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Empowering hunters to be stewards of deer and wildlife

Uniting hunters behind wise deer policy

Growing hunter numbers, mentorship and more!

Fighting the threat of deer diseases
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OUR MISSION / The National Deer Association works to ensure the future of wild deer, wildlife habitat and hunting.

https://deerassociation.com/about/staff/
https://deerassociation.com/about/board-of-directors/


���˜���Û�>�À�ˆ�œ�Õ�Ã���Ã�i�V�Ì�ˆ�œ�˜�Ã���œ�v���Ì�…�ˆ�Ã���À�i�«�œ�À�Ì�]���Þ�œ�Õ���Ü�ˆ�•�•���w�˜�`���À�i�v�i�À�i�˜�V�i�Ã���Ì�œ
previous editions of the Deer Report, which has been published
annually since 2009. Every edition of the Deer Report is available

as a free PDF on our website under the “About” menu. 

At the time of writing this Deer Report, many 
2025-26 deer seasons were still underway, 
so the statistics highlighted in this report 
are all from the most recent hunting season 
that is complete (2024-25).  However, some 
states have already issued press releases 
on the 2025-26 deer season, and we have 
included six of the top headlines here as 
an outlook for the data you will see in next 
year’s Deer Report.  If the early results hold 
true for the other states, 2025 was a tough 
year for many deer hunters.

ILLINOIS

MICHIGAN

MISSOURI

OHIO

WEST VIRGINIA

Hunters harvest slightly
fewer deer in 2025.

�'�H�H�U���K�D�U�Y�H�V�W���I�U�R�P���4�U�H�D�U�P��
season drops for another 
consecutive year.

Deer harvest sees
increase in 2025.

Hunters checked slightly less 
deer during their weeklong
gun season in 2025.

Total harvest was
18.5% below 2024.

WISCONSIN
Deer harvest numbers
within 1% of 2024 season.

mule deer, populations are stable or increasing 
in most states they inhabit. Utah hunters shot 
the most antlered bucks PSM and Colorado 
shot the most antlerless deer PSM.  
  The biggest issues and trends include archery 
hunters take 25% of the total whitetail harvest 
�\�M�N�Q�J���*�W�J�F�W�R�X���M�Z�S�Y�J�W�X���Y�F�P�J�������
���� �-�J�R�T�W�W�M�F�L�N�H��
�I�N�X�J�F�X�J�� �\�F�X�� �H�T�S�*�W�R�J�I�� �N�S�� ������ �X�Y�F�Y�J�X�� �N�S�� ������������
and chronic wasting disease (CWD) has now 
�G�J�J�S�� �N�I�J�S�Y�N�*�J�I�� �N�S�� ������ �X�Y�F�Y�J�X�� �F�S�I�� ���� �K�T�W�J�N�L�S��
�H�T�Z�S�Y�W�N�J�X���� �&�Y�� �Q�J�F�X�Y�� ������ �X�Y�F�Y�J�X�� �T�K�K�J�W�� �F�S�Y�Q�J�W�Q�J�X�X��
only hunting opportunities, and December 
is the most popular month for those hunts. 
�<�M�N�Y�J���Y�F�N�Q�J�I�� �I�J�J�W�� �U�T�U�Z�Q�F�Y�N�T�S�� �J�X�Y�N�R�F�Y�J�X�� �W�F�S�L�J�I��
�K�W�T�R�����������������N�S���3�J�\���2�J�]�N�H�T���Y�T���T�[�J�W�������R�N�Q�Q�N�T�S���N�S��
�9�J�]�F�X���� �(�T�S�S�J�H�Y�N�H�Z�Y�� �F�S�I�� �3�J�\�� �/�J�W�X�J�^�� �M�F�[�J�� �Y�M�J��
�M�N�L�M�J�X�Y���G�Z�H�P���G�F�L���Q�N�R�N�Y�X���
���������\�M�N�Q�J���X�J�[�J�W�F�Q���X�Y�F�Y�J�X��
�F�Q�Q�T�\�����������F�S�Y�Q�J�W�Q�J�X�X���I�J�J�W���U�J�W���^�J�F�W�����&���R�F�O�T�W�N�Y�^���T�K��
�X�Y�F�Y�J�X���N�S���Y�M�J���2�N�I�\�J�X�Y�����3�T�W�Y�M�J�F�X�Y���F�S�I���8�T�Z�Y�M�J�F�X�Y��
�U�W�J�K�J�W���Y�M�J���F�S�Y�Q�J�W�Q�J�X�X���M�F�W�[�J�X�Y���Y�T���J�]�H�J�J�I���Y�M�J���G�Z�H�P��
harvest to keep populations in balance with the 
�M�F�G�N�Y�F�Y�����+�Q�T�W�N�I�F���M�F�X���Y�M�J���Q�T�S�L�J�X�Y���*�W�J�F�W�R�X���X�J�F�X�T�S��
(144 days) and Rhode Island has the longest 
�F�W�H�M�J�W�^���X�J�F�X�T�S���
���������I�F�^�X�������3�J�\���/�J�W�X�J�^���M�Z�S�Y�J�W�X��
�F�[�J�W�F�L�J�� �Y�M�J�� �R�T�X�Y�� �I�F�^�X�� �F�*�J�Q�I�� �F�S�S�Z�F�Q�Q�^�� �
������
days), while Vermont hunters require the most 
�I�F�^�X���F�*�J�Q�I���
���������Y�T���M�F�W�[�J�X�Y���F���I�J�J�W�����9�J�]�F�X���M�F�X���Y�M�J��
�R�T�X�Y���I�J�J�W���M�Z�S�Y�J�W�X���
���������������������5�J�S�S�X�^�Q�[�F�S�N�F���M�F�X��
�Y�M�J�� �R�T�X�Y�� �I�J�J�W�� �M�Z�S�Y�J�W�X�� �5�8�2�� �
������������ �F�S�I�� �R�T�X�Y��
�F�W�H�M�J�W�^���M�Z�S�Y�J�W�X���
���������������������F�S�I���3�J�\���>�T�W�P���M�F�X���Y�M�J��
�R�T�X�Y���R�Z�_�_�Q�J�Q�T�F�I�J�W���M�Z�S�Y�J�W�X���
�������������������� �&�Y���Q�J�F�X�Y��
�������X�Y�F�Y�J�X���T�K�K�J�W���[�J�S�N�X�T�S���I�T�S�F�Y�N�T�S���U�W�T�L�W�F�R�X�����F�S�I��
those states donated nearly 2 million pounds of 
�[�J�S�N�X�T�S���N�S���������������+�N�S�F�Q�Q�^�����F�Y���Q�J�F�X�Y���������X�Y�F�Y�J�X���M�F�[�J��
mentored hunting programs, and 29 of them 
allow mentors to accompany more than one 
hunter at a time. 
  All this information and much more is included 
�N�S���Y�M�J���K�T�Q�Q�T�\�N�S�L���U�F�L�J�X�����.���M�T�U�J���^�T�Z���J�S�O�T�^���Y�M�J���I�F�Y�F����
�N�S�Y�J�W�U�W�J�Y�F�Y�N�T�S�X���� �F�S�I�� �3�)�&�c�X�� �W�J�H�T�R�R�J�S�I�F�Y�N�T�S�X��
as you read this report. Each annual report is 
different as they cover the most pressing issues 
�T�K���Y�M�F�Y���^�J�F�W���X�T���N�K���^�T�Z���J�S�O�T�^���Y�M�N�X���T�S�J���G�J���X�Z�W�J���Y�T��
�H�M�J�H�P���T�Z�Y���Y�M�J���T�Y�M�J�W���W�J�U�T�W�Y�X���L�T�N�S�L���G�F�H�P���Y�T������������
�F�Y�� �)�J�J�W�� �7�J�U�T�W�Y�X�� ���� �3�)�&�� �
�I�J�J�W�F�X�X�T�H�N�F�Y�N�T�S���H�T�R������
�-�J�W�J�c�X�� �Y�T�� �F�� �U�W�T�I�Z�H�Y�N�[�J�� ���������� �F�S�I�� �F�� �L�W�J�F�Y�� �I�J�J�W��
season this fall.

Respectfully,

for 2025-26 Deer Se asonfor 2025-26 Deer Seasonfor 2025-26 Deer Season

�� �� �<�M�N�Y�J���Y�F�N�Q�J�I�� �I�J�J�W�� �F�W�J�� �Y�M�J�� �R�T�X�Y�� �N�R�U�T�W�Y�F�S�Y��
�L�F�R�J���X�U�J�H�N�J�X���N�S���3�T�W�Y�M���&�R�J�W�N�H�F�����2�T�W�J���M�Z�S�Y�J�W�X��
pursue whitetails than any other species, and 
�\�M�N�Y�J�Y�F�N�Q�� �M�Z�S�Y�J�W�X�� �H�T�S�Y�W�N�G�Z�Y�J�� �R�T�W�J�� �*�S�F�S�H�N�F�Q�Q�^��
than any other hunter segment. Collectively 
speaking, whitetails are the foundation of the 
�J�S�Y�N�W�J�� �M�Z�S�Y�N�S�L�� �N�S�I�Z�X�Y�W�^���� �-�T�\�J�[�J�W���� �Y�M�J�W�J�� �F�W�J��
other prominent deer species and subspecies 
worth mentioning too.
�����9�M�F�Y���N�X���\�M�^���.���F�R���X�T���J�]�H�N�Y�J�I���Y�M�F�Y���\�J���H�F�S���G�W�N�S�L��
you this annual report on the status of deer 
hunting and management programs. It includes 
�N�S�K�T�W�R�F�Y�N�T�S�� �T�S�� �G�Q�F�H�P���Y�F�N�Q�J�I���� �(�T�Z�J�X���� �0�J�^���� �F�S�I��
mule deer, in addition to whitetails. We are in a 
unique position to gather data from state and 
�U�W�T�[�N�S�H�N�F�Q���\�N�Q�I�Q�N�K�J���F�L�J�S�H�N�J�X�����Y�M�J���S�F�Y�N�T�S�c�X���Q�J�F�I�N�S�L��
deer researchers, and other sources to provide 
a true “State of the Deer” address for hunters, 
landowners, natural resource professionals 
and the media.
  So, how are deer and deer hunters doing? 
There are some very positive trends occurring. 
In the whitetail world, yearling buck harvest 
�W�F�Y�J�X�� �F�W�J�� �Y�M�J�� �Q�T�\�J�X�Y�� �J�[�J�W�� �W�J�H�T�W�I�J�I�� �
�����
������ �F�S�I��
�Y�M�J���U�J�W�H�J�S�Y�F�L�J���T�K�����•���^�J�F�W���T�Q�I���F�S�I���T�Q�I�J�W���G�Z�H�P�X��
�N�S���Y�M�J���M�F�W�[�J�X�Y���N�X�������
���T�K���Y�M�J���Y�T�Y�F�Q���F�S�Y�Q�J�W�J�I���G�Z�H�P��
harvest, which is the highest percentage ever 
�W�J�H�T�W�I�J�I���� �&�R�F�_�N�S�L�Q�^���� �M�Z�S�Y�J�W�X�� �X�M�T�Y�� �Y�\�T�� ���•����
�^�J�F�W���T�Q�I�� �G�Z�H�P�X�� �K�T�W�� �J�[�J�W�^�� �^�J�F�W�Q�N�S�L�� �Q�F�X�Y�� �X�J�F�X�T�S����
�-�Z�S�Y�J�W�X�� �F�W�J�� �H�Q�J�F�W�Q�^�� �W�J�F�U�N�S�L�� �Y�M�J�� �G�J�S�J�*�Y�X�� �T�K��
more naturally balanced age structures in 
�M�J�W�I�X���F�H�W�T�X�X���Y�M�J���\�M�N�Y�J�Y�F�N�Q�c�X���W�F�S�L�J����
�����.�S���F�I�I�N�Y�N�T�S�����Y�M�J���F�S�Y�Q�J�W�J�I���G�Z�H�P���
�Y�M�T�X�J�����•���^�J�F�W�X��
�T�W�� �T�Q�I�J�W���� �M�F�W�[�J�X�Y�� �N�X�� �T�[�J�W�� ���� �R�N�Q�Q�N�T�S���� �\�M�N�H�M�� �N�X�� �F��
historically high value and was only the third 
�Y�N�R�J�� �N�Y�c�X�� �J�H�Q�N�U�X�J�I�� �Y�M�J�� ���� �R�N�Q�Q�N�T�S�� �R�F�W�P�� �X�N�S�H�J�� �Y�M�J��
turn of the century (25 years ago). Similarly, 
�Y�M�J�� �F�S�Y�Q�J�W�Q�J�X�X�� �M�F�W�[�J�X�Y�� �X�Z�W�U�F�X�X�J�I�� ��������
million animals and was 5% above 
�Y�M�J�� �U�W�J�[�N�T�Z�X�� �*�[�J���^�J�F�W�� �F�[�J�W�F�L�J����
Pennsylvania hunters shot the most 
antlered bucks per square mile (PSM) 
�F�S�I�� �Y�M�J�� �R�T�X�Y�� �Y�T�Y�F�Q�� �I�J�J�W�� �5�8�2���� �9�M�F�Y�c�X��
quite an accomplishment for a state with 
great age structure for bucks and does. 
Delaware hunters shot the most antlerless 
�I�J�J�W���5�8�2�����9�M�J���2�N�I���&�Y�Q�F�S�Y�N�H���W�J�L�N�T�S���N�X���F���X�\�J�J�Y��
spot for deer herds and hunters. With respect to 

https://deerassociation.com
https://deerassociation.com/deer-reports/
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Antlered Buck Harvest
2024 was a great year for deer hunters 

in the Northeast and Southeast, but a little 
below average for those in the Midwest. 
This is notable given we are at histori-
cally high harvest levels, and the buck age 
structure is the best in recorded history 
(see page 8). The total three-region buck 
harvest was 3,047,741 and that was only 
the third time it’s eclipsed 3 million bucks 
since the turn of the century (26 years 
ago). More antlered bucks (those 1½ years 
or older) were shot in 17 of 37 states (46%) 
in the 2024-25 deer season than during 
the 2023-24 season. Five of 11 states in the 
Southeast, six of 13 states in the Northeast, 
and five of 13 states in the Midwest shot 
more bucks in 2024 than 2023. 

