
The Audubon Colorado Council (ACC), which comprises Colorado’s eight Audubon Society 

Chapters and their approximately eight thousand members, hereby endorses the Citizen’s 

Petition to ban use of lead in ammunition in Colorado. 

WHY ACC SUPPORTS THE PETITION 

1. We support the Citizen’s Petition because the hazards of lead are well-known. We 

believe a ban is overdue.   

We applaud the Division of Parks and Wildlife for including the “Get the Lead Out,” notice in 

the 2014 Big Game Hunting brochure.  We assert that if pregnant women and young children are 

cautioned about eating meat tainted with lead; it is obvious there are effects to wildlife.     

2. Lead has been banned for hunting over wetlands since 1991.  Unfortunately, the 

problems for non-game and terrestrial wildlife are not so widely recognized. 

We wish to point out two studies on game birds. 

a) Of 157 doves fed 2 to 24 lead shot pellets, 104 died prior to the conclusion of the study 

while all 22 control doves survived. [Note: doves commonly ingest grit because it is 

necessary for digestion of their diet.] 

b) Bobwhite quail ingesting small amounts of lead show a significant increase in mortality. 

The latter study, reported in the Texas Journal of Science, stated: “…lead …that will 

continue to become available by erosion and exposure of buried pellets or new deposition 

…may affect populations of various species of birds for years.”    

Reports by the US Fish and Wildlife Service
 
documented lead poisoning in 59 avian species 

other than waterfowl. The reports stated: “…bans on the use of lead shot for hunting 

waterfowl… do nothing to prevent the poisoning of raptors that feed on hunted species away 

from wetlands…the only practical way of removing the risk of lead poisoning from ammunition 

to avian species is to replace the use of lead with non-toxic alternatives… in all habitats. Until 

this happens, large numbers of birds…will continue to die from lead poisoning.”   

 

3. Complete bullet dissolution occurs only within 30 to 300 years. Hence, continued use 

means continued accumulation of this poison in our wildlands.  

 

DISCUSSION OF ARGUMENTS AGAINST THE BAN 

We wish to refute reasons that may be used for denying the petition.  

1. The proposed ban on lead in ammunition is part of a strategy to ban hunting.   

Answer: The Audubon Society and like organizations (e.g. The American Birding Association) 

include many hunters among their members.  The leadership of these organizations regularly 

urge the purchase of duck stamps.   

Audubon is a science-based organization that supports professional wildlife management, and 

the utilization of all tools needed to preserve wildlife habitat.  For example, over-browsing by 

deer in the absence of hunting has been shown to be highly-deleterious to the populations of 

ground and shrub-nesting birds.   



We also support hunting as part of our nation’s heritage, and believe that all those whose 

recreation involves wildlife can work together to support a common goal of preserving well-

functioning habitat.   

2. Banning lead ammunition is an example of regulatory over-reach by the Environmental 

Protection Agency. 

Answer: Twenty-eight countries other than the US have some restriction, including total bans on 

use of lead in ammunition.  EPA, by statute, cannot rule on the use of lead ammunition in the 

US.  It is worth noting that concerns regarding lead poisoning caused most of Europe to ban lead 

in paint in the 1920’s—an action not taken in the US until 50 years later when poisoning from 

paint had become a serious national issue, resulting in billions of dollars of costs to the US 

taxpayer, not to mention the many lives affected by unnecessary lead exposure.     

3. Much of the research and data used are biased.   

Answer: The largest group in the US working to eliminate lead ammunition is the US military.  

They have announced a phase-out of lead ammunition to be in effect by 2018.  Much of the data 

and research reported in this statement is from work supported by the US military.   

4. Non-Lead ammunition does not work.    

Answer: The US military phase-out speaks to this comment.  You can also check the website 

huntingwithnonlead.org.   Here is their mission statement: Hunting with Non-lead is dedicated to 

promoting hunting and wildlife conservation through the use of non-lead ammunition. We are 

hunters and wildlife biologists who recognize the common ground between hunting and wildlife 

conservation. It is our mission to promote the positive contributions of hunting and the use of 

non-lead ammunition by providing accurate information and resources to hunters and wildlife 

managers. The website includes several photos of members of the organization with trophy 

animals.  

 

5. Non-Lead ammunition is too expensive. 

Answer: Today’s hunter typically acquires special clothing, boats, ATVs, travel expenses and so 

on.  Against this backdrop, the increased expense of the ammunition is not an issue. We also 

direct the commissioners to the American Hunter website: 

http://www.americanhunter.org/articles/waterfowler-numbers-take-a-dive which presents several 

reasons for the decline in waterfowl hunting. The change in ammunition is not mentioned.  

Better opportunities for deer hunting is considered a leading cause. 

 

In summary, the time has come for a phase-out of lead in ammunition in Colorado. 
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