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STATEWIDE REPORT
SURVEYS AND INVENTORY

JOB TITLE: Migratory BirdsFall and WinteiSurveys Banding,andHarvest
STUDY NAME: Migratory BirdsPopulation Status, Trends, Use, and Habitat Studies
PERIOD COVERED: Octoberl, 20%6 to March31, 2017

MIGRATORY G AME BIRDS FALL AND WINTER SUR VEYS, BANDING, AND
HARVEST

ABSTRACT

The results of harvest surveys are summarized and discli$ged.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
(USFWS) estimated duck harvest wgs96%and goose harvest wap 63%from 2015-2016
levels.The Department discontinued a separate waterfowl harvest survey for Idaho during 2010.
Beginning with the 2012017 hunting seasons, a new process and schedule were used for
setting annual migratory bird hunting regulatioRegulatory decisions are now magsng

biological data observed the previous year (i.e., 2016 frameworks were established with data
from spring 2015)Results from a survey of migratory game bird hunters was used to guide
seasorsetting for the 2012017 waterfowl hunting seasons.

YOUTH WATERFOWL HUNT

The USFWSagainoffered all states the option of holding a tday youth waterfowl hunt

during the20162017seasonPacific Flyway states that chose the option were required to reduce
their regular seasons Bydays so as not to exceed t@/-day maximum length for migratory

bird seasonsStates were permitted to hold the hunt outside the regular season framework, but
regularseason limits applied.he Commission selected the optiand chose Septemh24-25

for theyouthhunt It was operto youth 1215 yearsof-ageandfull duck (including merganser),
coot, and goose limitgpplied to participants

STUDY OBJECTIVES

1. Determine production and trends of resident waterfowl.
2. Estimate waterfow! harvest, hunter participation, and hunter ofginion
3. Determine waterfowl movements, distribution, and survival rates.

PROCEDURES

1. Conduct fall and winter aerial counts of waterfowl.

2. Evaluate the usefulness of fall surveys and consider new techniques to assess waterfowl
numbers.

3. Conduct a telephone survef/hunting license buyers.

4. Operate check stations or field checks.
5. Band waterfowl and monitor movements and survival rates.

StatewideMigratory Bird 2017 4



Harvest data were collected and analyzed by the Bureau of Wilkifsonnel stationed in the
s t aTregidrss and one stiegion collected all other data.

RESULTS

DUCKS (ALL SPECIES)
Current Management Plan Goals

Reverse the decline in the number of duck hunters.

Reverse the decline in duck harvest.

Determine duck nesting success at least twice (every other year) on all Wildlife

Management Areas (WMAS) where waterfowl production is a priority.

4. Maintain a 30% nest success for upland nesting ducks on WMAs where waterfowl
production is a priority.

5. Develop and implement a predator management strategy for priority WMAs where nest
succes is less than 30%.

6. Establish duck production surveys in at least one region in cooperation with the USFWS.

W

Management Areas

Background and Management Philosopbge the 2007 Waterfowl Annual Reports dor
thorough history of the duck management areas in Idaho.

During January 2016, the Idaho Department of Fish and Gaapatmentconducted a survey
of migratory game bird hunters to help guide the waterfowl seseitimg process for the five
year perpd from 20162020.Rather than scope limited options annually, stéistically
defensible surveprovides hunter preferences within tl®unds of thé-ederal Framework.

Beginning with the 2012017 hunting seasons, a new process and schedule wer®used

setting annual migratory bird hunting regulations. Legal, administrative, and analytical burdens
associated with establishing migratory game bird hunting regulations intensified during the last
decade. As a result, a process that combines early amnsbldon meeting schedules was
adopted,with modifications to Adaptive Harvest Management (AHM) frameworks. Regulatory
decisionsveremade using biological data observed the previous year (i.e., 2016 frameworks
were established with data from spring 2015).

This single process and new schedule meant season frameworks (e.g., outside dates, season
lengths, bag limits) were finalized earlier, and enabled state agencies to select and publish their
season dates well in advance of fall seasons. Furthermorptdbess allowed the Commission

to set seasons for all migratory game at the same time; consequently, all migratory game bird
regulations were published in the same brochure.

StatewideMigratory Bird 2017 5



For the20162017season, the USFWS offered @7-day season for ducks, snipedacoot
statewideThe regular season wa65 days with no split, and the twaay youth waterfowl
season was helfeptembep4-25, statewide

The description, season framework, and bag and possession limits for each Management
Areaare found in AppendiA.

Population Surveys

During 20102 helicopter crashes occurred willepartmenpersonnel on boardh one instance,

the pilot and both passengers sustained serious injuries, and in the other the pilot and both
passengers were fatally injuregdk a resul theDepartmentonduceda flight safety review

during which needs/risk assessmegte completedAs a resultMidwinter Waterfowl surveys

have not been conducted since 2q8ke Waterfowl Statewide Report 20118 2015, the

USFWS Division oMigratory Bird Management reduced financial supporthe Midwinter
Waterfowl Survey, nationwide. Since then, only surveys that inform annual harvest management
decisionshave been condted.Therefore all Midwinter Waterfowl surveys have been

discontirued in Idaho.

In 2015, the estimated mallard abundance wa$million birds, which wasimilar to the2014

and 8% above the longerm average (USFW3015a). Western mallards consist dfsubstocks

and are defined as those birds breeding in Alaskdhmse# birds breeding in California and
Oregon. Estimates of the size of these subpopulations have varied from 0.28 to 0.84 million in
Alaska since 1990 anddk to 0.69 million in CaliforniaOregon since 1992. The total

population size of western mallardas ranged from ©2 to 1.40 million. For2015, the

estimated breedingopulation size of western mallards wag3dmillion (SE = 006 million),
including 047 million (SE = 005 million) from Alaska and @6 million (SE = 003 million)

from CaliforniaOregon(USFWS2016).

Harvest Characteristics

Telephone Surveyn an effort to reduce costs and increase efficiency, the Department
discontinued annual telephone harvest surveys for waterfowl in Za@0JSFWS annually
estimates statewide harvest throughRbderal Migratory Game Bird Harvest Information
ProgramHarvest(Table1l).

Federal Migratory Game Bird Harvest Information Prograire goal of the program is to obtain
improved harvest estimatés all speciesBy federal mandate, states provide the USFWS with
names and addresses of all migratory game bird hunters, from which the USFWS draws a sample
of hunters to surveylhe Department has complied fully with the USFWS request for

information eery year since the 1991098 seasomhe USFWS estimategi39,800ducks were
harvested in Idaho during tl2®16-2017 hunting season, which wap 96% from 20152016
estimatesAccording to USFWS HrvestinformationProgramestimates, the number aftive

adult duck hunters in Idaho wa5,464(Tablel). Unfortunately, the company that provided the
USFWS with Idaho hunter information for the 302016 season did not do so in a timely
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fashion. Consequentlgstimated increases lmothnumber of hunters andsociated harvest
estimates arabnormally larger

Water f owl check stations were operated at the
River WMAs on the opening Saturday and Sunday of the-2015duck seasor total of 68

hunters expended 11®urs of effort to harvest 185 ducks (2.7 ducks/hunter; 0.6 hours/duck).
American widgeon and green winged teal comprised 36% and 30% of the harvest, respectively.

Management Implications

The Department continued to meet its 19995 Waterfowl ManageméRlan (WMP) goals to
reverse the decline in the number of duck hunters and ducks harvéstezier, the WMP is
outdated andhayneed to be updated to reflect current waterfowl management issues in Idaho.

See the 2007 Waterfowl Annual Repofts a thaough history of the Idaho migratory
waterfowl stamp and how the revenue it generated was spanéntly, there is an annual
budgetof $155,700n the Habitat Improvement Program (HIP) for waterfowl habitat
improvement or enhancement.

Future managementill be directed toward improving and restoring wetland habitat to attract
more ducks and other wetland birds as they migrate through ldabdat improvement will
seek to increase local production and improve wetland function across the landscape.

GEESE (ALL SPECIES)
Current Management Plan Goals

l.1lncrease I dahodés breeding Canada goose pop
2. Increase the annual goose harvest to 50,000 birds.

3. Maintain the average number of geese harvested per hunter per season above 3.0.

4. Increase hunter days to 130,000 annually.

Management Areas

Background and Management PhilosopHigtorically, the Pacific Flyway Council has

recognize® populations of western Canada geese for management purposes (Subcommittee on
Rocky MountainPopulationCanada Geese 2000hey include the Rocky Mountain Population
(RMP) and the Pacific Population (PBpth populations occur in IdahBlowever, during 2013

the Pacific Flyway Study Committee began the review process to update a management plan f
western Canada geese that will combine both populations into one managemeegkae.

2007 Waterfowl Annual Reports for a thorough history of the goose management areas in Idaho.

For the20162017season, the USFWS offeradl07#day season for gee statewidelhe regular
season for dark geese was 105 days with no split, and thadatyvpouth waterfowl season was
held Septembep4-225, statewideThe duck and ark goose seasons have opened concurrently
since the 2002004 waterfowl seasohlowever,beginning in 2015, an early Canada goose hunt
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has been held in the Southeast RegimnBear Lake and Caribou countieBom September-1
15 to address agricultural depredation concerns.

During the 2008009 regulations cycle, the Pacific Flyway Coumsilended the white goose
framework for Interior states to Mardl®. During 20162017, Idaho implemented split light

goose seasan Area3, which includes portions of the Magic Valley, Southeast, and Upper
Snake regions in the American Falls Reserv@rnaThe season dates were frOgtober29,

2016to Januaryl3, 2017andFebruaryllto March 10, 2017 to allow for hunting in late

February and early Marcin Area?2, in the southwest part of Idaho, there was ad®plight

goose season frodovember26, 2016to March 102017 When all other waterfowl and
migratory game bird hunting seasons, except falconry, are closed, recorded or electrically
amplified bird calls or imitations of bird calls, and unplugged shotguns capable of holding more
than3 shellsmay be used to hunt light gee3be remainder of the state had light goose seasons
concurrent with duck and Canada goose seasons.