Overall, Texas shot the most bucks 
(425,529) and Rhode Island shot the fewest 
(1,427). If you remove Pennsylvania’s harvest, 
Texas shot more bucks than the entire rest of 
the Northeast combined! Pennsylvania (3.9) 
more than doubled the 3-region average of 
1.7 bucks PSM, while North Dakota shot the 
fewest (0.2 PSM). An average of 70% of South 
Carolina hunters shot a buck. Virginia led the 
Northeast with 55% of hunters shooting a 
buck, and Kansas topped the Midwest at 37% 
of hunters.

Comparing the 2024 buck harvest to 
the previous five-year average shows hunters 

had an above average year. Twenty-one of 37 
states (57%) shot more bucks in 2024 than 
their prior five-year average. The Southeast’s 
2024 buck harvest was 6% above its five-year 
average, the Northeast’s was up 5%, while the 
Midwest’s was 5% below its five-year aver-
age. Notably, Tennessee had its highest buck 
harvest since 2012, five states averaged 3.0-3.9 
bucks PSM, and the Southeast region domi-
nated the buck harvest per deer hunter cat-
egory with half of its hunters bagging a buck 
during the 2024-25 season. 

Antlered Buck Harvest

Greatest Antlered Buck
Harvest per 100 Deer Hunters

Antlered Buck Harvest (PSM)

Greatest Antlered Buck
Harvest Increase

2024 versus 5-year average

Texas

Pennsylvania

South Carolina

State

State

State

State

2024 Harvest

2024 Harvest PSM

% Increase to 5yr Average

2024 Harvest

425,529

3.9

+35

70

Pennsylvania

Maryland

Florida

Florida

175,280

3.3

+18

68

Wisconsin

Louisiana

Alabama

Louisiana

162,336

3.0

+16

62

Michigan

South Carolina

Rhode Island

Alabama

157,204

3.0

+15

61

Alabama

Wisconsin

Georgia

Ohio

Georgia

144,828

3.0

+15

61

The 2025-26 deer season is closed or 
nearing so for states and provinces across 
the U.S. and Canada, and biologists will 
be crunching data in the coming months 
to assess the outcome of this past season. 
For the 2026 Deer Report, NDA compared 
harvest data from the three most recent 
seasons available 2022-23, 2023-24, and 
2024-25. We acquired some harvest data 
from all 48 states in the contiguous U.S., 
and from five of eight Canadian prov-
inces. To allow comparisons across years 
we analyzed data from the 37 states in 
the Midwest, Northeast and Southeast, 
and also included data from the West 
and Canada in the harvest table. In future 
years we will also conduct analyses on 
data from these latter two regions as 
multiple years of data are available. Some 
western states’ harvest data included both 
whitetails and mule deer. Therefore, we 
chose to separate harvest data from the 
West from the total of other regions. 

Finally, our analysis reports and compares 
data among states and regions. Larger num-
bers are not necessarily better or suggestive of 
enhanced deer management programs. 

The following data are from each state 
and provincial wildlife agency. Agencies use 
different techniques to collect this data, and 
some collect more data than others. Analyses 
among agencies may not always compare 
“apples to apples,” but each provided their 
best possible data. Also, analyses across years 
should provide valid comparisons for indi-
vidual agencies. An important note about 
the “per square mile” figures presented in 
the following pages is that some jurisdictions 
use total area for these statistics while others 
use deer habitat (and some differ on what is 
included in deer habitat). Therefore, we cal-
culated per square mile estimates using each 
state/province’s total area excluding water 
bodies. This allows estimates to be very com-
parable across years for a given state/province, 
but not always across states or provinces.

About the Deer Harvest Data in This Report

�������������������
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147,880
92,429 
60,622
125,129 
136,973 
120,991 
101,394 
 69,913 
94,000 
84,382 
424,892 

1,458,605 
�b

5,525 
4,286 
22,816 
31,937 
8,858 
8,295 
16,186 
112,224 
171,600 
1,420 
9,848 

105,201 
66,756 

564,952 
�b

79,195 
 58,226 
 44,571 
 47,937 
 72,521 
 207,449 
 86,026 
 147,850 
 22,055 
 21,282 
 95,370 
 26,552 
 148,582 

 1,057,616 

 3,081,173 
�b

15,331
 -
*

 28,987 
 27,321 

 -
 9,238 

*
 -

 21,585 
 18,465 
120,927

 3,186,769 
�b
*
*
*

7,168 
8,296 
34,081
41,559
 18,048 

 109,152

Data not provided/available These states contain no white-tailed deer

-2
5
21
3
-6
-3
-3
-4
-4
8
0
0

-8
20
7
1
-9
-4
5
9
2
0
-5
-4
-4
2
 
-1
2
-3
-18
8

-24
17
-13
-3
-29
6
-6
9
-4
 
-1
 
5
-
 *

-51
11
 -
-1
 *
- 

-74
13
-1
 
-1
 
*
*
*
*
8
5
5

-17
75

122,841 
92,432 
54,045 
112,507 
114,965 
115,400 
89,186 
69,917 
94,612 
80,695 
432,087 

1,378,687 
 

5,702 
5,607 
21,498 
29,992 
8,449 
8,119 
17,744 
115,266 
163,826 
1,231 
9,583 
98,467 
63,674 

549,158 
 

73,674 
57,596 
45,995 
44,046 
70,301 
213,057 
94,537 
141,469 
26,431 
21,514 
87,559 
30,495 
152,379 

1,059,054 
 

2,986,899 
 

12,421 
- 

29,820 
29,339 
27,560 

- 
9,743 
32,487 

- 
19,208 
24,267 

170,436 
 

 3,157,336 
 

28,061 
20,000 
14,695 
6,560 
7,737 
32,951 
30,631 
20,442 

109,300

61
32
68
61
62
60
41
18
70
49
56
50
 

21
32
10
49
18
14
22
22
27
27
11
55
35
26
 

33
29
26
37
24
29
22
27
22
16
35
35
26
27
 

35
 

37
-
*
*
*
-

28
31
-
6
35
29
 

34
 

26
*
*
*
*
19
31
35
22

State/Province 2024
% Change
2023-2420232022

137,634 
89,791 
64,981 
96,261 
120,824 
119,105 
86,232 
73,128 
90,047 
86,316 
377,394 

1,341,713 
�b

5,599 
4,359 
23,802 
31,601 
9,076 
8,339 
16,110 
116,425 
164,190 
1,302 
9,619 
91,613 
71,556 

553,591 
�b

73,259 
 68,912 
 46,470 
 41,982 
 71,144 
 203,744 
 88,114 
 140,735 
 23,401 
 17,512 
 89,984 
 28,630 
 163,806 

 1,057,693 

 2,952,997 
�b

14,042 
-

29,397 
32,524 
26,677 

 - 
9,093 
26,818 

 -
20,858 
21,799 

181,208

3,134,205 
�b

25,514 
* 

14,695 
6,981 
7,606 
35,279 
39,641 
21,876 

151,592

144,828 
97,445 
73,156 
128,846 
129,060 
117,121 
98,466 
67,360 
90,670 
91,207 
425,529 

1,463,688 

5,062 
5,125 
24,376 
32,148 
8,091 
7,925 
16,948 
122,427 
175,280 
1,427 
9,356 

101,238 
64,159 

573,562 

78,433 
59,649 
43,034 
39,215 
78,568 
157,204 
100,954 
128,935 
21,415 
15,129 
100,766 
24,853 
162,336 

1,010,491 

3,047,741 

16,041 
-
*

14,267 
30,238 

- 
9,104 
39,131 

- 
5,682 
20,853 

119,275

3,167,016 

27,650 
�b�

�b�

�b�


8,935 
35,864 
43,679 
14,994 

131,122

2024 Bucks
PSM
2.9
1.9
1.4
2.2
3.0
2.5
2.0
1.0
3.0
2.2
1.6
1.9
 

1.0
2.6
0.8
3.3
1.0
0.9
2.3
2.6
3.9
1.4
1.0
2.6
2.7
2.4
 

1.4
1.7
0.8
0.5
2.0
2.8
1.3
1.9
0.3
0.2
2.5
0.3
3.0
1.3
 

1.7
 

0.1
-
*

0.2
0.2
-

0.1
0.4
-

0.1
0.2
0.1
 

1.1
 

0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.4
0.1
0.1
0.1
0.1

2019-23
Average

% Change 2024
to 5yr Avg

18
5
35
15
12
1
10
-4
-4
13
-2
6
 

-11
-9
13
7
-4
-2
-4
6
7
16
-2
3
1
4
 
6
4
-6
-11
12
-26
7
-9
-19
-30
15
-19
7
-5
 
2
 

29
-
 *

-51
10
-
-7
20
 -

-70
-14
-30
 
0
 
-1
*
*
*
15
9
43
-27
20

2024 Buck
Harvest/100
Deer Hunters

Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Southeast Total/Avg

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia
Northeast Total/Avg

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakotaa

Wisconsin
Midwest Total/Avg

3-Region Total/Avg

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming
West Total/Avg

U.S. Total/Avg

Alberta
British Columbia
Manitoba
New Brunswick
Nova Scotia
Ontario
Quebec
Saskatchewan
Canada Total/Avg

aMale deer (includes buck fawns)
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2022, New Jersey has dropped from 51 to 27%. 
Kudos to the Garden State. 

Twenty-one of 29 states (72%) that we 
received age structure data from were able to 
also provide the percentage of bucks 3½ years 
and older in the harvest; kudos to these states 
for their data collection efforts. The average 
percentage of the antlered buck harvest that 
was 3½ years and older was 46% in 2024. This 
is the highest percentage ever reported, and 
it’s amazing to realize that nearly half of the 
antlered bucks shot in the U.S. are at least 3½ 
years old. This is a testament to how far we’ve 
come as hunters and deer managers. This sta-
tistic ranged from 15% in New Jersey to 81% 
in Oklahoma.

The NDA also acquired the age struc-
ture of the buck harvest for most states. 
Twenty-nine states reported the percent-
age of their antlered buck harvest that was 
1½ years old, and 21 states reported the 
percentage that was also 2½ and 3½ years 
or older. Most states in the Southeast and 
Northeast collect age data, but few in the 
Midwest do. Additionally, only Idaho in the 
West and Nova Scotia in Canada provided 
this data, so these regions were excluded 
from the table. 

In 2024, the average percentage of the 
antlered buck harvest that was 1½ years old 
was 23%. This is the lowest national per-
centage ever reported! The fact that about 
one in four antlered bucks shot today is 1½ 
years old is amazing, and the line graph on 
this page shows how the yearling percent-
age of the antlered buck harvest in the U.S. 
has changed during the past 36 years.

In 2024, Florida averaged the few-
est yearlings (7% of antlered buck har-
vest) and Iowa and Wisconsin reported 
the most (42% of antlered buck harvest). 
It’s noteworthy the top six states with low-
est yearling buck harvest rates were all in 
the Southeast, even though this region 
has, by far, the longest average deer season 
length. Regionally, the Southeast averaged 
the fewest yearlings (14%), followed by 
the Midwest (28%) and Northeast (31%). 
North Carolina had the largest year-to-year 
decline in harvest percentage by dropping 
from 31% to 19% yearling bucks. Since 

NDA Communications Director Brian Grossman with a buck taken on his Georgia
property using the .357 magnum pistol his late father carried as a Kentucky state trooper.

