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Summary 
 
Under the Environment Act (EA) 2021 the UK government set out a series of legally binding targets  
to protect the environment, clean up our air and rivers and boost nature. The Environmental 
Improvement Plan (EIP) published in 2023 reiterated and elaborated on the UK’s commitment to the 
aims of this Act. This identified 10 goals for environmental improvement and an expanded set of 
targets which included additional measurable targets alongside those legally binding targets set 
through EA (EIP 2023).  
 
In line with the principles outlined in the 2010 report ‘Making Space for Nature’ (Lawton 2011) which 
called for bigger, better and more joined-up nature recovery networks, the EA 2021 required 48 local 
authorities to lead the preparation of local nature recovery strategies. Hence nature recovery is 
central to the achievement of the aims of the Environment Act. 
 
As an activity that has long contributed to shaping different landscapes within the UK, shooting is 
inextricably intertwined with many features of the countryside regarded as natural. Shooting is  
a necessary pre-condition for the preservation of healthy populations of some plants and animals. 
Shooting incentivises the creation of nature rich habitats. Shooting is also known to increase the 
structural complexity of ecosystems in which it is practised. Shooting’s support for nature in England is 
reflected in the value of its contribution to natural capital benefits which are worth over £1.1 billion per 
annum in the UK as a whole. In England, these benefits include:   

�  Increased carbon sequestration 
�  Improvements in air quality 
�  Supporting and restoration of natural hydrology  
�  Conservation and management of wetlands 
�  Lowland tree planting and hedgerow protection (320,000 hectares of woodlands are maintained 

     for shooting)  
�  Making farmland more wildlife friendly 
�  Rewetting and sustainably managing peatlands (18,000 hectares rewetted) 
�  Creation and maintenance of nesting sites and grounds 
�  Targeted control of pests and predators protecting vulnerable plant and animal life  
�  Control of invasive species 
�  Protection of woodlands from overgrazing 
�  Maintenance of healthy populations of native and introduced wildlife species  
�  Support for conservation research and evidence-based management  



Many of these benefits directly support targets under the current EIP. Shooting also indirectly supports 
environmental goals of the EIP by, for example: 

�  Incentivising landowners to participate in environmental management schemes 
�  Incentivising the planting and maintenance of woodlands and hedgerows 
�  Enabling landowners to develop and implement wildlife management programmes 
�  Offering more sustainable economic alternatives to intensive agriculture 
�  Providing models of best practice for conservation 
�  Educating to support nature recovery 
�  Preserving skills, knowledge and practices that contribute to nature recovery  

 
The shooting community is also actively addressing potentially negative environmental impacts 
linked to shooting. Examples include its role in efforts to protect wildlife (such as through participation 
in the Hen Harrier Task Force) and the development and adoption of guidelines and codes of practice 
aimed to ensure shooting continues to be sustainable and nature positive. Two robust examples of 
this are the Code of Good Shooting Practice and BASC’s Sustainable Shooting Code of Practice for 
Wildfowl Quarry Species. 
 
It is important to recognise that shooting provides a direct incentive for nature recovery, as many of 
the actions required to manage land for shooting support biodiversity and deliver other 
environmental benefits. It should also be noted that the conservation work undertaken by the 
shooting community is often self-funded. This voluntary support for habitat creation and 
management is valued at £450 million per year in England alone. Shooters have access to resources 
such as land, finance, local knowledge and management skills which means the shooting community 
already supports nature in England and is well placed to make further contributions to local nature 
recovery strategies. 
 
The critical question in relation to the impact of any activity which affects land and natural resources 
is whether, on balance and based on evidence, the overall contribution has a positive impact on 
nature. Our analysis shows shooting supports six of the ten nature recovery goals included in the EIP 
(2023) and 18 of the government’s current nature recovery targets, including four of the legally 
binding targets set out in the EA (2021). It does so in a way which places a significantly lower burden 
on the taxpayer than proposed alternative approaches, while safeguarding rural livelihoods and 
cultural heritage. Nature recovery in the UK can best be served by further developing the positive 
environmental role of shooting.  
 
