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Wildlife damage to agricultural crops takes many forms:

* Row crops

* Orchards

* Nurseries

 Truck crops
 Forestry operations

e Livestock
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National Agricultural Statistics
Service

NASS surveys producers in Maryland
to obtain an estimate of damage to
crops from wildlife.

« Presents this information annually
via a News Release.

Estimate for 2009 was $9.9
million for Maryland.

 Has been consistent for
several years.
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NASS also estimates the
value of certain crops grown in - _
Maryland. o ememsmememeeem

JIATE RELEASE
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Maryland Farmers Estimate $9.9 Million in 2

Total value of corn, soybeans
and small grains was under
$500 million in 2009.

 Places loss to wildlife just
under 2% of total value.
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NASS also breaks down the loss by wildlife species:

In 2009 that was:
» Deer = 74%
» Groundhogs = 10%
* Resident geese = 8%
» Migrant geese = 5%

e “Others” = remainder
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Deer make up the vast majority of damage.

» Hit nearly every crop to some degree, from
row crops to vegetables to tree plantings.

* Problem statewide.
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Reduced the deer population via liberalized hunting regulations.

Maryland Statewide Estimated White-tailed Deer Population
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Achieved via an increase in harvest of female, or antlerless deer.

Region B 20-Year Antlerless Harvest

No. of Deer Harvested
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Issue Deer Management Permits (aka: crop damage permits).

* Allow landowners with damage to commercial crops to shoot deer year-round,
* Free,

* Report take via phone or internet,

* Liberal number of deer may be taken,

» Use weapons legal for that county (i.e. rifles vs shotguns)

« May add family or friends as shooters,

» Around 950 permits issued annually in Maryland.
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Deer Management Permit take has dropped since a peak in 2003.

Deer Management Permit Harvest, 1990 - 2009

No. of Deer Harvested
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WHAT CAN LOCAL GOVERNMENTS DO?
Avoid creating a deer refuge!
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Counties should develop a deer management plan.

« Painful at first due to widely differing opinions.

« Worth the effort in the long run as it ultimately allows for efficient
management.

 DNR can help by providing management options to county staff and public.

Montgomery and Howard Counties have excellent Deer
Management programs.

« Example: Howard County uses a mix of managed hunting
and sharpshooting on county lands.

 Removed 362 deer from county tracts in 2009-10.
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Public land* with Active and Recommended
Deer Population Management w
Montgomery County, MD

a Ji

[ Public Land* with no deer population management

B Public Land* with deer population management -

[] Public Land* recommended for future deer management W
(see Table 1for potential implementation dates) N W | !

[ Federal Facility using experimental Contraceptive program.

*includes some property belonging to WSSC
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Resident geese versus migrant geese

Resident geese:
 Larger,
* Non-native to Maryland,
* Don’t migrate,
» Nest locally,

 Remnants from captive flocks from
1930’s.

Migrant geese:
« Smaller,
 Native to Maryland,

* Nest in northern Quebec in
Canada.
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Good place to recognize major partner: USDA Wildlife
Services (part of APHIS).

Wildlife
Services

ing Agriculture | Protecting Wildlife
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Two types of permits available to landowners with goose
problems (issued via USDA-APHIS for DNR):

* Permit to destroy goose nests and/or eggs.

«Available easily online.

« Permit to kill geese depredating on crops.
*Available via phone call — can be valid the same day.

* New permits with just a few years history.

 Last year producers destroyed 34 eggs
and killed 329 geese under this program.

» Growing as landowners become familiar
with program.
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WHAT CAN LOCAL GOVERNMENTS DO?

Manage ponds to minimize waterfowl flocks.
* Minimize large expanses of mowed grass.
» Address waterfowl populations BEFORE they get too large.
» Get permits to addle eggs.

» Spray with corn oil, and
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Significant livestock loss is uncommon in Maryland.

Nuisance Wildlife Hotline is a joint effort by DNR and USDA - APHIS.
* Toll free phone line for resolving problem wildlife.

» They issued 4 permits to control coyotes in the last 5 years.

We have a network of licensed wildlife
damage control operators.

* Respond for a fee and remove the
problem animals.
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Occurs to crops, livestock and beehives.

* Limited to our western counties.
 DNR addresses bear issues on a case by case basis, 24/7 when needed.
« State Law requires a compensation program but doesn’t fund it.

» Paid out 52% of the claims last year, 61 % in 2008.
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Animal Damage Managementis a SHARED RESPONSIBILITY

DNR offers a variety of free, easily obtainable permits to address
most problems as they occur — learn to use them.

Develop logical hunting programs to reduce wildlife

populations during the open seasons — especially for deer.
 Avoid the ‘buck only’ syndrome, work with hunters to
remove female deer.

Local Governments should monitor their properties to
address problem wildlife populations BEFORE they reach a
crisis level.
 Strongly recommend a county level Deer Management
Plan.
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Success Story: Chester River QDM Cooperative

e Grown to include 10+/- farms in Queen Anne’s County with more
requesting membership.

* Hunting rules include strict limits on bucks taken (via antler size).

» Places intense hunting pressure on adult does (most productive in
herd).

Results:
« Hunters have reduced deer densities nicely.

» Crop yields have gone up considerably.

* Info is available online. tﬁsﬂlﬁﬂ n""ﬁ? .

“-I- “-l Hl .ﬂ.i
Coop Member
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How does DNR address deer issues?

« add bullet points here

» add pictures as you desire
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