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March 23,2023

House Committee on Agriculture, Land Use, Natural Resources, and Water
Oregon State Legislature

900 Court St. NE

Salem, OR 97301

Re: Testimony in opposition of HB 2631 - Relating to the effects of wolves on livestock
Dear Chair Helm, Vice Chairs Hartman and Owens and Members of the Committee,

On behalf of the Humane Society of the United States and our members and supporters in Oregon, | am
writing in opposition to HB 2631, which proposes a compensation multiplier of seven times fair market
value for livestock or working dogs who are confirmed or deemed probably killed or injured by wolves.
This multiplier would drain the limited resources available for this program and could make the proper
and robust use of effective, non-lethal conflict prevention measures less financially available and viable
for livestock producers.

Livestock go missing for many reasons, including severe weather and disease, especially in rugged
terrain.' Indeed, livestock-wolf conflicts are rare in Oregon and in every jurisdiction where they live. For
example, in 2021, wolves were confirmed to have killed or injured fewer than 0.007% of the cattle, sheep
and goats living in Oregon.? Assigning missing livestock as losses caused by wolves without evidence only
increases animosity toward wolves. Additionally, active and consistent monitoring of herds is considered
best practice in areas of wolf activity.* We would support the removal of the missing livestock
component of the program in this bill.

Non-lethal, proactive range management and husbandry techniques, such as low-stress livestock
handling, range riding, carcass removal, and others, can be very effective and economically advantageous
in the long term when used adaptively and consistently, saving the lives of both livestock animals and
Oregon’s recovering wolf population.® Financially assisting livestock producers with the implementation
of these tools should be the focus of the limited resources for this program, rather than greatly
multiplying the fair market value of injured or lost livestock.

For these same reasons, we also oppose the -1 and -3 amendments, which would implement a five-times
multiplier of fair market value. We request that more time be taken for stakeholders to come to an
agreement, and we urge the Committee not to move HB 2631 forward.

Thank you,

Story Warren

Program Manager, Wildlife Protection
The Humane Society of the United States
swarren@humanesociety.org

1255 23" St. NW, Suite 450, Washington, DC 20037
202-452-1100 humanesociety.org
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