In order to do so we recommend:     
1)   Taking steps to improve recognition and understanding of shooting’s capacity to support 
     government policies for nature recovery. 

2)  Improving collaboration on measures that support environmental improvement.  



  
Introduction: nature in English landscapes 
 
Public and academic reports regularly state that concern about the state of the UK’s natural 
environment is widely shared among the population (Upham et al 2009). This concern is reflected in 
public policy, leading the government to adopt policies aimed at supporting nature recovery. It is 
important to understand that the UK’s varied landscapes and the nature found in them depend on 
relationships between the human and natural world (Brady 2006). So much so that many features 
regarded as ‘natural’ owe their presence to human activity (Mathews and Selman 2006). In the UK we 
are dealing with landscapes with nature in them rather than natural landscapes, and delivering 
nature recovery in the UK will require changes in relationships between people and nature.  
 
Shooting has played a significant role in land management and remains a key stakeholder in 
maintaining and safeguarding nature in the UK (Done and Muir 2001). In the context of nature 
recovery, it is important to note shooting differs from many land uses in the UK because improved 
biodiversity and the presence of wild plants and animal species are a direct and intended 
requirement for the activity itself (Oldfield et al 2003). Consequently, members of the shooting 
community are heavily engaged in conservation. This conservation work is often funded by the sector 
itself or carried out on a voluntary basis on a scale which would otherwise be difficult to achieve. In 
2023, for example, Cognisense estimated the value of shooters’ unpaid voluntary conservation work  
in England at £450 million. In the context of the UK government’s commitment to nature recovery, 
shooting has significant current involvement in land management and an important role to play  
in delivering on policy goals and targets. 



Nature recovery and UK policy 
 
Nature recovery refers to actions “taking us from protection to active restoration of the natural world” 
(The Nature Recovery Network 2024). In the context of UK policy, the concept was incorporated during 
the implementation of the Environment Act (2021) via the Environmental Improvement Plan (2023). 
The EIP gave 48 local authorities responsibility for developing local nature recovery strategies (LNRS). 
These authorities were required to consult widely with stakeholders in their areas in order to develop 
proposals for measures intended to achieve nature recovery. This approach was in line with the 
Lawton Principles outlined in the 2010 report ‘Making Space for Nature: A review of England’s Wildlife 
Sites and Ecological Network’. This stressed the importance of supporting networks of biodiversity sites 
as part of a more ‘joined-up’ landscape approach to nature recovery in the UK (Lawton 2011).  
 
Rather than offering a one-size-fits-all solution, this approach involves drawing up plans that reflect 
the specific biodiversity priorities of their areas and that provide opportunity maps to suggest where 
action for nature recovery will have most impact.  
 
 
Shooting and nature 
 
As a widely dispersed community that is closely involved in land use and management as well as 
conservation activities, the shooting community is well placed to support the current approach to UK 
nature recovery. Members of the shooting community often possess extensive and detailed 
knowledge of the sites in which they are active. This places them in a unique position to monitor 
ecosystem health, support local nature recovery plans and contribute to evidence-based 
management. Just as significantly, aspects of the management of land for shooting have both direct 
and indirect positive impacts on nature.     
 



The direct positive 
impact of shooting  
 
The shooting community is actively involved 
in managing extensive areas for which 
viable alternative management strategies 
do not exist. In doing so, shooting often 
supports nature recovery targets on a self-
financing basis. Thus, shooting already 
supports nature recovery (OXSREV 2025). 
Shooting delivers a range of direct benefits 
to nature across a wide range of landscapes 
and ecosystems. These include moors and 
other uplands, lowland woods, arable and 
improved grassland as well as inland and 
coastal wetlands. The unpaid voluntary 
conservation work undertaken by the 
shooting community has been estimated as 
being worth £450 million per year in England 
(Cognisense 2024). While Eftec and Strutt & 
Parker (2024) estimate the natural capital 
value generated by shooting is worth more 
than £1.1 billion per year.  
 

