Blology Bullding
Maresh 17, 1932

Dr. J« He Ohm
15 South Barstow Street
Eau Claire, Wisconsin

Dear Dr. Ohmt

- I am in receipt of your letter of March 15
relative to predatory species. I am not in a position to dlsenss
each species individually in great detail, but I am ineclosing for
your reference a mmber of carbon coples of mamugeripts which I
have prepared for publication in various techaical and seni-
technical journals.

Two of these have %o do with a series of articles
on hawics and owls which will be running in "The Condor" starting
th the food habits of

food habits study, I refer you to a paper of mine coming out in
" Another mamseript deals with
what original data I have on the food habits of Wisconsin mammal-
]

bobwhite now in preparation. The fourth mamserint is a general
discussion of some of the basic prineciples of wild life manage-
ment, which paper will be out in a forthcoming issue of "American
Game." I am also inclosing a reprint of a series of articles
pertaining to the northermn bobwhite; you may not be especially
interested in this speecies, but the general problems discussed
may be broadly ecombarable tn those with which you are confronted
on your pheasant preserve.

Of course, I am not particularly familiar with the
type of country about Bau Claire, having done no work there and
having only passed throuzh om a few occasions, so I am reluctant
to make specific recommendations. Unless, however, your locality
differs more than I think 1t does from those in which I have con-
ducted my research, I may be safe in indulging in a few general-
izations.

I would suspect that the hormed owl is probably
the most serious game ememy with which you have to contend, though
the mere fact that you canght 69 on a 400-acre marsh does not
necessarily indicate an extremely heavy population. Of course
these owls are not resident;: in probability there is seldom more
than one or two hormed owls hunting over this territory at any
given time. Resident hormed owl populations even in my best




observational areas rarely exceed a couple birds per square mile.
I have a suspicion that mostof the individuals you caught were
Juveniles drifting here and there in the fall.

I do not believe the barred owl constitutes a
problem of consequence, as my data do mot show it to be mach of
a game enenmy. These data are presented in more detall in the
paper on owls. The smaller owls have hardly any objectional
habite at all so far ss game birds are concerned. I strongly
advise agiinst the killing of any owls other than the great
- horned, and there are times and places, too, where the great horned
ovl may be a distinot asset. I would hagard a guess that weasels
are not overly abundant in your horned owl country.

As to hawks, the only common species I have found
to be economically detrimental is the Cooper's hawlk, though an
occasional redtail or marsh hawic does some mischief. I might
make a general statement thet the larpe, slow-moving hawks of the
comnon, soaring type are the ones to leave ummolested except
under eonditions of extreme provocation. Unfortunately these are
exactly the ones to suffer most from the shooting pudblie at large,
whersas the swift, darting hawks of the woodlots--those that are
most apt to be serious game enemies--almost invariably eseape.
There ig hence a disproportionate luman pressure upon Just those
species which by and large we ousht %o encourage. The eastern
states complain more and more of an undue inerease of the medium-
siz0d bird-killing species accompanyine an alaming decline of
the larger,congpicuous, and most valuable ones.

I have no data on crows, but the species is suf-
flelonily thrifty so that 1t eould doubtless stand considerabdle
pergsecution without detriment, irrespective of whother or not
it does appreciable damage to game. In its ability to stand
punighment the crow differs greatly frommny of our specles of
hawls and owls, some of which are down altogether too low in
musbers for the safety of the specles, to say nothing of sconomic
and ecological considerations.

Yor a discussion of the food habits of mammalisn
predators, you will find my chapter perhaps of greater utility
than anything I eould say in a letter. In short, I advise plac-
ing the greatest pressure wpon exotic species mich as dogs and
cats. MNost of the other carnivorous memmals are fur-bearers
and thus subject to sufficient--if not too mush--pressure from
anters and trappers. Certain species, as the grey fox, in my
obgervational counties sometimes beecome overly abundant, walking




advisable special repressive measures, though control policles
should be based upon local situations. My data on the food habits
of these species is fragmentary anyway excent for winter, during
which time their depredations on game bird specles do not seam
unduly serious. It is my 1dea that most of the damage they do
occurs during the wammer months, thougzh on this point I have
scant substantiating data.

By and large, I would suggest that you lay the wost
emphasis upon making the enviromment favorable for your game from
the food and cover standpointmther than upon predator eontrol.

If the enviromment is right, wild 1ife can maintain itself despite
natural enemies. At any rate, native mpecies are perfectly fitted,
through thousands of years of assoelation, to cope with mative
enemies under proper living conditions. If the enviromment is not
right, the wmoeclies cannot maintain itself even in the absence of
predators--that is, in what we consider satisfactory populations.

I do not wish to throw cold water upon your pheasant
preserve activities, but I have seen few places in Wiseonsin where
the enviromment is really suitable or could be made suitable for
the specles. You can probably have pheasants, yes, in suffieient
nuabers so that you have some %o look a$, but I doubdt if you
would ever be able to build up populations hish enough to Justify
much shooting. South Dakota's phenomennl pheasant populations
are due to definite canses, not the least of which is their great
tracts of standing corn; as one vho was raised in South Dakota's
best pheasant eountry, perhaps I may be pardoned for expressing a
doubt that Tisconsin ean ever--or should try--to provide a
pheasant mipomt remotely comparable to that which South :

i

Bagk to the original subjeet. I have little to offer
2s to the means of redueing predaceous gpeciles doing damage except
perhaps to suzgest that all your men engeged in predator control
be responsidle individusls able to tell the"sood®from the"bad".
I am extremely pessimistie on the subject of mun club members or
the hunting publie doing any worthewhile control worlk; it has been
wy experience that such campalgns invariably are meh more hamful
to public interest than they are bemeficial. Iikewise I am pessi-
mistic on the subjest of pole traps for spproximately the same
reason. If pole traps cateh 1little xCeD o-cglled deqir t%n
species, well and good; 1f pole traps NES - il vt
praotbeiiiy ewery beneficlal hawlcSand owls OF the locallty, as well
as harmless non-game species, not so good. You are, however, in
an infinltely Dbetter position than I to Imow just how your omn
control meamires are working ount.
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I hope that you will excuse the messy condition
of some of the material that I am sending you, but it is the
best that I could serspe together in short order. I hope also
that you will find it of some value as applicable to some of
your problems. I am not attempting to stretch my Dane, Saulk,
and Columbia county findings on the ecology of the quail to
epply verbatim to your Ban Claire rheasant preserve. Some of
our problems may be similar, however.

Yours sineerely,

Panl L. Drrington

—y In Charge, Quail Investigzation

Inecl.




