
From: <email address hidden>  
Sent: Monday, February 26, 2024 11:09 AM 
To: Korman, Marc Delegate <Marc.Korman@house.state.md.us>; Boyce, Regina T. Delegate 
<Regina.Boyce@house.state.md.us>; Hornberger, Kevin Delegate 
<Kevin.Hornberger@house.state.md.us>; Griffith, Mike Delegate <Mike.Griffith@house.state.md.us>; 
Johnson, Andre Delegate <Andre.Johnson@house.state.md.us>; Johnson, Steve Delegate 
<Steve.Johnson@house.state.md.us>; Schmidt, Stuart Delegate <Stuart.Schmidt@house.state.md.us>; 
Tomlinson, Chris Delegate <Chris.Tomlinson@house.state.md.us>; Fraser-Hidalgo, David Delegate 
<David.Fraser.Hidalgo@house.state.md.us>; Foley, Linda Delegate <Linda.Foley@house.state.md.us> 
Cc: johnsojda@gknowmx.com 
Subject: HB957 Natural Resources - Hunting - Tundra Swans. 
  
Dear Chair Korman, Vice Chair Boyce, Bill Sponsors, and local House Delegates, 
  
My simple message is that I would like to express my full support for HB957 Natural Resources – Hunting 
– Tundra Swans. 
  
  
I would also like to offer a much more detailed message: 
  
I first became aware of HB957 when I received an email from the Maryland Ornithological Society’s 
Conservation Chair urging me to express my disapproval for this bill.  I suspect that you and other 
members of the house may receive a number of emails from MOS members expressing passionate 
disapproval in response to this call to action.   I would like to add some factual balance to any such 
responses you may get and offer you some reference material should you have more involved dialog 
with HB957 opponents. 
  
I can respect that some individuals are opposed to hunting.  Everyone is entitled to their own opinion, 
but not their own facts.  It is an unforced error by MOS, and all who follow MOS’s call to action without 
diligence, to pollute an honest feeling-based position with unfounded assertions: 
  

1. The numbers of swans wintering in Maryland have declined in recent years; any hunting will put further 
pressure on them.   

2. Trumpeter Swans and Tundra Swans are hard to tell apart, even for expert birders.  Therefore, it is very 
likely that hunters would mistake protected Trumpeter Swans for Tundra Swans.   

3. They do minimal damage (some feeding on winter grains).   
4. And, finally, these are magnificent birds that pair for life, and deserve better from Maryland than to be 

brought down by shotgun blasts.  
As a very serious birder based in Montgomery County, MD (https://ebird.org/profile/MjA5NDgwOA/US-
MD-031, https://ebird.org/top100?region=Montgomery+County&locInfo.regionCode=US-MD-
031&year=2024&rankedBy=spp  ) I belong to both the Montgomery County Bird Club as well as MOS, 
The Audubon Society, and I support The Cornell Lab of Ornithology.  But I am also a member of Ducks 
Unlimited, Pheasants Forever, Quail Forever, and The Ruffed Grouse Society.  As a member of these 
organizations, I am aware of the great works that hunters perform in volunteering their time and money 
to support the welfare of not only the birds that they hunt, but of all the species that are part of the 
habitats that they rehabilitate, maintain, and help flourish.  At leadership and local levels, hunters and 
birders realize the wisdom and value of reaching across the table for the common good. One example is 
Ducks Unlimited partnering with Audubon for the good of birds.  https://www.audubon.org/news/why-



birders-and-waterfowl-hunters-are-natural-allies Responsible stewards work with all stakeholders that 
their endeavor affects.  
  
It is a shame when some birders, in leadership roles no less, take a careless stance when they have the 
opportunity to work with serious hunters, wildlife agencies, and government officials to promote the 
welfare of species we all care so much about.   
  
Point by point, here are facts that oppose the talking points that MOS has offered: 
  

1. Tundra Swan numbers are not declining.  
a. According to the most recent survey by The U.S Fish and Wildlife Service Division of Migratory Bird 

Management (based right here in Laurel, MD no less), Tundra Swan numbers are not declining (pg 39).   
b. According to The Cornell Lab of Ornithology’s “Birds of the World” site (login needed): 

https://birdsoftheworld.org/bow/species/tunswa/cur/introduction?login  
                                                               i.      Conservation Status – Least Concern 

 
  
                                                             ii.      There are already several regulated hunting seasons: 
  



 
  
                                                           iii.      The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Canadian Wildlife Service already have 
management plans in place

 
  

c. But let’s take a look at what might happen when a species subject to hunting regulations falls into 
decline.  In general, wildlife officials have a stream of revenue from hunters to survey species population 
and offer forecasts.  Hunting seasons and bag limits are adjusted accordingly.  Hunters, seeking to 
maximize their hunting opportunities work closely with wildlife officials and local property owners 
across a species’ entire range to improve habitat in an effort to strengthen a species numbers and 
overall health.  When they are successful, there are more birds overall—enough to hunt and enough to 
enjoy watching.  All birds die eventually, perhaps a few more will succumb to hunting pressures, but far 
more birds will benefit from the greater good performed.  The language of this Bill is clear enough to 
indicate that Federal agencies will dictate the amount of hunting allowed; it will not just be a free-for-
all.   
  

2. Trumpeter Swan flock demographics not negatively affected by Tundra Swan hunting 
https://birdsoftheworld.org/bow/species/truswa/cur/introduction  



 

 
3. Grain damage may be minimal based on studies like this:  

 
  

4. No evidence that Swans pair for life: 
https://birdsoftheworld.org/bow/species/tunswa/cur/behavior#sex  



 
In summary, based on MOS’s own talking points, it is a shame they didn’t do their homework.  If there 
are objective published facts to the contrary of those presented here, so be it, but I respectfully wait for 
such information to emerge from MOS. 
  
The other aspect of this subject that I would like make note of is the economic impact that passing this 
Bill could be expected to have.  I don’t have exact figures but I am sure someone does, that speak to the 
millions of dollars a year that hunting pumps into the Maryland economy.  Waterfowl hunting in the 
Chesapeake Bay region has historical and cultural significance.  While hunting is a passionate hobby for 
many, it is a vital livelihood for others.  Proceeds from hunters’ licensing dollars and taxes on spending 
on hunting materials goes directly to maintain State and Federal Gamelands—Gamelands that MOS 
birders use year around as much, or more, than hunters and yet birdwatchers pay nothing for the 
privilege.  I do not see MOS leadership urging fellow birders to purchase hunting licenses, not to hunt, 
but solely to support Gameland maintenance. 
  
I support HB957. 
  
R/ 
  
John 
  
John F. Sojda III 
Germantown, MD 
240-XXX-XXXX 
JohnXXXXX@XXXXXXX.com  
 