During the 2012014 season, seasons for wAiitented and Canada geese were separated to
allow a 107day whitefronted gmse season that extends beyond the last Sunday in January.
Area?2, in the southwest part of the state, seasons for viroitéed geese and light gedssnow
and Ros §wWeseoper & difierent times for part of the season, with the \vbitéed
goose season open from NovembBe2016through Februarg9, 2017 The remainder of the
state hadavhite-frontedgoose seasons concurrent with duck and Canada goose seasons.

The description, season framework, and bag and possession limits fofiazaiement
Areaare found in Appendix A.

Population Surveys

During 20102 helicopter crashes occurred willepartmenpersonnel on boardh one instance,

the pilot and both passengers sustained serious injuries, and in the other the pilot and both
passagers were fatally injuredis a result, th®epartmentonduceda flight safety review

during which needs/risk assessmepte completed Aerial Midwinter Waterfowl surveywere
discontinuedn 2011 In 2015, the USFWS Division of Migratory Bird Managerhesduced
financial support for the Midwinter Waterfowl Survey, nationwide. Since then, only surveys that
inform annual harvest management decisions have been conducted. Therefore, all Midwinter
Waterfowl surveys have been discontinued in Idaho.

Harvest Characteristics

Telephone Surveyn an effort to reduce costs and increase efficiency, the Department
discontinued annual telephone harvest surveys for waterfowl in Za@0JSFWS annually
estimates statewide harvest through the Federal Migratory Gauchel&vest Information
Program Harvest.

StatewideMigratory Bird 2017 8



The Department used a mailtelephone survey to estimdight and whitefronted goose
harvest from spring seasom 2014 and 201%arvest surveys were not conducted for2Bé&7
spring seasons.

FederaMigratory Game Bird Harvest Information Prografine goal of the program is to obtain
improved harvest estimates for all spec®sfederal mandate, states provide the USFWS with
names and addresses of all migratory game bird hunters, from which the UB&Wé&Ssamples
of hunters to surveylhe Department has complied fully with the USFWS request for
information every year since the 199998 seasomhe USFWS estimaterdl,881geese were
harvested in Idaho during t2©16-2017 hunting season, which wagp 63% from 2015-2016
estimategTablel). According to USFWS Harvest Information Program estimates, the number
of active adulgoosehunters in Idaho wakl,200(Table 1).Unfortunately, the company that
provided the USFWS with Idaho hunter information foe 20152016 season did not do so in a
timely fashion. Consequentlihe estimated increasestinthnumber of hunters and associated
harvest estimates aapnormally large

Management Implications

Idaho hunter information was not transferred to the USKWStimely fashion for the 2015
2016 seasons; therefotegrvest information metrics for this reporting peragpear to have
increased dramatically from the previous y&dre Department met its 1991995 WMP goal for
total harvest and harvest per hurer seasorEstimated harvest of Canada geese in Idaho is
higher than all other states in the Pacific Flyway.

The Department will continue to implement the HIP program (discussed previously in the duck
section) to improve wetland habitat for geese ahdrovetland birdsGoose depredation

problems are becoming significant in some urban areas and will require new strategies to manage
these birds.

SANDHILL CRANE

The Departmentds goals and objectivescificor t he
Flyway (Subcommittee on Rocky Mountain Population Greater Sandhill C28d€s which is
available at the Pacific Flyway website atvw.pacificflyway.org

The RMP sandhill crane population continuedeceive increased management emphasis during
the reporting period in the Magic Valley, Southeast, and Upper Snake regions because of
continued landowner concerns over crop damageveys of RMP greater sandhill cranes in
these3 regions were initiated ih995 to document total sandhill crane numbers, arrival dates,
distribution, and age ratios.

TRUMPETER SWAN

The Department 6s ¢ otaumpetersswadaredhe same ds thesefsrthbe or t he
Pacific Flyway (Subcommittee on Rocky Mount&apulation Trumpeter Swan®017), which is
available at the Pacific Flyway website @tvw.pacificflyway.org
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TUNDRA SWAN

The Depar t-1985nNM® goald forumdra swan are (tby maintain current migrations
through Idaho, and (2) meet the demand for-nonsumptive usédowever, during the reporting
period, this species received little management emphasis in [Haikas because the tundra
swan is noturrently hunted irthe stateand the species benefits inglitly from other wildlife
management programs.

AMERICAN COOT

The Depar t-1985nNM® goald for Arherican cootaretd)mai nt ai n | dahods
population, (2) increase the harvest, and (3) provide maximum recreational opportunity.

However, this speciagceived little management emphadising the reporting periodhis is

because the American coot is not a popular game bird in Idaho and because it benefits indirectly
from other wildlife management programs.

WI LSONGS SNI PE

The Depar t-mwesnmmMe@sgbabs for Wil)mandsaismi pbealoes
Wil sonds snipe popul at iHowevea dudng (h@ reportimg penad,ai n t h
this species received little management attenfion.i s i s because the Wil so
popular gane bird in Idaho and because it benefits indirectly from other wildlife management
programs.

MOURNING DOVE
Current Management Plan Goals

Mourning dovesZenaida macrourpacontinue to be a popular eadgason species for hunting.

Management Areas

SeasorFramework

The2016season frameworor doves in Idahincludeda season length of not more than 60
consecutive days between September 1 and January 15. The daily bag limit was 15 mourning and
white-winged doves in the aggregailéhe possession limit watimes the daily bag limit,

statewide.

Population Surveys

In 2013, the USFWS approved a new harvest strategy that uses the Lincoln estimator (Lincoln
1930, Otis 2006) as the primary monitoring method for mourning dove abundance (USFWS
2015). As a resulthourning dove co@ount surveys were discontinued. However, with a

Lincoln estimator, when abundance falls below the closure threshold set in the harvest strategy
and a hunting season closure is implemented, no data to monitor abundance is availgble. Thus
determining when a hunting season could bepened is problematic, since the monitoring data

to estimate abundance are not available. Consequently, the development and evaluation of an
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additional robust estimator for use during a closed season isa@édoidetermine when
abundance exceeds the closure threshold.

From20152017 Department personnel participated in khedified Callcount Survey with
Distance Sampling: A Pilot Study to Estimate the Abundance of Mourning Doves in the United
StatesModified callcount surveys were conducted in the Clearwater, Southwest, Magic Valley,
and Upper Snake regions.

Harvest Characteristics

Harvest information on mourning doves is collected via the USFWS harvest ddurag the
2016 season, an estimate2B1900 doves were harvested in Idaho.

Management Implications

In 1987, the federal season framework reduced the maximum allowable season length to 30 days
and maximum daily bag limit to 18Vhen the USFWS approved a new harvest strateg914

season frameworks were increased to 60 days and a mximum daily bay liswhouming and
white-winged doves in the aggregat@sBession limg wereincreased t@ times the daily bag

limit. Hunting season regulations in Idaho have since refleébhésdchanges.

AMERICAN CROW
Season Framework
Unchanged from 2006 (Append).

Harvest Characteristics
Insufficient data is collected from the telephone survey to allow an estimate of American crow
(Corvus brachyrhynchddarvest.

Management Implications
Crows will continue to be a species with no active management in Idaho.
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STATEWIDE REPORT
SURVEYS AND INVENTORY

JOB TITLE: Migratory Bird Spring Surveys an8ummerBanding
STUDY NAME: Migratory Bird Population Status, Trends, Use, and Associated Habitat Studies
PERIOD COVERED: April 1, 2017 to SeptembeB0, 2017

WATERFOWL PRODUCTION AND SUMME R BANDING

ABSTRACT

In 2017, 2,496mallards were banded Idaha Since20, over14,000mallards have been

bandedby Department personniel Idaha In 2017, active nests of Pacific Population (PP)

Canada geesegerecountedon the BoundargpmithCreekandc o e ur d 6 AWMAS;&1 Ri ver
nests were locatederial Canada goose breeding pair survegsediscontinuedn 2011 The

Pacific Flyway Study Committee is currently revising the management plan for the Rocky
Mountain and Pafic populations of Canada gee#es. part of this process, new survey

metlodologies are being considered.

The combination fixedving and ground count of sandhill crane in September was completed in
2017. A total of4,066cranes were counted in Idaln 2017, 465sandhill crane tgs were

available on a firstome firstserved basishe hunts were held in Septembeb areas andn
estimatedl98 craneswere harvested.

Tundra swans, American coots, amdl | s snipedraceived little management emphasis; these
species benefit from statewide programs aimed at other speejg@rtment managesnt area
descriptionsduck, goose, and sandhillane hunting season structurasgd bag and possession
limits for the prevous season are providedAppendix A

STUDY OBJECTIVES

1. Determine production and trends of resident waterfowl.
2. Determine movements, distribution, and survival rates of resident waterfowl.

PROCEDURES

1. Conduct Canada goose breeding pair aerial surveysestgearches for specific survey
areas and implement a triggering mechanism for determining when to reduce the goose
harvest.

2. Band locallyproduced waterfowl and monitor movements and survival rates.

3. Trap Canada goose goslings and transplant them irds es#eere new flocks may be
started or to supplement existing low populations.
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REGIONAL REPORTS
DUCKS (All Specie$

PanhandleRegion

Population SurveyApproximately 250 wood duck nest boxes located in the Panhandle were
available for nesting in 2014 total of 175 boxes were evaluat€hvity-nesting ducks (wood

ducks, common goldeneye, bufflehead, and hooded mergansers) utilized 120 (69%) of the boxes
evaluated and all species hadl&o nest success. Wood ducks comprised 51% of the nest box

use and ha@9% nest succesdooded Mergansers used 21% of the boxes and had 57% nest
success.

Breeding pair surveys were only conducted on Boun&anjth Creek WMA in 20170ne

breeding pair survey was conducted in May counting a total of 111 breeding ducKpairs.

most prodominenbreeding duck species in the Panhandle are mallards, wood ducks, and to a
lesser extent, redhead and rimgclked ducks.

Trapping and Transplanting total of 2025 ducks were trapped and banded by Department

personnel in the PanhaedRegion during August and September 2(lables2 and3).

