
Control method: Shooting rabbits - head shot

Assumptions

PART A: assessment of overall welfare impact

DOMAIN 1 Water or food restriction, malnutrition
No impact Mild impact Moderate impact Severe impact Extreme impact

DOMAIN 2 Environmental challenge
No impact Mild impact Moderate impact Severe impact Extreme impact

DOMAIN 3 Disease, injury, functional impairment
No impact Mild impact Moderate impact Severe impact Extreme impact

DOMAIN 4 Behavioural or interactive restriction
No impact Mild impact Moderate impact Severe impact Extreme impact

DOMAIN 5 Anxiety, fear, pain, distress, thirst, hunger
No impact Mild impact Moderate impact Severe impact Extreme impact

Overall impact
Mild impact

DURATION OF IMPACT
Immediate to seconds Minutes Hours Days Weeks

SCORE FOR PART A: 2-3

Summary of evidence
Domain 1

Domain 2

Domain 3

Domain 4

Domain 5

Rabbits are often targeted when feeding in a group.

Best practice is followed in accordance with the Standard Operating Procedure S1.

Shooting is not recommended as a primary rabbit control technique, but may be useful as part of wider
management effort.

The impacts in Part A of the assessment were considered for a number of rabbits feeding together. The
first rabbit would be naïve but the impact would probably increase for each successive rabbit shot in a
particular shooting exercise.

Shooter uses appropriate gun and ammunition, is competent, and judges shot placement and range
accurately.

Head shots are preferred but chest shots more likely at greater distances.

Wounding rates should be low if Standard Operating Procedure is followed (but rabbits are often shot by
non-professionals).

Rabbits may breed year-round but the impact of shooting on dependent kittens is not assessed.

No impact in this domain.

No impact in this domain.

No impact in this domain.

Rabbits form stable and lasting social groups (Marsh, 2009, cited in Sharp & Saunders, 2009), and are
usually shot at in a group. If several rabbits from the same group are shot in a single shooting bout then by
the time a particular rabbit is shot it is likely to have experienced the shooting of other members of its
group, experiencing disturbance as a result.

Rabbits may suffer briefly before being shot if another nearby rabbit is shot first, as a result experiencing
fear/panic from the noise, the general disturbance, alarmed animals escaping. In such cases, remaining
rabbits are most likely to try to go to ground, either avoiding being shot, being shot before they reach cover,
or going to ground and then resurfacing to be shot minutes later during the same shooting bout. In the
meantime, rabbits will exhibit natural 'flight or fight' stress response as when encountering a predator.
These endocrine responses are short-term and stress hormone levels would quickly return to normal if the
rabbit should escape being shot (Munck et al., 1984).



PART B: assessment of mode of death - Shooting rabbits - head shot

Time to insensibility (minus any lag time)
Immediate to seconds Minutes Hours Days Weeks
Level of suffering (after application of the method that causes death but before insensibility)
No suffering Mild suffering Moderate suffering Severe suffering Extreme suffering

SCORE FOR PART B: A

Summary of evidence
Duration

Suffering

Summary

CONTROL METHOD Shooting rabbits - head shot

OVERALL HUMANENESS SCORE 2-3A

Comments
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