 

The positive impact of shooting on CO2 emissions,  
air and water quality 
 
CO2 
Shooting incentivises the planting of trees and shrubs and protects plant life through the control of 
invasive species and wildlife, contributing positively to rates of carbon sequestration (GWCT 2019). 
Eftec and Strutt & Parker (2024) calculated the value of this sequestration in 2023 for England as £224 
million. Peer-reviewed evidence suggests more extensive control of deer can further bolster 
sequestration (Spracklen et al 2025).  
 
Air quality 
Vegetation removes pollutants from the air, benefiting people and nature. Eftec and Strutt & Parker 
(2024) estimate the reduction of pollutants by vegetation on land planted for shooting generates 
£37.6 million annually in savings on healthcare in England alone. As it is now known that the negative 
impacts of air pollution are more severe and occur at lower levels than previously thought (Burnett et 
Al 2018) this figure likely understates this contribution.   
 
Water quality and hydrology 
Shooting plays an important role in protecting water supplies and maintaining the hydrological 
structure of some landscapes. Rewetting restores peatland hydrology, supporting carbon 
sequestration and reducing vulnerability to deep peat fires. In 2019 the GWCT found that drain 
blocking on upland peats used in shooting had rewet 18,000 hectares of peatland. Besides nature 
recovery, this helps safeguard the 70 per cent of UK drinking water which is sourced from upland 
peats (International Union for Conservation of Nature 2022). Shooting also encourages the creation 
and management of lowlands woods, enhancing water quality and reducing flood risk. Eftec and 
Strutt & Parker estimate such areas store 18.9 million cubic metres of water in the UK.  



Habitat management benefits of shooting 
  
Positive impacts on habitats apply across all shooting activities, with the level of benefit further 
increased by compliance with the Code of Good Shooting Practice, and other sustainable  
practice codes.  
 
Woodland 
Woodland is recognised as being important for nature recovery. However, commercial forestry 
creates monocultures with limited biodiversity benefit and the creation of biodiverse woodlands is 
costly. In 2023 Eftec and Strutt & Parker estimated that 18 per cent of England’s woodlands (some 
241,000 hectares) are on land used for lowland game shoots. These woodlands contain a large 
proportion of native flora, including slow-growing deciduous trees. The management of these areas 
for shooting includes practices such as coppicing, skylighting and the creation of shrubby edges and 
wide rides which benefit wildlife.  
 
A recent study by OXSREV (2025) confirms that woodland managed for shooting has greater 
structural density than other wooded areas. In terms of the government’s legal target of increasing 
woodland cover and canopy cover to 16.5 per cent by 2050, lowland game shoots play an 
exceptionally important role. Fifteen per cent of lowland game shoots are covered in woodland;  
this is well above the average for England. 
 
Hedgerows 
Shooting incentivises the creation and protection of hedgerows which are recognised as important 
habitats for native shrubs and other plants and wildlife. Complementing the Lawton Principles, 
hedgerows act as ‘wildlife highways’ connecting wooded biodiversity havens. Research conducted by 
OXSREV (2025) shows that land managed for game shooting has twice the density of hedgerows than 
comparator sites.  



Farmland management for shooting  
Measures employed on farmland used for lowland shoots support wildlife (Madden 2023). This 
includes game bird feeding that also supports wildlife (GWCT 2017). More generally, well managed 
sustainable shooting offers a low-intensity alternative in areas where farmers are being encouraged 
to move away from intensive agriculture.  
 
Enhanced wetland and salt marsh management 
Wildfowling causes less disturbance than other human activities in wetlands (Bierman 2020).  
A census of BASC-affiliated wildfowl clubs indicates that up to 500,000 acres of wetlands in the UK are 
either owned and managed directly by wildfowling clubs or are managed with their involvement. UK 
wildfowlers have a long history of contributing to nature recovery in areas of coastal wetland used for 
shooting. Activities include the clearance of encroaching trees, targeted grazing and mowing, the 
creation of scrapes to support feeding, improving breeding productivity through the provision of 
islands for nesting and nest tubes and the targeted control of pests, predators and invasive species 
such as mink.  
 