Mallards comprised 88% of the samglecreased effort to band cinnamon teal resulted in 71 teal
banded at CDAWMABandi ng occurred at the Coeur doAl en
BoundarySmith CreekWMAs, and Kootenai National Wildlife RefugBo transplanting

projects were conducted.

Management StudieSince 1991, a total &5,471locally-produced ducks have been banded
during breeding season at the Bound@mnyith Creek, McArthur Lake, Pend Orailland Coeur
doAl ene River WMAs.

Waterfowl check stations were operated at the Bour8arigh Creek, Pend Oreille, and Coeur

doAl ene River WMAs on t he op éduckrsepsafdotalof day an
130 hunters expended 543 hours of effortharvest 214 ducks (1.6 ducks/hunter; 0.4

hours/duck). American widgeon and mallards comprised 22% and 21% of the harvest,

respectively.

Management Implicationd he installation of nest boxes in appropriate wetland habitat
throughout the PanhandRegion has significantly increased production of camigting ducks,

as seen in the significant percentage of wood ducks in the opening weekend waterfowl check
station surveyAlthough wood ducks are the target species for this effort; common goldeneye
and hooded mergansers also frequently use these bidxesigh the Habitat Improvement

Program (HIP), many of these nest boxes are now placed on private lands and contribute to the
overall improvement in duck production throughout the region.

Clearwater Region
Population Surveysrhe Mid-Winter Waterfowl Surveyvas not conducted in 2016.
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A small breeding population of wood ducks nests in the Clearwater Region. Frorh9®B8n

an attempt to enhantbeir presence, nest boxes were erected in conjunciitmtie
Department s HIP program. A | andowner survey
discontinued in 2005 due to poor return rates on data cards. Many of these structures are no
longer usable. Since 2001, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has instalegDonvood duck

nest boxes along the lower Snake and Clearwater River levee ponds and sloughs. A resident

population resides in the valley and disperses out from this source.

Trapping and Transplantinijo ducks were banded in the Clearwater Region duhis
reporting period.

Management Implicationg he development of ponds and shallow water areas through the HIP
program has improved local duck nesting in the region, though no production surveys are
conducted to monitor this.

Southwest (Nampa) Regin

Population SurveysNo surveydo estimae duck nesting success and production were conducted
on WMASs during the reporting period.

Trapping and Transplanting total of563ducks were trapped and banded by Department
personnel in the Southwest Reguturing August and September ZQTables 2 and 3).

Disease Testingdepartment staff cooperated with USBldlife Services to collect avian
influenza samples frorh20 hunterharvestediucksduring the 206-2017 seasonFifteen
samples were also collect&m live birds during banding activities in Augustd September
2017,

Habitat ConditionsNo regional wetland surveys are conducted; therefore, the exact extent of
wetlands is unknown. The waterfowl production from these wetlands is also unknown.

Management ImplicationdNo new wetlands have been created during this reporting period.

Prescribed fire and herbicide are being used on WMAs to open up dense stands of vegetation.
Opening these stands will make them more attractive and productive toowatendods.

Waterfowl dieoffs: Approximately 7,200 duck and goose carcasses were collected along the
lower Boise River in February and March 2017. Tests of sample carcasses showed avian cholera
as the primary cause of the di#f.

Southwest (McCall)Region

Population SurveysNo population surveys are conducted for ducks in the McCaltegibn.
Ducks are numerous and mostly associated with the Lake Cascade ecosystem.
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Various local groups, such as the Boy Scouts and Reservoir Association, eredimooest
boxes.No effort was made to monitor the number of boxes installed by these private
organizationsMaintenance of these boxes is encouraged annually.

Trapping and Transplantinylo ducks were banded by the Southwest (McCall) Region during
thisreporting period.

Management Implicationg he HIP program and other programs will be utilized to enhance
duck nest productiorPriority will be placed on projects that stabilize water levels and enhance
nest production on Cascade Reservoir.

Magic Valley Region

Population Surveysviagic Valley regional staff conducts an annual grebaded waterfowl

survey at Hagerman WMA. In January 2012,093 ducks were counted. This is a 35% decrease
from 2016. Seven species of dabbler ducks7asypkcies of diver ducks were observed. Mallards
were again the most abundant species (70%), aneheéoked ducks were second most abundant
at 23%.

Habitat ConditionsPrecipitation during the 2018017 winter was at or near record high levels
in all maja watersheds in the Magic Valley Region. Snake River flows were generally above
normal during the nesting season.

Trapping and Transplantinglo ducks were banded in the Magic Valley Region during this
reporting period (Tables 2 and 3).

DepredationsEaly and persistent winter precipitation in 202617 delayed corn harvest
throughout the region. One depredation complaint was received in February 2017. Several
thousand ducks were eating corn in an unharvested field. Propane cannons, cracker shells, and
fuse rope were distributed to the owner.

Management Implicationgiagerman, Niagara, Billingsley Creek, Centennial Marsh, and Carey
Lake WMAsannually produce ducks; howevetruch of t he regiondas duck
Minidoka NWR and other inundatedaches of the Snake River

Southeast Region

Population SurveydDuck nest success and brood suniegdbeen conducted on the Sterling
WMA periodicallyfrom the mid1990sto 2016 In 2016, 44 breeding pairs and approximately 4
broods were detected on &M A with an estimated nest success rate of 9.0%. However,
sample sizes over the last several years have been insufficient and this surdisgovdasued

in 2017.Water levels at American Falls Reservoir and all ponds on Sterling WMAabkere
averageduring the nesting and brogdaring season.

Predator Managemer@raduate student research from 19985 indicated high magpie
populations on the Sterling WMA in association with dense Russian olive stands. Russian olive
stands were removed in the 14@90s in an attempt to reduce predation and increase waterfowl
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nest success. Subsequent field observations suggested mammalian predators began to replace
magpies following tree removal. Mammalian predator removal efforts were initial®®hand
continuel through 2009, but have not been carried out since. In 2016, nest searches and nest
cameras were used to identify primary nest predators at Sterling WMA. All but one unsuccessful
nest was characterized by all eggs disappeawit ncegg shell fragmentsresentcameras

indicated that theseere likely magpie depredations. One nest that had egg shell fragments
present was depredated by a skunk.

Trapping and Transplantingenducks were banded in the Southeast Region during this
reporting periodTables2 and 3)

Waterfowl dieoffs: One large dieff occurred on American Falls Reservoir during the 2009
reporting period where over 20,000 waterfowl and water birds died due to an avian botulism
outbreak. Another, much smaller (~ 250 waterfowl), botulistbr@ak occurred in the Shelly

City Sewer lagoon during the 2009 reporting period. In August 2826 wane small

botulism outbreak where approximately 20 ducks died occurred at an industrial settling pond.
Climatic conditions during this reporting j@i, however, were more favorable and no botulism
or other waterfowl dieffs were detected.

Upper Snake Region
Population SurveydNo waterfowl brood counts were conducted during this reporting period.

Habitat ConditionsMost ducks in the region areqatuced on Market Lake and Mud Lake

WMAs and Camas National Wildlife Refuge (NWRuck production on all of these areas is
influenced by water level&\bnormally wet or dry years can reduce productiamerous other
areas of duck habitat, ranging from dhib@aver ponds and potholes to riparian communities
along the Snake River occur throughout the regsmme areas are severely impacted by
livestock grazing while other areas are impacted by irrigation withdrawal, invasive noxious
weeds, or housing dev@ment.The region is working with private landowners, local weed
control areas, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), U.S. Forest Service, Natural Resource
Conservation Service, and other rgmvernment groups to improve the quality of nesting and
broodrearing habitat through HIP.

The best wood duck habitat in the region is on the North Fork Snake River below St. Anthony,
the South Fork Snake River below Burns Creek, and the Snake River above Rblesdsareas
have excellent cottonwood ripariasommunities and numerous skdlewing and backwater
sloughs Except for Cartier Slough WMA, Deer Parks WMA, and the Warm Slough Access
Area, the land ownership is a mix of private and BLM laiisrket Lake, Mud Lake, and Sand
Creek WMAs have limited wooduck nesting habitat around the edges of marshes and ponds.

Habitat ImprovementOn WMAGs t hroughout the region, crop
wheatareplanted to benefit migratory and upland bir@s Market Lake WMAG0 acres were

planted and le¢fstanding for waterfowl and upland game @8e.Mud Lake WMA, 300 acres

were planted to food plots to benefit waterfowl and upland game in 201 Chester Wetlands

and Sand Creek WMAs, 25 acres of food plots were planted to improve habitat for waiterfowl
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2017. On Deer Parks Wildlife Mitigation Unit (WMU), 110 acres were planted and left standing
for waterfowl in 20%.

Trapping and Transplantinlo ducks were trapped for transplanting in the Upper Snake Region
during this reporting period. Habitat bagists banded Zrducks during this reporting period
(Tables 2 and 3)

Waterfowl Dieoffs: No waterfowl dieoffs occurred during this reporting period.

DepredationNo depredation complaints were received during this reporting pétaever,
the Cityof Idaho Falls has contracted with Wildlife Services to control ducks at the Idaho Falls
Zoo starting in 2016.

Predator ControHunters and trappers remove some predators during normal furbearer seasons.

Management Implicationdanagement direction ithe 19911995 WMP is to maintain at least
30% duck nesting success on important doicdducing WMAs and increase duck production by
improving nesting habitat on WMAs and through HRPoduction surveys are to be used on
WMAs where duck production is a prity to monitor production and measures taken to increase
production where it is low.

Nest success has not been monitored since the early M&eld nest success estimates at
Market Lake WMA were around 20% each year surveys w@nductedThis isbelow the
objective of 30% for the WMANest predation appeared to be caused by both avian and
mammalian predatordammalian predation appeared higher on nests in [angeushabitat
blocks while avian predation appeared higher in fragmented cattaileadstem bulrush habitat
patches.

