GHEYLAG AND PLER-FCOITD XXzl L BEIT-ZN
5th/10bh November 1974

The fifteenth annual autumn census of Qreylag inser anser and Pink-footed Geese
A. brachyrhynchus was held over the weekend of 9th/10th November 1974%. Compared with
1973 the number of Greylags has fallen by 7,000 to 69,000 and rhe number of Pinkfeet
hag increased by 7,000 to 89,000. -

The numbers of geese found roosting in each county are set out in the table
below together with comparable totals for 1972 and 1973. The totals for each county
are rounded to the nearest ten, while the national totals are rounded to the nearest
1,000. Faral flocks of OGreylags nave been cmitted where possible.

GREYLAGS PIFKFZET

S Nov & Hov 10 Nov 5 Yv & Nov 10 Nov

1972 1975 . 1974 1972 1973 1974

Orkney 20 - - - - -
Caithness 200 320 1070 - - -
Sutherland - 50 - - - -
Ross & Cromarty 1210 2300 2270 - - 180
.anerness " 460 10 820 - - -
Nairn, Moray 1520 870 1850 - - -
Aberdeen 9790 10740 5170 $500 8900 13710
Angus, Kincardine 5300 9360 11140 1090 5600 8740
Perth 29750 35990 29530 16980 33580 24420
Fife 1360 470 200 7680 k300 4710
Kinross 2300 azs0 3700 4650 5200 7250
Stirling - 10 - - = -
Dunbarton 80 600 2000 - - .
Lanark hoD 100 70 3820 1750 1600
Midlothian ko 530 330 6960 1Heo 3300
Bast Lothian 220 10 0 1600 2010 3000
Berwick 310 620 400 4400 750 2250
Peables 1600 450 - S350 e4ho 5500
Roxburgh 1070 1800 2440 1C - -
.‘.rgy 12 1440 &? 0 1 ll-}o - - -
Bute : 1120 2720 1120 - - -
Ayr 170 250 - - - B
"ﬁigtown 2020 1380 160 - - -
Lirkcudbright 2340 1180 1100 - - -
Dumfries 4&o 5C0 200 540 280 1700
Northumberland 1380 1150 430 - - -
Cumbria 1850 1570 1800 - - 160
Lancashire - = - 100 9800 11980
Humberside - - - thles] 1000 450
Lincolnshire - - - - 300 740
BRITISH TOTAL 68000 75000 69000 730C0 82000 89000
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Weather and general conditions

Saturday 9th November was not 4 good counting day, with strong to gale force winds
and periods of heavy rain. Fortunately Sunday -10th was better at least in the morning
and most counters doing dawn flight= that day reported satisfactory conditions, which

however deturiorated irom the west during the afterncon.

The wet weather of the weeks preceding the count had produced flooding in
several low-lying areas which, as usual, were made usc of as temporary roosts by
Greylags. The ever—omward murch of gas and oil pipelines, particularly thoso from
Aberdeenshire to central Scotland also produced abnormal goosc distribution in some
localities where the pipelinc route crossed traditicnal [eeding areas, Greylapgs
were more affected than Pinkfeet.




GREYLAGS
The decrease of 7,000 to 69,000, if genuine, is a little unexpected. Some
factors that may have influenced the nount have already been mentioned. However
it should also be remembered that although these annual sensuses ccver virtually
.all the known roosts and facding areas for the species there is bound to be a
counting error, probably lying between 5 and 10¥., Changes in the total of less

than 10% must be regarded with caution until further counts cnable us to decide
whether there is a trend developine, .

The breeding success in 1974, measured by agelng samples totalling 1,400
birds, was 18.8% with a2 mear brood size of 2,2. Thesa are a little below
average and might have been expected te luad to a small decreas¢ in numbers.

EINKFEET

Changes in the populations of tho two Icelandic breeding grey geese are
generally synchronised but this year an apparent fall in the number of Greylags
is matched by a rise in the total of Pinkfeet, bty 7,000 to 89,0C0, a new record.
The breeding success, on a sampls of ever 2,1C0 birds, was below average at 17 .6
with a mean brood size of 2.2. The remarks on counting error given under
Greylags apply here with the additional factor that Pinkfeet occur in rather
larger flocks and there may therefore sometimes be a greater counting error.

The distribution of Pinkfeet within the country was unususl with very large .
numbers in both the north (Aberdeenshire) and south (Lancashire) of the range,
and lower than average totals in the centre (Perthshire).

PROPOSAL TO FLACE THE GREYLAG AMD PINKFOOT ON THE 2nd SCHEDULZ

At the end of September 1974, the Sacretary of State for Scotland published
an announcement that he proposed to make an Opder under the Protection of Birds
Act 1954 placing the Groylag and the Pinkfoot on the 2nd Schedule im the six
counties: .ingus, Clackmannan, Fife, Kinross, Perth and 8tirling., He did this on
the recommendation ¢ f the advisory Committee on 3ird Protection for Senfland, in
response to complaints from farmers and landowners that the geese were causing
agricultural damage. The effect of the Order would be to make the two species
pests, liable to be shot at any time instead of only during the normal shoating
season. Objections were invited in the period befory the Order was to become
cffective. '

Vigorous protests- were made to the Secrctary of Btate by a wide variety
of bodies and also by individuals. The International Conference on the
Conservation of Wetlands and Waterfowl, held in Germany in Ducember 1974 and .
attended by the representatives of 39 nations, adopted a Recommendation that
strongly urged the Sectretary of State e reconsider his proposal, pointing
out that the conservaticn and managamsnt of geese was an intermational matter,
that many other countrics with far larger numbers of geese on farmland had been
abla to cope with similar prablems without recourse to declaring the birds pests,
that the farmers concerned already had the right under the 1954 Act to shoot the
geese out of seasop ir order to protect thuir crops, and that new scaring devices
had boen shown to be effective.