Elsewhere, wildfowlers monitor the health of wetlands and their wildlife. Wildfowlers engage in a wide 
range of citizen science projects in support of nature recovery (Bierman 2020, Musgrove et al 2001). 
Researchers have also pointed to the potential of wildfowling as a sustainable nature-based activity 
in wetlands with high ecological value (Rotherham et al 2005). 
 
Upland habitats 
When undertaken in line with sustainability best practice, upland management for shooting supports 
nature recovery. The Werritty review (2019) confirmed that in Scotland regular controlled burning of 
vegetation, managed in accordance with the Muirburn Code, increases above-ground biodiversity (of 
plants, birds, invertebrates) compared with unburnt moorland. Work undertaken at the University of 
York shows controlled burning of upland managed for shooting reduces wildfire risk and improves 
carbon sequestration (Heinemeyer et al 2023). In addition, and as mentioned above, the restoration  
of these areas via drain blocking is taking place (GWCT 2019). Responsible management of upland 
areas for shooting also benefits other species (Denny and Latham-Green 2020, Eftec and Strutt & 
Parker 2023).  



 
Wildlife management benefits of shooting 
 
Shooting enhances levels of wildlife diversity and contributes to the welfare and health of wildlife 
populations in a number of ways. These include: 
 
Improvement of breeding efficiency 
Wildfowling clubs and managers of upland and lowland game shoots take a range of actions to 
encourage successful breeding (Tharem et al 2001). These include the provision and maintenance of 
breeding and nesting sites, control of predators and reduction in human interference.  
 
Feed 
The maintenance of landscapes for shooting increases the abundance of naturally occurring plants 
and animals which support wild fauna. This is reflected in the abundance and complexity of wildlife 
populations in areas managed for shooting. Data shows wild birds and mammals benefit from the 
feeding of released gamebirds (GWCT 2019).  
 
Deer management 
While there is no accurate figure, it is often suggested that UK deer numbers are at their highest at 
more than two million. This poses problems for biodiversity and carbon sequestration. The UK’s deer 
population includes recently introduced invasive species such as muntjac that threaten native plant 
and animal life. By reducing deer numbers, shooting protects woodlands, allows tree regeneration 
and protects conservation sites (Mackinnon et al 2025). Due to their movements, collaborative 
management of deer at landscape level is needed (Davies et al 2012). In this context, the national 
network of deer managers is an important conservation resource.  
 
Grey squirrel management 
Grey squirrels are invasive in the UK and their introduction has resulted in multiple local extinctions of 
native red squirrels. Grey squirrels damage and kill trees and their impact is particularly severe 
among native deciduous trees (British Red Squirrel not dated). Besides their impact on forest 
composition and carbon sequestration, the loss of these trees has further adverse impacts on  
species which depend on them. Grey squirrels negatively impact on woodland birds (Newsom et al 
2010). The need to control them is widely recognised and the shooting community plays a key role  
in this respect.  
 
Goose management     
The UK population of geese combines numerous species, some of which are protected and others 
which are quarry species. However, both can be present in numbers that cause significant 
environmental and economic problems. Nature recovery requires a combination of species-specific 
management practices for geese and other wildfowl (Bainbridge 2017). Shooters play an important 
role in managing numbers, while balancing the needs of individual species through monitoring and 
supporting citizen science 
 
Other pests and predators 
Predator control contributes directly to the increased abundance of ground-nesting birds, including 
many high priority species of wader like the curlew. Given the broad range of species concerned 
(foxes, corvids, mink etc) it is difficult to draw general conclusions on the impact of pest control on 
nature recovery. However, Cognisense (2024) found that the identification and targeted removal  
of predators via shooting has significant economic value and advantages over other forms of  
pest control. 
 



  The indirect positive contribution of shooting  
 
Shooting also generates indirect systemic effects that can contribute to nature recovery. 
 
Incentivising participation in agri-environment schemes 
Many actions included in agri-environment schemes (AESs) such as the creation of hedgerows, 
woodlands and diverse field margins simultaneously promote biodiversity and provide cover for 
game species.  
 
Incentivising the planting of woodlands  
The UK is struggling to meet its targets for tree planting (DEFRA 2022). By providing a supplementary 
income, shooting incentivises the planting and maintenance of diverse and wildlife-friendly 
woodlands.   
 