Results from nest searches and nest success estimates on Market Lake suggaésnhdtickes
some plant communities for nestingery few nests were found lhuncusmeadowsReseeding

at least some of these communitiesdver providing more structure (e.g., a rank bunchgrass)
should be considerednd theeaftermonitored for nest attempts and success.

Duck nest surveys conducted on Mud Lake WMA generally indicated above 30% nesting
success.

The region has some exaegit wood duck habitat along the Snake River but has lacked nesting
boxes. Adopt-A-Wetland groups and habitat biologists have placed some nesting boxes along the
Snake Riverincidental observations suggest a wood duck nesting population has established
along the Snake RiveEight new wood duck boxes were installed on Gem State \iHliAe
early. 200006s

Salmon Region
Population SurveydNo population surveys are conducted for ducks in the Salmon Region.
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Trapping and Transplantinio ducks were banded ihg Salmon Region during this reporting
period.

Wood duck nest boxes in the region weotvisited and cleaned.

GEESE (All Specieg

Panhandle Region

Population SurveysCanada goose nest surveys were conduc
BoundarySmith Creek WMAs in 2017A total of 51 nests were locatdebrty nest platforms
were checkednd32 platforms had active nesta use rate of 80%.

During August 2017, approximately 20 Canada G
Dead geese were lated in residential areas with marade lakes and golf courses. Geese

appeared lethargic and in poor body condition prior to death. Two samples were submitted to the
USGS NWHL in Madison, WI for necropsieBoth geese were emaciated and had impacted

feedi n their esophagusdés composed of grass and
for Zinc Phosphine, which is a widely used in rodenticide. It is unknown if the intoxication was
deliberate or accidental, but educational information with resuksgdributed to the areas

experiencing the dieffs.

Trapping and Transplantinylo Canada geese were banded or transplanted in the Panhandle
Region during the reporting period.

Management Implication€anada goose nesting initially increased inRaahandle Region in

response to the placement of mmaade nest structures and a gosling transplant program.
Production declined in the early 20006s, pres
maintenanceAn increased emphasis was placed on maintainirsgileg nest structures

beginning in 2005, and the number of negtjeese initially increasetihe numbenf nesting

geeseappears to be stable to increasidgintenance of nest platforms is no longer a

management priority.

HIP has significantly incresed the number of nest structures erected on private property since
1988.There are more structures on private land than there are on Department property; however
these are not surveyed at this time.

Clearwater Region

Population SurveysAn established éick of PP Canada geese nest in the Clearwater Region.
These birds nest alomgughlythe lower 22 miles of the Clearwater River, primarily from
Lewiston upstream to Peck. The 20dreeding pair survey of this area resulted in a couif of
indicated pairaind a total 097 Canada gees@he Canada g@ebreeding pair survey was not
conducted in 201

Numbers of active nests in this area were counted consistently from 1981 through 2006. Nesting
success had been enhanced in this area withnaale nest statures placed on islands in the
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1980s and early 1990s. Consistent data collection of goose nest structure use in the Clearwater
Region began in 1988. The number of structures peaked at 80 in the early 1990s. Issues related
to a burgeoning population in thete 1990s resulted in a change in management direction. The
total number of structures slowly declined as those found unserviceable were removed. The last
structures were removed after the 2006 nesting season. Management direction will encourage
naturalground nesting on the islands

Additional areas were surveyed f0anada gooseests beginning in 1992. These included farm
ponds in the region where nesting structures were issued to landowners, and Mann Lake, Middle
Fork Clearwater River, Palouse RivEqtlatch River, and Red River. These surveys have been
discontinued, as they applied to nest structure use only. Poor return rates on data cards were
another factor in discontinuing this survey. Fevthafse structuregmain intact for use by

geese.

Thegroundbased, Migvinter Waterfowl Survey was discontinued in 2016.

DepredationThe number of goose complaints remained low over the reporting peroeased

hunting pressure and harvdastand around past depredation complaint areas has effectively

reduced calls concerning crop damage. Three complaints of crop damage were taken involving
Canada geese. The lack of complaints reported around the Mann Lakkelyesre a result of
theDgpart ment 6s reduction in the size of the wat

Trapping and Transplantinglo Canada geese were trapped or transplanted in the Clearwater
Region during the reporting period.

Management Studie®roblems associated with largenmbers of geese at local parks, golf
courses, and the Lewiston airport have subsided somewhat due to favorable habitat conditions
and dispersal of birds. No trapping operations were conducted this year.

To address concerns about Canada geese in theamb@aonment of the Lewiste@larkston

valley, interested parties continue to work together to apply management options available to
control local goose numbers. Deterrent measures such as hazing and vegetation manipulation
have been conducted by privatesimesses, state, and federal agencies in the area.

In 2004, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) applied for a permit from the USFWS to
addle Canada goosggs in specified areas on the Washington levee system and associated
parks, and on one islandaed by both Washington and Idaho. These sites were determined to
have heavy nesting concentrations within city limits. Much of the local goose problem is tied to
these areas. The USACE now annually treats between 30 to 60 nests in specified areas. The
program is reportedly reducing the level of complaints and human health issues related to the
local goose population.

Management Implication®8eginning in 2007, the region changed the method of monitoring
Canada geese on the lower Clearwater River (Sukveg 5) from structure and ground nest
searclesto a pair and total goose count. Survey Area 6 was dropped as it tracked only the use of
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nest structures issued to landowners throughout the region. These structures are no longer being
maintained for gooseasting and most have been removed. The adjusted management objectives
for Survey Area 5 are a minimum of 40 breeding pairs and minimum of 100 total Gaesea

goose nesting surveys have been put on haldeaBacific Flyway Study Committeeviseshe
management plan for the Rocky Mountain and Pacific populations of Canada geese. As part of
this process, new survey methodologies are being considered.

Southwest (Nampa) Region

Population SurveysThe breeding pair flight survey for geese was discontinued in 2011 due to
safety concerns.

Climatic Conditions Precipitation in the Southwest Region waall aboveaverage during

winter in the Weiser, Bruneau, Boise, Payette, and Owyhee basins. Btegigiuring spring

and early summer was average in the Weiser, Bruneau, Boise, Payette, and Owyhee basins.
Because no regional wetland surveys are conducted, the exact extent of wetlands is unknown.
The waterfowl production from these wetlands is alsaomin.

Trapping and Transplantin®lo local geese (goslings or adults) were moved out of the urban
area of Boise during this reporting period.

Disease TestindNo disease testing was conducted for geese during the planning period

Management Implicatia Breeding pair counts along the Snake and Page#&es werebelow
management objectives férronsecutive years (prior to 2011). This survey was curtailed in

2011 due to safety concerns. Canada goose surveys on the Deer Flat National Wildlife Refuge
also detected a marked decline in production coinciding with spring pair counts (decrease of 45%
from 10 year average).

During June 2011, Southwest Region personnel partnered with Boise Parks and Recreation to

mark Canada geese with colavded bands. The ratio of marked to unmarked geese were

monitored throughout the year. Observations of geeseigseparks, indicate only 2% of all

birds observed in winter are marked. Whereas, 50% of all birds observed during spring/summer
are mar ked. Because nuisance goose-rcecsmpdleanitmt s
nuisance geese during this periodhsllenging and likely unproductive. Juvenile geese banded

in Meridian and Boise were reported as harvested in atdestigtes an@ Canadian provinces.

Southwest (McCall) Region

Population SurveydNo population surveys were conducted for geese iivit@all subregion
during the reporting period

Nesting survey and nest structure use data were not collected during the reporting period.
Distribution of existing goose nest structures is coordinated rega through HIP.

Trapping and Transplantintlo Canada geese were trapped or transplanted in the Southwest
(McCall) Region during the reporting period.
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Management Implicationghe 19911995 WMP directs the Department to reduce the harvest
when the thregear average falls below minimum objectiv€se minimum objective for Lake
Cascade is 225 geese observed and 100 indicatedTgarS8year average for indicated pairs
wasapproximately at this objectiv&hese monitoring criteria were developed for the plan
without baseline datdlanagement objectigefor these areas should be refined, using available
data.These refined objectives should be incorporated into any updates to th&IEWMP.

Canada goose nesting surveys have been put on hold as the Pacific Flyway Study Committee
revises the managemt plan for the Rocky Mountain and Pacific populations of Canada geese.
As part of this process, new survey methodologies are being considered.

Magic Valley Region

Population SurveysCanada goose breeding pair surveys andalifiter Waterfowl surveys were
discontinued in 2011 per statewide direction. Magic Valley regional staff conduct an annual
groundbased waterfowl survey at Hagerman WMA. During January 2017, 2,620 Canada geese
were counted, a 63% increase from 2016.

HabitatConditions Precipitation during the 2018017 winter was at or near record high levels
in all major watersheds in the Magic Valley Region. Snake River flows were generally above
normal during the nesting season.

DepredationOne goose depredation comptavas received in 2017 in the Hagerman Valley.
Chronic goose depredation complaints poblic desire for moréwunting opportunig in the

Hagerman area led to a reduction in the size of the boundary of the Hagerman goose closure in
2015 2016. Although tk change in the boundary has only been in effect for one season, the
number of depredation complaints has decreased.

Trapping and Transplantinglo Canada geese were trapped or transplanted in the Magic Valley
Region during the reporting period.

Managemat Implications Prior to 2011 when breeding pair surveys were discontinued, none of
the survey areas in the region met the minimum breedingp@ital geese criteon. Increased

bag limits (from 2/day to 4/day), poor nesting conditions, and reducddlley of artificial

nesting structures are all factors that may have contributed to decline in observed spring goose
numbersWith the exception of nesting structures on WMAsgsny of the nesting structures in

the Magic Valley were constructed in tlaéd 1970s and are no longer functional or are located

in areas that are no longer suitable.

Southeast Region

Population SurveysCanada goose breeding pair surveys andiiticer Waterfowl surveysvere
discontinued in 2011 per statewide direction.

Depredition A total of 5complaints were filed with the Department during this reporting period;
however, Wildlife Services personnel normally deal with waterfowl depredaf\onsarly
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season goose hunt is held on an annual basis in Bear Lake and Catihbes to help alleviate
these depredations.

