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The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s (USFWS) management 
of sandhill cranes has created a strong and expanding 
popula>on that many enjoy seeing in Wisconsin fields 
and skies.  

But those same cranes impose significant economic costs 
on farmers.  Without legisla>ve ac>on, those costs will 
only grow and cons>tu>onally guaranteed opportuni>es 
to sustainably harvest cranes will be missed.   
 

The sandhill crane popula0on is large and growing.  
The crane popula-on that visits Wisconsin is 2-3 -mes 
the interna-onal goal, expanding at nearly 5% annually. 

• There are more than 1.5 million sandhill cranes in North 
America. (USFWS 2023 data)  

• The crane popula7on that visits Wisconsin stands more than 
110,000 (USFWS 2023 data). 

 

Cranes impose unreasonable costs on Wisconsin farmers.  
Birdwatchers enjoy the crane experience while 
farmers pay the bill.  Other nega-ve human-
crane interac-ons (like airplane strikes) are 
growing too. 

• Human-crane conflicts are the main concern for 
managing a growing crane popula7on. (WDNR website)  

• Trea7ng seed corn to repel cranes cost WI farmers over 
$2M in 2023. (USDA data) 

• Addi7onally, 2023 saw 229 damage claims in WI, valued at 
$1.9M.  Nearly half of that was potato, winter wheat and 
other crops for which no preventa7ve treatment exists.  (2023 
USDA data)  

• Last year, WI farmers killed 1,400 cranes under depreda7on 
permits, up 300% in the past decade.  Those carcasses must be 
leO to rot in the field. (2023 USDA data) 

• Non-agricultural interac7ons with cranes are on the rise at 
airports and in suburban landscapes. (DATCP data). 

Figure 1: Eastern Crane popula<on growth 
curve 
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Governor Evers recognizes Wisconsin sandhills are causing problems.  
There is bi-par-san agreement on need to manage cranes’ impacts. 

• The governor introduced a cost-share program to expand use of a corn seed 
treatment to deter cranes. Unfortunately, this does not help potato, wheat 
and other farmers which cons7tute nearly half the reported crane damage 
and for which there is no such treatment.  

• …with unintended consequences: Wide spread use of seed treatment will 
reduce the number of cranes killed under depreda7on permits, accelera7ng 
popula7on growth and increasing acreage under crane depreda7on risk. 
DATCP:  3 million acres of Wisconsin corn are at risk => $30-45M annually. 

The mul0-faceted crane challenges require a comprehensive strategy.  
A bipar-san Legisla-ve Study commiLee of legislators, farmers, birding groups, 
scien-sts, and hunters devoted 5 months to understanding crane issues.  It 
concluded the state should manage cranes like other migratory game birds. 

• The commiZee’s draO bill would ins7tute a cost-share with corn producers for seed treatments 
similar to the Governor’s proposal.   

• In addi7on, it would provide for hunter-funded financial assistance for other-than-corn farmers 
that suffer crane damage and requires the DNR to join the interna7onal effort to manage the 
size of the crane popula7on by ins7tu7ng a hunt under USFWS guidelines. (2024 Leg Council Study 
bill + USFWS commiFee response) 
 

Crane hunt opposi0on is emo0on-based, not grounded in fact or law.  
60 years of the USFWS’ science-informed 
management of crane hun-ng means a WI hunt 
would pose no appreciable risk to the current 
health of the crane popula-on, but at the same 
-me would help constrain future growth. 

• Cranes have been hunted for six decades, in 17 states and 3 provinces. (USFWS management plan) 
• Wisconsin’s Conserva7on Congress voted three 7mes to move forward with a crane hunt, 

without follow-up by the DNR or Natural Resources Board. (ConservaJon Congress records) 
• An ICF-sponsored poll revealed that 52% of Wisconsin residents either support a crane hunt or 

simply don’t care. The remaining minority opposes a hunt. (ICF study) 
• Concern for accidental shoo7ng of a whooping crane is belied by an ICF study that shows no 

legally permiZed sandhill crane hunter has misiden7fied and shot a whooping crane. (ICF study) 

“The people have the right to fish, 
hunt, trap, and take game subject 
only to reasonable restric;ons as 
prescribed by law.”  
Wisconsin Cons)tu)on Ar)cle 1, Sec)on 26 

Figure 2: Potato damage from cranes 
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