Enabling deer and squirrel management plans 
Grey squirrel and deer management are integral to nature recovery. Management plans for both  
are already a necessary precondition for some government grants. These plans rely heavily on the 
involvement of the shooting community. It is important to recognise that while landowners receive 
payments from these schemes, those who are involved in shooting in support of these plans  
generally do not. 
 
Providing sustainable rural employment and wealth creation 
Shooting is a high-value and sustainable economic activity that has the potential to support  
wellbeing and livelihood in rural communities while aiding nature recovery as part of a ‘just  
transition’. The scale of shooting’s importance to England's rural economy was outlined by 
Cognisense (2024) who estimated that the gross value added (GVA) derived from shooting in the UK 
as a whole is £3.3 billion, based on wider economic activity of around £9.3 billion, creating the 
equivalent of 67,000 full time jobs. 



Shooting’s contribution to specific UK nature  
recovery targets 
 
Nature recovery goals and targets 
 
The Environment Act of 2021 set out 13 legally binding  targets to support environmental 
improvements in biodiversity, air quality, water quality and resource efficiency and waste reduction. 
These legally binding targets are: 
1)   To halt the decline in species abundance by 2030. 
2)  To increase species abundance so that by 2042 it is greater than in 2022 and at least 10 per cent 
     greater than in 2030.  

3)  By the end of 2042, to improve the Red List Index for England for species extinction compared to 
     2022 levels. 

4)  To restore or create more than 500,000 hectares of wildlife rich habitat by 2042, with an interim 
     target of restoring or creating 140,000 hectares of wildlife rich habitats outside protected sites 
     by 2028.  

5)  To Increase tree canopy and woodland cover to 16.5 per cent of total land area in England by 2050, 
     with an interim target of increasing this by 0.26 per cent by 31 January 2028. 

6)  To reduce population exposure to fine particulate matter (PM2.5) by 35 per cent in 2040 compared 
     to 2018 levels. 

7)  To ensure that the maximum annual mean concentration of PM2.5 in 2040 must be equal to 10 
     micrograms per cubic metre. 

8)  To reduce nitrogen, phosphorus and sediment pollution from agriculture into the water 
     environment by at least 40 per cent by 2038, compared to a 2018 baseline.  

9)  To reduce phosphorus loadings from treated wastewater by 80 per cent by 2038.  
10)To halve the length of rivers and estuaries polluted by harmful metals from abandoned metal 
     mines by 2038. 

11)  To reduce the use of public water supply in England per head of population by 20 per cent from the 
     2019 to 2020 baseline reporting figures, by 31 March 2038. 

12) 70 per cent of the designated features in the Marine Protected Areas network to be in favourable 
     condition by 2042, with the remainder in recovering condition. 

13)Reduce residual waste (excluding major mineral wastes) kg per capita by 50 per cent by 2042 
     from 2019 levels. 
  



 
The Environmental Improvement Plan (EIP) further developed the approach outlined in the EA outlining 
10 nature recovery goals. These were: 
1)   Thriving plants and wildlife: the apex goal 
2)  Clean air  
3)  Clean and plentiful water  
4)  Manage exposure to chemicals and pesticides  
5)  Maximise our resources, minimise our waste  
6)  Using our resources from nature sustainably  
7)   Mitigating and adapting to climate change  
8)  Reduced risk of harm from environmental hazards  
9)  Enhancing biosecurity  
10)Enhancing beauty and our engagement with the natural environment. 
 
In relation to these ten goals the EIP details a total of 66 specific targets and commitments which 
include the 13 legally binding targets listed above. Eftec (2025) undertook an analysis of these targets, 
identifying those for which there is strong evidence that shooting has a positive impact. This analysis 
found that shooting strongly supports four of the legally binding targets set out in the EA (2024), six  
of the ten goals listed in the EIP and a total of 18 of the specific targets set out in that plan. Table 1 lists 
the targets in the EIP under Goal 1 (Thriving plants and wildlife: the apex goal) for the programme, with 
the legally binding targets under the EA shaded in orange. Table Two details the other EIP goals and 
targets that shooting supports.   
 