Trapping and Transplantinglo Canada geese were trapped or transplanted in the Southeast
Region during this reporting period.

Management Implication®rior to 2011 when breeding pair surveys were discoatingoose
populations were generally below the 1998995 WMP objectives (Connelly and Wackenhut
1990).

Waterfowl dieoffs: No die-offs were detected during this reporting period.

Upper Snake Region

Population Surveysfwo surveys (counts of indicat@airs and total geese) were conducted
annually on RMP Canada geese to estimate breeding population trends thraugrh26eé
flights were discontinued iB011 for employee safety reasons.

Habitat ConditionsMost goose nesting on Department WMAs ocamsesting structures.

Nesting on the South Fork Snake River occurs on islands, while nesting at Camas NWR, in the
Teton Basin, the North Fork Snake River, and Island Park Reservoir occurs primarily on the
ground.

Habitat on the South Fork Snake River &msler Henrys Fork Snake River is being impacted by
the invasion of noxious weedBhe Department is a cooperating partner with local weed control
districts to address this problem.

Habitat in the Teton Basin is being lost to summer home developiteile par t ment 6 s
program has the potential to reduce this loss if landowner cooperation can be obtained.

Goose production along the South Fork is dependent upon water releases from Palisades
ReservoirThe U.S. Bureau of Reclamation and the Departmentiyaiesearched river flows

for optimal goose production during the early to +hi¥0s.This study indicated flows between
8,000 and 16,000 cfs during nesting season were optimal for goose proddoti@ver,

releases are scheduled to meet irrigation mraglts and fisheries needs, which reduces goose
production due to nest flooding most years.

DepredationLandowners around the Mud Lake WMand north of Idaho Falls on the Snake
River have observed increased numbers of geese during this reportirhgreticequested
assistance from the Department and the USPWitllife Services has contracted with the Ccity
of Idaho Falls to control goose numbers along the greenbelt and the Idaho F&8kvacal.
landowners throughout the Upper Snake Region weradadwsnow fencing and zon guns to
prevent goose depredatio$iree goose depredations were investigated for this reporting
period.

Predator ContraHunters and trappers remove some predators during normal furbearer seasons.

StatewideMigratory Bird 2017 22

HI



Trapping and Transplantinylo geese were trapped or transplanted during this reporting period.

Waterfowl Dieoffs: No dieoffs were detected during this reporting period.

Habitat Improvementsrhere were no monitoring efforts for success on maintained goose
platforms at Deer PaskWMU in 2017.

A variety of crops were planted as food pliotshe form of corn, barley, and spring wheat and
wererand left standing for waterfowl and upland game. On Market Lake WB@Acres were
farmed during 20 On Mud Lake WMA, 300 acres were ptad to food plots to benefit
waterfowl and upland game in 2Z010n Chester Wetlands and Sand Creek WMAs, 25 acres of
food plots were planted to improve habitat for waterfowl in2@n Deer Parks WMU, 110
acres were planted and left standing for watelrfov017.

Management Implication€anada goose production was increased in the region by erecting
additional nest structures on the South Fork Snake River, Island Park Reservoir, and Teton
River. Annual maintenance of structures on the South Fork wesrdinued years ago and most
have fallen into disrepair. There is no plan to rebuild these nest boxes due to increased resident
populations and the potential for high depredations. Habitat biologists are also no longer
servicing platforms on Island Parle&ervoir because of conflicts with reservoir recreationalists.

Geese produced around Gem Lake cause annual depredations on malt barley. Goose nesting
platforms were erected around Gem Lake as mitigation for the Idaho Falls hydropower project;
however, ndorood habitat was included in the mitigation plan. These geese are basically urban
geesewhich makes population management throlgtvestifficult.

Salmon Region

The Pacific Flyway Study Committee is currently revising the management plan for the Rock
Mountain and Pacific populations of Canada ge@separt of this process, new survey
methodologies are being considerkedlight of this, theDepartmenhas decided to postpone
spring Canada goose surveys until the new methodologies have been dasadtiesz
management plan has been completed and appbyvibe Pacific Flyway Council.

Trapping and Transplantinylo Canadajeesenere trapped or transplanted in Ba&mon
Region during this reporting period.

SANDHILL CRANE
The Department s docaylMountainRoputaton (RMBandhilecsansf o r

are the same as those for the Pacific FlyWRac{fic Flyway Council and Central Flyway
Council2016.
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Current Goals

1. Maintain the population between 17,0@Q,000 canes as measured by the recepedr
average index of total cranes from the Septembempgeation survey.

2. Maintain and protect suitable habitats in sufficient quantity and quality to support the
population objective and recent past spatial distributidmle encouraging population
expansion where desirable.

3. Provide for recreational uses of RMP cranes.

4. Minimize crop depredations by RMP cranes.

The RMP sandhill crane populatiaontinued to receive increased management emphasis during
the reporting peod in the Magic Valley, Southeast, and Upper Snake regions because of
continuing landowner concerns over crop dam&geveys of RMP greater sandhill cranes in
these3 regions were initiated in 1995 to document total sandhill crane numbers, arrival dates
distribution, and age ratios.

Background and Management PhilosopRgcky MountainPopulationgreater sandhill cranes
havecaused crop damage eastern Idaho for decadés1996, the Commission adopted rules

that changed the classification of sanidtridanes from migratory nongame birds to migratory

game birds and directed the Department to obtain Pacific Flyway Council and USFWS approval
for an experimental controlled hunt3rareasSee the 2007 Waterfowl Annual Reports for a
thorough history of ta sandhill crane management areas in Idaho.

In 2009 the Commission authorizedndhill crane seasons that were no longer administered
through controlled hunt3.agsare nowavailable on a firstome first-served basisThis

decision was made because ttarvest allocation for Idaho had increased in recent ymérthe
number of birds harvested had remained relatively stéad012, the number of tags was
reduced from 680 to 460 due to a decline in the number of cranes observed during the September
survey.In 2014,thedaily and seasolimits weredecreasetb 2 cranesin 2016, hunts in Bear
Lake, Fremont, and Jefferson counties were expanded to irthud# periods one during
September -5 and a second from Septembe+306 This change was mado increase hunter
opportunity as the harvest allocation increase@017, crane hunt areas and periods remained
unchanged, but tags were increased to $66.description, season framework, and bag and
possession limits can be found in Appendix A.

Southwest (McCall) Region

Breeding pairs of sandhill cranes occur in the Lake Cascade, North Fork Payette River, and Little
Salmon River drainageBlo management data are collected on these birds.

Magic Valley Region

In September 2017 crane surveys were conducted in the Silver Creek Valley and Camas Prairie.
Thirty-one (31) cranes were observed in the Silver Creek Valley arahes were observed on
the Camas Prairie. Carey Lake was not surveyed in 2017.
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Southeast Rgion

Population Surveydersonnel for the USFWS and a private contractor collect aerial survey
information to determine total sandhill crane abundance during September in selected areas of
the Southeast Region (Takle

Harvest Characteristicé mail-in survey with a followup telephone survey of naespondents
was used to estimate hunter participation and harvest of sandhil twaeach hunt (Tables 5

and6). In 2017,120 sandhill cranes were harvested in the Bear Lake hunt aréacaades were
harvested in the Swan Lake hunt area.

Management Implication€oncerns expressed by grain producers during thel890s

prompted the Department to collect baseline information that could be used to identify strategies
to reduce crop depretian. Chesterfield Reservoir, Blackfoot Reservoir, Bear River Valley, and
Grays Lake were identified as primary sites due to a history of depredation concerns. However,
sandhill cranes stage and use grain fields throughout the region including Marsh Malley

Valley, Swan Lake/Oxford Slough area, Bear Lake Valley, American Falls Reservoir, and
Thomas Fork Valley.

DepredationDepredations in the Southeast Region are managed using a lure crop program, most
of which have been focused in Caribou Coubtgpartment personnel responded to an
additional2 complaints of sandhill cranes outside of the lure crop focus area.

Trapping and Transplanting total of 4 adult sandhill crane adults were captured during the
reporting period. All were fitted with anwahinum leg band an# of those werditted with a
solarrecharging batterpowered GPS tracking device attached to the tarsus. These devices are a
GPSGSM wildlife tracking devicdy Cellular Tracking TechnologieShree of the cranes (1
transmitter deplogd) were captured near Samaria, ID (Oneida County) and the other (1
transmitter deployed) was captured at Twin Springs campground (Oneida County).

Upper Snake Region

Population Survey®Personnel for the USFWS and a private contractor collect aerialysurve
information to determine total sandhill crane abundance during September in selected areas of
the Upper Snake Region (Taldlg

Harvest Characteristicé mail-in survey with a followup telephone survey of ngespondents
was used to estimate huntergapation and harvest of sandhill crane for each hunt (Tables 5
and6). In 2077, 13, 38, and19 cranes were harvested from Teton, Fremont, and Jefferson
counties, respectively.

DepredationThe region received no sandhill crane depredation complaintgydhbis reporting
period.

Trapping and Transplanting:
No sandhill cranesvere trapped or transplanted in thpper Snakd&egion during this reporting
periodbut trapping efforts were made in Teton Valley during this reporting period
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Managemenimplications Fall premigration staging area sandhill crane composition surveys
were conducted in the Upper Snake Region for the first time in T9@Se baseline data were
used to help identify strategies to reduce depredation concerns-ongpationstaging areas in
the Fremont and Teton County asea

Salmon Region

Sandhill cranes occur as scattered breeding pairs in the Lemhi, Pahsimeroi, and Salmon River
valleys from Salmon to StanleiMo management data are collected on these birds.

TRUMPETER SWAN

The trumpeter swan is included in the 199B5NongameSpeci es Pl an; t he Dep
and objectives are the same as those of the Pacific Fieayfic Flyway Council 2017)The

19911995 WMP contains no goals for this specigata for trumgter swans are included in this

report for the historical record

Current Goals
Population

1. Maintain a minimum RMP of 10,000 adults and subadult birds (white birds) using data
from the North American Trumpeter Swan Survey.