Percent Yearling Bucks (1½ Years)
in the U.S. Antlered Harvest

Age Structure of the Buck Harvest

Lowest % of Yearling
Bucks in Harvest

Highest % of Yearling
Bucks in Harvest

Highest % of 3½-Plus
Year Olds Bucks in Harvest

Florida 7

Mississippi 10

Oklahoma 10

Alabama 11

Arkansas 11

Iowa

Oklahoma

State

State

2024 (%)

2024 (%)

42

81

Wisconsin

Mississippi

42

80

Maryland

Louisiana

39

75

Maine

Texas

38

70

Illinois

Arkansas

36

67

State 2024 (%)

Louisiana 11
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15
11
13
22
10
9
34
9
*
25
14
16

*
*
48
*
38
48
51
36
33
*
32
*
19
38

36
33
*
*
24
36
*
18
22
*
34
*
41
31

26

26
28
47
31
12
11
41
19
*
47
13
28

*
*
41
*
29
23
40
41
*
*
46
*
41
37

*
43
*
*
*
36
*
*
40
*
37
*
31
37

32

59
61
40
48
78
80
26
72
*
28
72
56

*
*
11
*
33
29
9
23
*
*
22
*
40
24

*
23
*
*
*
28
*
*
38
*
29
*
28
29
 

42

*
12
9
21
11
9
31
7
*
21
12
15

34
56
45
36
42
41
38
32
36
24
24
28
12
34

35
23
38
33
23
*
26
20
19
*
37
*
39
28

26

*
25
50
36
12
9
43
7
*
50
12
27

*
25
33
*
27
29
53
42
*
33
46
29
46
36

*
38
*
33
*
*
*
*
41
*
35
*
31
36

32

*
63
41
43
77
82
26
85
*
28
76
58

*
19
22
*
31
30
9
26
*
43
30
43
41
29

*
39
*
33
*
*
*
*
40
*
28
*
30
36

43

40
22
52
36
14
10
39
9
*
44
11
28

*
*
33
*
31
30
57
40
*
24
48
26
*

36

*
44
*
*
*
*
*
*
37
*
*
*
27
36

31

49
67
41
38
75
80
42
81
*
37
70
58

*
*
28
*
34
36
15
27
*
53
30
45
*

34

*
34
*
*
*
*
*
*
43
*
*
*
31
36

46

Data not provided/available 

�1�'�$���&�K�L�H�I���&�R�P�P�X�Q�L�F�D�W�L�R�Q�V���2�I�“�F�H�U���/�L�Q�G�V�D�\���7�K�R�P�D�V���-�U�����R�I��
Georgia with a 4½ -year-old buck taken in 2024.

NDA Branch volunteers Thomas and Canio Pace
of New York took this buck on public hunting land in 2024.

State/Province 
Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Southeast Avg

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia
Northeast Avg

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakota
Wisconsin
Midwest Avg

3-Region Avg

Muzzleloader
20232022 2022

1½ Years Old 3½ Years and Older
2023 202420222024 2024

2½ Years Old
2023

11
11
7
27
11
10
19
10
*
19
19
14

26
*
38
39
35
34
27
33
34
22
22
29
*

31

36
22
42
*
22
*
34
15
20
*
*
*
42
28

23
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Antlerless harvests vary widely 
among states and years due to differences 
in deer density, productivity, a state’s 
goals (reducing, stabilizing, or increasing 
the deer population), weather, disease 
and other factors. However, we can learn 
much about an agency’s management 
program by comparing the antlerless and 
antlered buck harvests. Continuing with 
the analysis of states in the Midwest, 
Northeast and Southeast, hunters from 
these regions harvested 3,146,918 ant-
lerless deer in 2024. This was a great 
year and 5% above the five-year aver-
age. Overall, Texas topped the list with 
411,480 antlerless deer, Pennsylvania fol-
lowed with 301,600, and Alabama was 
third with 176,220. 

The overall antlerless harvest 
increased 5% from 2023 in those three 
regions combined. The Southeast 
increased 7%, and the Northeast 
increased 12%, while the Midwest rem-

ined similar. Eight of 11 Southeast states 
(73%), 11 of 13 Northeast states (85%) and 
only five of 13 Midwest states (38%) shot 
more antlerless deer in 2024 than the prior 
year. 

Delaware harvested the most antler-
less deer per square mile (PSM; 7.0), fol-
lowed by Pennsylvania (6.7) and Maryland 
(4.9). These are astounding harvest rates. 
Regionally, the Northeast (2.9) averaged 
shooting the most antlerless deer PSM, 
followed by the Southeast (1.9) and the 
Midwest (1.3). 

Looking long term, antlerless harvest 
was down in the Midwest (-3%), but up in 
the Northeast (9%), and Southeast (9%) in 
2024 over the five-year average. In total, 23 
of 37 states (62%) shot more antlerless deer 
in 2024 than their five-year average, and this 
increase was much needed across the white-
tail’s range.

Six of 13 (46%) Midwest states shot 
more antlerless deer than antlered bucks, 

five of 13 (38%) Northeastern states shot 
more antlerless deer, and four of 11 (36%) 
Southeastern states shot more antlerless deer 
than antlered bucks in 2024. 

Reduced antlerless harvests are neces-
sary in areas where deer herds have been 
balanced with the habitat and/or when other 
mortality factors (such as predation or dis-
ease) are increasing. However, very few 
states should be harvesting more antlered 
bucks than antlerless deer on a regular basis.

NDA Deer Outreach Specialist Cole Gander
harvested this doe in Missouri.

Antlerless Deer Harvest

Antlerless Harvest

Antlerless Deer
per Antlered Buck Harvest

Antlerless Harvest (PSM)

Greatest Antlerless Harvest 
per 100 Deer Hunters

Texas

Delaware

Delaware

Delaware

State

State

State

State

2024 Harvest

2024 Harvest PSM

2024 Harvest

2024 Ratio

411, 480

7.0

87

2.7

Pennsylvania

Pennsylvania

Mississippi

Pennsylvania

301,600

6.7

79

1.7

Alabama

Maryland

Alabama

Maryland

176,220

4.9

74

1.5

Wisconsin

Alabama

Maryland

Iowa

165,614

3.5

73

1.4

Mississippi

Ohio

Georgia

South Carolina

Ohio

154,168

3.4

69

69

1.4
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Data not provided/available 

2023State/Province 

These states contain no white-tailed deeraFemale deer only (no buck fawns included)

171,095 
95,788 
28,503 
174,950 
96,876 
143,725 
77,599 
61,030 
89,367 
76,928 
303,277 

 1,319,138 

4,846 
12,489 
19,985 
45,086 
6,777 
5,743 
22,214 
115,536 
258,770 
1,403 
7,842 
95,175 
46,943 

642,809 

84,595 
52,942 
63,130 
38,833 
73,349 
135,445 
84,151 
158,984 
16,888 
12,519 
120,989 
19,934 
176,476 

1,038,235 

 3,000,182 

48 
- 

8,650 
10,246 
18,692 

- 
173 

2,933 
- 

2,567 
7,516 

50,825 

 3,051,007 

33,228 
*

1,877 
1,835 
2,464 
20,023 
23,517 
8,860 

91,804

158,212
99,964
31,828
163,742
125,427
153,284
88,409
54,920
104,000
68,356
314,972

1,363,114

4,365
10,255
15,399
40,705
5,612
4,841
19,387
97,557
258,410
1,374
6,997

101,385
42,490

608,777

81,118
63,056
59,703
40,159
68,290
139,559
72,652
178,598
12,324
12,956
118,557
16,003
152,069

1,015,044

2,986,935

47
 -
*

9,171
16,966

 -
161
*
 -

2,317
5,951

34,613

 3,021,548 

*
*
*

2,000
2,226
18,261
22,363
3,616

48,466

11
3
27
-11
-12
1
2
11
-15
12
31
7
 

-21
34
16
16
24
-10
15
3
17
3
14
2
12
12
 
15
6
-2
-12
4
-7
-4
-18
-3
-35
16
-1
9
0
 
5
 
81
 -
 *

-28
-2
 -

-17
 *
 -

-93
-3
-4
 
5
 
*
*
*
*
30
1
14
-38
39

159,136 
100,435 
25,519 
157,463 
100,295 
141,181 
81,609 
51,940 
95,640 
68,029 
357,362 

1,338,610 
 

4,483 
10,665 
14,988 
44,220 
5,833 
4,905 
24,519 
110,973 
247,052 
1,228 
7,558 

102,038 
44,190 

622,653 
 

82,429 
61,340 
59,250 
38,743 
71,227 
158,058 
84,781 
159,410 
17,446 
13,623 
113,923 
19,398 
163,819 

1,043,937 
 

 3,005,200 
 

50 
-

8,655 
10,586 
23,795 

-
159 

3,342 
-

2,522 
10,178 
56,868 

 
 3,062,068 

 
27,991 
3,600 
1,877 
1,662 
2,416 
19,961 
21,070 
5,043 

60,469

11
2
59
-8
10
9
11
17
-7
13
15
9
 

-23
28
19
7
20
-11
-9
-9
22
15
5
2
7
9
 

13
8
-2
-9
0

-17
-18
-8
-32
-38
21
1
1
-3
 
5
 

69
-

-100
-37
-30
-

-16
17
-

-94
-43
-41
 
4
 

-18
-100
-100
-100
20
-7
21
-56
19

3.5
2.0
0.8
2.5
2.5
3.3
1.9
0.9
3.0
1.9
1.6
1.9
 

0.7
7.0
0.6
4.9
0.9
0.5
3.0
2.1
6.7
1.4
0.8
2.6
2.0
2.9
 

1.7
1.9
1.0
0.4
1.8
2.3
0.9
2.1
0.2
0.1
3.4
0.2
3.1
1.3
 

1.8
 

0.0
-

0.0
0.1
0.1
-

0.0
0.0
-

0.0
0.1
0.0
 

1.1
 

0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0

1.2
1.1
0.6
1.1
0.9
1.3
0.9
0.9
1.0
0.8
1.0
1.0
 

0.4
2.7
0.7
1.5
0.9
0.5
1.3
0.8
1.7
1.0
0.9
1.0
0.7
1.2
 

1.2
1.1
1.4
0.9
0.9
0.8
0.7
1.1
0.6
0.6
1.4
0.6
1.0
1.0
 

1.0
 

0.0
-
*

0.5
0.3
-

0.0
0.1
-

0.0
0.3
0.2
 

1.0
 

0.8
*
*
*

0.3
0.5
0.6
0.1
0.5

2022 2024
% Change
2023-24

2019-23
Average

% Change 2024
to 5yr Avg

2024
Antlerless

PSM

2024
Antlerless/
Antlered

2024 Antlerless
Harvest/100
Deer Hunters

74
34
38
69
53
79
37
17
69
41
54
50
 

14
87
8
73
15
8
29
18
47
27
10
56
26
31
 

40
32
35
33
22
24
15
31
12
9
47
22
27
27
 

36
 
0
-
0
*
*
-
0
3
-
0
10
7
 

 29
 

22
0
*
0
*
10
18
5
9

Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Southeast Total/Avg

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia
Northeast Total/Avg

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakotaa

Wisconsin
Midwest Total/Avg

3-Region Total/Avg

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming
West Total/Avg

U.S. Total/Avg

Alberta
British Columbia
Manitoba
New Brunswick
Nova Scotia
Ontario
Quebec
Saskatchewan
Canada Total/Avg

176,220 
102,840 
40,473 
145,293 
109,940 
154,168 
90,334 
61,015 
88,828 
76,773 
411,480 

1,457,364

3,452 
13,698 
17,883 
47,271 
6,972 
4,352 
22,307 
100,877 
301,600 
1,416 
7,956 

103,856 
47,487 

679,127

92,889 
66,534 
58,248 
35,370 
71,300 
130,460 
69,725 
146,721 
11,930 
8,426 

137,371 
15,839 
165,614 

1,010,427

3,146,918

85 
-
*

6,641 
16,610 

- 
134 

3,915 
- 

155 
5,784 

33,324 

 3,180,242 

22,866 
�b�

�b�

�b�


2,903 
18,524 
25,556 
2,232 

72,081
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The NDA also acquired the age 
structure of the antlerless harvest data 
for most states. Thirty states reported the 
percentage of their antlerless harvest that 
was fawns. Twenty-five states reported 
the percentage that was 1½ years, and 21 
states reported the percentage that was 
2½ and 3½ years or older. Since very few 
agencies in the West or Canada reported 
this data, those regions were excluded 
from the table. In 2024, the average ant-
lerless harvest that were fawns was 19%; 
thus, less than one in five antlerless deer 
harvested was a fawn for the three main 
U.S. regions. 

The Southeast averaged the low-
est percentage of fawns (12%) while the 
Midwest (19%) and Northeast (23%) both 
averaged considerably more. Individually 
Kansas (3%) shot the fewest fawns and 
Maine (34%) shot the most. Monitoring 
the percentage of fawns in the antler-

less harvest is one 
method for esti-
mating the fawn 
recruitment rate, 
and this statistic 
is one of the most 
important pieces 
of data a deer man-
ager needs when 
assessing a herd’s 
growth potential 
and applying a 
prescribed antler-
less harvest.

