
DEPARTMENT OF Jl~GRICULTURE

OF AGRICULTURAL PROGRAMS AND RESOURCES
New Mexico ,88003

ele,)hOI'lel 15051 646-2642

J ..

984



survey



I

hes have been used
tack due to tors 1
rmers and ranchers th

to a sess los
smen sand 2

ntages

as

been
as to

of the
so far

ranches and those
if..

and ranchers:
money and t

has
cold

The survey were discussed
and staff at the



I

to cougars

sses were

cougars lIed to control
half of 1

on stock in 1

5 of cougars taken for control were taken on

and 1:e
lems ..

numbers ranchers cougar

7 comments ..

the

tor, miDGF,
of cougar

USFWS.. That
USFWS Thus,

necessary to

on
of the NMDGF, NMDA

availablE~ records held the NMDGF
re~~ponse was not deemed
survey ..

andof
Obtain

However,
are avai

on annual
caused

spec
ses

asked fOI~

of thosE~

waE~ outs the
causes and extent of



t New H€!x ero
ca 1f los ses amd
r year 1 (llre

y

the

were assured heir
total averages and

survey resu s were
forms ssure

responses ld
wou be

ana zed names
y

survey.
were mailed
he ques

before
more head of

ses 1983 and 60
ranchers

of 19

names was deve
not be reached

a a
air to ca 11 NMDA tol

1 A of 1
to cougars or 1 84;

losses for the half
to cougars 9 Iso had

A

were unaware of any ses
refused to answer

cougars.

Table

ses
and 15

to
and

conta summciry of tota
) to cougars ed for 1983

a total of 2 80 cilnd lambs that
s as caused cougars Fi



Vier Sheep Losses
Ranchers New Mex

Total
• of Ranchers

Percent
of

1
5

3

1202 100

5

15
14

8



SutIuna ry 0 f 'To t 1
County

Losses
In New Mex

if
In 19

s Su pected) To

Mean No.
lost Per

1

2
1

6

67.



these losses were from In
of these losses were from

f the affected ranchers and about
plus suspect loss category.

losses per affected rancher ranged
mean number f ver

,was .. 1.. Ver
19 from

5 shows a summary
Twelve ranchers
and lamb losses

terms
and 4

los
and

ses

the

plus
1, 32
) ..

losses to cougars
15 ranchers

the t
the same three

and lamb ses to cougars the
The total value of these losses

and 20

ha
adult

Catron
8

ses.. Socorro
cattle losses

was
10



Es
Count

ed Do la Va Iue
In NE~W Hex

f Vel'
19

10 rs ,

Total.. Lambs

1 4

76
4

1

67 2 $

va lue for adult
stock

100 Ibs for
At
1983

per head
Values tab are

8



ima ed Do la
pee ed To

Va lue Of Tota Los
rap Yp In New

ied Plus
83.

$

48

713
475
380

5

I

1 ,8 105

s .50 per head
lues in tab are

100 lbs. for lambs was
). an assumed

head value 83 was 9



Summa 0 v(~ r i ied S
Ranchers n Hex

Losses
For The

, As

1

88
1

5

1

1

36 .. 0

.. 8



Sheep Losses Ver fied
ty. As Re ed Ranc

Ha If f 84 ..

pee: t ed To
New Hex

Total

338

11

11

100



la Va lu€! Of Verified S 10 ses To
n New Hex The First Half Of 1

No .. Lambs Tota

t $ 9, 1 5 5 1

Ie
was

Values

assumed to

Ie at the
• was .10

At an as
, average per head value for lambs

rounded nearest dollar.

2



e Va
New Hex

spected
t Ha f Of

Total

$

s ~583

to be
was

Values

ilable at the
lbs was .. 10

) At an assumed
market , average per head value for lambs
are rounded nearest

1



New
Ca To J Re ed

7 33. 4 .. 6
3 17 7 5 .. 7
5 24 0 .. 8
1 6 .. 1 3
1 5 .. 3
1 0 1
1 2" 6
1 0 .. 2
1 0 1
1 0 .. 1
5 7 3 .. 2

61 100 3.8

1



t

1

per affec ed ranc
a mean of .8. Mean

t and Colfax

plus suspected ca tIe losses
category the state

of the ranchers and
had 18

t and each had about 1
s suspected
from

the total
ses on a stat
a mean of 5 .. 8

ted dol
,988

and thE~ was

cougars
was

ses 1 -was

ca losses, and the

Grant,
affected

a

was , of
losses of cows II st:eers

ses to cougars
ca losses
1

22

cougars
losses!l 2

5



I Summa Of Tota Ca tIe Losses if P s Su pected) To
Coun t Rle ed By Ranchers New Hex: 0 19

Percent
of

11 93 23.8 5 5
4 33 8 8.3
5 37 .. 5 .. 4

12 60 15 .. 3 5
11 60 15 .. 3 5 5
1 4 1 4
1 20 5 .. 1 20
2 8 2 4 0
1 1 0 .. 3 1
2 2 0 .. 5 1 0
1 2 0.5 2
1 11 2 .. 8 11
6 32 8 .. 2 5 3

68 99 .. 9 5 8

to add up to 1 o is due round

16



Ie 1 • Ea imated 0011.1 Value Of r
t, New Hexico n 1 83.

