\AALVAN The Wildfowl & Wetlands Trust

_ Defra Lead Shot Regulations 1999 Compliance: Steering Group Meeting 2

Teleconference
Friday 37 July 2009, 11am Ipm
Minutes
Attendees:
Defra lan Carter- Natural England
— Defra Ruth Cromie- W W I
Defra Miche.lle O,Brien' W W I

John e- BASC Louise Hurst- WWT

Alison Loram- BASC

L. Apologies: _ Defra. Introductions: (SN +il replace PR = controct

manager in due course.

2. Minutes of last Steering Group Meeting: .

* Minutes agreed and accepted. All actions completed with the exception of o confirm sensitivity
of chemical test for lead is in terms of upper and lower limits (more complex chemistry problem than
had been anticipated). This issue was discussed in the main part of this meetings and an action will
follow to discuss with@lf for advice. Action i}

3. Internal Steering Group - operation:

* Previous minutes had been copied to corresponding member ie. RSPB {and would continue to be
s0*) and no issues were raised, *Action

8 2d not been party to all questionnaire communications (smaller working group from Defra,
WWT and BASC) but not considered to be a particular problem.

. Defra - contractual issues
Defra are happy to accept the current timeline delays in questionnaire surveys as they don't affect
overall outcome of project.
Defra also happy with brief milestones reports.

o

*

5. Progress on Milestones

Game dealer survey - Winter 1 X-ray and post mortem analysis

¢  All post mortem analysis is completed for Winter 1,
raised the issue of the use of the terminology ‘lethal’ and ‘non-lethal’ - the issue is ‘most recently
shot at’ even if not lethal. The term “very recent’ to replace ‘lethal’ shot was decided on as was ‘old
shot’ for ‘nop-lethal’ shots, .
o @ rcsponded explaining the issue of migratory birds that may have been shot in a region where
lead 1s not illegal.
o @Bprovided provisional data (lab work and final tidying of data not yet completed) summarising 328
birds in total were bought and of these 254 contained shot {77%). 7% of these contained old shot.
o @ asked for any comments regarding the post mortem protocol submitted by i) - no issues
raised.
ﬁmised sssue of Danish study which found bismuth to contain more than 1% lead. questioned
ether bismurh (or other shot) is allowed in the UK with more than 1% lead. @:sked i bismuth
or other shot containing more than 1% lead is it legal in the UK?.questiomad whether lead is being



unknowingly used in good faith. {fffinterested in exactly what sort of shot is on the market and asked -
who commenting that manufacturers are reluctant to reveal constituents of shot. @ accepted the
point and commented that it’s also beyond this contract to determine percentage of lead in ‘non-lead’
shot.
It would be worth identifying if any differences between what Mallard are shot with vs birds that are
more likely to be wild and migratory (i.e. Wigeon and Teal rather than put and take Mallard) and this
would probably reflect different sub-sets of the shooting community. If possible it would be good to
have more Wigeon and Teal in Winter 2°s sample. {ifreplied that the above was not yet analysed but
would do so, and would 1ry to increase proportion in Winter 2 sample but they were already difficult
to source, and Winter 2 involved purchasing birds early in the winter when even less likely to get
Wigeon and Teal. Acﬁon.

Game dealer survey - Winter 1 shot analysis

@ <=paincd @ lirerally just finished chemical analysis at Bristol Univers ity laboratory day before
meeting and therefore no time as yet to input all data.

@) <xplained all the shots have been analysed in terms of physical properties such as malleability and
appearance. No melting points have yet been carried out, this is scheduled for next week (6t-10%
July 2009).

@ cxpanded on additional potential techniques to investigate the properties of these shot and
explained that a final diagnosis of shot type would be based on results of all tests.

s =t present working at Bristol University and is being shown how to use electron mICroscopy to
identify constituent elements,

Wp:csented preliminary (stressing preliminaryl!) fi dings of proportion of birds shot with different

types:
- 67% lead
- 16% bismuth

. - 1% tungsten matrix

- 14% steel

- 2% unknown suspected alloys

.cxplajned that the different proportions per region etc. had not yet been calculated.

