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Background

Nature Watch Group (NWG) was instigated in 2022 by residents of the parish group of Queen Thorne,
north of Sherborne on the Dorset side of the Somerset/Dorset border. Some residents had become
alarmed at the obvious and rapid loss of biodiversity in the locality, the lack of recording of those losses,
and the lack of action by statutory bodies to reverse the visible local trend.

The area of the Queen Thorne parish group is situated in the Sherborne Rural constituency of West
Dorset and comprises mainly agricultural land with villages, conservation areas and some nature
reserves, both private and accessible to the public. As such many of the issues pertinent to the locality
are also relevant to England as a whole, given utilised agricultural area accounted for 69% of the total
area of the UK in 2025. (1)

NWG is a Charitable Incorporated Organisation (ClO), which gained charitable status in September of
2023, with the aim of promoting the conservation, protection and improvement of the physical and
natural environment, particularly, but not exclusively, in the parish of Queen Thorne by undertaking
research into the environment and its biodiversity, and disseminating the results for the benefit of the
public.

NWG broaches topics pertinent to our locality and the impact of hunting with hounds is one which is
widely felt and divisive amongst residents, and impacts the physical and natural environment and it's
biodiversity. NWG has elected to research this difficult topic in line with the groups charitable remit, in
promoting conservation, protection and improvement of the physical and natural environment. This
report aims to take into consideration a diversity of opinion and test those opinions with physical
observation.

NWG is made up of volunteers, including a board of three trustees who direct the group. This report
includes statements of Trustees’ declarations of potential bias (Appendix 1).

i Charitable Objects:

To promote the conservation,
protection and improvement of the
physical and natural environment in
the parish of Queen Thorne in
particular, but not exclusively, by

v undertaking research into the
NATURE WATCH epviropmept and its” biodiversity, and

. N disseminating the results for the benefit

REG. CHARITY NO. 1204564 of the public.
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Methodology

This report consists of: (i) a survey to gain views of a cross section of the rural community and (ii)
firsthand witness accounts by NWG volunteers who have attended organised hunt meets. Data was
gathered between 2nd June 2025 and 6th April 2026.

Survey Methodology:

An on-line survey was conducted consisting of five basic questions and a free text option to give more
detail (Appendix 2). Questions were based on the most common views NWG trustees had been made
aware of in the local community. The survey was available on NWGs website and available to all with
internet access.

The survey information made clear the following points:

« All submissions would be kept anonymous and in line with data protection guidelines.

« Submissions would be collated and used to promote conservation, protection and improvement of the
natural environment, and the protection of wildlife.

« All members of rural communities were encouraged to share their views.

Following the request for name and area of residence, the questions were as follows:

1. Do you find hunt activity to be beneficial to yourself? 1a. If yes, please describe how.

Have you been affected by hunt activity negatively in any of the following ways? (Select all that
apply): Distress to pets and/or livestock; Wildlife distress; Fear and anxiety of self/
family/children/friends; Fear and anxiety of property/pets/livestock; Abusive/intimidating behaviour;
Traffic disturbance/violations; Trespass on property; Out of control hounds; Other. 2a. If you have
selected any of the above please give details of incidents with dates and location if possible.

3. If yes to Question 2, did you notify the police? 3a. If yes, how did you feel the police handled your
concerns? Was any further action taken? Would you contact the police again regarding hunt
activity? 3b. If no, why didn’t you contact the police?

4. Do you feel that current legislation and punitive measures are robust enough to protect wildlife from
hunting with hounds? 4a. If no, how do you think this could be improved?

5. If you would like to make any further relevant comments, please do so here.

Raising Awareness:

To raise awareness of the on-line survey, NWG had postcard sized information cards printed (Appendix
3). In total approximately 700 of these were randomly distributed.

NWG volunteers posted the majority of cards through letterboxes in Charlton Horethorne, Somerset;
Leigh, Dorset; Bishops Caundle, Dorset. These villages were chosen as having high hunt activity in the
surrounding countryside, with Charlton Horethorne being home to the Blackmore and Sparkford Vale
(BSV) Hunt kennels. NWG therefore hoped to receive a diversity of views.

When NWG volunteers encountered residents they ensured personal neutrality and to encourage
submission of all views.

A QR Code was included on the cards to help make the survey easily accessible by Smartphone.
Cards were also made available at environmental events including Dorset COP ’25, Sturminster

Newton, and at Wild Summit '25, Bristol, and NWG posted occasional information on their Instagram
account, @naturewatchgroup, with links to the survey.
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Survey Results

Response Distribution:

The total number of valid submissions to the NWG Hunting with Hounds on-line survey was 52 (after
removing 13 duplicates from the overall 65 submissions). All percentages shown have been rounded to
nearest 0.5%.

Appendix 4 shows submissions were made from 5 counties; 32 (61.5%) submissions were made from
within Dorset (NWG’s home county), followed 11 (21%) from Somerset. Smaller numbers of responses
were also made from Devon, Oxfordshire, and Wiltshire, and two respondents did not state their area of
residence.

Appendix 5 shows that overall 40 (77%) of respondents reported hunt activity was not beneficial to
themselves, with 12 (23%) reporting that it was beneficial. These numbers confirm that NWG has been
successful in reaching people with different experiences of hunt activity.

Q1: Do you find hunt activity to be beneficial to yourself?

Out of the 12 respondents who agreed that hunt activity was beneficial to themselves, 10 explained
how. Table 1 details the responses in order of receipt.

The key themes include:

« tradition and pageantry (1:1, 1:7, 1:8, 1:10) ;

« community building (1:2, 1:3, 1:5, 1:6);

« mental and physical health benefits (1:2, 1:5, 1:6);

« to help the rural economy and employment (1:3, 1:8, 1:9);

« for the benefit of wildlife (1:4);

« to protect farm animals from predators and vermin (1:10);

« as a dead-stock collection service for fallen livestock (1:8).

Table 1:
Question 1: Showing respondents reasoning for hunt activity being beneficial to themselves.
(Numbers in first column indicate corresponding comments from other tables where given.)

1:1 “It’s a tradition and it's a lovely sight to see. They don’t kill foxes anymore do they?”
1:1

1:2 “Social, physical and mental health”

1:2, 5.7

“It has enabled members of the rural community to come together in a friendly environment. It has
benefited local businesses through the added work it brings to the community.”

1:4 “Hunting with hounds is scientifically proven to be beneficial to the welfare of the pray. Sadly
1:4, 2:33, | under trail hunting other forms of control such as snaring and shooting, both of which do not
3:10 provide an instant death nor are selective are now more prevalent. It is also known that the antis
are in a class war.”
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1:5 “Exercise, meeting other people and mental wellbeing.”

1:5, 2:34,

3b:22,

5:11

1:6 “Yes, a hunt member now visits me regularly after my near fatal mental health crisis, I'd struggle
1:6, 5:12 | without the varied visitors that come from the hunt.”

1:7 “Part of the village make up.”

1:7, 517

1:8 “It is part of our heritage. The fabric of rural life. Provides a purpose for horse and hounds and
1:8 jobs for people. A deadstock collection service for farmers.”

1:9 “l am a farmer and support the rural economy.”

1:9, 2:35,

5:21

1:10 “l love seeing the horses and riders enjoying the countryside. Hunting is one way of keeping the
1:10, number of vermin and predators to farm animals at bay.”

5:22

Q2: Have you been affected by hunt activity negatively...

As shown on Appendix 5, of the options given by respondents who had been negatively affected by
hunt activity, the most commonly chosen complaints were out of control hounds (27/40 (67.5%)) and
traffic disturbance/ violations (26/40 (65%)); with wildlife distress and fear and anxiety of the safety of
pets, livestock and property close behind (23/40 (57.5%) each).

Fear and anxiety of the safety of self/ family/children/friends, actual distress to pets and/or livestock and
having experienced abusive/intimidating behaviour from hunt activity were each reported by over half of
the respondents who answered question 2 (21/40 (52.5%) each).

Trespass on property was endorsed by just under half of the respondents (16/40 (40%)).
Seven of the 40 respondents (17.5%) endorsed ‘other’ problems which had not been included in the list.

Seven of the 40 respondents (17.5%) reported having experienced all eight of the listed impacts.

Question 2a. Asked respondents to Question 2 to substantiate their answers with details of incidents
with dates and locations and 32 of those respondents provided further details. Table 2 shows those
comments.

The key themes include:

« intimidatory behaviour (2:1, 2:4, 2:6, 2:8, 2:9, 2:10, 2:11, 2:13, 2:15, 2:16, 2:17, 2:18, 2:21, 2:23, 2:24,
2:25, 2:28, 2:29, 2:30, 2:32, 2:33 );

« traffic/ rights of way disruption (2:1, 2:4, 2:6, 2:9, 2:10, 2:11, 2:12, 2:13, 2:14, 2:15, 2:16, 2:17, 2:21,

2:22,2:23, 2:24, 2:27, 2:28, 2:29, 2:30, 2:32);

out of control hounds (2:1, 2:2, 2:3, 2:6, 2:8, 2:9, 2:13, 2:15, 2:17, 2:19, 2:22, 2:27, 2:28, 2:29, 2:30);

interference with wildlife (2:1, 2:5, 2:6, 2:8, 2:9, 2:10, 2:17, 2:19, 2:21, 2:23, 2:24, 2:31, 2:34);

distress to pets and livestock (2:1, 2:3, 2:4, 2:6, 2:8, 2:9, 2:18, 2:20, 2:21, 2:23, 2:29, 2:30, 2:32);

trespass on property (2:1, 2:3, 2:8, 2:9, 2:14, 2:17, 2:18, 2:22, 2:23));

illegal activity/indicators of illegal activity (2:1, 2:6, 2:8, 2:9, 2:10, 2:21,2:24, 2:25, 2:31);
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« lack of positive community engagement from hunt organisers (2:1, 2:3, 2:14, 2:17, 2:18, 2:23, 2:24,
2:25);

« distress to family, including minors (2:8, 2:19, 2:23, 2:24, 2:29);

« damage to property (2:1, 2:3).