2. Maintain an RMP U.S. brdag segment of at least 718 adult and subadult birds (white
birds) using data from the September (Fall) Survey.

3. Encourage continued growth to restore an interconnectedusgdining breeding
population that uses diverse habitats across the histmge of the species within the
Pacific Flyway. Attain the desired distribution and numbers of white birds and nesting
pairs with broods within the next 5 years.

4. Maintain a selbustaining RMP Canadian breeding segment (as monitored by the North
American Trumpeter Swan Survey), well distributed throughout Western and Northern
Canada.

Habitat
1. Maintain, and when possible, improve quantity and quality of breeding and wintering
habitats to support population objectives throughout the annual cycle.
2. |dentify potential restoration areas that will support breeding range expansion, enhance
connectivity and growth of breeding flocks, and increase the likelihood swans will use
new wintering habitats.

Harvest
1. Ensure trumpeter swan conservation is considered to maintain compatibility with tundra
swan hunting in the Pacific Flyway.

Information Needs/Research
1. Seek funds to address priority research and information needs, as well as habitat
improvement andange expansion efforts.
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Magic Valley Region

In 1994, 1995, and 1996, a pair of trumpeter swans successfully nested at White Arrow Ponds
north of Bliss in Gooding Countsaince then, trumpeter swans have made no attempt to nest at
that site or attemptsere brief and unsuccessful.

Successful nesting by trumpeter swans was also documented in 1995 and 1996 at the
Depart me nt4® PondHin Camas £gunty 2002, a pair of trumpeter swans
successfully nested and reaBejiveniles on a private pond p@ximately6 miles southeast of
t he Department 6s Highway 46 Pond.

During August 2006, Department staff found a pair of adult trumpeter swan3 gyignets on
Spring Creek Reservoir in Camas Coumg. nesting trumpeters were documented in the region
during 2007; however, a pair of adults was observed at Thorn Creek Reservoir by Department
personnel on Augu&3, 2007.Trumpeters with cygnets were observed on the Snake River and
at White Arrow Ponds during a February 2009 suridyevidence of nestingumpeters has

been documented in the region since 2009.

SoutheastRegion

The Departmentds goals and objecti Waiic are t he
Flyway Council 2017)The 19911995 WMP contains no goals for this species. Data for
trumpeer swans are included in this report for the historical record.

Upper Snake Region

The Departmentds goals and objecti Waiic are t he
Flyway Council 2017)The 19911995 WMP contains no goals for this specigatafor
trumpeter swans are included in this report for the historical record.

In the Upper Snake Region, trumpeter swans have been a principal catalyst for thousands of

acres of habitat protection and wetland restoration on private lands funded by suahaiedler

state programs as the North American Wetland Conservation Act (NAWCA), the Land and
Water Conservation Fund and I dahobés Landowner
meaningful wetlands conservation/restoration work has occurred in Teton Basm, Idah

Motivated by the goals defined in the 2008 Pacific Flyway Management Plan, the strategic
location of Teton Basin for Greater Yellowstone swan conservation, and increasing concern
about possible extirpation of trumpeter swans @élldtvston@ationalPark, The Teton Basin
Trumpeter Swan Breeding Habitat Suitability Assessmastcompleted bthe IDFG, Teton
RegionalLandTrustand Intermountain Aquatics (IMA). This assessment formally evaluated the
suitability of Teton Basin wetlands for supporting negtirumpeter swans and identifies

locations where landowners are willing to participate in future swan transloc#&sagesult,

the Greater Yellowstone Trumpeter Swan Working Group and Pacific Flyway Council voted to
add Teton Basito the list of prieity sites approved for translocations of captieared swans

from the Wyoming Wetland Society facility in Jackson Hole, Wyoming.
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Project partners initiated trumpeter swan translocations in T&dsm in summe2013 with the
following project objectiveEstablish a minimum d active nest sites in Teton Basin over a 10
year periodProject implementatiowas led bythe IDFG and TRLT and focuses di)

maintaining location records of released birds, 2) maintaining optimal habitat management at
breeding meshes and 3) maintaining viable partteemdowner relationships.

The fourth TRUS release in Teton Basin, consistingygarlingswanswas conducted at Lazy

K Marsh on May 2, 2017The4 yearlings 2 males,2 females) were marked with neck collars
readng R16, R17, R18, R19, in addition to Federal tarsal bands, and were released onto Lazy K
marsh without an enclosure.

OnMay 8, 20177 trumpeter swangere observed on Lazy K Marsh including R13, R14 4the
yearlingsreleasedn 2017anda wild unmarked yearlingwan OnMay 14, 20176 swanswere
observed on Lazy K Marsh including all previously obsemswdns, excef®13.SwanR14 was
observed showing dominance behayincluding vocalizations followed by smacking of his

head and wings water. He was also observed chasing and harassing the unmarked yearling
swan On May 17, 20175 swanswere observed on Lazy K Marsh including R14 #rel4 2017
released yearlings. This group remained on Lazy K Marsh throughout the summer with a wild
unmarkedswanvisiting on occasion, and R14 leaving temporarily on occasion.

TUNDRA SWAN

The Depar t-1985nNM® goal§Carthdlly and Wackenhut 1996) the tundra swan
are the same as those of the Pacific Flywowever, during the reportingeriod, this species
received little management emphasis in Idahmdra swas are not currently hunted in Idaho,
but benefit indirectly from other wildlife management programs.

Tundra swans migrate througie regionin spring and fall, and some winten the Snake River,
the North Fork Snake River and the Teton Ribet,none are known to nesttime state

AMERICAN COOT

The Depar t-85nM® goald forh& American coot are tarBintain the Idaho
population, 2) increase the harvest, angr8yide maximum recreational opportunity (Connelly
and Wackenhut 1990l owever, during the reporting period, this species received little
management emphasikhis is because the American coot is ag@iopular game bird in Idaho
and because it benefitsdirectly from other wildlife management programs.

WI L S O MNIBE

The Depar t-1985NIM® goald foreh@/i | s snipedase to 1) maintain Idahs

Wi | s snipedpspulatiomnd 2) maintain the harvest (Connelly and Wackenhut 1990)
However, duringhe reporting period, this species received little management atterttisns
because th&/i | s snipeisot a popular game bird in Idaho and because it benefits indirectly
from other wildlife management programs.
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MOURNING DOVE

Because mourning dove caount surveys are no longer conducted, banding doves has become
increasingly more important. The mourning dove banding quota for Idaho is 633 ideves.

has participate in a Pacific Flywaywide effort to trap and band mourning dogasce 2003In

2017 677doves were banded, (Tahie Since 20039,805mourning doves have been banded in
ldaho.

Panhandle Region

Popdation SurveysMourning doves are common, in low numbers, in the Panhandle. Most
mourning doves are found during summer around agricultural lands near Worley, Plummer,
Harrison, Post Falls, and Bonners Ferry.

No dove routes were conducted in 2014 or 20t state is evaluating a new survey route
technique and no routes were selected in the Panhandle.

Harvest Characteristicth north Idaho, most mourning doves leave before the season opens. The
season opener (1 Sep) coincides with the first cool egeamperatures of late August. Also, for
most grain and grassops farmers burn their fields after harvest annudgginningin mid-

August and ending in late September, most cover and food patches are consumed by fire.

Mourning dove hunting effort iRanhandle Region is very low. A few hunters are checked on
opening day on Harrison Flats and near Athol on the edge of the Rathdrum Prairie. Harvest
information on mourning doves is collected via the USFWS harvest survey. No regional harvest
survey has beeconducted since 1995.

Managemenimplications

Widespread burning of crop residues practiced by area farmers coupled with the first cool
evening temperatures of late August usually combine to move mourning doves south out of the
region before hunting ason opens.

Clearwater Region

Population Surveydistorically there wer@ mourning dove caltount routes conducted in the
Clearwater Region. By themselves, these routes did not provide an accurate index to dove
production or population trends. Howewahen incorporated into the results from all other
routes in the state, an index to statewide dove production was actBexgathing in 2015, a
threeyear experimental monitoring protocol was initiated by the USFWS to estimate mourning
dove populations acss the US that consisted of a sirgbserver survey that utilidedistance
sampling during point counts along established Call Count Survey routes to estimate population
abundance. One of these routes was located in the Clearwater RddiohSince he protocol

was different, results are probably not directly comparable with those collected previously.
However,3 doves were heard during this-2@le/stop survey effort (0.15 doves heard per mile
surveyed). An additional 35 doves were seen, represéhsegarate groups/flocks during this
survey (but were not heard/calling).
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Harvest CharacteristicBlarvest information on mourning doves is collected via the USFWS
harvest survey. No regional harvest survey has been conducted since 1995.

Trapping andBanding The Clearwater Region has participated in a statewide effort to trap and
band mourning doves since 2003. A delayed start and problems witliteaelection resulted

in no doves trapped in 2003. In 2004, a total of 63 doves were barn@leieat All doves

received a standard leg band; hayelar doves also received a reward band. In 2005, a total of
10 doves were bandedasites. Four individuals were recaptured during the course of the 2005
seasond adult males an@ hatchyear birds). Annal capture efforts have continued to yield
variable results (range of 7 to 109 doves, 20063). A total of 46 doves were banded in 2013.

In 2014, a personnel shortage in the regional wildlife program resulted in a total®éaes

being banded in the region. Fofftyur doves were trapped/banded in the Clearwater Region in
2015.No doves were banded in 2016 and 2017 in the Clearwater Region however, personnel in
the Panhandle Region conducts the annual capture efforts édMNakth Idaho.

Management Implication®ove management in the Clearwater Region consists of offering an
annual hunting season as liberal as the federal season framework allows and conducting the
annual callcounts on routes located within the region.

Southwest Region

Population Surveys

During August2017, regional personnel counted mourning doves while conducting pheasant
brood routes. Approximatey.6 mourning doves were counted per mile in 2Gdown21%
compared to 20 Modified coocount surveysvere also conducted in conjunction with the
USFWS.