Lottors of objectivn wure sont by rhe main cunservation organisations in
Britain, including the Wildfowl Trust, the Royal Socicty for the Proteotion of
Birda, and the Scottish Ornithologists' Club, while the Wildfowlers' ihssociation
of Great Britain and Ireland objected strongly, ns did a number of local
Wildfuwiora' Clahs, Their genernl theme was the same; the proposed Order was
far too drasiic ans 1ikely to have far-reaching effects out of all proportion
to the problem that it .as. moant to solvu. '

For a long time after ».ceiving this storm of pretest nothing was heard from
the Secretary of State. Finduoy in the middle of Mpy 1975 the objecting bodies
received a letter stating that L yjay of the numbar and strength of the objections
received, the advisory Committee b yuversed its earliér advicu and that the
Sacretary of State had agreed that Vv, propesed Order should not be made. It has
been decided instead to set up a worka g party ineluding representatives of the
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wartnent of ~griculture and Fisheries for Scotland, the farmers, conservationists,
d shooters, Lo examine the aUestion of damage, on what scale it occurs, and how
hest to vrevent or alleviate it. The desire is to have some recommendations before
the geese arrive next auturm which, one hopes, will be hoth helpful and more suited
to solving the problem. It is u cause for considerable satisfaction that for once
2 conservation protest has bewn listencd to and ~he threatened action stopped.

Tt ig of :i.m:'eres_t in the ccntext of the proposed Crder to lock at the
distribution of goese between the 35ix counties mentioned in ths vroposed Order.
The Table bolow shows the actual count made in November 3% ufich of the last three
years together with the percentage o2 che Sotal pepulaticr that this represants.

TabSle. Huwbars of sercentages of sstel count of “rsylage srvi Pinkfeot in six
counties in dcotlepd, in Movember 1972-457L, '
GERG '

STIKECCT
1972 1973 i EVE 1973 1974
County Na. p Hc. : n B o, h Ny, . % No. 4

TToh 12,3 11180 16,1 10090 13,3 5600 6.8 87240 9.8
35990 k7.4 29530 42,8 6230 23.3 33580 41.0 24420 27.4
b0 0. Y 6.3 TR0 10,5 4300 5.2 4710 5.3
2350 3.1 0L 5.4 L1650 &4 5200 6.3 7250 8.2

An - - -

Angus 3320
Farth 29750
Tife 1360
Kinross 23C0
Stirling =
o (ladmannan - - - - - -

*

=
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licte 1, The rigures foo Angus will include very .mall nuaobers &f gaetay, maindy
Greylags, in Kincardinesiire,

Noke 2. These figures arv for the numbers roosging in euch vounty. Feoeding sometimes
taker place in adjacent countices, Fven allowing for this the numbera of gray
geese to be found in eicher Stirding ef “lackmanman nwc always. very amall in
Novunb :x. They ineriase durias i winver buc rarely tecal more than a fuw

Lhatsadnds

FOIBONING P L85

‘hily unz threat to the grey peese wae bein: countered, snother was appearing.
In vctober/tlovenbar 1971 up 5n 500 dreylacs nad disd in an a-en of Ferthshire after
feeding on newly-soum grairn éressed with ..n organcvhoSphorous insezticide. This
seeted -to be r isolated ineidemi ani ne furihur cnses were veported in thot or
succaeding winterz, Then in winter !974-75 thers wore four cases involving Greylags
‘ in Scotlond, .either in Angus or Perthshire, and one “n England, Humberside, when
Pinkfret wers poisoned. Tle largest Greylag incident kill.d between 300 and 400
hirds, the ethur three killud A% leack 120 between them. -he pumber of Pinkfeet
®illed on the Hamber cannot ascurately be duturmaincd ois many of the noisoned birds
dicd on their roost on he kilal river, iowever i* it known nat to ba less than
290 nnd may have boeen doubly that. Thee sood Aressing cencorned was the same in
each exse apd the aurw .8 1a 1971, <4 i widely teed b cambnt wheat bulb fly
sl anpears to be nora btoxic to wila gueso thnn te any other forme of wildlife.
Followine thess recent incidents il ins be-en roezmmended that furcher tests are
carricd cut on the lLusecticiou, cail geerunt of e ineddents will bhe
appenring in ¥ildiowl °o5, due ent L Hevesher 1975,
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I apologise for the extrmemly late issue of this report. Yher it was initially
prepared carly in the New Year we were lzd to believe that an announcement from
the Secretary of St~te¢ concerning his proposed Order was imminent. tisguidedly
I believed this and held off issuing the report until we heard. This position was
maintained for the next four and n half months before we finally heard on May 23zd.

27th Hay 1975 M,u.Cgilvie,
The Wildfowl Trust,
Slimbridge,
Gloucester,
GL2 7ET.



