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Written submission from Duncan Halley 

I am a wildlife resource biologist, originally from Dundee, working in Norway since 
1992; among other things on aspects of deer management. In advance of committee 
meetings on deer management in Scotland, I thought there were two short and I 
hope pertinent points which might be of interest to you. Apologies in advance if you 
are already aware of them. 

1)      Corrour Estate in the Scottish Highlands (see below) has achieved a managed 
population reduction to levels allowing for regeneration of woodland and other 
desired effects. At the same time stag weights have increased 36% to levels 
approaching those typical of the species elsewhere, e.g. New Zealand (where many 
stocks are entirely descended from Scotland), Forestry Commission properties in 
England (partly descended from Scotland), and Norway. Most Scottish red deer are 
nutritionally stunted due to the effects of competition with each other for food. 
Domestic stock may not be managed in a way that produces such an effect, for 
ethical/animal welfare reasons.  

  

 

Further scientific data relevant to your committee’s discussions may be found in the 
full 2016 Corrour Factsheet at http://www.corrour.co.uk/media/19941/2016-corrour-
environmental-sheet.pdf. 

2)      In SW Norway, of similar climate to the Highlands, red deer densities are at a 
level which allows strong natural regeneration of woodland from a previously 
deforested state (the annual increase in woodland volume in W Norway, 2/3 the size 
of Scotland, conservatively sequesters an additional 1 million tonnes of carbon a 
year). However, the number of red deer harvested per unit area is in fact similar to 
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that of red deer estates in Scotland; see examples below; broadly typical of their 
wider regions. The animals in Norway are about 30% bigger, so both average trophy 
head quality and venison weights extracted per unit area are significantly higher. 

This happens because at these lower densities a greater % of females become 
pregnant each year; calf mortality is very low; and few animals die in winter. Thus, a 
much higher proportion of the population can be sustainably harvested. Our red deer 
hunting areas also produce other economic benefits such as timber, fuelwood, and 
domestic stock grazing within the woodlands, from the same land. 

From a purely technical standpoint, therefore, the environmental and social gains, 
such as reductions in traffic accidents, looked for in Scotland can be gained without 
reducing the actual harvest of red deer per unit area, and while increasing it both in 
terms of average trophy head quality, and venison weight extracted per unit area. 
Other sources of income from the same land would also potentially become available 
over time, while not affecting the level of deer harvest. 

 

 (Stags and hinds) 
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(A streaming video of a talk I gave at a Nordic Horizons event in Holyrood last year 
explores this area in a little more detail, 44:30 to 46:50. 
http://www.nordichorizons.org/the-nurturing-nature-event-resources.html) 
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