The accom-
panying table also 
includes a state-
by-state look at the 
percentage of the 

antlerless harvest from 2022 to 2024 that was 
1½, 2½ and 3½ years or older. Monitoring 
how these percentages change over time 
is valuable, and that’s especially true for 
the 3½ years and older age class. This age 
class includes mature animals, and they are 
typically the most productive individuals and 
most successful mothers. Nationally, nearly 
half (42%) of the antlerless deer shot in 2024 
reached the 3½ years and older age class. 
The Southeast leads the regions with 46% of 
antlerless deer in this age class, and Texas led 
all states with 64% being 3½ years and older.

Age structure data is the backbone of 
deer management programs. Monitoring the 
age structure of the harvest is key for man-
agers to make wise management decisions 
including the appropriate number of antler-
less deer to harvest annually in each manage-
ment unit. Good age data helps managers 
from under harvesting and from overhar-
vesting deer herds. Many hunters learn how 

to estimate the age of deer they harvest, and 
all hunters should provide every piece of data 
requested by their wildlife agency.

Age Structure of the Antlerless Harvest

Lowest % of Fawns in
the Antlerless Harvest

Highest % of Fawns in
the Antlerless Harvest

Highest % of 3½-Plus Year
Olds in the Antlerless Harvest

Kansas 3

Texas 4

Kentucky 5

Louisiana 7

Mississippi 7

Maine

Texas

State

State

2024 (%)

2024 (%)

34

64

Massachusetts

Louisiana

33

56

Pennsylvania

Mississippi

31

55

Missouri

Minnesota

Arkansas

30

29

53

Wisconsin

Vermont

29

53

State 2024 (%)

2024 Percentage of Antlerless Harvest by Age Class

19%
Fawns

19%
1½ years old

20%
2½ years old

42%
3½-Plus years old
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Data not provided/available 

NDA Deer Outreach Specialist Cheyne
Matzenbacher with a Arkansas doe.

Catherine Appling-Pooler, NDA’s Policy Director, 
tagged this doe in Oklahoma. 

State/Province 
Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Southeast Total/Avg

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia
Northeast Total/Avg

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakota
Wisconsin
Midwest Total/Avg

3-Region Total/Avg

54
50
44
33
59
58
39
58
*
31
66
49

*
*
42
*
27
36
18
40
*
*
50
*
31
35

*
23
*
*
*
44
*
*
30
*
*
*
33
32

42

*
49
39
32
56
56
36
*
*
28
70
46

*
*
40
*
25
38
18
34
*
*
60
40
38
36

*
17
*
25
*
*
*
*
35
*
*
*
33
28

42

46
53
40
35
56
55
36
*
*
32
64
46

*
15
41
*
32
38
23
33
*
52
53
39
�b�

36

*
33
*
*
*
*
*
*
32
*
*
*
34
33

42

12
11
17
18
7
6
12
12
*
20
3
12

*
*
31
*
41
35
18
16
33
*
17
*
25
27

14
8
*
4
*
15
29
32
18
*
38
*
26
22

19

15
15
14
20
15
18
22
12
*
22
12
17

*
*
15
*
12
14
30
19
18
*
17
*
24
19

*
32
*
*
*
20
23
20
23
*
19
*
19
22

18

19
24
25
29
19
18
27
18
*
27
19
23

*
*
13
*
20
15
34
25
*
*
16
*
20
20

*
37
*
*
*
22
*
*
29
*
*
*
22
27

20

*
10
13
19
9
6
11
*
*
17
3
11

*
*
30
27
38
34
20
27
31
*
17
33
20
28

12
14
7
25
12
*
29
32
8
24
36
*
28
21

20

*
24
24
31
19
19
33
*
*
33
17
25

*
*
15
*
20
15
40
22
*
*
10
14
21
19

*
35
*
25
*
*
*
*
34
*
*
*
22
29

20

24
22
26
30
19
19
29
*
*
28
18
24

*
30
13
*
22
17
41
22
*
16
14
18
*

�b21

*
34
*
*
*
*
*
*
23
*
*
*
20
26

20

12
11
14
18
7
7
19
*
*
18
4
12

11
18
34
28
33
28
14
27
31
12
17
25
*

23

27
8
17
3
5
*
29
30
26
26
*
*
29
19

19

18
15
20
18
18
19
17
*
*
23
14
18

*
37
12
24
13
17
22
18
18
20
16
18
*

20

*
25
*
*
23
*
21
14
19
*
*
*
17
20

19

*
17
24
19
16
19
21
*
*
22
10
19

*
*
15
23
17
14
22
17
21
*
13
13
22
18

*
34
*
25
28
*
23
16
23
*
19
*
17
24

18

Muzzleloader
2023 20232022 2022

Fawns 2½ Years Old
2023 20232024 202420222024 2024

1½ Years Old 3½ Years and Older
2022
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The average hunter 
today has much longer 
seasons and more weapon 
opportunities than he/she 
had in the past. To assess 
how hunters take advan-
tage of these we surveyed 
state and provincial wild-
life agencies to determine 
the percentage of the total 
deer harvest taken with a 
bow/crossbow, rifle/shot-
gun, muzzleloader, or 
other weapon (pistol, etc.) 
during the 2022, 2023 
and 2024 seasons. Earlier 
chapters did not include 
the West or Canada due 
to a lack of comparable 
data. However, both pro-
vided ample data on harvest by weapon 
type, so it is included in the text and table 
for this chapter.

Nationally, muzzleloader hunters 
took 9% of the total deer harvest, bow/
crossbow hunters took 25%, and firearm 
(rifle/shotgun) hunters took 66% of the 
total deer harvest in 2024. 

Regionally, bowhunters averaged the 
highest percentage of the harvest in the 
Northeast (33%). Muzzleloader hunters 
also averaged their highest percentage 
in the Northeast (15%). Surprisingly, 
firearm hunters in the Northeast took 
just over half of the deer (51%). In the 
Southeast, firearms reign supreme as 
over three of four deer taken in 2024 
(78%) were with a rifle or shotgun. 
Muzzleloading (7%) and bow hunting 
(15%) paled in comparison to the firearm 
harvest. The Midwest harvest was 5% 

muzzleloader, 27% bow, and 68% firearms. 
In the West, muzzleloading was least popu-
lar at only 5% of the harvest, and a firearm 
harvest of 83% was by far the highest in 
the country. In Canada, the bow/crossbow 
harvest was 13%, followed by muzzleloader 
(14%) and firearms (74%).

Individually, New Jersey leads the U.S. 
in the percentage of total harvest taken by 
archers (63%), Montana had the highest 
percentage taken by firearms hunters (95%), 
and Rhode Island tops the list with percent-
age taken by muzzleloader hunters (45%). 
Many deer in the “other” category included 
those taken with handguns, air rifles (Texas 
and West Virginia) and even a spear in 
Arkansas! More hunters take advantage of 
bows, crossbows and muzzleloaders today 
and that’s great for the future of hunting. 
More seasons to go afield help even “occa-
sional” hunters stay engaged, and it greatly 

enhances the opportunities to mentor youth 
and new hunters. Finally, expanded oppor-
tunities help retain aging hunters, and every 
hunter is critically important to our wildlife 
management system.

Deer Harvest by Weapon Type

Percentage of Harvest
by Bow/Crossbow

Percentage of Harvest
by Ri�e/Shotgun

New Jersey

Montana

63

95

Connecticut

Wyoming

51

94

Massachusetts

Idaho

50

93

Ohio

South Carolina

45

91

Illinois

Texas

Oregon

43

89

89

State

State

2024 (%)

2024 (%)

Percentage of Harvest
by Muzzleloader

Rhode Island 45

New Hampshire 25

Vermont 24

Virginia 24

Tennessee 18
State 2024 (%)

Total 2024 U.S. Deer Harvest by Weapon Type

<1%
Other

9%
Muzzleloader

25%
Bow/Crossbow

66%
Firearm
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Muzzleloader
State/Province 

Data not provided/available 

Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Southeast Total/Avg

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia
Northeast Total/Avg

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakota
Wisconsin
Midwest Total/Avg

3-Region Total/Avg

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming
West Total/Avg

U.S. Total/Avg

Alberta
British Columbia
Manitoba
New Brunswick
Nova Scotia
Ontario
Quebec
Saskatchewan
Canada Total/Avg

0
0
*
*
0
*
*
*
1
*
1

<1

10
0
0
*
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1
0
0

<1

<1

1
*
*
0
0
0
0
*
0
*
0

<1

<1

0
*
2
0
0
*
0
0

<1

2
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

<1

10
1
0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
6
1
0
0

<1

1

0
*
*
*
0
0
0
*
0
*
0
0

1

*
*
*
1
0
1
0
0

<1

0
<1
0
0
0
0
0
0

<1
0
1

<1

10
<1
0
0
0
0
0

<1
0
0
0
0
0
1

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
2
0
0
0

<1

0
*
*
0
0
0
0
0
0
8

<1
1

<1

0
*
*
*
0
2

<1
0

<1

3
9
9
3
12
*
8
9
2
15
1
7

7
11
4
*
23
18
10
11
6
42
18
24
5
15

2
10
12
4
7
5
6
3
6
2
6
2
2
5

10

2
*
*
2
1
2
13
*
15
*
0
5

9

2
*
15
2
32
*
5
8
12

1
7
8
3
12
13
8
13
2
17
1
8

6
9
6
16
21
17
10
9
5
41
20
26
4
15

2
9
15
3
7
5
5
4
6
1
5
2
2
5

10

2
*
*
*
1
5
10
*
16
5
0
6

9

*
*
*
1
33
23
4
5
11

75
75
67
79
79
81
79
60
91
72
89
77

36
69
85
*
31
49
25
64
59
17
48
60
67
51

55
64
52
56
73
64
80
78
82
77
46
82
69
68

60

82
*
*
92
93
84
72
*
75
*
94
85

66

96
*
78
87
60
*
71
89
77

87
77
70
82
80
67
79
59
91
70
90
77

36
70
84
49
34
51
26
69
59
20
51
60
68
52

54
58
60
55
73
63
80
79
80
74
45
81
68
67

60

86
*
*
*
95
85
74
*
72
82
94
84

65

*
*
*
88
58
55
76
91
78

77
79
73
83
81
72
77
62
91
70
89
78

32
67
84
50
33
46
28
68
60
16
46
62
66
51

55
60
69
59
72
61
79
76
79
78
48
80
66
68

60

82
*
*
93
95
73
72
89
74
76
94
83

66

94
*
*
*
55
54
74
91
74

4
7
8
2
10
12
10
8
1
18
1
7

6
10
5
16
17
25
9
10
3
45
24
24
5
15

2
10
9
4
8
10
5
4
6
1
5
2
2
5

10

2
*
*
3
1
12
11
2
13
4
0
5

9

1
*
*
*
35
22
4
6
14

22
15
24
18
9
19
13
31
8
13
9
16

47
20
11
*
46
33
65
24
35
42
34
16
28
33

43
26
36
40
20
31
14
19
12
21
47
16
29
27

30

15
*
*
6
6
14
15
*
10
*
6
10

25

2
*
5
11
8
*
24
3
10

19
14
20
15
9
16
13
30
8
12
9
15

51
22
12
34
50
29
63
22
37
39
30
14
30
33

43
30
22
38
20
29
16
21
14
21
45
18
32
27

30

15
*
*
4
4
14
17
9
13
12
6
10

25

5
*
*
*
10
23
22
4
13

10
16
23
15
9
20
13
28
8
13
9
15

48
20
10
34
46
32
64
22
36
39
29
14
28
32

44
33
25
42
20
32
15
17
14
19
49
18
30
28

29

12
*
*
*
4
10
16
*
12
13
6
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https://www.outdooralabama.com/research/hunter-survey-results
https://www.agfc.com/education/deer-harvest-reports-and-strategic-management-plan-2/
https://gadnrwrd.maps.arcgis.com/apps/dashboards/a8c09f55918b41e7af6e54abf1dc3a1c
https://www.wlf.louisiana.gov/resources/category/deer/reports
https://www.ncwildlife.gov/hunting/harvest-statistics#StateHunterHarvestSurveyEstimates-1176
https://www.wildlifedepartment.com/outdoorok/ooj/2024-25-big-game-harvest-report
https://www.dnr.sc.gov/wildlife/deer/2024DeerHarvestReport.html