Harvest Characteristicslarvest information on mourning doves is collected via the USFWS
harvest survey. No regional telephone harvest survey has been conducted since 1995.

Trapping and Bandingrhe Sothwest Region has participated in a statewide effort to trap and
band mourning doves since 200&ble 7. All doves banded between 2003 and 2007 were
banded with US Geological Survey (USGS)-fodle bands. During 2068009, the USGS
introduced web addredands. Since 2010, all doves have been banded withddrbss bands.
Fifty-onedoves were banded in the Southwest Region if7 Z04ble 7)

Management Implication®ove hunting in the Southwest Region remains popular with
sportsmen. Management consist providing liberal seasons and bag limits within the Federal
framework, improving bird habitat on public and private lands, and securing access to lands on
which to hunt.

Magic Valley Region

Population SurveyDepartment personnel, in cooperationnWitSFWS, collected data on one
spring callcount route in the Magic Valley Region in 201
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Doves observed on August roadside surveys have ranged from 1.3 doves/mile in 2000 to 5.1
doves/mile in 2009. Number of doves observed on August routes has tremaerd during the
past 25 years. From 20012, 4.1 doves/mile were observed and during 1988, 2.4
doves/mile were observed. Roadside surveys were discontinued in 2013.

Trapping and Banding’he Magic Valley Region has participated in a statewidetefbcrap

and band mourning doves since 2003 (Talén 2017 159 doves were banded at multiple
locations throughout the region; a slight increase from 2016 when 110 birds were (aided

7). Since 2003pver2,400doves have been banded in the region. Banding will continue during
future reporting periods.

Harvest Characteristicslarvest information on mourning doves is collected via the USFWS
harvest survey. A telephone harvest survey of hunters has not beestednay the Department
since 1996.

Management ImplicationfRoadside survey data collected in the 1980s suggest as many as 50%
of the doves in the Magic Valley Region migrated out of the area by the opening of hunting
season on September 1. The onseboler weather, usually in early September, triggers
movement of mangf theremaining doves.

Southeast Region

Population SurveysNing barrels provide only a limited amount of data on mourning doves.
Sample sizes are generally too small for analysis.

In 2017, 195 doves were banded in Menan, Idaho Falls, Rigby, and Mud Lake.

Harvest Characteristicslarvest information on mourning doves is collected via the USFWS
harvest survey. No regional telephone harvest survey has been conducted since 1995.

Traping and BandingThe Southeast Region has participated in a statewide effort to trap and
band mourning doves since 2003 (TaBleHowever, from 20072012 no banding occurred in
the region. During 20Bi 2006, 475 total doves were banded in the SoutheagbRen 2013,
banding efforts were again initiateduring this reporting period,20doves were banded in the
Southeast Region.

Management Implicationdanagement decisions rely heavily on population and harvest
statistics collected nationwide by USBNV

Upper Snake Region

Population CharacteristicBepartment personnel, in cooperation with USFWS, collect data on
dove calicount routes and are reported directly to USFWS. No routes were conducted during
this reporting period.
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Harvest Characteristichlo doves were checked at check stations on opening weekend of the
2017 sage grouse seasofarvest surveys have not been conducted since 1996. Hunters report
harvest directly to USFWS.

Trapping and Bandingrhe Upper Snake Region has participated intawstde effort to trap and
band mourning doves since 2003 (Tableln 2017, 195 doves were bandddenan, Idaho Falls,
Rigby, and Mud LakeOver 2,200doves were banded in the region between 2003 and 201

Management Implicationg he mourning dove isne of the most common nesting game birds in
Upper Snake Region. However, in many years, the majority of birds have left the area prior to
the hunting season opener (September 1) or shortly thereafter. Management efforts are aimed at
minimizing sportsmendndowner conflicts, and improving habitat indirectly through HIP (e.qg.,
windbreaks, guzzlers, and CRP plantings). We will continue to take advantage of harvest
opportunities as allowed by federal regulations.

Salmon Region

Abstract Mourning doves breeghimoderate numbers in Salmon Region, but are usually only
lightly harvested here due to migration timing.

Population Surveys'he Salmon Region contains a breeding population of mourning doves.

Prior to the reporting period, the only population informatitained was from call counts in

the southern portion of Lemhi Valley. During 1985, 1986, and 1987, a totahofirning doves

were seen or heard along the route. Doves heard and seen increased in the 2000s, but declined to
only one dove seen in 2010caR011. In 1988, the southern half of the route was reloGated

miles to the east. Beginning in 2000, the western portion (approxinTatglgs) of the route on

Highway 28 was relocated to the north and east. The new section follows Lemhi Back Road

from Leadore to Little Eightmile Creek. Call count routes in the region were discontinued in

2013.

Trapping and TranslocatioAs part of a national mourning dove banding project (under

auspices of USFWS), staff in the Salmon Region have captured and banded doves since 2003
(Table7). Capture was conductedasites, Baker and Kirtley Creek, from 2626806. During

2011, Baker wathe only capture site; we placed bands on 67 doves and recaptured 11 birds
from previous years. Based on recapture rates across subsequent years, minimum survival rates
were surprisingly high, particularly for birds captured during 203 at the BakeMaiieaum

survival rates for doves captured in 2003 at Baker were 42% through 2004 and 30% through
2005. Minimum oneyear survival for doves captured in 2004 through 2010 at Baker ranged

from 6% to 23%. For the reporting period, trap and banding sites kavedispersed across the
region to4 locations.In 2017, 75 doves were banded 20f the locations.

Harvest CharacteristicBuring years in which mourning doves delay their migration slightly,
Salmon Region hunters are able to harvest moderate nunfillberdso In most years, harvest is
low. Due to small sample sizes, telephone survey harvest data are imprecise at the county level.
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Habitat ConditionsMourning doves are common, but not abundant throughout the region,
indicating that perhaps suitable ftabis limited. Most dove use is located in riparian willow
habitats associated with cattle ranching operations; these habitats are likely to decrease as
housing developments replace working ranches. However, dove numbers may remain stable if
appropriatevegetation accompanies housing development.

Management Implicationg he extended season (60 days) from 1983 to 1986 had little effect on
harvest because many doves move out of the area soon after the September 1 opening date.
Similarly, the 36day seasomitiated in 1987 due to a general decline in mourning dove numbers
in the western United States probably did not affect harvest in ouFamtiaer, the current 60

day season has not affected harvest in our area.

AMERICAN CROW
The American crow contiras to be a species with minimal active management.
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Tablel. Estimated waterfowl harvest numbers from USFWS waterfowtdrisurvey for Idaho,
1988present

Estimated adult Total ducks Total geese
Year Duck stamps sold hunters harvestedl harvested|
1988 16,597 14,271 112,900 26,600
1989 16,894 14,073 119,600 30,500
1990 17,036 13,443 96,700 36,800
1991 17,151 14,144 117,880 39,500
1992 17,717 14,132 126,700 31,700
1993 21,761 17,972 153,200 45,600
1994 21,229 17,418 141,300 61,100
1995 21,097 18,395 203,400 46,900
1996 22,382 19,751 245,800 61,100
1997 23,697 22,241 248,600 40,700
1998 23,515 21,006 254,700 56,700
1999 26,709 20,795 228,300 28,500
2000 28,206 23,306 173,200 86,200
2001 26,173 12,000/14,900 138,600 64,400
2002 24,937 14,500 /9,90C 160,600 36,700
2003 24,878 18,200/15,400 262,900 84,200
2004 24,320 17,10013,300 188,500 62,700
2005 23,724 18,500/16,000 258,300 74,300
2006 25,726 18,400/14,500 278,000 77,800
2007 27,137 17,500/11,178 229,100 40,900
2008 ¢ 20,000/13,700 257,600 64,500
2009 ¢ 15,400/11,100 286,600 58,300
2010 ¢ 16,900/11,100 156,600 31,400
2011 ¢ 14,20012,800 209,500 51,000
2012 ¢ 16,200/12,700 277,700 73,900
2013 ¢ 19,400/15,600 320,400 70,300
2014 ¢ 18,959/15,165 241,828 73,437
2015 ¢ 11,849/9,441 173,674 44,096
2016 15,464/11202 339,849 71,881

& Adjusted for exaggeration memory bias and juvenile hunter density.

b The first number is estimated number of duck hunters and the second number is estimated
number of gooshunters.

¢ Data is no longeavailable.
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Table2. Ducks banded

in I[daho lyepartmenand USFWS personn&(17.

Magic Upper
Species Panhandle Clearwater Southwes' Valley Southeas Snake Salmon Total
American Widgeor 1 6 7
American Green 14 4 2 20
winged Teal
Blue-winged Teal 3 2 5
Canvasback 2 2
Cinnamon Teal 83 1 8 92
Gadwall 2 10 52 64
Mallard 1,778 549 9 163 2,496
Northern Pintail 4 1 5
Northern Shoveler 32 32
Redhead 23 9 32
Ring-necked 14 14
Wood Duck 107 4 111
Total 2,030 0 563 192 10 276 3,066
Table3. Mallards banded in Idaho lyepartmenpersonnel2009-Present
IDFG Region 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 Total
Panhandle 1,065 1,086 971 455 1,776 1,053 867 942 1,775 9,990
Clearwater 12 3 0 0 0 0 11 0 26
Southwest 40 63 0 0 0 0 150 413 549 1,215
Magic Valley 0 59 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 68
Southeast 0 0 0 0 0 0 45 26 71
Upper Snake 977 633 788 14 380 565 21 266 163 3,807
Total 2,022 1,844 1,759 469 2,156 1,618 1,094 1,647 2,496 15,177
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Table 4. September aerial and grodoased counts of RMP greater sandhill cranes in eastern