A mini report on Winrer 1 findings to be produced in August/September when [ returned from
other fieldwork. Action i)

All findings to remain confidential until peer reviewed ie. end of contract, Action All

Game dealer survey - Comments on Winter 2

Given shorter period of time in Winter 2 {§f}concerned about availability of game items to purchase
early In the season.

R commented on how it would be useful to have earlier purchasing so that between them Winters
1 & 2 span the whole season. '

In terms of difficulty sourcing enough birds in time {fasked whether it was preferable to possibly
decrease the sample size or change the contract timing?
& suscested to review the progress of buying game items nearer the time and then decide.
@ commented that a smaller sample size might be acceptable if statistically still capable of detecti
sufficient shot birds, with confidence of detecting lead-shot birds (using Winter 1 data) etc.
commented that parallel purchasing and X-raying would help speed up this process and determime
what proportion contained shot.

& concemed that awareness of the Winter 1 study and other lead human health findings might
affect availability of game in Winter 2. Consensus that there should be no particular awareness of
Winter 1 survey as all data are to be kept confidential by all parties.

. asked if all items bought for Winter 1 were from game dealers? §ffffsummarised that Wigeon

were sourced from a shoot in the North West and also from a game dealer in the South West and
the Teal were sourced from game dealers, Mallards were on the whole source from game dealers
{(small number from supermarkets), '



BASC members’ questionnaire

& oxplained the questionnaire is now Surveys Control Unit-approved and is awaiting print and
distribution. It will take approximately 2-3 weeks to print with the aim to distribute in September
with two follow ups 2/3 weeks later.

With respect to follow ups, these would go to all recipients not just non-responders to ensure no-
one felt identified as a non-responder,

. commented that if response rate great enough after 2 circulations then do not do third although
generally felt that response rate would not be as high as would be expected for other BASC surveys.
Discussion was held about non-responder bias and also the time and resources of a third follow up
accepting that someone not responding to a first or second request is unlikely to respond to a third.
8 commented on slight concem given current delay thar a third distribution may delay analysis of
results,

A tumeline for the survey would be useful. Action.

Shoot manager qﬁesﬁonnaire (design and production)

6. AOB

explained design of the questionnaire will be based on the members’ questionnaire.

suggested merit in sending both questionnaires together to reduce chances of discussion and
conferring with colleagues about the survey. @ replied that it will depend on when the
questionnatre is approved.
In terms of length of time for approval of this questionnaire {§f explained that as it will be sent to
businesses and more than 25 farmers then both SCU and ministerial approval must be sought
although this would not necessarily delay the process (greater potential then members’ questionnaire
for problems with SCU as potentially viewed as placing another burden on business and farmers).
Recirculation to this group might constitute ‘extra burden’ but it should be put to SCU anyway for
them to decide.
raised the importance of the CLA agreeing to having members surveyed - permission would only

,gmnted once they had seen and approved the questionnaire,

e
Again ) concerned about the background of other lead issues going on. It was suggested that
although not too much to worry about at present it should be noted in the report. Acti:t%i
& s 1cd 10 receive a draft questionnaire in 2-3 weeks. Action i}
.askccl for to be copied into questionnaire design discussions. Action SNENEJIPAL
There would be an aim to coordinate distribution of both questionnaires but review progress at end
uly as 1o point in delaying members’ questionnaire unduly. '

asks if there is any merit to marketing the distribution of the members questionnaire, .
uncomfortable about this allowing opportunity of for people to discuss issues before responding,
. in agreement but also suggests publicity may encourage people to respond. Action $G to
consider

Risk register: comments made on current version provided by..to revise and append to
minutes). ‘This is to be kept as a living document and be a standing rem on agenda of forthcoming
SG meetings. Action

Include @ifin all future correspondence,

Note fiilfout of the office until August 10 2009.

7. Date of next meeting

An interim teleconference to be held in early September to review questionnaires progress. Action

The 3+ Steering Group Meeting to be held via teleconference in mid October. This meeting will also
provide an opportunity to review the progress of acquiring game for Winter 2, Action