Three respondents who reported that trail hunting was beneficial to themselves also commented in
response to this question. Their main points were:

Hunt activity causes no trouble (2:24, 2:35);

The only problematic/intimidating behaviour comes from ‘anti-hunt’ (2:33, 2:35);
Hunt activity is under control (2:34);

Minimal effect on wildlife (2:34).

Table 2: Question 2. Showing comments of respondents who reported having been negatively affected by
hunt activity.
(Numbers in first column indicate corresponding comments from other tables where given.)

2:1 “I have had out of control hounds on my small holding and nature reserve despite providing the

2:1; 3a:1; | hunt with a map of my property in writing and letting them know that there is no admittance to

4:13; 5:1 | hunt or hounds. | have had the hunt loitering around my property in order to channel pursued
foxes towards hounds. | have unblocked bolt holes which have been stopped up in advance of
hunt meets. | have had members of the hunt deface 'no hunting’ signs which have been placed
around the boundaries of my property. | have had to gather up pets and livestock as an
emergency procedure when the hounds have been on my property. | have experienced a member
of the hunt using intimidatory behaviour when they mistakingly thought | had called the police. |
have been surrounded by hounds beginning to bay and have feared for the life of my small dog. |
know of many incidents where hounds have ripped apart foxes/ pets and feel genuine distress,
fear and anxiety when the hunt are in the area, or are due to be in the area. | have witnessed
country lanes brought to a standstill because of hunt followers. | have reached out directly to hunt
managers with my concerns and have received no reassurances.”

2:2 “A couple of years ago at least large 2 hounds broke from the pack and were almost going to get

2:2, into my garden. They were being frantically chased by two men whilst hunt continued”

3a:2,

4.14,

2:3 “A group of dogs on the fields opposite, with horse riders, came across our fence into our fields

2:3, where we have our own dogs and poultry including geese. The dogs were not allowed in our

3b:1, property, no permission sought or given. My geese flew up over fences in panic and scattered

4:16 across neighbouring fields. They don't usually fly high enough to escape. My dogs were
distraught for hours. One of the hunt dogs could not find a way back to their group and bounded
in to our fence multiple times until it broke down several posts and the fence came down. | went
running to the field next door where the hunt was and was spoken to politely and calmly and |
decided to be polite and friendly rather than confrontational as we are already finding some local
people don't like us ...”

2:4 “l met them whilst walking my dog about three years ago near Limington, my dog was visibly

2:4, frightened. | have also come across them on the road a couple of times and had to stop my car.

3b:2, They were quite intimidating.”

4:15

2:5 “Don't like wildlife being disturbed.”

2:5,

3b:3;

4:11
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2:6 “Fox hunting in Henstridge, Somerset. Over the last 3 years since | moved here. It happens

2:6, constantly throughout the season. | was run off the road by a hunt follower when out walking my

3a:3, dog down a country lane, if the dog had not been on my inside he would have been hit. I've had on

4:18, 5:2 | 2 separate occasions had dead foxes left at my door and eggs thrown at the house and car. All
incidents reported to police. This was August 2024 and October 2023. The hunt BSV constantly
ride through the village with hounds all over the road and the hunt riders disobeying traffic rules
and yelling and intimidating drivers. | won't take my dog out on hunt days even after dark it's not
safe while they're in the area. My neighbours cat was killed by the hounds, the hunt turned up on
his doorstep with a kitten. He slammed the door in their face. The local foxes and deer live in
constant fear, they have no confidence unlike the suburban foxes.”

2:7 “Many over the last 25 years.”

2:7,

3b:4,

4:17, 5:3

2:8 “Fernworthy - approached at speed by AWOL dogs whilst | had my sister's nervous dog on a lead

2:8, and couldn't get them away until a pregnant fox appeared and they chased! This is Forestry

3a:4, commission land they shouldn’t have been there. Mary Tavy - exhausted fox approached us,

4:19, 5:4 | followed by hounds and hunt on the road, my niece was extremely upset, we were screamed at to
move and on another occasion near Cornwood, in a woodland trust SSSI, were told off for not
holding a gate for them!”

2:9 “My horses are not bothered about the hunt but about three [years] ago | had a pregnant mare on

2:9, my property that injured herself by falling over when she was anxious about the hunt. | have had

3a:5, hounds in my woods and across my fields, although the hunt do take measures to keep them out

4:20, 5:5 | now as | called the police. Every time the hunt are in my area, | see deer fleeing out of the woods
and sometimes foxes. My farm and woods are a conservation area and as such | prefer the wildlife
within it to feel safe. We have cats here on the farm and | am always concerned for their safety. |
have had a member of the hunt walking across my land to observe the hunt. When | asked him to
move he told me to move back to the town if | don't like hunting. I'm not from the town. We live in
a very quiet and tranquil setting but when the hunt come here, they shout a lot, block the roads
and are a public nuisance. They have held up delivery vans and friends coming to visit and | have
seen them stopping traffic on the [A road] to let hounds and horses cross over. There are certain
followers of the BSV hunt who have tried to run their quad bikes into my daughter, who is a sab
and she has had to jump into ditches and hedges to avoid getting hurt. She has also had people
riding their horses at her in an attempt to hurt her. | am concerned for her safety. | informed a
farmer last year, that the hunt was on his land and then called the police who did attend. The
farmer told me that he didn't like them hunting but that he was a tenant farmer to the Sherborne
Estate and that he had little choice in the matter.”

2:10 “Fat too many to mention! See them every season chasing foxes, causing road chaos, entitled

2:10, arrogance is a must. Support being aggressive and abusive, the list goes on..”

3a:6,

4:21

2:11 “l don't have specific information. But several times our walk has been dangerously interrupted by

2:11, horse, hounds and associated vehicles whilst on public footpaths, bridleways and roads.”

3b:6

2:12 “None of above but anger and anxiety when pub and village supports them, serving refreshments

2:12; etc when they meet in village. Traffic/parking restrictions too.”

4:23
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2:13 “Can't remember dates but was walking in Wareham forest and was warned to keep our dogs safe
2:13, as the hunt was there. Saw their dogs just wandering the roads. People looking for them
3b:7, supposedly. It was scary and chaotic. In new forest the hunt was there the the sir Walter Tyrell's
4:24, 5:6 | pub and they just drove fast with 4x4 and horse boxes around the forest not slowing down or

giving you a chance to get to a passing space. Very rude people with a sense of " we own the
joint!" A long time ago in Hertfordshire where | kept my horse the landowner said she did not want
the hunt on her land but felt bullied and pressured to let them ride over the sheep farm! Such a
shame. They would just gas the foxes anyway the gamekeeper told me.”
2:14 “The first time the hunt came through the village in the time we have lived here, we had both
2:14, hounds and horses trespassing on our property and people/cars blocking the road so we couldn't
3a:10, drive out as intended. The more recent hunt we were notified * so made arrangements to keep
4:27 pets inside and move our car so that we could not be blocked in. Not sure of dates.”
[*NOT BY THE HUNT ORGANISERS, BUT BY A LOCAL RESIDENT, NOT HUNT CONNECTED, WHO
ALERTED VILLAGE RESIDENTS]
2:15 “l lived in an area for 2 years where the hunt regularly blocked roads. Rode in the dark. Let the
2:15, dogs run wild. They were very intimidating too.”
3b:8,
4:28,
5:10
2:16 “I have had to walk through hunts convening in Sandford Orcas village. There's no pavement, you
2:16, have to walk through. Extremely intimidating people. I've been help up in traffic on a main road
3b:11, into Sherborne while hunters block the road. They got physical with the council worker who tried
4:30 to move them.”
2:17 “I live in a small village in Dorset where fox hunts are regularly conducted. | am an avid walker and
2:17, have seen foxes and deer being chased. Many times my partner or myself have had to slam our
3a,11, brakes on to avoid out of control hounds, or speeding overloaded quads without licence plates.
3b:12, Beagles in full cry have invaded my next door neighbour's garden - the police were called by
4:31 multiple people but did not attend. | have remonstrated with the hunt regarding their antisocial
behaviour on one occasion and been sworn at and threatened for my troubles.”
2:18 “Out of control hounds around my pregnant goats on my private land. Told hunt to get them out,
2:18, got called a F****** idiot and shouted at. The hunt master told my husband to "Feck off". Occurred
3b:13, last winter on my property.”
4:32,
5:13
2:19 “l am the CE of a wildlife charity and we have regularly had hounds illegally running on nature
2:19, reserves, visitor centres visited by school groups and very sensitive nature areas.”
3b:14,
4:34,
5:14
2:20 “The noise of a pack of baying hounds cause distress to my collies.”
2:20,
4:33,
5:16
2:21 “l have been driven at by a quad bike whilst on a footpath. Had someone scream 'fucking cunt'
2:21, right in my face and had to shield my dog from the hounds. | am a 62 year old woman so hardly a
3b:15, threat. There have been various other instance such as having a rock thrown at my head whilst
4:35 trying to stop the terrier men from illegally blocking a badger sett.”
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2:22 “Out of control hunt hounds, trespassing in residential gardens, randomly running across country

2:22, lanes. Nearly caused me to have an accident. All on 12/3/2024”

3a:12;

4:36,

5:18

2:23 “l used to live at a farm near Sherborne (from 2020 - 2023). | would regularly see livestock, either

2:23, on the farm or at neighbouring farms, be distressed by hunt activity, the noise and the movement.