Government Environment Act (2021) targets that have: (i) a clear 
link to shooting activity and (ii) for which the impact of shooting is 
potentially high

Shooting’s impact pathway

Goal 1: Thriving plants and wildlife

Halt the decline in species abundance by 2030. And then 
Increase species abundance so that by 2042 it is greater than in 
2022 and at least 10 per cent greater than in 2030. 

Shooting supports 
conservation and breeding 
efficiency management 
covers a significant 
percentage of UK priority.

Improve the GB IUCN Red List Index for England for species 
extinction compared to 2022 levels by the end of 2042.

Shooting contributes  
to some species  
recovery plans.

Restore or create more than 500,000 hectares of wildlife rich 
habitat by 2042. (Includes interim target: restore or create 140,000 
hectares of wildlife rich habitats outside protected sites by 2028).

Shooting management  
has significant 
involvement in habitat 
management schemes.

Increase tree canopy and woodland cover to 16.5 per cent of total 
land area in England by 2050.

Shoots are more likely to 
plant new woodland  
(OXSREV 2025).

Table 1. Targets under Goal 1 of the EIP on which shooting has a significant impact  
(legally binding targets shaded green)



All sites of special scientific interest (SSSIs) to have an up-to-date 
condition assessment and 50 per cent to have actions on track to 
achieve favourable condition by 31 January 2028.

Some SSSIs support  
shooting interest.

Restore 75 per cent  of protected sites to favourable condition by 
2042.

Some SSSIs support 
shooting interest.

65–80 per cent of landowners and farmers adopting nature-friendly 
farming on at least 10-15 per cent of their land by 2030 (also  
a Farming and Countryside Programme (FCP) objective). 

Shooting occurs on a 
significant percentage that 
could enter AESs / use 
integrated crop 
management.

70 per cent of agricultural land and 70 per cent of farm holdings will 
be covered by new farming schemes by 2028.

Shooting occurs on a 
significant percentage  
of land that can enter 
AESs/ICM(integrated crop 
management).

Ensure that by 2030 at least 30 per cent of areas of degraded 
terrestrial, inland water, and marine and coastal ecosystems are 
under effective restoration.

Shooting occurs on a 
significant percentage of 
land that could be restored.

Ensure that by 2030 at least 30 per cent of terrestrial and inland 
water areas, and marine and coastal areas, are effectively 
conserved and managed through ecologically representative,  
well-connected and equitably governed systems of protected  
areas and other effective area-based measures.

Shooting occurs on a 
significant percentage  
of land that could be 
managed.

Create or restore 30,000 miles of hedgerows a year by 2037 and 
45,000 miles of hedgerows a year by 2050, returning hedgerow 
lengths in England to 10 per cent above the 1984 peak (360,000 
miles).

Shooting occurs on a 
significant percentage  
of land that could create or 
restore hedges under AESs.

Bring 240,000 hectares of peatland under new restoration 
management by 2050 and, from 2026, continue management of all 
restored peatland. High – as shooting occurs on a significant 
percentage of peatland habitats.

Shooting occurs on a 
significant percentage  
of peatland habitats.

Table 1 continued...



Government Environment Act (2021) targets that have: (i) a clear 
link to shooting activity and (ii) for which the impact of shooting is 
potentially high 

Shooting’s impact pathway

EA Goal 4 - Manage exposure to chemicals and pesticides

Reducing the amount of lead in the environment. Shooting community is 
reducing use of lead.

EA Goal 6 - Using our resources from nature sustainably

Halt and reverse forest loss and land degradation globally by 2030. Shooters maintain and 
actively manage a higher 
proportion of woodland than 
other users and are more 
like to plant new woodland.

Improving woodland management for sustainable timber 
production (also a FCP objective), building the capacity of the 
forestry sector and implementation of due diligence legislation for 
forest risk commodities.

Woodlands that are shot 
over are more likely to be 
managed that those that 
are not.

EA Goal 7 - Mitigating and adapting to climate change

Net Zero emissions by 2050, including carbon budgets 4, 5 and 6, 
and the UK’s 2030 Nationally Determined Contribution (NDC).

