
March 30, 2023
RE: LD 814, An Act to Restrict the Daytime and Nighttime Killing of Coyotes

Dear Members of the Committee:

Thank you for considering this testimony in favor of LD 814.

The practice of killing coyotes is counterproductive to its stated goals. I will outline in this testimony some
significant ways in which the current policy of year-round hunting is deeply misguided.

First, many believe that killing coyotes protects livestock. In fact, scientific research has clearly demonstrated
that (1) carnivores including coyotes are responsible for a very small share (less than half a percent) of overall
livestock losses1 and (2) that the indiscriminate killing of coyotes does nothing to reduce overall coyote
populations. Mass killings of coyotes began in the United States in 1850, and since then the coyote has tripled
its range.2 Instead, killing coyotes encourages more breeding and more migration, which fosters even more
potentially undesirable interaction between coyotes and livestock.3 Left alone, only the dominant pair in a
coyote pack tend to reproduce, suppressing overall population growth. When packs are broken apart through
killing, subordinate members find mates and reproduce, and pup survivorship tends to increase.4 Thus, hunting
coyotes may hurt, rather than help, farmers protect their livestock. Evidence shows that prevention is a far
more effective technique.5

Second, many hunters complain that coyotes present increased competition for game species such as deer
and so should be directly hunted themselves so as to encourage other forms of hunting. There is no scientific
evidence that killing coyotes increases the presence of deer. In fact, several comprehensive studies have
shown that killing coyotes fails to increase game herds.6 Coyotes eat a diverse diet, with rabbits and rodents
generally their top choices.7 The Pennsylvania Game Commission and the North Carolina Wildlife Resources
Commission have both found that coyotes either do not affect, or indeed help (through the control of other
predators) the presence of typical game species.8

Third, some prominent groups have complained about the detrimental effect of coyotes on ecosystems and
biodiversity. In fact, unexploited coyote populations have beneficial effects on biodiversity and the provision of
natural ecological services.9 Coyotes help control disease transmission among animal populations (especially
relevant with the current spread of avian flu), help to manage rodent populations through predation, dispose of
other dead animals through opportunistic consumption, remove sick animals from the gene pool, and
incidentally protect vulnerable plants from such animals as deer and rabbits. It must also be noted that the
coyote is itself native to what is now the U.S. since the Pleistocene era, and so is itself emblematic of our
country’s vast and precious biodiversity.

In light of the available scientific evidence and my personal hope to help protect Maine’s beautiful wildlife, I ask
that you support LD 814 and limit the hunting season for coyotes.

With sincerest thanks,
Michael Burrows
Windham
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