3b:16, This was accompanied by wildlife distress. Whilst living on this farm, | had young children with

4:1 me who would be anxious of the activity around hunting. Also at this farm, | had my own pets and
felt concerned for their safety if the hunt was in the area. | have also seen the hunt out and about
on numerous occasions over the years in the countryside. They stop traffic moving freely, and the
community from being able to go about doing their day to day business. Any queries asked of
them are met with rudeness and arrogance on their part. As a child | grew up in a rural community
where hunting with hounds was considered acceptable. | was taken to meets at times. This was
before the ban came in to being. | remember clearly seeing hunt sabs being verbally abused by
the hunting community. | remember the blatant blood lust for catching the fox. | also remember
hounds regularly being out of control - going into people's gardens and land. It was quite a
strange dynamic, and certainly not one that should exist in our modern day civilised society.
Although we officially have a 'ban’, trail hunting being used as a guise to cover up illegal hunting
activity is well documented. To make sure this awful practises is stopped once and for all, trail
hunting also needs to be banned.”

2:24 “22nd February 2025, the road between Oborne and Poyntington on the hillside. We got held up in

2:24, traffic of a hunt and forced to watch a pack of hounds and riders chase a terrified fox on the hill, it

3a:13, sadly couldn't escape and was ripped to shreds in front of myself, my sister and my 10 year son. It

4:2 was horrifying, the sound of the hounds when they caught it still haunts me now. The hunt then
proceeded to hold up traffic while they took their time slowly and smugly riding past the cars
making arrogant comments and laughing at my child who was upset.”

2:25 “Have sabbed on multiple occasions. On every single one, we have been physically intimidated

2:25, and threatened, verbally abused, ridden down, blocked off, shouted at by hunt supporters, and

3a:14, filmed with intent to threaten and track down for identification.”

4:3,5:19

2:26 “Not direct involvement but | am distressed by the awareness that this exists in civilised society

2:26, 4:4 | and legitimises cruelty to animals. | see this as equivalent to practices such as FGM which,
despite arguments for cultural bases, we as a country have quite rightly recognised as barbaric
and actively work to protect women from it (even though it affects a relatively small proportion of
the population).”

2:27 “1/friend nearly run over by terrierman on quad bike, 2025

2:27, 2/stray hound on property, thorverton, 2022?”

3b:17,

4:5,5:20

2:28 “Hunt was on public road just outside of Cerne Abbas. Dogs were not under control and hunt

2:28; members on horse back dominated the A road. They had a sense of entitlement and were quite

3b:18; intimidating.”

4:6

2:29 “We have children & a couple of dogs & like to explore our local footpaths, however when there is

2:29, a hunt going on within the area of the village we don't feel like we can go out in case we come

3b:19, across lots of dogs & horses. We've been out before during a hunt & it wasn't very nice hearing

4:7 the galloping of horses nearby. They have also been past the house with ask the dogs taking over

the whole road, luckily the kids weren't out playing. Once a horse decided to disappear across the
field instead of where the others went, didn't seem very under control.”
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2:30 “Haydon, Dorset, hounds got into garden. No apology . | was fearful for my rabbits Blocking roads
2:30, you need to get through the hunt intimidating behaviour.”
3b:20,
4:8
2:31 “Animal run throughs in local hedges blocked when we were aware the hunt had been in the
2:31, area.”
3a:15,
4:9
2:32 “Loads of horses and dogs running past our property distressing our dogs. And it isn't safe to
2:32, walk round the area.”
3b:21,
4:38
2:33 “Abuse from antis.”
1:4, 2:33,
3:10
2:34 “None of these. The hunts | have met have been curious and under control. The effect on wildlife
1:5, 2:34, | has minimal.”
3b:22,
5:11
2:35 “None of the above - the only folk I find intimidating are the hunt saboteurs.”
1:9, 2:35,
5:21

Q3: Did you notify the police?

Of the 40 survey respondents who reported having encountered a negative experience with hunt
activity, 15 detailed police involvement (Table 3a, below). Those who had called the police were asked
how they felt about the police response; if any further action was taken; and whether they would contact
the police again regarding hunt activity.

The main points of the 15 people who detailed police involvement are shown in Table 3a, below.

The key themes include:

14 of the 15 (93.5%) respondents reported that no further action had been taken (3a:1, 3a:2, 3a:3,
3a:4, 3a:5, 3a:7; 3a:8, 3a:9, 3:10, 3a:11, 3a:12, 3a:13, 3a:14, 3a:15)

10 (66.5%) of the comments implied a lack of resources and/or investigation (3a:1, 3a:2, 3a:3, 3a:4,
3a:5, 3a:8, 3a:11, 3a:12, 3a:13, 3a:14.)

six of the 10 (60%) who reported that no further action had been taken had been initially happy with
the police contact (3a:1, 3a:3, 3a:4, 3a:8, 3a:13, 3a:15)

six of the 15 (40%) respondents reported unhappiness with initial police response (3a:2; 3a,5, 3a:7,
3a:9, 3a:12, 3a:14)

one of the 15 (6.5%) respondents declared they had been happy with response and subsequent
police action (3a:6)

one of the 15 (6.5%) respondents was neutral (3a:10)
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Table 3a: Question 3a. Showing comments of respondents who had experience of police involvement.
(Numbers in first column indicate corresponding comments from other tables where given.)

3a:1 “While the local police appear to be sympathetic it is clear that they are lacking the resources to
2:1; make any significant deterrent to hunt activity. | feel let down by the police and judicial system.
3afl: When complaints are made | feel they are not investigated fully.”

4:13
5:1

3a:2 “They took notes but did nothing and didn't get back in touch.”
2:2,

3a:2,
4.14,

3a:3 “They were excellent but as | couldn't prove it was the BSV even though they and | know it was, all
2:6, they could do was record both incidents of the dead foxes.”

3a:3,
4:18,
5:2

3a:4 “They seemed to take it seriously and seemed very overworked replying at 2am etc. But in the end
2:8, were very defeatist and said despite the footage being clear, the AWOL dogs chasing Deer were not
3a:4, Deerhounds so the hunt wouldn't be found guilty.”

4:19,
5:4

3a:5 “l know the police attended but | have little faith in them. They apparently have to remain ‘impartial’
2:9, although hunting is illegal and there is plenty of evidence that it still goes on. | am not aware of any
3a:5, further action. Yes, | will call the police again.”

4:20,
5:5

3a:6 “They've actually been pretty good and got a few quad bikes sized.”
2:10,
3a:6,
4:21

3a:7 “The police handled it very poorly.”
3a:7,
4:22

3a:8 “They took it seriously to start with.”
3a:8,
4:25

3a:9 “l do not feel the police are overly helpful. Yes | would always contact them. It will be documented.”
3a:9,
4:26,
5:8

3a:10 “First time, called the community officer afterwards to find out what could have been done/could do
2:14, in the future. Second time, it wasn't necessary.”*

3a:10, [*NOT BY THE HUNT ORGANISERS, BUT BY A LOCAL RESIDENT, NOT HUNT CONNECTED, WHO
4:27 ALERTED VILLAGE RESIDENTS]

3a:11 “l haven't personally contacted the police but as mentioned above several of my neighbours did
2:17, when they got a garden full of beagles and nothing happened.”

3a,11,
3b:12,
4:31

3a:12 “Nothing done, no follow up by them, despite video footage being supplied. Yes | would contact the
2:22, police again regarding hunt activity.”

3a:12;
4:36,
5:18
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3a:13
2:24:
3a:13;
4:2

“They seemed to take it seriously at the time and we were reasurred they were sending the rural
police straight out but I've recently found out they hadn’t.”

3a:14
2:25,
3a:14,
4:3,
5:19

“Generally ignored or fobbed off. One female Sab was held face down in a stream and was
informed that that was permitted behaviour.”

3a:15
2:31,
3a:15,
4:9

“Our local officer was very concerned.”

22 respondents who considered hunting negative and two who considered hunting to be beneficial to
themselves reported encountering a negative experience with hunt activity and had chosen not to
involve the police. 20 of those respondents explained their reasoning (Table 3b, below).

Key themes included:

« No confidence in police/judiciary (3b:5, 3b:6, 3b:9, 3b:12, 3b:13, 3b:15, 3:20)
« Perception of bias (3b:4, 3b:8, 3b:10, 3b:13)

« Unsure of the law (3b:2, 3b:16, 3b:18)

« Lack of police resources (3b:10, 3b:11, 3b:16)

« No incident witnessed (3b:3, 3b:21, 3b:22)

« Concern about potential backlash (3b:1, 3:19)

« Police involvement not considered (3b:7)

« Directed concerns to hunt master (3b:14)

Table 3b: Question 3b. Showing reasoning of respondents who had not involved police
(Numbers in first column indicate corresponding comments from other tables where given.)

3b:1 “We are already subject to a campaign of harassment two neighbours, which has since stopped as
2:3, we asked the police to speak to them. They have stopped now that we have full planning

3b:1, permission. We need all the local support from the various communities here a s so | thought it
4:16 best to not cause any issues unless it happened again. It has not”.

3b:2 “l didn't know if they were committing an offence.”

2:4,

3b:2,

4:15

3b:3 2:5, | “Don't know of an incident.”