Shooting occurs on a 
significant percentage of 
habitats that contribute to 
sequestration or emissions 
from land.

EA Goal 8 - Reduced risk of harm from environmental hazards

Increasing resilience and reducing the risk of wildfires across 
peatland and woodland.

Shooting occurs on a 
significant percentage of 
peatland and woodland.

EA Goal 9 - Enhancing biosecurity 

Reduce the number of introductions and establishments of  
invasive non-native species (INNS) by at least 50 per cent in 2030  
(an FCP objective).

Shooting occurs on a 
significant percentage of 
land where INNS can be 
both introduced and 
controlled.

Table 2. Targets under Goal 9-10 of the EIP on which shooting has a significant impact 



Conclusion 
While the concept of nature recovery is well understood and enjoys widespread support, delivering it in 
the UK presents challenges. The UK’s landscapes and ecosystems have differing features and 
characteristics. Levels of degradation vary, as do the range of possible options and targets for nature 
recovery. Besides being sites of importance in relation to natural capital, the UK’s landscapes are also 
sites of cultural heritage, agricultural production and livelihood generation which must also be 
recognised and safeguarded. Efforts to recover nature which fail to take note of and respect the needs 
and values of the people who live in these areas will struggle.  
 
The shooting community continues to play a central and positive role in the wellbeing of rural 
communities and the natural environment. If fully recognised and supported, it has the potential to do 
more. It is important to note shooting is one of the few land uses in rural areas in which measures to 
promote nature recovery are directly incentivised. Shooting makes a wide range of resources available 
to nature recovery. These include knowledge, skills and a network of organisations as well as financial 
resources. In this paper we have documented multiple ways in which the management of land for 
shooting supports nature recovery. While a small number of issues and incidents have been used to 
question this role, it is the case that even those activities associated with shooting which are regarded 
as having potentially adverse impacts on nature can contribute to “processes of change that can lead 
to beneficial direct and associated effects on habitats and wildlife” (NE 2020). 
 
Where there is potential for conflict, the shooting community is actively engaged in efforts to address 
them. Those involved in shooting have developed and voluntarily adopted a range of guidelines, such 
as the Code of Good Shooting Practice and BASC’s Sustainable Shooting Code of Practice for Wildfowl 
Quarry Species, which enhance the sector’s sustainability. Through its involvement in conservation 
efforts such as the Hen Harrier Task Force, and in a wide range of citizen science projects, shooting 
supports measures to safeguard vulnerable wildlife. The shooting community also invests in 
conservation both as part of its normal activities and through financial support for conservation 
initiatives (such as the BASC Wildlife Fund). The contribution of shooting to nature recovery is 
overwhelmingly positive.   



Unlocking the full potential of shooting 
for nature recovery 
 
We believe nature recovery can only be enhanced if the UK government recognises the role that 
shooting can and does play. In order to develop this role we recommend:   
1)   Taking steps to improve the recognition and understanding of shooting’s capacity to support 
     government policies for nature recovery by:  
�  Recognising and taking seriously shooting’s role in delivering nature recovery. 
�  Improving capacity to quantify the aspects of shooting that have the most direct links to UK targets 

     i.e. woodland creation and restoration, uptake of nature-friendly farm measures, 
     peatland/moorland restoration and conservation of high-value wetlands.  
�  Accurately assessing and sharing information about the scale of these contributions with 

     stakeholders, policymakers and the general public.  
 
2)  Taking steps to improve collaboration on measures that support environmental improvement 
     which might include: 
�  Fostering dialogue with the shooting community about its role in nature recovery.  
�  Sharing best practice and knowledge on links between shooting-related land management 

     practices (e.g. controlled burning of vegetation, sustainable gamebird release, tree planting,
     deer management) and nature recovery.  
�  Fostering links between shooting interests and the broader strategy for nature recovery.  
�  Increasing the tie-in of the shooting community’s nature recovery role and environmental 

     schemes, such as Green Financing and Green Social Prescribing. 
�  Exploring how shooting can incentivise other nature recovery measures such as peatland 

     restoration. 
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