�K�W�W�S�V�������S�R�U�W�D�O���F�W���J�R�Y�������P�H�G�L�D���G�H�H�S���Z�L�O�G�O�L�I�H���S�G�I�B�“�O�H�V���J�D�P�H���G�H�H�U�V�X�P�����������S�G�I�"�U�H�Y� �����������F�����E���E�����������D�I�������D���I�D���I�D���D����
https://www.maine.gov/ifw/docs/25-MDIFW-25-R+M-REPORT-2023-24-Game.pdf
https://dnr.maryland.gov/wildlife/pages/hunt_trap/deer_annualreports.aspx
https://www.mass.gov/doc/2024-deer-harvest-preliminary-summary/download
https://www.wildlife.nh.gov/hunting-nh/hunting-reports-harvest-summaries
�K�W�W�S�V�������G�H�F���Q�\���J�R�Y���V�L�W�H�V���G�H�I�D�X�O�W���“�O�H�V���������������������������G�H�H�U�U�S�W���S�G�I
https://www.pa.gov/content/dam/copapwp-pagov/en/pgc/documents/wildlife/mammals/white-taileddeer/documents/2024-25%20deer%20
harvest%20estimates%20report.pdf
�K�W�W�S�V�������G�H�P���U�L���J�R�Y���V�L�W�H�V���J���“�O�H�V���[�N�J�E�X�U���������“�O�H�V���������������������������������B�'�H�H�U�B�3�U�R�J�U�D�P�B�5�H�S�R�U�W���S�G�I
�K�W�W�S�V�������Z�Z�Z���Y�W�“�V�K�D�Q�G�Z�L�O�G�O�L�I�H���F�R�P���V�L�W�H�V���“�V�K�D�Q�G�Z�L�O�G�O�L�I�H���“�O�H�V���G�R�F�X�P�H�Q�W�V���/�H�D�U�Q�������0�R�U�H���/�L�E�U�D�U�\���5�(�3�2�5�7�6�������$�1�'�������'�2�&�8�0�(�1�7�6���+�8�1�7�,�1�*��
HARVEST%20REPORTS/deer/2024-deer-harvest-report.pdf
https://dwr.virginia.gov/wp-content/uploads/media/State-of-the-Herd-2025-Deer-Report.pdf
https://wvdnr.gov/wp-content/uploads/2025/03/Pub_BigGameBull_2024_DNR_WILD_digital_rev.pdf

https://huntillinois.org/harvest-data
�K�W�W�S�V�������Z�Z�Z���L�Q���J�R�Y���G�Q�U���“�V�K���D�Q�G���Z�L�O�G�O�L�I�H���Z�L�O�G�O�L�I�H���U�H�V�R�X�U�F�H�V���D�Q�L�P�D�O�V���Z�K�L�W�H���W�D�L�O�H�G���G�H�H�U���G�H�H�U���P�D�Q�D�J�H�P�H�Q�W���D�Q�G���U�H�S�R�U�W�V��
�K�W�W�S�V�������Z�Z�Z���L�R�Z�D�G�Q�U���J�R�Y���P�H�G�L�D�������������G�R�Z�Q�O�R�D�G�"�L�Q�O�L�Q�H
https://ksoutdoors.gov/Hunting/Big-Game-Information/Deer
https://fw.ky.gov/Hunt/Documents/2024-2025-Deer-Report.pdf
https://www.mdnr-elicense.com/HarvestReportSummary 
�K�W�W�S�V�������“�O�H�V���G�Q�U���V�W�D�W�H���P�Q���X�V���Z�L�O�G�O�L�I�H���G�H�H�U���U�H�S�R�U�W�V���K�D�U�Y�H�V�W���G�H�H�U�K�D�U�Y�H�V�W�B�����������S�G�I
�K�W�W�S�V�������P�G�F���P�R���J�R�Y���V�L�W�H�V���G�H�I�D�X�O�W���“�O�H�V�����������������������������S�R�S���V�W�D�W�X�V���U�H�S�R�U�W���������������������S�G�I
https://outdoornebraska.gov/wp-content/uploads/2025/04/2025-Big-Game-Recommendation-Book.pdf
https://dam.assets.ohio.gov/image/upload/ohiodnr.gov/documents/wildlife/wildlife-management/Pub5304_2024.pdf
https://gfp.sd.gov/userdocs/docs/2024_big_game_annual_report.pdf
https://widnr.widen.net/s/sncrrc7lbh/deerharvest2024

https://www.azgfd.com/hunting/hunt-draw-and-licenses/harvest-reporting/ 
www.ndow.org
https://wildlife.dgf.nm.gov/hunting/harvest-reporting-information/
https://myodfw.com/articles/big-game-hunting-harvest-statistics
https://wildlife.utah.gov/hunting/main-hunting-page/annual-reports.html
https://wdfw.wa.gov/hunting/management/game-harvest
�K�W�W�S�V�������Z�J�I�G���Z�\�R���J�R�Y���P�H�G�L�D���������������G�R�Z�Q�O�R�D�G�"�L�Q�O�L�Q�H

https://mywildalberta.ca/hunting/hunters-harvest.aspx
https://novascotia.ca/natr/hunt/pdf/deer-harvest-2024.pdf
https://www.ontario.ca/page/hunter-reporting#section-5
https://cdn-contenu.quebec.ca/cdn-contenu/faune/documents/statistiques/statistiques-chasse-cerf-virginie-en.pdf
https://publications.saskatchewan.ca/api/v1/products/126864/formats/149029/download

State/Province Summary Link

Alabama
Arkansas
Georgia
Louisiana
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina

Connecticut
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New York
Pennsylvania

Rhode Island
Vermont

Virginia
West Virginia

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
Ohio
South Dakota
Wisconsin

Arizona
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming

Alberta
Nova Scotia
Ontario
Quebec
Saskatchewan

Annual Deer Harvest Summary by State/Province

Southeast:

Northeast:

Midwest:

West:

Canada:

Any state or province that’s missing from this list did not supply a Deer Harvest Summary link.

https://www.pa.gov/content/dam/copapwp-pagov/en/pgc/documents/wildlife/mammals/white-taileddeer/documents/2024-25%20deer%20harvest%20estimates%20report.pdf
https://dwr.virginia.gov/wp-content/uploads/media/State-of-the-Herd-2025-Deer-Report.pdf
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By now every deer hunter has heard 
of chronic wasting disease (CWD), and 
unfortunately an increasing number of 
deer herds are being directly impacted by it 
each year. However, there are other disease 
threats to deer populations that you may 
or may not have heard of; below is a run-
down of some of the biggest issues regard-
ing deer diseases that hit the headlines in 
2025, starting with hemorrhagic disease. 

Hemorrhagic Disease
(HD) is an infectious, blood-borne 

disease of deer and elk that is transmitted 
by biting midges or flies; it is caused by 
either of two closely related viruses, epizo-
otic hemorrhagic disease virus (EHDV) or 
bluetongue virus (BTV). Since the symp-
toms and disease features produced by 
both of these viruses are relatively indistin-
guishable, the general term “HD” is often 
used.

As of November 2025, the 
Southeastern Cooperative Wildlife Disease 
Study (SCWDS) and other labs confirmed 
HD in deer from at least 27 states. Most of 
the viruses isolated were EHDV; however, 
although much less frequent, BTV was also 
detected. The earliest detection in 2025 
was a white-tailed deer from Erie County, 
Pennsylvania that died on July 24. Overall, 
SCWDS confirmed HD by virus isola-
tion or RT-PCR from free-ranging white-
tailed deer in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, 
Georgia, Indiana, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, Mississippi, 
Montana, Nebraska, North Carolina, 
North Dakota, New York, Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Virginia, and 
West Virginia, while independent diag-
nostic labs identified HD in deer from 
Idaho, Illinois, Iowa, Ohio, Washington 
and Wyoming. 

Some of the most significant HD 
activity occurred in the Ohio River Valley, 
with a concentration of mortalities in 
southeast Ohio and across the border 
in West Virginia; Ohio Department of 
Natural Resources (DNR) alone reported 
9,243 dead/sick deer by early November. 
Other hot spots included multiple river-
bottom locations throughout Montana as 
well as southern Indiana. 

Four states responded by reducing 
deer harvests as a result of HD. Indiana 
DNR cut antlerless bag limits in six of the 
most affected counties, Montana’s wild-
life commission voted to limit the sale of 
region-wide 006-00 deer B licenses and 
only allow one per hunter, North Dakota 
Game and Fish Department offered 

refunds to hunters with licenses for five south-
western units, and Ohio DNR decreased the 
gun-season bag limit in four counties.

Bovine Tuberculosis
(bTB) is a bacterial infection of the respi-

ratory system. Bovine TB is a chronic, progres-
sive disease that can take years to develop. 
There is no vaccine. Prior to 1994, only eight 
wild white-tailed deer and mule deer were 
reported with bTB. Since then, it has been 
discovered in Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Montana and Wisconsin. Except for the prior-
ity sampling area of northeast Michigan’s lower 
peninsula (11 counties) where the disease is 
routinely found in wild deer annually, bTB 
appears to be eradicated in the other states; the 
key is quickly reducing/eliminating the reser-
voir or host (e.g., cattle or captive elk). 

As of mid-November, 2,074 deer samples 
had been tested in Michigan with two addi-
tional new positives discovered in 2025, both 
in Alpena County. Total samples tested at 
that time were similar to the previous year, 
with prevalence rates continuing to be rare 
in deer. However, during routine surveillance 
the same month, the Michigan Department of 
Agriculture and Rural Development reported 
the first case of bTB detected in cattle in 2025, 
which was the 84th positive herd in the state.
 
Ticks & Tick-Borne Illnesses 

Ticks and tick-borne illnesses are the sec-
ond most important vector of human patho-
gens (after mosquitos) regarding the num-
ber and virulence of pathogens transmitted. 

Ticks also are important vectors of domestic 
and wild animal pathogens, including deer. 
Numerous well-known tick-borne patho-
gens have been recognized that cause human 
disease, including anaplasmosis, babesiosis, 
ehrlichiosis, Lyme disease, Powassan disease, 
STARI, Rocky Mountain spotted fever, tulare-
mia, as well as some newcomers like Heartland 
virus, Bourbon virus, and two Borrelia species, 
B. miyamotoi and B. mayoni, that share the 
same vector as B. burgdorferi, the causative 
agent of Lyme disease.

Originally reported in 2002 but a growing 
concern annually, alpha-gal syndrome (AGS) 
is a human immune system reaction caused 
by the bite from certain ticks, especially the 
lone star tick, after consuming mammalian 
meat and products. Typical food-based aller-
gic symptoms are often exhibited, but the 
greatest risk for some victims is anaphylax-
is. Unfortunately, the first confirmed AGS-
induced death was reported in November 2025 
in New Jersey. Because most cases are linked 
to the lone star tick, the current geographic 
concentration of AGS can be found in the Mid-
South and Mid-Atlantic; however, emerging 
evidence suggests other tick species also cause 
it, so some experts predict AGS may spread.

At least 10 tick species cause concern for 
North American wildlife, deer hunters, and 
outdoor recreationists annually, including the 
American dog, brown dog, Gulf Coast, Pacific 
Coast, lone star, Rocky Mountain wood, soft, 
winter, western black-legged, and black-legged 
or deer tick. Although most are regionally 
common, the black-legged tick has an eastern 

2025 Deer Disease Update

2017-2022 U.S. Distribution of Suspected Alpha-Gal
Syndrome Cases per 1 Million Population per Year

11-87 Suspected cases

<11 Suspected cases

0 Suspected cases

No testing performed

>87 Suspected cases

Map source: Centers for Disease Control

https://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/volumes/72/wr/mm7230a2.htm
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distribution, is most responsible for spreading 
Lyme disease in humans, and most recently 
it’s been reported that it has the potential to 
spread west where appropriate habitat and 
hosts occur.

In addition, USDA Animal & Plant Health 
Inspection Service (APHIS) confirmed the 
identification of an exotic tick called the Asian 
longhorned tick (ALHT) in 2017. Today ALHT 
is found in 22 states, including Arkansas, 
Connecticut, Delaware, Georgia, Illinois, 
Indiana, Kentucky, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Missouri, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, North Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia.

Chronic Wasting Disease 
Chronic Wasting Disease is an always fatal 

disease found in most deer species, including 
elk, reindeer, moose, mule, red and white-
tailed deer, and CWD has now been identi-
fied in 36 U.S. states, six Canadian provinces 
(including the Toronto zoo), Korea (from an 
elk imported from Canada in 1997), Norway 
(in free-ranging reindeer, moose and red deer), 
Finland and Sweden (free-ranging moose). 
Contagions spread through urine, feces, saliva, 
blood, semen, deer parts, and especially via live 
deer. Importantly, there is no vaccine or cure. 

Research shows variances in infectivity 
among prion transport systems (for example, 
saliva may be 10 times as infectious as urine), 
that plants can bind, uptake and transport 
prions from infected soil, and hamsters that ate 
the plants contracted the disease. One study 
found that mineral licks can serve as reservoirs 
of CWD prions and thus facilitate disease 
transmission. CWD has also been shown to 
experimentally infect squirrel monkeys, pigs 
and laboratory mice that carry some human 
genes. In addition, CWD-positive deer are two 
to three times more likely to die and are con-
siderably less active than deer that are negative. 

In whitetails, prevalence is typically high-
est in adult bucks, followed by adult does, 
yearlings (1½-year-olds) of both sexes, and 
fawns, in that order; adult bucks are often 1½ 
to 3 times more likely to be infected with CWD 
compared to females, while adult does are 10 
times more likely to be CWD-positive if they 
have a CWD-positive relative nearby. 