3b:3;

4:11

3b:4 “Unlikely to be taken seriously against this powerful group.”

2:7,

3b:4,

4:17, 5:3

3b:5 “No confidence anything would be done.”

3b:5

3b:6 “Pointless process. Dressing up of action Generally don't trust them and the authority they
2:11, represent.”

3b:6
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3b:7
2:13,
3b:7,
4:24, 5:6

“Didn't think of doing it to be honest”

3b:8
2:15,
3b:8,
4:28,
5:10

“Feel the police are too supportive of them.”

3b:9
3b:9,
4:29

“Nothing gets done.”

3b:10
1:4,
2:33,
3:10

“Many police are known to be anti hunt. In any event police sources are already stretched.”

3b:11
2:16,
3b:11,
4:30

“I thought some one else definitely would, police a rarity around here!”

3b:12
2:17,
3a,11,
3b:12,
4:31

“Lack of action - felt like it's a waste of time.”

3b:13
2:18,
3b:13,
4:32,
5:13

“Because they do nothing. | feel that the police are in cahoots with them.”

3b:14
2:19,
3b:14,
4:34,
5:14

“Spoke directly to the hunt master.”

3b:15
2:21,
3b:15,
4:35

“It seemed pointless.”

3b:16
2:23,
3b:16,
4:1

“At the time | was not aware that | could notify the police about something like this. | also felt that |
would not get anywhere by notifying the police as they are so understaffed in this area.”

3b:17
2:27,
3b:17,
4:5, 5:20

“1/friend nearly run over by terrierman on quad bike, 2025 - police already informed
2/stray hound on property, thorverton, 2022? - not serious enough”

3b:18
2:28;
3b:18;
4:6

“l wasn't sure if they were breaking any law.”



150f36  Nature Watch Group: Hunting with Hounds Report

3b:19 “Because it takes place a lot & living in this area most of it is owned by the people involved in the
2:29, hunt. It usually starts at the farm down near the bridge between Bxxxxxx & Hxxxxxx.”

3b:19,
4:7

3b:20 “Didn't see the point, nothing happens about it. You are considered the problem with people: ‘It's
2:30, part of the countryside accept it’.”

3b:20,
4:8

3b:21 “Wasn't aware they were hunting foxes until after.”
2:32,
3b:21,
4:38

3b:22 “No criminal behaviour seen.”
1:5,
2:34,
3b:22,
5:11

When the comments, shown in Table 3b, are held against the descriptions of experience shown in
Table 2 we see that of those who had not involved the police:

« 10 of those respondents who experienced negative experience and chose not to involve the police
encountered combinations of what may be described as low level nuisance and/or distress: Nine
detailed traffic/rights of way disruption ; nine detailed intimidating behaviour ; five detailed out of
control hounds; five detailed distress to pets/livestock; two detailed distress to family; and one
detailed interference with wildlife.

(See following comments: 3b:2 & 2:4 / 3b:6 & 2:11/3b:7 & 2:13/3b:8 & 2:15/3b:11 & 2:16 / 3b:16 &

2:23/3b:17 & 2:27 / 3b:18 & 2:28 / 3b:19 & 2.29 / 3b:21 & 2:32).

« Three of those respondents who experienced negative experience and chose not to involve the police
reported encountering potentially serious experiences, with three mentioning out of control hounds on
own property; two describing actual or fear of distress to pets/livestock; one describing fear of safety
of minors; one describing fear of safety of wildlife; and one describing traffic/rights of way disruption.

(See following comments: 3b:1 & 2:3/3b:14 & 2:19/ 3b:20 & 2:30)

« Three of the people who experienced negative experience and chose not to involve the police
reported encountering combinations of extremely disturbing behaviour: Three reports of threatening
behaviour and/or common assault; two reports of deliberate pursuit of wildlife in contravention of law;
two reports of trespass; two reports of serious traffic offences; two reports of out of control hounds;
and one report of distress to pets/livestock.

(See following comments: 3b:12 & 2:17 / 3b:13 & 2:18 / 3b:15 & 2:21)

Q4: Do you feel that current legislation and punitive measures
are robust enough to protect wildlife from hunting with
hounds?

51 of the 52 respondents answered question 4, with 10 (20%) indicating that that they felt current
legislation and punitive measures are robust enough to protect wildlife from hunting with hounds and 40
(78.5%) indicating that they are not robust enough to protect wildlife from hunting with hounds.

All respondents that felt that measures were robust enough had indicated that hunting was beneficial to
themselves; all respondents who felt that measures were not robust enough had indicated that hunting
had a negative impact on themselves.

Respondents who felt that current measures were not sufficiently robust were asked how they thought
that current legislation could be improved and 38 answered.
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Key themes included:

* Increased enforcement and ramifications/tighter laws (4:9, 4:12, 4:13, 4:14, 4:15, 4:16, 4:18, 4:19,
4:20, 4:22, 4:23, 4:24, 4:25, 4:26, 4:27, 4:28, 4:29, 4:31, 4:32, 4:37)

+ Ban the use of dogs, ride without the hounds (4:6, 4:18, 4:21,, 4:24, 4:26, 4:28, 4:34, 4:35, 4:36)

* An outright ban / current laws are being exploited (4:1, 4:2, 4:3, 4:8, 4:17, 4:30, 4:36)

* Specialist, trained units/ increased surveillance should be deployed (4:5, 4:33)

« Stop police collusion (4:19)

» Publish ‘trails’ in advance (4:21)

Table 4: Question 4. Showing answers as to how current legislation could be improved.
(Numbers in first column indicate corresponding comments from other tables where given.)

4:1
2:23,
3b:16,
4:1

“Ban it outright. No trail hunting, which is a cover up for illegal hunting.”

4:2
2:24:

3a:13;
4:2;

“The whole justice system needs to change at this point. There are some seriously evil people
about and | feel helpless to be able to stop any of it.”

4:3

2:25,
3a:14,
4:3,5:19

“Total ban on all hunting of all wildlife.”

4:4
2:26
4:4

“[Is current legislation and punitive measures are robust enough to protect wildlife from hunting
with hounds?] Clearly not given the ongoing impacts on wildlife from hunting with hounds that are
regularly captured on film by observers.”

4:5

2:27,
3b:17,
4:5, 5:20

“Create rural wildlife volunteer officers similar to pcso's who would liase with police re wildlife
crime and have training, equipment and support as necessary. The potentially 'unlimited’ fines that
are handed out are not high enough to deter criminals.”

4:6
2:28;
3b:18;
4:6

“Ban using hounds. Let riders ride through the countryside without packs of hounds.”

4:7
2:29,
3b:19,
4:7

“No idea.”

4:8
2:30,
3b:20,
4:8

“No; complete ban. Hunt was out in bishops Caundle a few weeks ago after a fox. The hunt was
bothered about people seeing it. Not that they shouldn't be doing it.”

4:9
2:31,
3a:15,
4:9

“Ramifications for clear illegal actions.”




170f36  Nature Watch Group: Hunting with Hounds Report
4:10 “It needs to be stopped.”
4:10
4:11 “Not sure.”
2:5,
3b:3;
4:11
4:12 " . . - elatinn
4:12, Fox hunting should be illegal, not a vague, fuzzy edged piece of legislation.
5:15
4:13 . . . .
2:1; “When hunt members are taken to court they receive such paltry punishment it is no deterrent, in
2?1:;’5 fact it seems as if the judiciary are merely paying lip service to the law, and this is encouraging the
5;1 ’ hunt to continue and become more brazen.”
4:14 " . . .
2:2, | completely understand that the police are under immense pressure due to lack of staffing etc
231:‘21’ but each hunt needs to be monitored and reported upon accurately because the hunt doesn't
- respect the rules. More evidence needs to be available to the public who need to be made aware of
the lack of respect for the law that is currently in place.”
4:15 . - . - . .
2:4, “The punishment should be in line with other wildlife crimes such as hare coursing and badger
ibé baiting. They should not be allowed to claim that it was 'accidental’, if they are not deliberately
- hunting foxes then their dogs are dangerously out of control.”
4:16 - . . . Ay it
2:3, “l don't think rural police have the time, the support from the community or the inclination. They
2b123 need to be trained to view it as a priority.”
4:17 . .
2:7, “A new bill to completely stop hunting foxes.”
3b:4,
4:17, 5:3
4:18 . . . .
2:6, “Ban all hunting with dogs, not even 2 because all they will do is relay dogs as they do when
2?112’ = hunting stags. Anyone convicted of hunting should have a lifeban on owning or working with dogs
o and a lifeban of being within 2 miles of a hunt.”
4:19 « . T . .
2:8, Perhaps if the police didn't go on illegal hunts, that could be a start. Also holding hunts to the
3a4,

4:19, 5:4

same legalities around dog ownership - microchipping etc.”
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4:20 . . . . .
2:9. “The law should impose heavy fines and imprison those who consistently break the law,
3a:5, especially to those that are violent.”
4:20, 5:5
4:21 " . . . - P
2:10, Ban terrier men. Publish trails publicly. Much harder penalties.
3a:6,
4:21
4:22 " . . - : ”
3a:7, Larger fines and banned from being with animals.
4:22
4:23 " . : : ”
2:12: More police presence and enforcement. Stronger sentences if convicted.
4:23
4:24 " . . .
2:13, Total ban with dogs. No need for it. They have a lack of control and go after everything and
ibzz = anything that moves. It's a smokescreen. Just look at the videos from hunt saboteurs. Disgraceful
S attitudes and behaviour. Even those that make it though court don't get much punishment.”
4:25 " . ”
3a8, More prosecutions.
4:25
4:26 w . . -
3a:9, They need to include the recklessness clause, Remove game keepers exemption and definitely
4:26, 5:8 | pan Terrier men.”
4:27 " - . ‘ ;
2:14, Any hunt activity should be restricted to private land and not be allowed on public roads or open
232;0 spaces, where wildlife is at risk. However, don't agree with it at all, as it is evident that live foxes
- are still used in some areas and the law against this is not enforced.”
4:28 « . . . S
2:15, Loopholes closed and hunting with dogs banned. Harsher punishments and accountability.
3b:8,
4:28,
5:10
4:29 o . ”
3b:9, Police should actually do something when called.
4:29
4:30 " . . \ ”
2:16, Ban trail hunting. It's a total smokescreen for actual hunts.
3b:11,

4:30,




190f36  Nature Watch Group: Hunting with Hounds Report

4:31
2:17 “Significantly harsher punishments and lower burden of proof - if a fox is chased for longer than

3a,11, 30 seconds, that should be enough.”
3b:12,

4:31

4:32
2:18 “Prison sentences, high fines. Convictions etc should openly disclosed under freedom of

3b:13, information request.”
4:32,

5:13

4:33
2:20 “More general hunt surveillance using modern tech i.e. drones, huntsmen/women wearing

2:132 cameras etc to reassure the public.”