Cattle rs

her
Cattle

,277
4,981
7,032
1 52
0,877

2
1,758

6
340
2

4,782

1

6

2.4
9

14

Gr,aot
H
So¢:orro

1 $57 o ,9

steers,
per

calves was
At an

average value

equa
Hex

7



Ie Est t

Su!~pect

lIar Va
To rs

Of Total
County

No ..

ttle
In New

(Ve if
o I

Plu
83 ..

Total

Chaves
In

$

3 38 12, $116,

for calvee wa
) .. At an

va

1

.. 20
eumed average
per head



Table 1 .. ied Ca tIe Losses To
Firs Ha 1

In

Total
Percent

of

22 2
0 3 .. 3
2 1
2 4 .. 6
5 3
1 1 .. 0 1
1 1 1

13 .. 7 4 ..

.. 1 3

3

7
5

Ranchers

to add up to .0 is round

Page 1



Catt

" In
spec ed To

t Ra f Of

No .. of Mean No ..
Cows, Cal ves" of Lost Per

8 4 .. 9
3 10 4 .. 3 3

32 13 .. 8
9 25 6 9
6 0 2
1 3 1 3
1 4 1 4
1 5 2 5
1 2 0 7.
1 3 1 .. 3
4 34 8 .. 5

100 5 .. 3

to add up to

20



1 • Es ted
Count t I

Va Iue Of Vel'
In The Firs

Cattle
Ha f

To

Tota

$ 6
3,3

S86
9 j

4
2
340

4,102

,82620

I

82

Gr,snt
H
Socorro
Catron
S

(
to

a.nd

not
calves
At an

value per

lost
of $340

1



, '

Es ted Do Is
Su s pee t ed 're)
Ha f f 8~r

Value Of ta t

11 By Count , In
Ver f

Dur
Plus

The

No Total

$ 12,
3,3
-9,376

9 3 18,5
2 1 9

3 879 819
4 172 1,172

5 1 1
2 5 5
3 879 879

9,

2 5 5 8 1

1
head

not avai
calves
At an

value per

cows 1\ steers,
the average 19

ock

lost
of $

2



ve losses of
he suspected
2 colts to cougars

9 Another ra
One ranc

ha f of 19

losses
lude the value of
Of t total

cattle losses ..

losses to
to coug,lrs

cattle lc)sses ..

for 1
ranchers

was

stock to

of
was , of

cattlE! losses ..
may have up

oj: 1 Of
cBlttle losses ..

to
were taken on

not taken on
ADC program"

taken
agency records ..

tack 8S

total of 1 cougars were taken
total, the ranchers

that some of
of NMDGF
to the
should be available in

s
personne 1 s ince~

New ranked
77. The southeast

accounted for
1983 ..

of cougars
was second
of

led
5 ..

actual
t ranchers

taken cougars but were

taken
cougar

I to

taken ranchers
were taken on sport

some of the cougars not
the NMDGF

Wlere taken in the southern half of New

23



Stat

taken on

Totals

of ranchers who
'w'ou Id not d

1

ted
numbers or

4

11

cougars for
the cougars



T3 1 SumtI1.3 f i To t Live ers New
Mex As Ranchers For The Ha f Of 19

Area

0 0

Northeas 1 1

8 26

Sta Tota 31

25



Its ..

cougars ..
f It and
to p

to cougars may
the survey

type of survey cannot de
, s:ome genera 1

ranchers seemed
ranchers that ed
t rna have

suspected
than

1
to what t

cougars is an example of
these t'anchers

stalls he
and s

of losses.

Page



to

of tsurvey
of los

tes cou Id be
agency personnel

any mit

In

1 and the
and 4 colts were

and 2 colts were
19

ranchers
1 ranc-hers

of 1
Iso had losses

cougars totaled 202
and

1

colt

NMDA's
(

to ranchers
dollar

to cougar
ranch.!rs

not

Ranchers
control
taken on
control

of the ranchers
to cougar

losses and
occurred

1



era ed

8