CWD made numerous headlines in 2025, 
and some of the biggest were:

Research
• In January, Wisconsin DNR released 

preliminary findings from their long running 
CWD, deer, and predator study in the south-
west part of the state. They reported that 
CWD-positive adult females had an annual 
survival rate of 41% compared to 83% for 
healthy does, while adult male survival was 
respectively 17% and 69%. The study also 

found that once CWD infects 29% or more of 
an area’s female deer, the herd starts declining. 
Later, in May, agency staff announced that 
overall CWD prevalence had grown within the 
Southern Farmland Zone to 21% of all deer, 
with Richland County sporting the highest rate 
at 33% 

• Later in 2025, the Arkansas Game 
& Fish (G&F) Commission, University of 
Georgia and SCWDS announced the results 
of the 5-year study on CWD in northwest 
Arkansas. Researchers reported a 13-15% pop-
ulation decline per year, that CWD-positive 
deer had an annual survival rate of 45%, a net 
reproductive rate of 0.77 and average home 
range of 3.6 mi2 (compared to 67%, 1.20 and 
2.6 mi2 respectively for CWD “not detected” 
deer), deaths directly attributed to CWD com-
prised 19.4% of all mortalities, and CWD 
prevalence reached 48% overall (65% in males, 
34% in females) in the study area

• The USGS and Wyoming G&F 
Department reported that harvesting around 
40% of adult male mule deer annually for 20 
consecutive years helped keep CWD infections 
rates low; however, authors noted that it likely 
only slowed the spread rather than eradicated it

• University of Texas Health Science 
Center researchers confirmed prions can per-
sist in raw, cooked and cured meat as well as 
water used for boiling the meat from a CWD-
positive elk 

• Experts at Mississippi State 
University Deer Lab and Department of 
Wildlife, Fisheries and Parks reported that deer 
feeders increase risk and exacerbate the spread 

of CWD by encouraging greater contact 
between animals in a concentrated space, 
including deer and non-target species like 
raccoons. They compared feeders to food 
plots and masting oaks. Similarly, research-
ers at Michigan State University and DNR 
published a study that compared bait sites 
to food plots and landscape foraging areas 
and showed bait sites were the highest risk 
locations of the three

• Alberta scientists showed that 
an “all or nothing” approach is necessary 
when limiting access to artificial attrac-
tants, because simply reducing some loca-
tions concentrates deer on the remaining 
sites

• Norwegian researchers published 
a paper that shows CWD infection risk 
from prion-laden soil likely decreases at 
artificial salt licks when precipitation is 
high, however the amount of use by deer 
plays a role because heavy defecation rates 
around sites influences the soils’ ability to 
retain those prions. Meanwhile, University 
of Minnesota staff provided evidence that 
environmental contamination of CWD 
occurred in the soils at an illegal carcass 
dumping location

• Scientists in Minnesota and 
Pennsylvania reported promising results 
in using RT-QuIC diagnostic testing for 
CWD when using ear punches from elk 
and third eyelids from white-tailed deer 

• Pennsylvania researchers also 
published a study using fecal volatile pro-
filing in wild and captive white-tailed deer 

2024 U.S. Distribution of Projected Suitable Habitat
for �,�[�R�G�H�V���V�F�D�S�X�O�D�U�L�V Ticks and Counties

with Established �,�[�R�G�H�V���V�F�D�S�X�O�D�U�L�V Populations

County meets criteria for
established population
of I. scapularis 

Projected suitable habitat
for blacklegged ticks

Map source: Centers for Disease Control

https://www.cdc.gov/ticks/data-research/facts-stats/blacklegged-tick-surveillance.html
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to detect CWD. This may eventually lead 
to a non-invasive method of determining 
infection pre-mortem

• Notable CWD experts Ruder, 
Fischer and Miller published a paper that 
suggests CWD likely emerged within wild 
deer in the U.S. decades earlier than what 
has been historically accepted 

• University of Calgary researchers 
announced they are close to releasing an 
oral CWD vaccine; however, preliminary 
information suggested that the vaccine 
would not prevent the disease, only delay 
onset

• In April, a study was published 
that showed steel and plastic surfaces 
used in venison processing can be directly 
contaminated with CWD prions and that 
cross-contamination of CWD-negative 
venison is possible. The researchers also 
showed that commercial bleach and “triple 
salt” are effective for prion inactivation on 
those same surfaces

• The University of Tennessee pub-
lished a paper that shows that hunting lease 
prices can be negatively impacted (average 
22% annual decline) after CWD-positive 
deer have been harvested on a property. 
CWD near a property had no effect

• Wisconsin researchers published 
a study in May that supports the concept 
that variable seasonal deer behavior results 
in changes in CWD transmission levels. 
For example, social selection favors direct 
transmission risk during the breeding sea-
son and combined social/habitat selection 
likely influences risk of both direct and 
environmental transmission during the 
non-breeding season

• In July, scientists at the USDA 
National Animal Disease Center out of 
Ames, Iowa reported that CWD could 
be transmissible to white-tailed deer after 
passage through sheep, but not vice versa. 
However, CWD could present a risk to 
both sheep and mule deer via the other  
susceptible species

• A group of scientists also experi-
mentally infected pigs with TSE prions 
from cattle, sheep and deer and found 
that bovine-sourced contagions caused the 
greatest seeding activity and the highest 
human risk

• Two studies reported that scav-
engers play an important and varied role in 
spreading CWD. One project showed coy-
otes that consume CWD-positive animals 
likely seed prions into the environment 
longer than previously expected as well as 
through other means besides their feces, 

and the other shed light on behavioral and 
landscape factors that impact environmental 
contamination by scavengers, including that 
turkey vultures carry the highest risk because 
of their preference for organs and other high-
risk parts

• A landmark Colorado State 
University study was published in late summer 
that proved vertical transmission of CWD was 
possible in free-ranging whitetail herds, con-
firming that CWD-positive does can pass the 
disease onto their unborn fawns

• In September, Auburn University 
researchers published a study that showed 
hunters who were experienced with and sup-
portive of Quality Deer Management por-
trayed greater concerns about CWD impacts 
on human and deer health compared to other 
hunters

Other
• CWD was discovered for the first 

time in Georgia during 2025, making it the 36th 
state with the disease

• The National Academies of Science, 
Engineering and Medicine published a review 
of CWD transmission and geographic spread 
in U.S. cervid populations

• The University of Minnesota’s Center 
for Infectious Disease Research and Policy 
(CIDRAP) published a report that offered 
guidance if a CWD spillover into people and 
other species ever occurred

• In February, a captive deer smug-
gling operation was busted in Texas that began 
with a traffic stop and seven illegally trans-
ported and documented animals, also known 
as “ghost deer”, that eventually implicated 24 
individuals with approximately 1,400 charges 
filed in 11 counties. By November, officials 
confirmed two CWD-positive deer at one of 
the facilities tied to the case; unfortunately, 
due to negligent recordkeeping and intentional 
testing violations, it is unknown how many 
CWD-exposed deer have been moved or what 
other facilities across the state may be affected

• Three new CWD-positives in cap-
tive deer pens in Concordia, St. Landry and 
Tangipahoa parishes of Louisiana were traced 
back to a confirmed positive pen from 2024 
(Jefferson Davis parish) as well as linked to 
permitted pens in 11 other parishes

• A Wisconsin deer farm that tested 
positive for CWD had a history of non-com-
pliance with animal quarantine orders

• Texas lawmakers tied to deer 
breeding operations introduced bills in 2025 
that attempted to abolish the state wildlife 
agency, severely limit the agency’s ability to 
regulate deer breeders, and make pen-raised 

deer private property
• Indiana legislation was proposed that 

would create a pilot program to look for certain 
genetic markers that make deer slightly more 
resistant when testing deer for CWD, and 
would offer the option to the DNR to release 
deer with those markers into the wild

• A bill was introduced during the 
Alabama General Assembly that would pro-
hibit the wildlife agency from killing, testing, 
and stopping the transfer of captive deer due 
to CWD or other diseases, and would establish 
that deer possessed by a licensed deer breeder 
are the personal property of the licensee

• Tennessee legalized baiting during 
deer season for a $50 fee, a lawmaker in 
Michigan introduced a bill to make it legal 
there, while state officials released a new set 
of rules that outlaw baiting for all big game 
animals in the state of Washington

• Oklahoma passed a law that allows 
hunters to transport whole, dead deer into the 
state for delivery to registered taxidermists

• Minnesota deer farmers lost their 
second appeal attempting to nullify a 2023 law 
that allows continuation of a registered captive 
herd for only one more family generation

• The government shutdown sig-
nificantly impacted and reduced the CDC's 
National Center for Emerging and Zoonotic 
Infectious Diseases Prion and Public Health 
Office staff. All four full-time employees were 
furloughed and reinstated, while two other 
researchers did not have their fellowship con-
tracts renewed

• In October, APHIS released their 
2025 spending plans for implementation of the 
CWD Research & Management Act for wild 
($5.9 million) and farmed cervids ($5.3 mil-
lion)

• In December, the Missouri 
Department of Conservation announced sev-
eral regulatory changes in response to public 
sentiment, including a pause on post-season 
targeted removal efforts

To best view the incredibly wide breadth 
of new CWD cases, management implica-
tions and policy developments from this past 
year, visit NDA’s CWD Resource Center at           
www.deerassociation.com.

Rabies
Rabies is a fatal but preventable viral 

disease that infects the central nervous system. 
It can spread to people and pets if bitten or 
scratched by a rabid animal. In the United 
States, rabies is mostly found in wild animals 
like bats, raccoons, skunks, and foxes, but rare-
ly in deer. In 2025, at least six cases of rabies 
were reported within free-ranging white-tailed 

2025 Deer Disease Update
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deer in Connecticut (1), Florida (1), Maryland 
(1), New York (2), and Oklahoma (1).

New World Screwworms 
New World Screwworms (NWS) are fly 

larvae (maggots) that can infest livestock and 
other warm-blooded animals, including deer 
and humans. They most often enter an animal 
through an open wound or, in the case of 
newborns, the navel. They feed on the animal’s 
living flesh. If not treated, infestations can be 
fatal. While NWS has not been widely present 
in the United States since the 1960s, it is active 
in most of South America, in five Caribbean 
countries and parts of Mexico.

Screwworms made U.S. headlines in 2016 
when an outbreak in Florida Key deer marked 
the first time in 30 years the parasite had 
infested animals in America. The outbreak was 
contained via releasing hundreds of millions 
of sterile flies, the preferred method of treat-
ment, and safety measures discontinued the 
following spring. However, APHIS announced 
a new NWS detection in southern Mexico in 
November 2024. As a result, the U.S. imme-
diately restricted the importation of animal 
commodities along its southern border, but 
then opened it back up in February 2025 after 
the Mexican and U.S. governments put a pre-
clearance inspection and treatment protocol 
into place. Unfortunately, APHIS announced 
continued suspension of live cattle, horse and 
bison imports in May following two new NWS 
detections, both roughly 700 miles from the 
U.S. border. The USDA answered by unveiling 
plans for supporting renovation and mod-
ernization of a sterile fly facility in Mexico, 
building a new dispersal facility in south Texas, 
and several other policy and operational mea-
sures as part of a comprehensive five-pronged 
response plan. Two months later a fourth case 
of NWS was reported 370 miles from the 
U.S./Mexico border, and by September a case 
was confirmed only 70 miles away, providing 
strong and unfortunate evidence of a north-
ward NWS expansion. 

In the meantime, the U.S. Department 
of Health and Human Services reported the 
first human case of travel-associated NWS 
in August from a Maryland resident who 
had returned from El Salvador, and by mid-
November 2025 APHIS had opened a sterile fly 
dispersal facility in Tampico, Mexico, allowing 
the first wave of preventative control measures 
to be put into place. To learn more and keep up 
with the evolving issue of NWS and its possible 
impact on deer and deer hunting, visit www.
screwworm.gov, USDA’s new centralized web-
site for information and updates. 

Not a Disease, but Noteworthy
High levels of a man-made pollutant 

called perfluorooctane sulfonic acid, which 
is the most common form of PFAS (per- and 

polyfluoroalkyl substances), have been discov-
ered within wild deer in some locations. These 
“forever chemicals” are widely used and break 
down slowly over time. Experts are still learn-
ing a lot about PFAS, but the concern is that 
studies have shown elevated PFAS exposure 
may be linked to harmful health effects. 

In September 2025, wildlife and health 
agencies in Wisconsin announced new deer 
and fish consumption advisories within a 
5-mile radius of the town of Stella and the 
Michigan Departments of Health and Human 
Services and Natural Resources publicly 
reminded residents to not eat venison from 
deer harvested within three miles of Clark’s 
Marsh in Iosco County, a continuation of an 
advisory that was first issued in 2018. Then, 
in October, the Maine Department of Inland 
Fisheries and Wildlife expanded its "Do Not 
Eat" advisory for deer and turkeys in three 
new zones in central Maine around the town 
of Unity. These new areas are located east 
of the greater Fairfield designation that was 
announced in 2021.