4:34
2:19 "Strict bans on hounds on designated nature areas.”
3b:14,
4:34,
5:14

4:35
2:21. “It should be completely illegal to go out with hounds.”
3b:15,
4:35

4:36
2:22 “Ban all off the lead packs of hounds in the countryside. Ban ‘trail hunting’.”
3a:12;
4:36,
5:18

4:37
4:37 “Actual prosecutions. It's clear that hunts brazenly ignore legislation and hunt foxes openly.”

5:23

4:38 " "
2:32. Not sure.
3b:21,
4:38

Q5: If you would like to make any further relevant comments,
please do so here.

23 of the 52 respondents chose to make additional comments (7 who had reported that hunt activity
was beneficial to themselves, and 16 who had reported that it wasn’t).

Key themes among those who considered that hunt activity was beneficial to themselves included:

hunt activity is a traditional part of the countryside and village life (5:7, 5:17)
hunt protesters are intimidating (5:12, 5:22)

hunt activity is beneficial to wildlife and for maintaining the countryside (5:7)
the ‘hunt ban’ should be revoked (5:11)

beneficial to the local economy (5:21)
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« providing a strong community for those who are involved in hunt activity (5:21)
« that people who disagree with hunt activity are ignorant of the countryside (5:22)
« derision of the NWG survey (5:9)

Key themes among those who considered that hunt activity was not beneficial to themselves included:

« cruelty (5:1, 5:3, 5:4, 5:8, 5:10, 5:13,5:20)

« harmful to the countryside, rural life and/or the well being of residents (5:3, 5:4, 5:5, 5:6, 5:10, 5:20)
« duplicity and/or exploitation of the law (5:1, 5:6, 5:8, 5:13, 5:15, 5:19)

« arrogance of hunt members and associates (5:1, 5:3, 5:10)

« inadequate handling by law authorities and judiciary (5:2, 5:5, 5:6)

« inadequate punitive measures (5:2, 5:15, 5:18)

« practice outdated (5:3, 5:8, 5:20)

« intimidation and violence used to prevent open disagreement (5:8, 5:19)

« the spread of disease (5:10)

Table 5: Question 5. Showing respondents’ further comments.
(Numbers in brackets indicate corresponding comments from other tables where given.)

5:1 “The hunt is a disgusting, arrogant and cruel blight on the local countryside, a group who think

N they are above the law.”

2:1;

3a:1;

4:13; 5:1

5:2 “There are far too many inconsistencies between police forces and how they act. There needs to

N be far more cooperation and sharing of intelligence. The courts are also inconsistent and should

2:6, be sentencing those convicted with the highest possible punishment not paltry fines they pay put

3a:3, of their back pocket while laughing.”

4:18, 5:2

5:3 “This is an outdated barbaric cruel activity that does nothing positive for nature. It's an

N embarrassment that it is still considered a 'sport' and allowed to continue.”

2:7;

3b:4;

4:17; 5:3

5:4 “Anyone that kills for fun as their only hobby, doesn't deserve to have a say in creating laws for

N the public good. Because it IS for fun and always has been, not to 'keep down vermin numbers',

2:8; there are newspaper reports from the 1890s moaning about posh people trashing crops and

3a:4; causing chaos on railways in pursuit of a single fox.. then most hunts stopped after WW2 and had

4:19; 5:4 | to be revived.”

5:5 “The police are ineffective. The hunt usually know when the police are going to attend and then, of

N course, they start to behave. The police could easily catch them illegally hunting if they were to

2:9; accompany the saboteurs undercover a few times. The saboteurs try to keep their activities within

3a:5; the law, despite getting attacked and threatened. Every time the hunt are in my area, it causes me

4:20; 5:5 | anxiety. | patrol the peripherals of my property all day to make sure that they leave the wildlife and
my animals alone. | shouldn't have to do that.”

5:6 “The law needs to be changed and the majority of the public support an outright ban but we

N pander to the rich and influential few who support it. | have a trail hunting and it is great fun but

2:13, not at the expense of wildlife. If all they want to to ride hell for leather across land I'd be happy for

3b:7, that to continue but no dogs or people on foot with spades etc”

4:24, 5:6

5:7 “Trail hunts are an integral part of rural life, they also benefit wildlife by maintaining coverts and

Y hedgerows.”

1.2, 5.7
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5:8

N

3a:9,
4:26, 5:8

“Hunting is deplorable. The land owners seem to run the countryside with no fear of
repercussions for their actions. People are scared to stick up to them as they are not the nicest of
sorts. It really is time this outdated barbaric cruel activity stopped. We are supposidly a country of
animal lovers but | have to disagree!”

5:9
Y
5:9

“This is the worst survey i ever seen! Did a 5 year do it?”

5:10

2:15,
3b:8,
4:28,
5:10

“l am sick of these people terrorising the countryside. They abuse their dogs and horses. They
have no respect for the countryside and are entitled. They do not care for their animals and spread
disease”

5:11

1:5,
2:34,
3b:22,
5:11

“Lift the hunting ban.”

5:12

1:6, 5:12

“Seeing protesters striking old men makes me worry about my safety resulting in being unable to
leave my house now.”

5:13

2:18,
3b:13,
4:32,
5:13

“Trail hunting is a smokescreen whereby no animal involved benefits.”

5:14

2:19,
3b:14,
4:34,
5:14

“What | would like to know is, if sporting/hunting rights on land also extends to drag hunting.
Presumably, at the time that sporting rights were established this was for the hunting of animals
not drag hunting. | would be interested in getting a legal opinion on this.”

5:15

4:12,
5:15

“l know my local hunt breaks the law. They have been prosecuted and fined, but after a ‘'whip
round' the fine is easily paid.”

5:16

2:20,
4:33,
5:16

“Although | oppose fox hunting | do support trail hunting but public perception has to improve or
the government will use it as an excuse to restrict activities even more.”

5:17

1.7, 5:17

“The hounds are part of the village. They are friendly and | have walked my dog passed the
hounds with no problem at all.”
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5:18 “All legislation needs to be backed up by effective enforcement otherwise the law will continue to
N be broken.”

2:22,

3a:12;

4:36,

5:18

5:19 “The hunters are all well off and well connected to local officials. There's so much corruption to
N maintain their activities and they have numerous people who are there to use violence to

2:25, intimidate and abuse those who try to stop them or hold them accountable. The recent arrests and
3a:14, prosecutions of the BSV hunt are only the very tip of a huge iceberg.”

4:3, 5:19

5:20 “Hunting foxes with hounds is still regularly continuing despite its illegality since 2005, negatively
N affecting wildlife and other animals, people and property, at a time when the UK is classified as
2:27, one of the most nature depleted countries in the world! Stronger action must be taken now to end
3b:17, the practice.”

4:5, 5:20

5:21 “Hunting and hounds rather than being detrimental to locals represents a great support for the

Y local economy and provides a strong community for those who are involved in it.”

1:9,

2:35,

5:21

5:22 “The only negative behaviour i have experienced is from the anti-hunt brigade who know nothing
Y about rural living.”

1:10,

5:22

5:23 “Chris Packham confronted the north Dorset hunt, evidence on his Facebook | think.”

N

4:37,

5:23
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Monitoring of Hunt Activity
Methodology and Findings

Nature Watch Group (NWG) conducted hunt monitoring in order to assess first hand the impact of
organised “trail hunting” on local environments. Two NWG volunteers, both with long standing family
connections to hunt activity, attended meets without the knowledge of the hunt organisers in order to
witness and record events. Both volunteers attended the hunt meets in the company of members of the
Hunt Saboteurs Association (HSA). Neither NWG volunteer monitors had attended “meets” with HSA
members previously.

Figure 6 shows key observations made by NWG volunteer monitors, with numbers corresponding to the
hunt meet list shown here.

