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Chair Pinsky and Members of the Committee:

My name is Stephanie Boyles Griffin, ’'m a Maryland resident and the senior scientist in the Wildlife
Protection department at the Humane Society of the United States. | also serve as a Commissioner on
the Maryland Wildlife Advisory Commission. | support Senate Bill 200 because wildlife killing contests are
an affront to science-based wildlife management principles.

Scientific studies have shown that the indiscriminate killing of coyotes, such as in wildlife killing contests,
disrupts their social structure and encourages more breeding and migration, which ultimately results in
more coyotes.' If they are left alone, coyotes will instead limit their own numbers according to available
habitat and prey. Here in the Northeastern U.S., coyotes are filling a crucial niche after the eradication of
the region’s original top carnivores — wolves and cougars. Like all wildlife species, coyotes play an
integral role in healthy ecosystems. They keep prey populations in check and increase the biological
diversity of plant and wildlife communities.?

A recent study confirmed that coyotes are not reducing deer populations in the Northeastern U.S.> And
indiscriminately killing coyotes will not increase the overall abundance of deer for human hunters. The
Pennsylvania Game Commission states, “After decades of using predator control (such as paying
bounties) with no effect, and the emergence of wildlife management as a science, the agency finally
accepted the reality that predator control does not work,” and adds that, instead, the limiting factor for
deer is the availability of good habitat.* Sportsmen’s organizations like Ducks Unlimited, the National
Wild Turkey Federation, and the Izaak Walton League of America have expressed opposition to predator
control®

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission’s new Coyote Management Plan, which was
developed using a large body of scientific and peer-reviewed literature, concludes that indiscriminate,
lethal control of coyotes is ineffective at addressing livestock depredation.” Furthermore, USDA data
indicate that confirmed livestock losses to wild carnivores are minuscule, and that the predominant
sources of mortality to livestock, by far, are non-carnivore causes including disease, illness, birthing
problems, and weather.” Here in Maryland, it is difficult to find any state or federal statistics showing
that coyotes are a significant threat to livestock.? The Maryland DNR states on its website that “...coyotes
do not seem to be a major cause of agricultural loss in the state.”

When it comes to protecting livestock, prevention is more effective than lethal control, including
practicing good animal husbandry, removing dead livestock that are attractants, and the use of electric
fences, visual and noise deterrents, and guard animals.’® However, this legislation would not affect the
ability of Maryland landowners to kill predating animals on their property, to obtain a state permit to
control predating animals, or to contract with licensed wildlife damage control operators on their
property. HB 293/SB 200 would prohibit only the cruel, unsporting, and pointless contests that offer
cash prizes for killing the most, the heaviest, or even the smallest animals. As I’ve outlined here, such
contests achieve no quantifiable, science-based wildlife management objectives.

As a Maryland citizen who cares about protecting our wildlife, and as a biologist who understands the
importance of managing our wildlife according to the best available science, | respectfully ask this
committee to support this legislation. Thank you so much for your time.

Stephanie Boyles Griffin, M.S.
Senior Scientist, Wildlife Protection
sboyles@humanesociety.org
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