Idaho, 2@1-present

Region/Area 2011 2112 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Magic Valley
Camas Prairie 32 ND 21 ND 0 0 3
Carey Lake 0 0 0 ND 0 0 ND
Silver Lake 399 281 421 431 575 31 31
Southeast
American Falls Reservoir 52 103 288 155 71 198 91
Bear River Valley 908 559 410 778 1,272 1,301 681
Blackfoot Reservoir 298 434 333 520 537 600 187
Chesterfield Reservoir 135 40 103 49 196 43 59
Grays Lake 972 262 907 839 489 328 466
Malad River 271 96 248 325 320 582 384
Marsh Valley 135 193 122 238 149 178 179
Oxford Slough 241 136 136 205 214 0 197
Upper Snake
AshtonSt Anthony 400 950 662 654 840 705 806
Camas NWR 430 60 200 375 426 179 107
Henryds Lake 144 72 59 2 1 0 8
Island Park Reservoir 5 65 0 4 0 0 15
Kilgore ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
Market Lake WMA 2 6 5 6 25 4 4
Mud Lake WMA 13 103 248 53 54 73 47
Teton Basin 592 572 1,065 1,130 1,285 1,221 801
Total 5,029 3,932 5228 5,764 6,454 5,443 4,066
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Table 5 @ndhill crane tag levels, estimated hunter participation, and harvest based on mail and
telephonesurveys, 201-present

Hunt Areas 16 2011 2112 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Bear LakeCaribou County

Tags available 400 295 180 160 195 300 357
Tags issued 355 279 180 160 195 305 331
Total hunters 201 131 87 83 109 154 168
Days hunted 595 389 207 197 277 387 439
% Success 44 20 51 46 53 53 36
Harvest 141 139 93 74 104 161 119
Teton County

Tags available 100 40 25 22 25 30 35
Tags issued 52 49 25 21 25 30 35
Total hunters 36 27 18 13 15 19 15
Days hunted 86 44 38 23 23 27 37
% Success 59 59 7 62 56 87 37
Harvest 30 29 2 13 14 26 13
Fremont County

Tags available 100 65 40 35 45 70 82
Tags issued 91 98 40 35 45 70 82
Total hunters 65 57 34 23 35 48 43
Days hunted 143 124 53 61 98 97 94
% Success 69 55 58 71 64 56 43
Harvest 61 54 23 25 29 39 52
Bonneville County

Tags available 40 10 5

Tags issued 9 14 5

Total hunters 9 3 4

Days hunted 11 9 7

% Success 37 50 0

Harvest 5 7 0

Jefferson County

Tagsavailable 40 20 10 10 10 40 47
Tags issued 36 40 11 10 26 40 49
Total hunters 18 17 7 6 13 26 22
Days hunted 55 59 9 1 34 50 55
% Success 69 73 73 80 58 58 39
Harvest 26 29 8 8 9 23 19
Bannock County

Tags available 30 15 13 15 25 29
Tags issued 30 15 15 15 25 29
Total hunters 19 11 11 11 15 14
Days hunted 46 38 33 15 26 44
% Success 60 60 93 70 40 28
Harvest 18 9 14 10 10 8
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State Total

Tags available 680 460 275 240 290 465 550
Tags issued 543 510 276 241 306 470 526
Total hunters 285 255 161 135 185 263 261
Days hunted 891 671 352 325 447 241 670
% Success 53 60 49 56 54 55 38
Harvest 261 275 135 134 166 258 202

Table6. Age composition of sandhill crane harvest based on mail and telephiveys 2010

preesent
Hunt Areas 16 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Bear LakeCaribou County
Juvenile 19 26 21 8 4 15 20 14
Adult 131 115 118 85 70 89 141 115
Unknown
Teton County
Juvenile 6 3 5 0 1 0 5 0
Adult 27 27 24 2 12 14 21 13
Unknown
Fremont County
Juvenile 9 10 11 1 3 4 6 4
Adult 38 51 43 22 22 25 33 48
Unknown
Bonneville Count¥y
Juvenile 1 0 4 0
Adult 8 5 3 0
Unknown
Jefferson County
Juvenile 2 6 4 1 0 2 1 9
Adult 12 19 25 7 8 7 22 10
Unknown
Bannock County
Juvenile 2 0 1 0 2 0
Adult 16 9 13 10 8 8
Unknown

2Bonneville County hunt was discontinued in 2014.
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Table7. Mourning doves banded in Idaho, ZB0resent.

Adult Adult
Year Male Female Unknown Hatch Year Unknown Total
2007 242 91 20 309 35 697
2008 274 115 34 216 9 648
2009 191 75 20 252 1 539
2010 174 78 32 169 12 465
2011 163 74 25 93 3 359
2012 236 105 44 292 22 699
2013 213 99 28 184 3 527
2014 333 141 34 291 8 807
2015 331 141 39 266 18 795
2016 258 127 1 269 18 695
2017 269 117 24 247 20 677
Total 2,684 1,163 301 2,588 149 6,908
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APPENDIX A

IDAHO
2016-2017SEASON

WATERFOWL RULES
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Idaho Migratory
Game Bird

2016-2017 Seasons & Rules

Photo courtesy Conrad Williames

NEW: Incfudes Seasons and Rules for Crows, Doves, Sanchilf Cranes and Waterfow!

idfg.idaho.gov
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Idaho Department of Fish & Game
MIGRATORY GAME BIRD SEASONS AND RULES
September 2016 through March 2017

Seasons September October November December January February March

Special Youth
iy 24th & 25th

Statewide l

Duck
Areal

Duck
Areaz

Canada Goose
Areal -

Canada Goose
Areaz

Canada Goose
Area 3 . o

White-ronted
23

Areal

White-fronted

Goose

Area 2

Light Goose
Areal

Light Goose
Areaz

Light Goose
Area 3

Requlred:

= Migratory Bird (HIF) Permit.

* Federal Migratory Bird (Duck) Stamp for all hunters 16 or older.
* Nontoxic shot.

It is the responsibility of the hunter to become familiar with the rules that affect the hunt in which he or she is participating.
This brochure provides seasons for migratory gam e bird hunting, and provides a summary of rules that govern migratory
game bird hunting in Idaho. For details about the rules, please refer to these links: Idaho Administrative Procedures Act, idfg
idaho.gov/content/idfg-rules; Idaho Code idfg.idaho. gow/content/title36.

TRt !
T Remember!

If you are 16 or older, you need to purchase a
Federal Migratory Bird (Duck) Stamp.

Available online @
idfg.idaho.gov/content /duckstamp

MIGIATORY BIKDHENTING ANDCO

Licansa holdar must validata stamp
by sighing acrosstha front in ink.

4 iho Migratory Game Bird Seasons & Rules idfg.idaho.gov
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Statewide Duck (Including Merganser), Wilson’s Snipe and American Coot
Seasons, Limits & Hunt Area Descriptions

Daily Bag Limit: see below

AREA 1

+ QOctober 1, 2016 - January 13, 2017

+ Scaup Season:
October 22, 2016 - January 13, 2017

Area lincludes all parts of the state NOT
included in Area 2. (See yellow area on map)
AREA 2

+ QOctober 15, 2016 - January 27, 2017

+ Scaup Season:
November 5, 2016 - January 27, 2017

Area 2includes the following counties: Ada,
Boise, Canyon, Cassia, Elmore, Gem, Gooding,
Jerome, Lincoln, Minidoka, Owyhee, Payette,
Twin Falls and Washington counties. (See blue
area on map).

Duck Bag Limit dncluding mergansers)

Daily Bag Limit 7 of any kind, except
shall not include more than the following:

2 female mallard
2 redhead

2 pintail

2 canvashack

I scaup

Clearvalker

Bag Limits for Wilson’s Snipe and Coots

Willson’s Snipe
Daily Bag Limit: 8

Coots
Daily Bag Limit: 25

Possession Limit: 3 times daily bag limit

idfg.idaho.gov

Statewide Migratory Bird 2017 43



(anada Goose Seasons, Limits & Hunt Area Descriptions

Daily Bag Limit: 4 Possession Limit: 12

AREA 1
+« QOctober 1, 2016 - January 13, 2017

Area lincludes all parts of the state NOT
included in Area2 and 3. (See yellow area on
map).

AREA 2
+ October 15, 2016 - January 27, 2017

Area 2 includes the following counties: Ada,
Boise, Canyon, Cassia, ElImore, Gem, Gooding,
Jerome, Lincoln, Minidoka, Owyhee, Payette,
Twin Falls and Washington counties. (See blue
area on map).

AREA 3

+ September1-15, 2016
(Daily bag limit is 5 during this time period
only).

Bonnelle

y ?"\Bingham

i
e

UTAH

+« Qctober 1, 2016 - December 29, 2016

YWOUIHG

Area Jincludes Bear Lake County, Bingham
County within the Blackfoot Reservoir
drainage, and Caribou County except

that portion withinthe Fort Hall Indlan
Reservatlon. (See orange area on map).

STOP AQUATIC
HITCHHIKERS!™

Rrovent the trangoart of ruisance goedes.
Clan al receaticnal equprent.
v, Profectiournaters. mt

2016-2017 Idaho Migratory Game Bird Seasons & Rules idfg.idaho.gov
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White-fronted Goose Seasons, Limits & Hunt Area Descriptions

Daily Bag Limit: 10  Possession Limit: 30

AREA 1
+ October1, 2016 - January 13, 2017

Arealincludes all parts of the state NOT
induded in Area 2. (See yellow area on map).

AREA 2
+ November 7, 2016 - February 19,2017

o
U
0
0
O
o
@
L
c
o
-
1
o
-
3

Area 2 indudes the following counties: Ada,
Boise, Canyon, Cassia, EImore, Gem, Gooding,
Jerome, Lincoln, Minidoka, Owyhee, Payette,
Twin Falls and Washington counties. (See blue
area onh map).

+ Closures: In the Southwest Region, Fort Boise
and Payette River WMAS and that portion of
the Roswell Marsh Wildlife Habitat Area south
of State Highway 18, and the Snake River
Islands Unit of the Deer Flat National Wildlife
Refuge will be closed February 1 - March 10,
20186,

Cleavaker

STOP AQUATIC
HITCHHIKERS!™

Prowen tthe transportofnusance spedes.
Cloan all rereaicnal sauprent.
www. Probetournakn.mt

8 017 Idaho Migratory Game Bird Seasons & Rules  idfa.idaho.gov
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