivability of adult macropods but vulnerability of recently emerged pouch young to nutritional 
stress.  

These offtake records constitute minimum and stable population estimates of 400/600 animals 
based on 10% natural attrition and >80 % annual recruitment of females in and beyond their second 
year, life expectancy 10 years. 

At this level, (400/600) animals, and the current level of offtake, notwithstanding a seasonal 
variation in body condition consider the population sustainable. At higher levels of abundance 
individuals, and the vegetation communities suffer the effects of excessive competition for food. 

This calculator is able to calculate how many to keep it at the sustainable number. 

Laura confirmed with that the sustainable range for the island is 400-600, confirmed this. 

Laura confirmed with that the population estimate from 2016 was between 400-600, 
confirmed this. 

When asked by Laura as to whether this calculator can determine the numbers of individuals 
required to be taken each year to maintain this sustainable number replied with “yes that is 
what is does”. 

On a side-note mentioned that Paul from EHP in Townsville had said that legislation has 
changed in September so that they can trap more safely. 

stated that there are no agile wallabies on Dent Island.
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Wallabies are often involved in traffic incidents/accidents. Even with the maximum speed limit 
around the island of mostly 20km/hr and some areas 30km/hr, the vehicles, particularly at night 
time, can come into unavoidable contact with wallabies sometimes causing injuries or death to the 
animals, and damage to the vehicles. This occurs approximately once or twice a month.  

While this DMP does not apply to the airport, threat to aviation remains somewhat relevant 
because wallabies travel below the airport fence at low tide to graze on the airport apron. is 
limited by GBRMPA in the extent to which fences can intrude below low water.   

They have recent security logs of incidents but sometimes if it is night time they don’t make a 
report and leave the animal until morning when someone can go and collect the carcass to dispose 
of it. 

When asked by Laura if they have many cars on Hamilton Island stated that they have 1200-
1400 buggies and 200-300 cars and vans.  

12. Damage Mitigation permits (DMP’s) 

The department notes that you will only attempt lethal mitigation measure if non-lethal methods 
have failed or are not appropriate.  Can you please evidence how your non-lethal methods that 
you have implement have failed or are not appropriate, and furthermore how you are lessening 
your reliance on lethal mitigation measures. 

has achieved considerable success in minimizing the use of lethal control of wildlife. 
Considerable effort and resources have been committed to a raft of measures including; 

induction 

 

 

 

of food to birds 
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make the point that despite all reasonable efforts and a culture of responsibly embracing wildlife 
some level of control remains necessary for the hygienic, safety, and environmentally sustainable 
operation of the island. In the case of animals not native to the island the options other than some 
level of lethal control may involve large scale periodic starvation events which HI would try to avoid.      

Noted that they have seen a decrease in the number of animals listed in their Return of 
Operations 

 

The meeting concluded by determining the follow-up actions. 
will send through responses and prior 

communication with the Department. advised us that he will be 
Laura and Sam agreed to make sure that we made contact with him before with 

any final questions we may have.  
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