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Challenges for pastugased livestock farming
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Challenges for pastugased livestock farming

Livestockdepredationby wolvesin Germany
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Research question & hypotheses 577
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Our approach D o 2 A

_ Wolf presence in Germany
A Study area: Bavaria 2021/22
i First recolonizing wolf in 2016 e BT S
I Eight wolf territories in 2022

A Online questionnaire

A Email invitation to seven livestock owner
associlations

A 37-days survey period
(NovemberDecembei2022) ;
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The sample e 2 A

Main livestock species

162

A 72% male respondents
A Age 1991 years (mean 49 years)

A Pasture area <1 ha600 ha
(mean 25 ha)

A 64% paritime farms
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Intention to implement protection measures

Wolf-deterring fences‘l'{ ><|

A intend to take measures to
protect my grazing animals
from wolves In the next three
yearse

1 ¢ Nottrue at all
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i X1 Smal
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Intention score

Wilcoxon signed-rank test for differences between owners of small and large livestock (ns: p > 0.05; *: p  0.05; **:p 0.01;** p 0.001;***: p 0.0001)



Drivers of Intention

Attitude
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Drivers of Intention

Attitude

DO
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Worry

(EKlund et al. 2020)
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A Models explained 45% (fences)

and 23% (dogs) of variation in
Intention

A Worry not important for the
Intention to use guardian dogs

A Subjective Norms had the

strongest effect on intention for
both fences and dogs



How to promote livestock protection?

A Opportunities to experience examples
of successful carnivoilerestock
coexistence
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Subsidy schemes in Bavaria
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Subsidies for guardian dogs
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Subsidy schemes & Intention
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Subsidy schemes & Worry

Kruskal-Wallis, p = 0.027 Eﬁ Wilcoxon, p = 0.51
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Subsidy schemes & Costs
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Subsidy schemes & Other owners
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Payments by federal states in 2022
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Summary and Conclusions A

A Perceptions of owners of large and small livestock differed
U Practical differences in livestock husbandry should be recognized

A Subjective Norms had the strongest effect on intention
U Dissemination of prevention measures via successful farms

A Low PerceiveBehaviouraControl
U Policy measures should provide easily accessible practical and financial support

A Subsidies can be motivating (fences) unless the measure involves mosth
nonHfinancial challenges (dogs)
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