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To the Standing Committee on Economic Development and Tourism,  

I hate drones (except for some scientific isolated reasons)! I have been travelling (on 
and off) over the last two yrs all around Australia and have been in some wonderful, 
remote, quiet places including National Parks. I have heard what initially sounds like 
bees then I am only to be disappointed by seeing a drone flying overhead and 
destroying my privacy and my quiet and peaceful enjoyment of the place. In none of 
these NP’s (NSW, QLD, TAS and WA), were drones  allowed to be flown. I have also 
regularly come across people flying them above others, in crowded, public areas and 
out of their sight (against the  law). I have approached many of these people and 
asked if they know the laws and restrictions about flying drones and that they were 
not allowed to fly them in those places, none knew the rules. I doubt that most 
would  obey the rules even when they do are just to lazy to walk to see places and 
want to make $ by filming in public places such as National Parks. One operators aid 
that he was sick of being hassled by people who did not like drones! (What about the 
people that he affects by flying drones in these wonderful,peaceful areas? Typical 
selfishness). 



  
While in WA I was watching some rare parrots flying overhead only to have a drone 
fly and scare them off. Could have injured the birds and certainly spoiled my 
experience when the drone should not have even been there. I have lots of native 
birds visit my block because of a large remnant eucalypt and native garden and they 
have come to find that it is safe here over many years, so to have drones flying 
around, this would interfere with my right to create/keep a safe wildlife haven on my 
property and to enjoy the birdsong that I often now hear uninterrupted by drones. 
  
I even had a drone follow me for ten minutes or more on Tuggeranong Hill while 
running and traced the owner back to a Botanical Garden ‘Seedy Volunteer’ (who did 
not have permission to fly it there) and could not understand my complaints. It did 
harass me and followed me everywhere. In my backyard, I also expect privacy and 
do not want perverts filming me or the noise interrupting my peace and quiet. We 
have enough noise with traffic, dogs, lawn mowers, loud music so no drones. I have 
a psychologically disturbed neighbor who I have to put up with, so what is stopping 
him buy a drone and constantly flying it and perving over my house and property in 
the future and it is also a good way for potential thieves to checkout your 
security/dogs and whether anyone is home. No longer do fences keep them out. 
Women living alone would not feel safe, secure even on their own properties and 
can be further harassed by perverts or ex’s/neighbours. 
  
If you have restrictions on  building houses/extensions that overlook others property, 
then how are drones allowed to fly over the same and record. What happens when, 
and if videos appear on social media or on TV, who controls that? What will stop 
insurance companies/lawyers  flying drones, checking your property or even your 
own behaviour? Once the flood gates are open, the drone business will not end and 
just like they are finding out with airport safety, it will be too late to stop them. 
  
It is also a safety issue as they can be heavy, sharp and fly fast and when dropping 
from the sky, can be leathel weapons but we’ll have to wait until someone is killed or 
hurt first. The drones have to deliver/land, so how can the public be re-assured that 
they will not be hit on their landing and approach especially in a residential area? 
  
As for the home deliverers, how are they allowed to do it, as the drones are not flying 
in sight of the controller and this is a basic CASA rule? Even if the Act Govt allowed 
them for this trial, it is Federal legislation and Sec 51 of the Constitution does not 
allow inconsistencies such as this. 
  
As many people have stated, I have yet to see a valid reason for the drones. People 
can order online and get deliveries or call and get deliveries or make coffee in their 
own home. People drive everywhere and now they are too lazy to do even that that! 
Incredible. 
  
Airservices submission states nothing about compliance which they would findvery 
difficult as a drone has no visible marking - you need to see the operator and ID 
them for any possible action. Even then, I have found both Airservices and CASA, 
reluctant or unwilling to take action on drone complaints. 
 



The Business Council submission just wants more income (for them) at the expense 
of the community when there is no real demand (the operators are just beating up 
the issue without any substantive and valid business/environmental case). They talk 
about freedom of competition with drone operators/businesses - so one drone 
operator will not be enough, are we to have skies of drones delivering varius 
objects? Who will monitor what is delivered and is safe or any collisions resulting 
indrones and objects falling on residents and private property? 
 
Saving carbon emissions was mentioned but this is a joke and use of a catch phrase 
not considering the lifespan of the object delivered and the effects on established 
services. It  may create an interest at least initially and create increase consumerism 
and waste, discourage people from getting off their butts and moving and pollute the 
air andprivate homes with even more noise and invasion of privacy. Delivery 
driverers will still be needed, they will lose business. Not everything can be delivered 
by drones - who will regulate and monitor this? Who will require the insurance for 
damage,injury or death caused by drones? Will they be allowed to deliver illegal 
drugs? Who is going to check this?  If you do allow drones to fly and deliver, this will 
create a platform and service that criminals can infiltrate. No-one will notice yet 
another drone in the mix and assume it is on legitmate business, how will the stray 
drone be identified from other businesses or even traced? Drones carrying objects 
will need those objects to be securely and safely packaged creating extra probably 
unrecyclable waste. Certainly hot coffee (as suggested by some), should not be 
allowed - hot water falling on a person. 
 
Why should drone opertors not be registered and licensed when operating in the air 
above residents andwith aircraft  when all drivers have to be registered,licensed and 
insured before travelling on a road? Your compliance action and costs will need to 
accordingly increase if you go ahead. 
 
I believe that the use of drones in residential areas would also breach privacy laws if 
not noise laws and breaches are likely to be tested in court. 
 
I have made complaints to CASA before and nothing is ever done. You are also 
supposed to know the controller and identify them, which does not often happen. It 
all too hard for them. I used towork for Airservices so know somehing about airspace 
regulation in residential areas. Helicopters are not regulated so what is the likelihood 
of regulating drones of numerous, unregistered and unidentifiable operators? Do you 
really want to start and encourage  unneccessary drone operatioonand businesses 
to the detriment of  taxpayers expecting peace,privacy and quiet while at home just 
tomake a few bucks for a few, loud drone operators knowing full well that if you do, it 
will be impossible to regulate and reverse and many innocent people will  suffer? 
  

 
 
 

Thank you. 
  
 
Terms of reference 
• The decision to base the trials of the technology in the ACT and surrounding region 



 
2)     The economic benefit of drone delivery technology being tested in the ACT 
including; 
a.     The investment that has been brought in to the Territory 
b.     The number of jobs that have been created as part of the trial 
c.      The extent of collaboration with local industry and academic institutions 
 
3)     The extent of regulatory oversight of drone technology at various levels of 
government including; 
a.     Local authorities such as EPA, Worksafe, Access Canberra 
b.     Commonwealth agencies such as Air Services Australia, Civil Aviation Safety 
Authority 
 
4)  The extent of any environmental impact as a result of trialling drone delivery 
technology on; 
a.     Residents within the trial area 
b.     Native wildlife 
c.      Domestic animals 
 
5)     Ways to improve the use of drone delivery technology within the ACT 
6)     Any other relevant matter 
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