NDA’s Recommendations
Disease transmission among free-ranging 

and from captive to free-ranging deer is a 
major threat to the future of wildlife manage-
ment and hunting in North America. One 

of the NDA’s critical focus areas is deer 
diseases; therefore, we recommend a con-
tinued and strengthened effort by wildlife 
professionals to study, monitor and evalu-
ate solutions for minimizing the spread 
of CWD, bTB and other communicable, 
preventable diseases. 

The NDA also recommends main-
taining or enhancing strict movement 
restrictions (like border closings, etc.) and 
testing protocols on captive deer, as well 
as returning/maintaining full authority 
over captive deer facilities and regulations 
with the state/provincial wildlife agen-
cies. Currently, some state/provinces have 
this authority while the Department of 
Agriculture shares it or maintains sole pos-
session in others.

Regarding HD, although its national 
impact on deer populations was minor 
in 2025, it can be locally severe especially 
in areas where the disease is relatively 
new. The NDA recommends hunters who 
experience significant losses closely moni-
tor population indicators to determine if 
reducing the local antlerless harvest is nec-
essary; and, if any hunter identifies a sick 
or malnourished deer, to report it imme-
diately to your state/provincial agency or 
to SCWDS. 

Distribution of Chr onic WastingDistribution of Chronic Wasting
Disease in North AmericaDisease in North America

All locations are approximations based on best-available information

CWD in captive facilities (depopulated)

CWD in captive facilities (current)

Known distribution prior to 2000 (free-ranging)

CWD in free-ranging populations

National Wildlife Health Center
Madison, Wisconsin
Updated April, 2025

Distribution of Chronic Wasting
Disease in North America

https://www.usgs.gov/media/images/distribution-chronic-wasting-disease-north-america-0
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Antlerless-Only Hunting Opportunities
The national buck harvest exceeded 

the antlerless harvest during five of the 
seven hunting seasons between 2017-
2023, and because of that imbalance, 
wildlife agencies are encouraging hunters 
to increase the doe harvest in numer-
ous states. To accommodate the demand 
for increased doe harvest, many juris-
dictions have offered hunters chances to 
take additional antlerless deer by offering 
antlerless-only hunting opportunities at 
some point during the hunting season, 
with select hunting implements and/or in 
certain management units.

We surveyed state and provincial 
wildlife agencies to determine whether 
their jurisdiction offered any antlerless-
only hunting opportunities and if so, 
which month(s) they occurred. Of the 
47 states that responded to our survey, 27 
states (57%) offer antlerless-only hunt-
ing opportunities ranging from August 
through the following March. December 
is the most popular month for antlerless-
only seasons, with 17 of 47 states (36%) 
providing an early chance to harvest ant-
lerless deer. Virginia is the only jurisdic-
tion that has these limited seasons in 
February or March. 

Regionally speaking, the Midwest has 
the most antlerless-only seasons with nine 
of 13 states (69%), followed closely by the 
Northeast with eight of 13 states (62%) 
offering hunters additional days specifi-
cally set aside for antlerless harvest. In the 
West, six states (60%) designate antlerless-
only hunts, and only three states (27%) 
in the Southeast do. In Canada, three of 
seven provinces (43%) provide hunters 
with additional chances to fill their antler-
less tags.

NDA’s Recommendations 
Despite widespread awareness of the 

importance of antlerless harvest, many 
hunters and state wildlife agencies struggle 
to meet harvest goals and maintain deer 
populations in balance with the habitat. 
Moreover, deer herd size is largely driv-
en by the annual antlerless harvest, and 
antlerless-only seasons allow agencies to 
manage population growth more effec-
tively than if hunting was focused primar-
ily on bucks. Deer management is not 
one-size-fits-all and should be set based 
on local information; thus, NDA recom-
mends that wildlife agencies provide ant-
lerless-only hunting opportunities where 
appropriate to incentivize hunters to help 

reduce herd size, slow the spread of chronic 
wasting disease, and balance the pre-hunt, 
adult sex ratio. We also encourage hunters to 
utilize venison donation programs if available 

in your state or province to increase antlerless 
harvest and share surplus venison with fami-
lies in need. 

Antlerless-Only Hunting Seasons
per Month and by State/Province
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State/Province 
Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Southeast Total

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia
Northeast Total

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakota
Wisconsin
Midwest Total

3-Region Total

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming
West Total

U.S. Total

Alberta
British Columbia
Manitoba
New Brunswick
Nova Scotia
Ontario
Quebec
Saskatchewan
Canada Total

No
No
No
Yes
No
Yes
No
Yes
No
No
No

3 of 11

No
Yes
No
Yes
No
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

8 of 13

Yes
No
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
Yes
Yes

9 of 13

20 of 37

Yes
Yes
*

Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
No
No
Yes

7 of 10

227 of 47

Yes
Yes
*

Yes
No
No
No
No

3 of 7

*
*
*

October
*

November
*

December
*
*
*

N/A

*
October, December

*
October

*
*
*

September, January
October, December, January

December, January
October

September, December, January, February, March
October, December

N/A

December, January
*

January
October, January

*
September, December, January

October
October, December

September, October, November, December, January
*
*

December
December

N/A

N/A

October, December
*
*

September, October, November
August, September, October, November, December, January

*
December, January

August, September, October, November, December, January
*
*

September, October, November, December
N/A

2N/A

August, September, October
October, November

*
September, October, November

*
*
*
*

N/A

Antlerless-only
Hunting Season

Antlerless-only Hunting
Season by Month(s)

Data not provided/available 

...wildlife agencies are 
encouraging hunters to 
increase the doe harvest 
in numerous states. To 
accommodate the demand 
for increased doe harvest, 
many jurisdictions have 
offered hunters chances to 
take additional antlerless 
deer by offering antlerless-
only hunting opportunities...
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Estimated Deer Populations

Hunters love deer population esti-
mates. They like seeing them for their 
state or province, comparing them to other 
states or provinces, and most of all, criti-
cizing how inaccurate they believe they 
are. The reality is deer managers do not 
need population estimates to manage deer 
herds. They simply need measures of deer 
health, habitat health, deer damage, and 
public desires to have successful deer man-
agement programs. These, along with one 
or more indices of whether the population 
is increasing, stable, or decreasing, provide 
biologists with all the necessary tools to 
manage. When problems arise, solutions 
are developed in concert with public input, 
and new goals can be set to either grow or 
trim the deer herd. However, since a major 
desire by hunters is to have a population 
estimate, most state and provincial wildlife 
agencies produce one. 

To gauge the number of whitetails 
across their home range today and to see 
how that number has changed, we asked 
state and provincial wildlife agencies what 
the 2025 pre-season estimated white-tailed 
deer population was within their jurisdic-
tion. We also asked this same question 
in the past (2005, 2015, 2019) so we can 
compare trends for each individual state or 
province over time. 

Of the states that responded, the 
Southeast reported over half of the U.S. 
estimated whitetail population in 2025 
at more than 13.3 million deer, and that 
does not include estimates from Alabama 
or Florida. The Midwest reported over 6 
million deer, but that is a major under-

estimation as less than half (38%) of the 
Midwestern states responded to our survey 
with a population estimate. In the Northeast, 
states estimated a minimum of 4.6 million 
deer, and that does not include Delaware, 
Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, or Rhode Island. 
Pennsylvania alone has over 1 million deer, so 
the Northeast’s number would be much higher 
if the Keystone State produced an estimate. 

Only three states in the West provid-
ed an estimate for their whitetail population 
(302,046) in 2025; however, many of these 
states are home to other deer species that com-
pete with, and in some cases thrive more so 
than, whitetails (see page 48). We did not col-
lect whitetail population estimates as part of 
our survey in 2005 or 2015 in the West, so no 
trend comparisons can be made for the region. 

Eleven states reported more deer today 
than in 2019, ranging from a 2% increase 
in New Hampshire to doubling the popula-
tion (100%) in Louisiana. New Mexico and 
Oklahoma reported stable deer populations 
since 2019, while five states have fewer deer 
today ranging from less than 2% in Vermont 
to -30% in Wyoming. Georgia and Virginia 
have roughly an equal number of white-tailed 
deer as do Louisiana and Tennessee, and 11 
states broke the million deer mark. 

NDA’s Recommendations 
Some states do a better job than others of 

producing accurate population estimates, and 
we caution hunters from reading too much 
into the estimate for their state (if available). It 
is better to view herd health parameters such 
as body weights by age class, age distribution 
of the harvest, fawn recruitment rates, and 
habitat health indices such as forest regenera-
tion rates. It is also valuable to assess trends in 
the harvest per each individual state or prov-
ince, especially in relation to the goals estab-
lished in an agency’s deer management plan. 

Comparing population estimates over 
time can provide important information about 
deer management programs. However, the 
success of any program involves much more 
than simply the number of deer today versus 
any other point in time. Some programs are 
trying to reduce deer herds, so fewer deer 
marks success. Other programs are trying to 
grow deer herds, so more deer would indicate 
success. It is also important to remember 
these are estimates across the entire state 
or province – not necessarily a measure of 
deer density right where you hunt. Too many 
hunters get upset if they believe the estimate 
doesn’t match their personal opinion. The key 
point to remember is population estimates are 

simply estimates, they are often produced only 
to satisfy hunters’ desires, and they are not 
necessary to successfully manage deer. Given 
hunters’ interest in them, the NDA appreciates 
all of the agencies that do produce population 
estimates and encourages those that currently 
do not to do so in the future.

Highest Estimated
Whitetail Populations

Lowest Estimated
Whitetail Populations

Texas

New Mexico

5,045,119

12,500

Wisconsin

Wyoming

2,100,000

64,200

Missouri

Connecticut

1,700,000

100,000

Mississippi

New Hampshire

1,600,000

112,697

Georgia

Virginia

Vermont

1,300,000

1,300,000

140,000

State

State

2025 Population

2025 Population

% Increase in Estimated
Deer Populations 2019-2025

% Decrease in Estimated
Deer Populations 2019-2025

Louisiana

Wyoming

100

-30

Kansas

Arkansas

41

-15

Wisconsin

Texas

28

-10

Maine

West Virginia

21

-4

Virginia

South Carolina

20

-3

State

State

Change (%)

Change (%)
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State/Province 
Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Southeast Total

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia
Northeast Total

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakota
Wisconsin
Midwest Total

3-Region Total

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming
West Total

U.S. Total

Alberta
British Columbia
Manitoba
New Brunswick
Nova Scotia
Ontario
Quebec
Saskatchewan
Canada Total

1,750,000 
*
*

1,470,000 
750,000 

1,700,000 
1,111,000 
425,000 
800,000 

*
3,367,200 

11,373,200 

*
45,000 
213,000 
276,000 
90,000 
93,417 
161,509 
940,000 

*
13,000 
123,000 

1,000,000 
761,000 

3,715,926 

*
*
*

400,000 
847,911 

*
1,104,800 
1,600,000 
200,000 

*
*
*

1,112,300 
5,265,011 

20,354,137 

*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

20,354,137 

*
*
*
*

56,704
*
*
*
*

1,500,000 
*
*

1,320,000 
500,000 

1,850,000 
1,165,000 
550,000 
750,000 
600,000 

3,804,500 
12,039,500 

*
45,000 
230,000 
227,000 
95,000 
101,125 
105,535 
960,000 

*
18,000 
135,000 

1,000,000 
595,000 

3,511,660 

*
*
*

650,000 
821,731 

*
1,004,000 
1,000,000 
200,000 

*
*

358,000 
1,182,000 
5,215,731 

20,766,891 

*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

20,766,891 

*
*
*
*

52,119
*
*
*
*

1,250,000 
1,000,000 

*
1,200,000 
500,000 

1,520,000 
1,100,000 
750,000 
720,000 

*
5,595,827 

13,635,827 

100,000 
45,000 
315,000 
240,000 
100,000 
110,000 
147,165 

*
*
*

143,000 
1,080,000 
542,500 

2,822,665 

*
*
*

614,354 
930,613 

*
*
*
*
*
*

340,500 
1,644,660 
3,530,127 

19,988,619 

95,000 
*

21,000 
*

196,154 
*

12,500 
*
*
*

91,200 
415,854 

20,20,404,473,473 

*
*
*

100,500 
73,507

*
400,000 

*
574,007 

*
850,000 

*
1,300,000 
1,000,000 
1,600,000 
1,072,786 
750,000 
700,000 

1,000,000 
5,045,119 

13,317,905 

100,000 
*

380,000 
263,644 

*
112,697 
174,173 

1,650,000
*
*

140,000 
1,300,000 
520,000 

4,640,514 

*
*
*

866,400 
1,020,000 

*
*

1,700,000 
*
*
*

392,761 
2,100,000 
6,079,161 

24,037,580 

*
*
*
*

225,346 
*

12,500 
*
*
*

64,200 
302,046 

24,339,626 

252,337 
*

160,000 
120,000 
93,327 

*
400,000 

*
1,025,664 

*
*
*

-12
33
-6
-3
76
-13
*
50
17
 
*
*
78
-4
*
21
8
76
*
*
14
30
-32
-20
 
*
*
*

117
20
*
*
6
*
*
*
*
89
15
 
*
 
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
 
*
 
*
*
*
*
49
*
*
*
*

*
-15
*
8

100
5
-2
0
-3
*

-10
-2
 
0
*
21
10
*
2
18
*
*
*
-2
20
-4
6
 
*
*
*
41
10
*
*
*
*
*
*
15
28
72
 
*
 
*
*
*
*
15
*
0
*
*
*

-30
-27
 
*
 
*
*
*
19
24
*
0
*
*

2005 2015 2019 2025

Data not provided/available 

% Change
2005-2025

% Change
2019-2025
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Bag Limits

any region. In 2024, this ranged from two in 
most of the Southeastern states up to five ant-
lered deer in South Carolina and Florida. The 
Northeast followed closely behind (2.6) and 
ranged from one in Maine, Pennsylvania and 
Vermont to six antlered deer in Connecticut 
and New Jersey. Most Northeastern states 
allow one to three antlered deer per year. The 
Midwest ranked third with an average bag 
limit of 1.4 antlered deer with most states lim-
iting hunters to only one to two per year. All 
the states in the West and in Canada typically 
only allow one antlered deer per hunter. 