The following hunt meets were observed:

1. Monday 20th October 2025: Eggesford Hunt, Devon

2. Saturday 8th November 2025: Eggesford Hunt, Devon

3. Saturday 15th November 2025: Silverton Hunt, Devon

4. Saturday 15th November 2025: BSV Hunt, Dorset/Somerset border

5. Saturday 29th November 2025: BSV Hunt meet, Dorset
6. Saturday 27th December 2025: BSV Hunt, Somerset

7. Tuesday 30th December 2025: BSV Hunt, Dorset

8. Saturday 3rd January 2026: Portman Hunt, Dorset

9. Saturday 14th February 2026: BSV Hunt, Somerset

10. Tuesday 17th February 2026: BSV Hunt, Somerset

The main concerns raised by NWG hunt monitors were:

potential/ actual wildlife disturbance (6:1, 6:2, 6:4, 6:6, 6:7, 6:8, 6:9, 6:10)
potential/ actual traffic disturbance/ offence ( 6:2, 6:3, 6:5, 6:6, 6:7, 6:9, 6:10)
intimidating/threatening behaviour (6:2, 6:4, 6:5, 6:7, 6:8)

hunt animal welfare concerns (6:1, 6:2, 6:3, 6:4, 6:8)

out of control hound(s) (6:1, 6:9, 6:10)

criminal assault (6:2, 6:7, 6:8)

involvement of minors (6:2, 6:5)

livestock disturbance (6:2)

Full details of observations are provided in Figure 6, below.
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Figure 6: Showing NWG monitors observations of hunt activity.

6:1 20th October 2025: Eggesford Hunt, Devon

“Quiet, only a few riders and very rainy... no apparent trail activity...hounds cast into woodlands
where it appeared very likely to be foxes/deer/ badgers, young hound left behind looking lost and
distressed”

6:2 8th November 2025: Eggesford Hunt, Devon

“ Approx. 18 riders (including one child about 10) mainly women, approx 35 hounds, approx 5
vehicles of hunt supporters, approx. 5 quad bikes including two masked men on red quads and one
terrier man on quad. No apparent evidence of trail laid. Master of hounds joked about chasing
rabbits “oh those rabbits are running today”. Threats of physical violence from hunt followers.
Pursued by two men on red quad bikes. HSA members actively avoiding confrontational situations
and appeared intimidated and in fear of personal harm from those riding quads. Hounds cast into
multiple copses. Hounds hunting in open access woods next to main roads. Hounds and riders
sheep worrying, sheep and ponies being caused anxiety by hounds. Terrier man with animal(s) in
quad back box (I heard a soft moan as we walked past), apparently for all of the day. Terrier man
charged full speed at me on his quad with a passenger, in full view of hunt riders (including a minor)
and also a couple of young children who were playing under nearby trees. The same terrier man
later dismounts from his quad and approaches us using foul language and later that day shouts at
us from a farm yard while we were walking along a road. | saw three deer fleeing hunt and hounds.
HSA members reported seeing one or two (may have been the same fox) looking exhausted running
away. Following the “meet” | contacted police and was informed that to deliberately drive at
someone is ‘common assault’. Allegations of assault are assigned to a different department than
allegations of wildlife crime. | was informed by police officer that as | couldn’t provide clear video
evidence they would not investigate the matter.”

6:3 15th November 2025: Silverton Hunt, Devon

“Hunt meet near the farm which | was staying... terrier ran away from terrier man up to farm, |
notified the terrier man but the dog did not want to approach the terrier man when he came to collect
the dog. The little dog, and the other terriers in the quad box all had facial scarring. Upon enquiry the
terrier man said it was from ‘rats’, the marks on the dogs’ faces did not look like rat bites. The terrier
man was driving a quad bike on the public roads with no number plates”

6:4 15th November 2025: BSV Hunt, Dorset/Somerset border

“We went to a copse where HSA members knew of the existence of an artificial earth. We had seen
hunt staff in the area of this copse. We found the earth, a big stone and log placed over the entrance,
and a shallow hole dug. We opened it to check, but nothing was there. Later in the day, we were
close to a copse. The hunt and hounds were in the copse. The hounds went in to full cry, and then
stopped quickly. Later we went to the copse to check. There was evidence of a commotion -
disturbed ground, crushed undergrowth, footprints, as well as out of the copse towards A30. We
found no sign of a fox or its remains. | was exposed to intimidating behaviour by one of the terrier
men on his quad. He drove his quad up to me very fast, very close, only veering away as the last
moment. At the end of the day | saw one of the riders trotting up the road on a very lame horse.”

6:5 29th November 2025: BSV Hunt meet, Dorset

“Myself and two female HSA members were in a field on the bridlepath, filming the hunt. A group of
riders came up to us. They thought | was a “new sab", so they focussed on me, circling their horses
tightly around me, shouting to each other, “let’s get this one next”.

Later in the day, we were walking along a footpath in a field, to get to a road. A hunt supporter who
appeared to have been drinking, drove his 4x4 in to the field, drove straight at us, causing us to have
to move quickly out of the way to avoid being run over. He had children in the car with him. He
shouted slurs at us. We had to call the police. When the police arrived the hunt packed up.”

6:6 27th December 2025: BSV Hunt, Somerset
“Hunt and hounds were in woodland. | saw a fox running away. Also deer and hares. Hounds
crossed the A30 in pursuit of a fox, causing obstruction to traffic on the road.”
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6:7

30th December 2025: BSV Hunt, Dorset

“The hunt were in some woodland bordering a main road (category A highway). | was standing on
the edge of the main road looking out over the fields bordering the woodland. | did not see a fox
here, but | saw multiple deer and hares appearing from the woodland and running away. Deer ran
over the main road narrowly missing oncoming traffic, one deer briefly running alongside cars on
the road. There were two hares running away together, but as they ran they got separated. One
turned and ran towards me. It got very close to me, then at the last moment, lowered its body and
ears and ran full pelt past me and along the fence line bordering the main road. Much obstruction of
traffic on this busy road, with rider, hunt staff, and terrier men on quads, positioning themselves in
the middle of the road, stopping cars from passing. A terrier man had climbed up the bank in to the
wood, appearing to block what was happening from view. Later in the day, myself and a female HSA
member were subject to physical assault and misogynistic verbal abuse whilst walking along a
bridlepath through a field. At a gateway we had our path blocked by terrier men and hunt supporters.
They told us were were not on the footpath, even though we were. We climbed the gate and | was
grabbed and pulled off it; the HSA member was physically assaulted by one of the terrier men as she
tried to navigate the blocked gate. The hunt stayed out very late, after it got dark, with horses and
hounds on the road in the dark. ”

6:8

3rd January 2026: Portman Hunt, Dorset

“Myself and a female HSA member were followed on foot all day by a member of the hunt. He
followed us closely all day. We did not stray from public rights of way. We were in isolated areas,
and as two females we found being closely followed by a man highly threatening.

| saw hounds were in a field on the other side of the road. The hounds appeared to pick up a scent
and ran across the road into a farm yard. We tried to call them off. One of the terrier men came up to
me, stood very very close and shouted in my face, grabbing my arm as an attempt to stop me
preventing the hounds chasing a fox. HSA members filmed hounds being beaten. The hunt
continued as night fell, riding and taking hounds out on roads after dark. ”

6:9

14th February 2026: BSV Hunt, Somerset

“Fox ran past me by on a lane near woodland, closely followed by a breakaway group of
unsupervised hounds, | let the fox run past me through a hedge then ran over and tried to stop the
hounds chasing it.”

6:10

17th February 2026: BSV Hunt, Somerset

“A long day with hounds chasing a fox over a long distance: | was with HSA members, on a road at
the top of a hill, who were using a drone to look down on the fox and hounds. The hounds with the
hunt chased the fox up the hill, the fox ran past in the field behind us, next to the road. The hounds
chased the fox, back and forth over the road, the hunt appeared to have no control over the hounds
and appeared to be making no attempt to regain control.”
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Discussion

Nature Watch Group (NWG) broaches topics pertinent to our locality and the impact of hunting with
hounds is one which is widely felt and divisive amongst residents. Strong views are aired on both sides,
with some residents stating benefit of organised hunt activity and others finding it's presence deeply
disturbing and disruptive. Views are deeply polarising, with both sides often stating that their views are
disregarded or disrespected.

NWG elected to research this difficult topic in line with the groups charitable remit, in promoting
conservation, protection and improvement of the physical and natural environment. As a small charity,
NWG has limited reach, but believes the research carried out to represent broad opinion and to reflect
experiences of hunt activity, and views on how that activity impacts the physical and natural
environment and it's diversity.

NWG will use the findings of this research to contribute to the government consultation on the future of
‘trail hunting’ and also with the aim of promoting the conservation, protection and improvement of the
physical and natural environment in the parish of Queen Thorne in particular, but not exclusively, by
discussing the following questions:

1. What are the advantages and disadvantages of ‘trail hunting’ in a rural community?

2. What are the effects of ‘trail hunting’ on wildlife/ biodiversity and the rural environment generally?

3. Given the current biodiversity emergency, does current legislation and enforcement of legislation,
adequately protect the environment and biodiversity?
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1. What are the advantages and disadvantages of ‘trail
hunting’ in a rural community?

Fox hunting with hounds is illegal in England. Hunt organisations are permitted to ‘trail hunt’; to use
hounds to follow the scent of a pre-laid trail with riders on horses riding to the hounds. It is the
responsibility of the hunt to ensure that wild animals are not pursued and to keep hounds under control.

‘Hunt meets’ in NWG'’s area are extensive: The Blackmore and Sparkford Vale (BSV) Hunt are active
over an area which straddles the Dorset/Somerset border. According to the BSV hunt meet card,
during the winter season 2025/2026, the BSV hunt alone planned 11 organised meets in November; 15
organised meets in December; 15 organised meets in January; 13 organised meets in February; with
the final meet of the season on 28th February, 2026. 54 planned meets in a small area of Dorset and
Somerset. It should be noted that by the end of the winter hunt season many vixens are heavily
pregnant, which makes them especially vulnerable to hunt activity.

Supporters of trail hunting point to the value of tradition and pageantry, community building with health
benefits, providing “Social, physical and mental health”, and providing “... a strong community for those
who are involved in it.”

Advantages to a rural community mentioned are the ‘dead stock collection’ service for farmers, which
some hunt kennels offer to provide feed for the hounds (other licensed dead stock collection services
are available). Hunt activity does provide some employment directly and contributes to parts of the rural
economy, for example some pubs which are used as hunt meeting points.

Supporters deny criminal activity or intimidating behaviour perpetrated by hunt supporters but raise
concerns about the conduct of ‘anti-hunt protesters’. There is a feeling that ‘antis’ are engaged in a
‘class war’, and a common assertion that people who disagree with hunt activity are ignorant of the
countryside.

While hunt activity may be community building for those who are engaged with it, for non-supporters
hunt activity can cause fractures within small communities, cause distress and have negative impacts
on mental health, restrict residents’ freedom to take physical exercise and inhibit enjoyment of the
natural environment. Hunting and hounds can cause anxiety and/or inconvenience, with many reports
of out of control hounds causing perceived fear and actual harm to pets and property, self and family.
Comments contained in this report illustrate how disruption to home/family life is commonly reported
due to local hunt activity with rural families feeling threatened on public right of ways, as well as on their
own property, and pets and livestock suffering distress and even death from out of control hounds.
NWGs volunteer monitor witnessed distress to livestock and ponies caused by hunt activity.

Modern hunt activity is supported by the use of many motor vehicles including horse boxes and lorries
(which enable travel from far areas and the exchange of horses through the day), quad bikes, and hunt
followers’ traffic; all of which are reported to lead to disruption on highways throughout the winter
season. This motorisation is a far cry from a traditional ‘horse and hounds’ picture.

Many rural residents report having experienced intimidating behaviour from members of the hunt, their
supporters and/or their employees, including criminal behaviour, such as common assault and
aggravated trespass. This report has highlighted a fear of speaking out against hunt activity due to an
associated culture of intimidation and violence.

NWG’s observations also raise serious safe-guarding concerns surrounding the involvement of minors
in hunt activity and also the unintended involvement of minors who inadvertently get caught up in hunt
activity.
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2. What are the effects of ‘trail hunting’ on wildlife/
biodiversity and the rural environment generally?

The State of Nature 2023 Report (2) informs us that the UK is among the most nature-depleted
countries globally, with a 19% average decline in species abundance since 1970 and 1 in 6 species
threatened with extinction. Key drivers include intensive farming, climate change, and habitat loss. Only
14% of important habitats for wildlife are in good condition, with only 7% of woodlands in good state.
Birds and mammals are particularly hard hit, with a 43% decline in bird species and 26% of terrestrial
mammals threatened.

The British Trust for Ornithology’s Breeding Bird Survey, which records mammals as well as birds,
suggests a declining trend of almost half (48%) of observable Red Fox numbers in the rural population
between 1995 and 2022 (4)

The recently published ‘Seventh National Report to the United Nations Convention on Biological
Diversity’ reveals that the UK is currently on track to meet only three of its 23 national biodiversity
targets by 2030.

Pro-hunt respondents show a variety of views when it comes to wildlife, with some questioning that
foxes are killed, some suggestion that hunting keeps ‘vermin and predators to farm animals at bay’, and
some clear desire for the hunting ban to be repealed. One hunt supporter asserted that hunt activity is
under control and there is ‘minimal effect on wildlife’. There is also an assertion that “Trail
hunts...benefit wildlife by maintaining coverts and hedgerows.”.

Many respondents to this report commented on their concern for the welfare of wildlife, with the
interference to wildlife and habitat cited, and some people (including children) being traumatised by
witnessing pursuit, and subsequent tearing apart of caught wildlife, by hounds.

Any detrimental effect on wildlife at a time of biodiversity emergency is clearly a significant cause for
concern. NWG'’s observation of hunt activity has shown widespread indirect and direct disturbance of
natural habitat and multiple species due to the presence of packs of hounds being cast into woodlands
and across farmland, often pursuing wildlife, causing danger and death to that wildlife, directly by the
hounds or indirectly due to potential traffic collisions. Our observations and survey responses
highlighted the lack of hunt will/ability to prevent hounds from pursuing wildlife.

NWG is extremely concerned by the practice of ‘digging out’, whereby hunts use terriers and shovels to
pursue wildlife when it goes to ground. The frequent attendance of terrier men at hunt meets strongly
suggests that ‘digging out’ is regular hunt practice.

The blocking of bolt holes further demonstrates an intent to hunt live quarry and can impact wildlife,
including foxes and badgers, as there is risk of suffocation to animals within blocked setts, as well as
denying pursued quarry the opportunity to escape hounds.

It appears that pursued wildlife has little chance of escape as trespass by hounds onto private property
appears commonplace, with reports of hounds on prohibited nature reserves, SSSI’s, farms and
gardens.

NWG is troubled by the use of ‘artificial earths’, which may be used by some hunts to ensure the
presence of live fox quarry.

As well as concern for wildlife, and the pets and livestock previously discussed, our findings raise
concern for the welfare of hunt animals: horses, hounds and terriers.

The actions of multiple organised hunts, observed by NWG volunteer monitors, with the unhindered
pursuit of wildlife by hounds, the interference with bolt holes, the presence of terrier men and the
intimidation tactics employed by hunt employees, suggest a widespread, regular, deliberate and
premeditated intention to hunt and kill wildlife by hunt organisations.
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3. Given the current biodiversity emergency, does current
legislation and enforcement of legislation, adequately protect
the environment and biodiversity?

Satisfaction with enforcement was extremely low among survey respondents, with just one declaring
they had been happy with the response and subsequent police action, and both ‘pro’ and ‘anti’ hunt
respondents raising lack of confidence in police action, and police/judiciary bias.

A high proportion of respondents felt that increased enforcement and ramifications/tighter laws are
required with many feeling that current wildlife protection laws are being exploited.

However, this report has highlighted wider problems caused by hunt activity in a rural environment with
many respondents endorsing distress, fear, or anxiety to animals and/or people as negative impacts.
Furthermore, our observations and survey responses strongly suggest frequent occurrences of wildlife
crime, public order offences, traffic offences, aggravated trespass, common assault and recklessness
surrounding hunt activity. There appears to be a disproportionally low engagement with punitive
channels.

This report has demonstrated that current legislation and enforcement of legislation, do not adequately
protect the environment and biodiversity.
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Conclusions and Recommendations

NWG accepts that to many rural residents ‘hunt activity’ presents a valuable opportunity for mental and
physical wellbeing. It should be noted that there is little reported complaint of large groups of horseback
riders enjoying the countryside. However, NWG’s research paints a picture of inadequate legislation
and/or enforcement which is emboldening perpetrators of antisocial behaviour/ recklessness and
crimes, including frequent wildlife crimes. Police involvement appears to be reactive rather than
proactive, with little apparent ongoing investigation into allegations, or preventative measures to reduce
the likelihood of harm.

It is apparent that self regulation among the hunt fraternity is not adequately protecting wildlife or rural
residents, and that the lack of enforcement of existing laws has created a deeply polarising pressure on
the rural community. To ease this public discord public perception of ‘hunt activity’ must change. NWG
suggests that in order for public opinion to change current legislation must be actively enforced as well
as tightened to allow proportional punitive measures to perpetrators of wildlife crime, antisocial
behaviour, public order offences and the other crimes this report has shown to be implicated in
organised hunt activity. Notably, this activity was observed and reported to occur both in public places
and on private property and the law must be effectively enforced wherever violations occur without fear
or favour. Through effective enforcement and a reduction in the harmful impacts of current hunt activity,
responsible countryside sports enthusiasts who are following the law will also be less likely to be ‘tarred
with the same brush’ as those who are breaking the law, endangering wildlife, and causing damage and
distress.

The reports of violence and intimidation associated with hunt activity are unacceptable but currently
seem to be an intrinsic characteristic of hunt activity. It is unacceptable that members of the public are
being relied upon to collect evidence of wrong doing, putting their own safety at risk.

NWG recognises that the nature of policing the ‘hunt’ raises many challenges: activity often covers
wide rural areas at speed; activity often crosses back and forth between different policing districts; there
is a severe lack of rural officers, and in particular trained wildlife crime officers; police are not provided
with adequate equipment to properly investigate; multiple hunts often occur at the same time and police
are not notified in advance; alleged crimes committed by the hunt are not seen as a whole, but
allocated to different departments.

However, NWG suggests that the biggest problems are: i) a lack of understanding of how big an impact
hunt activity has on rural areas, and ii) that of political will to empower and enable the police force to
enforce relevant laws.

NWG welcomes the current government’'s commitment to ban trail hunting. NWG recognises, from this
research, that the most common complaint which is not currently being addressed by the law is the
impact of uncontrolled hounds and will be submitting a response to the consultation. However, it
appears from this report that laws already in place are being exploited on a wide scale with impunity; as
such, without improvements in enforcement, we can have little confidence that changing the law further
will have it's desired impact.

In NWG'’s area, the currently allocated rural crime team of two officers, a single Wildlife Crime Officer,
and the Dorset police drone which is kept in Weymouth, appears to be woefully inadequate to address
the scale of the issues reported and observed. NWG would like to see a police commitment to tackling
criminal hunt activity with nationally coordinated, well trained, localised specialist task forces proactively
targeting meets with investigative equipment.
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Appendix 1:

Nature Watch Group: Hunting With Hounds Report
Trustees’ declarations of potential bias.

The Nature Watch Group (NWG) is made up of volunteers, including a board of three trustees who direct the group. Due
to the frequent accusations of bias made by both the ‘pro’ and ‘anti’ hunt, NWG is including statements of Trustees’
declarations of potential bias.

K Creswell Dip.H.M. MCMA has lived and worked in the rural community for all of her adult life in nature based
industries, has ridden and worked horses since childhood, and has taken part in game hunting for food until becoming
aware of the significant pressures on wildlife in the late 1990’s. Ms Creswell now owns and manages a small holding and
nature reserve and works as a healthcare professional.

E Etherington MA grew up in a rural community with close family links to Dorset agriculture, and experienced hunting
with hounds from an early age, having been taken to ‘meets’ as a child. At the time of this report Ms Etherington has
been employed as horticultural and conservation teacher in a special needs school.

R Duffy grew up in rural community, in a land based family unit, with close neighbours, friends and peers involved in
agriculture and directly involved in organised hunt activity. Ms Duffy is now employed by a local branch of a national
wildlife charity.

Appendix 2:
Nature Watch Group on-line ‘Hunting With Hounds Survey’ June 2025-April 2026

c @ atcl up-20337/s o %

NATURE WATCH

NATURE WATCH

Home BecomeaMember Hunting with HoundsSurvey Reporta Wildiife Concern -  Meetings & Minutes  How We Work

News Contact

Hunting with HoundsSurvey

NWG research into th

Latest News

Hunting with hounds was made illegal in 2004, "Trail hunting' being allowed instead, with restrictions in r “
place to protect wildlife. Friday, 2 June 2025
‘The Nature Watch Group (NWG) are concerned that 'tral hunting'is being used as a smokescreen to cover I

wildlife crimes, and that frequent hunt meets have a significant detrimental impact on the wellbeing of

rural wildlife and residents.

NWG is researching the impact of hunt activity by inviti of rural
short survey.
Al submissions will be kept d data will be kept i with legal data protection and
idel ici identifiable data to be deleted at any time.
- 13 Ir t oup-20337/survey/
Submissions will be collated and the information used to promote conservation, protection and
improvement of the natural environment. *Name:

‘the hunt' is a divisive i we will respect yc ality. NWG feels it i
important to allow all members of rural communities to have a voice. The survey will take just a few
‘minutes of your time and may be very helpful in protecting wildlife.

*Area of residence:

*Your information will be kept securely. If you would rather submit this questionnaire anonymously we do
understand, however it would be helpful for us to be able to identify responses.

1) Do you find hunt activity to be beneficial to yourself?
Cles

CINe

1a) If yes, please describe how:

o. of p-20337/survey/

3) If yes to Question 2, did you notify the police? 2) Have you been affected by hunt activity negatively in any of the following ways? (select all that apply)

Yes Distress to petsandjor [ Fe d anxi [ Abusive/intimidating ] Trespass on property
= Tivestock Solf tantly /o deonyirionds Bohavior
INo [ Out of control hounds
I wildlife distress (] Pear and anxiety of L) Traffic Som
i i [l Other

3a) Ifyes, how did you feel the pollcc handled your concerns? Was any further action taken? Would you contact the
policé again regarding hunt acti 2a) If you have selected any of the above options please give details of incidents, with date and location if possible:

3b) If no, why didni't you notify the police?

4) Do you feel that current legislation and punitive measures are robust enough to protect wildlife from
hunting with hounds?

Yes

INo

42) If no, how do you think this could be improved?

5) If you would like to make any other relevant comments, please do so here.

‘Thank you for taking part in this survey.
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Front and back of Nature Watch Group ‘Hunting With Hounds Survey’ information card.

“To promote the conservation, protection, and improvement of the physical
and natural environment ... by undertaking research into the environment
and its biodiversity and disseminating the results for the benefit of the
public”

Nature Watch Group - Hunting with Hounds Survey

https://bit.ly/HwHSurvey
An opportunity to make your voice heard

Nature Watch Group was born out of the desire to protect
and support the nature on our doorstep. Where national
policy fails, small steps and local action must make a
difference. A small, local, registered charity, Nature Watch
Group recognises biodiversity loss and concentrates on
issues closest to home.

'We are volunteer run, and welcome those who wish to support positive environmental change.

donate.ji

gtnaturewatch.co.uk

If you'd like to gift a donation:

Nature Watch Group - Hunting with Hounds Survey
https://bit.ly/HwHSurvey:

We at Nature Watch Group are concerned that current hunt legislation has proved
inadequate in wildlife protection.

We seek to gather data, while assuring anonymity to respondents. Our findings will be used
to promote wellbeing of the local environment.

We have created an online survey, consisting of just five questions.

This short survey will gather views from people who have direct experience of hunt related
activity, on whatever scale.

If of importance to you please support our research by completing the survey, and pass this
information to friends who may like to respond.

An upcoming Government consultation will offer a chance to shape the future of ‘trail
hunting’. This is an opportunity to make our voices heard.

To see the survey please visit our website using the web address above, or scan the QR code.

All submissions will be helpful and appreciated. If you would like to complete the survey
please do not delay. We will keep you informed of developments with your permission.

Appendix 4:
Table showing distribution of respondents.

Area of residence

Hunt activity NOT
beneficial to self

Hunt activity IS
beneficial to self

Total respondents
from area

Dorset 26 6 32
Somerset 9 2 11
Devon 3 0 3

Oxfordshire

Wiltshire

Not stated

Totals:

40

12 52
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Appendix 5:
Table showing survey responses.

1: Do you find hunt activity to be beneficial to yourself? (Y/N)

2: Have you been affected by hunt activity negatively in the following ways: (Y/N)
2a: Distress to pets and/or livestock

2b: Wildlife distress

2c: Fear and anxiety of self/family/children/friends

2d: Fear and anxiety of property/pets/livestock

2e: Abusive/intimidating behaviour

2f: Traffic disturbance/violations

2g: Trespass on property

2h: Out of control hounds

2i: Other

3: Did you notify the police? (Y/N)

4: Do you feel that current legislation and punitive measures are robust enough to protect wildlife from hunting
with hounds? (Y/N)

response date Q.1 2a 2b 2c 2d 2e 2f 2g 2h 2i Q3 | Q4
1: 2/6/25 N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y / Y N
2: 7/7/25 N Y / / Y / / / Y / Y N
3: 717125 N Y / Y Y / / Y Y / N N
4: 717125 N Y Y Y Y / Y / / / N N
5: 717125 N / Y / / / / / / / / N
6: 7/7/25 N | Y Y Y Y Y Y / Y / Y N
7:717/25 N Y Y / Y Y Y / Y / N N
8: 8/7/25 N Y Y Y / Y Y / Y / Y N
9: 14/7/25 N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y / Y N
10:14/7/25 N Y Y Y Y / Y Y Y / Y N
11:14/7/25 N / Y Y / / Y Y / / N N
| |
12:14/7/25 N / Y / / Y Y Y Y / Y N
13:14/7/25 Y / / / / / / / / Y N Y
|
14: 14/7/25 N Y Y / / / Y / Y / N N
15:15/7/25 N / / / / / / / / Y / N
|
16:15/7/25 N Y Y / Y / Y / Y / N N
17: 15/7/25 Y / / / / / / / / / / Y
|
18:15/7/25 N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N
19: 15/7/25 N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y / Y N
20:16/7/25 Y / / / / / / / / / / Y
21:16/7/25 N Y / / / / Y Y Y / Y N
22:17/7/25 N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y / N N
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response date Q.1 2a 2b 2c 2d 2e 2f 2g 2h 2i Q3 Q4
23: 18/7/25 N / Y / Y Y / / Y / N N
24:18/7/25 Y / / / / / / / / / / Y
25:18/7/25 Y / / / / Y / / / / N N
26: 18/7/25 Y / / / / / / / / / / Y
27: 18/7/25 Y / / / / / / / / / / /
28: 23/7/25 N Y / Y Y Y Y / / / N N
29: 23/7/25 Y / / / / / / / / / / Y
30: 24/7/25 N / Y / Y Y Y Y Y / N N
31: 2/8/25 N / / / / Y / Y Y / N N
32: 3/8/25 N / Y / / / / Y Y / N N
33: 13/8/25 N / / / / / / / / / / N
34: 15/8/25 N Y / / / / / / / / N N
35: 28/8/25 Y / / / / / / / / / / Y
36: 13/9/25 N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y / N N
37: 15/9/25 N / / / / / Y Y Y / Y N
38: 13/10/25 N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y / N N
39: 14/10/25 N / Y Y Y Y Y / Y / Y N
40: 21/11/25 N / Y Y Y Y Y / Y Y Y N
41: 13/12/25 Y / / / / / / / / / / Y
42: 3/1/26 N / / / / / / / / Y / N
43: 14/1/26 N / / Y Y / / / Y / N N
44:19/3/26 Y / / / / / / / / / / Y
45: 19/3/26 Y / / / / / / / / / / Y
46: 2/4/26 N / / Y / Y Y / / / N N
47: 2/14/126 N / / Y / / Y / / / N N
48: 2/4/26 N / / Y Y / / / / Y N N
49: 2/4/26 N / / / Y Y / / Y / N N
50: 2/4/26 N / / / / / / / / Y Y N
51: 2/4/26 N Y Y / / Y Y / Y / N N
52: 6/4/26 N Y / Y Y / Y / / / N N

Y: 12 [Y:21 | Y:23 |Y:21 |Y:23 |Y:21 |y:26 |Y:16 |Y:27 |Y:7 Y:14 | Y: 10
N: 40 N: 24 | N:41
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