What about antlerless bag limits? 
Antlerless bag limits vary even more from 
state to state, and this is true within the 
same region, state or province and even down 
to the county or management unit (WMU/
DMZ) level. In 2024, antlerless deer bag limits 
ranged from one in some states to multiple 
states allowing hunters unlimited antlerless 
tags and/or opportunities. 

NDA’s Recommendations
What do these statistics mean for your 

deer management program? With respect to 
antlered deer harvest, bag limits can be altered 
to help protect young bucks and/or shift the 
total harvest of all bucks; however, other fac-
tors also need to be considered. In an effort 
to reduce overall deer densities and bring the 
adult sex ratio to a healthy balance, some states 
utilize unlimited antlerless tags to increase the 
harvest of adult female deer. Appropriate ant-
lerless harvests are incredibly important and 
can have far reaching implications. Repeatedly 
harvesting too few antlerless deer allows deer 
herds to become overabundant. Repeatedly 
harvesting too many drives populations too 
low. 

Bag limits are useful tools for a deer 
manager, but to be most effective, they need 
to be used in conjunction with other tools 
and accompanied by a strong educational 
campaign. 

state or province’s bag limit was for antlered 
and antlerless deer in 2024. Fortunately, we 
had similar data from 2009 (antlered), 2015 
(antlered), and 2019 and can provide state-
by-state comparisons over time. Please refer 
to the 2011, 2017, and 2021 Deer Reports for 
additional information.

The Southeast continues to have the larg-
est average antlered deer bag limit (2.9) of 

Which state has the most liberal deer 
bag limit? Bag limits are the maximum 
number of game animals permitted by 
law to be taken by one person in a given 
period, and they can vary widely from 
state to state, over time, and from bucks to 
does. To compare this across the whitetail’s 
range, we surveyed state and provincial 
deer project leaders and asked what each 

Highest Antlered
Deer Bag Limits

Connecticut 6

New Jersey 6

Florida 5

South Carolina 5
State 2024

https://deerassociation.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/2011_Whitetail_Report.pdf
https://deerassociation.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/WR-2017.pdf
https://deerassociation.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/Final-DR2021.pdf
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State/Province 2019
Antlered Bucks Antlerless Deer

Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Southeast Avg

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia
Northeast Avg

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakota
Wisconsin
Midwest Avg

3-Region Avg

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming
West Avg

U.S. Avg

Alberta
British Columbia
Manitoba
New Brunswick
Nova Scotia
Ontario

Quebec
Saskatchewan
Canada Avg

3
2
5
2

2 to 3 
3
2
2
5
2

2 to 5
3.0

4 to 7+
2
1
3
2

1+
6
2
1
2
1

2 to 3
3

2.5

2
1+ 
1
1
1
2

1 to 3
2
2
1
1
*
1

1.4

2.3

1
*
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1.0
 

2.0

*
*
*
1
*

1/tag

2
*

1.3

3
2
5
2
3
3
2
2
5
2
3

2.9
 
6
2
1
3
2
3
6
2
1
2
1
3
2

2.6
 
2
1
*
1
1
2

1 to 3
2
2
*
1
*
1

1.4

2.3

1
*
*
1
*
*
*
1
*
1
1

1.0
 

2.2

Varies
*
*
*
1
1

*
1

1.0

1/day, no season limit
4
2
10

2 to 4 
5

4 to unlimited 
6

3 to unlimited 
3/day 
1 to 3

*

varies
4+

varies
35

1/permit
1

1 to unlimited 
varies

1/permit 
varies 

4
3 to unlimited 

9
*

unlimited
3+ 
1
6

unlimited
12

unlimited
unlimited 

1 to 3
1
6
*

varies 
*

*

unlimited
*

1 to unlimited 
1
1
1
1
1
*
0

1+
*
 
*

*
*
*

1+
*

1/tag

2
*
*

2
6
2
10
4
5
4
8
8
*
5
*

6
6

Varies
35
*
*
9
*

1 to 16+
5
4
6
9
*

*
6
*
10
*
10
5

4+
Quota

*
6
*
1
*

*

1
*
*
1
*
*
*
1
*
1
1
*
 
*

*
*
*
*
1

Antlered deer tag can instead be used for
an antlerless if validated accordingly

*
1
*

Data not provided/available 

2024 2019 2024
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Antlerless Harvest Preference Relative to Buck Harvest
Appropriate antlerless harvests can 

make or break deer management pro-
grams. Repeatedly harvesting too few ant-
lerless deer allows deer herds to become 
overabundant. Repeatedly harvesting 
too many drives populations too low. 
Fortunately, we have trained biologists 
who can determine the biologically appro-
priate number to harvest annually in each 
deer management unit. The problem is 
often convincing hunters to execute the 
plan – whether that is to shoot fewer or 
more antlerless deer. 

There is tremendous variability in 
managing whitetails across their range. 
There are vast differences in annual tem-
perature, precipitation, forest cover, deer 
density, and more that necessitate site spe-
cific antlerless harvest rates. To highlight 
some of this variability we asked state and 
provincial deer project leaders whether 
they preferred the annual antlerless har-
vest to be greater than, about equal to, or 
less than the antlered deer harvest. We also 
asked the same question in 2018 so we 
can compare how deer harvest goals have 
changed over time. 

Of the 43 states that responded to our 
survey, 23 states (53%) prefer the antlerless 
harvest be greater than the antlered buck 
harvest, representing a significant increase 
from 2018 (13 of 29 states; 44%). The 
Midwest led the way with nine of 11 states 
(82%) preferring greater antlerless harvest, 
followed closely by the Northeast with 
eight of 13 (62%) and the Southeast with 
six of 11 states (55%). Four of 43 states 
(9%) prefer the annual harvest of antler-
less and antlered deer to be equal, while 
14 of those jurisdictions (33%) prefer a 
higher buck harvest. Over half of the states 
that prefer higher buck harvests are in the 
West, likely due to agency goals of increas-
ing or maintaining white-tailed deer pop-
ulations. Three states in the Northeast, two 
in the Southeast and one in the Midwest 
prefer greater buck harvest. Two states 
responded with an “it depends” answer, 
and we realize goals vary across any state. 

NDA’s Recommendations
American hunters killed more antler-

less deer than antlered bucks for the first 
time in 1999, and doe harvests remained 
high for many seasons afterward. Since 
2015, we have struggled to kill more ant-
lerless than antlered deer and are subse-
quently experiencing depressed doe har-
vests in many states and regions annually. 

Fortunately, most wildlife agencies establish 
target deer harvest goals for their wildlife 
management units and tags and opportuni-
ties to harvest antlerless deer are not lacking 
in many cases. NDA recommends that hunt-
ers use doe harvest wherever appropriate to 

maintain healthy deer populations in balance 
with the habitat. We also encourage hunters to 
utilize venison donation programs if available 
in your state or province to increase antlerless 
harvest and share surplus venison with fami-
lies in need. 

Prefer antlerless harvest greater
than antlered buck harvest

Prefer antlerless harvest less
than antlered buck harvest

Prefer antlerless harvest about equal
to antlered buck harvest

"It depends" or data not provided/available
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Greater than
Equal to
Less than
Equal to
Equal to
Equal to

Greater than
Equal to
Equal to
Equal to
Equal to

2 of 11 Greater than

Greater than
Greater than

Less than
Greater than

*
*

Greater than
Greater than
Greater than
Greater than

Less than
*
*

7 of 9 Greater than

Equal to
Greater than

Equal to
*

Greater than
Greater than

*
*

Equal to
Equal to

Greater than
*
*

4 of 8 Greater than

13 of 28 Greater than

Less than
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

0 of 1 Greater than

13 of 29 Greater than

*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

Greater than
Equal to
Less than

Greater than
Greater than
Greater than

Equal to
Less than

Greater than
Equal to

Greater than
6 of 11 Greater than

Equal to
Greater than

Less than
Greater than
Greater than

Less than
Greater than
Greater than
Greater than
Greater than

Less than
Greater than

County dependent
8 of 13 Greater than

Greater than
Greater than
Greater than

Greater (less than for mule deer)
Greater than
Greater than

*
Greater than

Less than
Varies

Greater than
*

Greater than
9 of 11 Greater than

23 of 35 Greater than

Less than
*
*

Less than
*

Less than
Less than
Less than
Less than
Less than
Less than

0 of 8 Greater than

23 of 43 Greater than

*
*
*
*

Greater than
*

Less than
Less than

1 of 3 Greater than
Data not provided/available 

State/Province 2018 2025

Harvesting too few
antlerless deer leads to 
overabundant herds, while 
harvesting too many drives 
populations too low.

Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Southeast Total

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia
Northeast Total

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakota
Wisconsin
Midwest Total

3-Region Total

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming
West Total

U.S. Total

Alberta
British Columbia
Manitoba
New Brunswick
Nova Scotia
Ontario
Quebec
Saskatchewan
Canada Total
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Season Lengths

Which state or province has the lon-
gest deer season? How about the best 
opportunities for archery, muzzleloader, 
and rifle/shotgun hunting? To determine 
this, we surveyed state and provincial 
wildlife agencies and asked how many days 
long their archery, muzzleloader, and rifle/
shotgun seasons were in 2024. Fortunately, 
we had similar data from 2019 and can 
provide state-by-state comparisons over a 
five-year period. Please refer to the 2021 
Deer Report for additional information.

Archery hunting has grown in pop-
ularity, and deer hunters in the heart-
land enjoy the nation’s longest average 
season length (114 days), with 10 of 13 
Midwest states (77%) sporting archery 
seasons over 100 days. This was followed 
by the Northeast and Southeast with an 
archery season average of 95 days. The 
Southeast ranged widely with a low of 16 
days of archery hunting opportunity in 
South Carolina to a high of 158 days in 
Arkansas. The West averaged the shortest 
archery season at 34 days. 

Muzzleloader seasons tend to be short in 
length across the board, with the Northeast 
averaging 27 days of opportunity followed by 
the Southeast (23 days), Midwest (16 days), 
and West (14 days). Muzzleloader season 
lengths range from only four days in Ohio to 
96 days in Rhode Island. Many states allow 
muzzleloaders to be used during their primary 
firearms seasons besides having a defined 
muzzleloader season as well. The region with 
by far the longest rifle/shotgun season was the 
Southeast with an average of 80 days of oppor-
tunity in 2024, followed by the Northeast (31 
days), the West (21 days) and the Midwest 
(14 days). Season lengths for rifle/shotguns 
ranged from five days in New Mexico to 144 
days in Florida.

 

NDA’s Recommendations 
What do these statistics mean for your 

deer management program? With respect to 
deer harvest, season lengths are useful tools 
for a deer manager and can be altered to help 
increase/decrease total harvest, protect young 
bucks and other factors; but to be most effec-

tive, they need to be used in conjunction with 
other tools and accompanied by a strong edu-
cational campaign. NDA supports appropriate 
season length and legal method of take for all 
deer, with a primary function for both meet-
ing biological and social harvest goals. Often, 
season length is a factor of hunting culture and 
tradition as well. Wherever practical and pos-
sible, NDA supports increased opportunity 
and lowering barriers of entry.

Longest
Ri�e/Shotgun Seasons

Shortest
Ri�e/Shotgun Seasons

Florida

New Mexico

144

5

South Carolina

Illinois

140

7

Alabama

Ohio

95

9

Georgia

Utah

87

9

Rhode Island

Wisconsin

82

9

State

State

2024 Days

2024 Days

Longest Archery Seasons

Longest
Muzzleloader Seasons

Rhode Island

Rhode Island

197

96

Arkansas

Georgia

158

92

�1�H�Z���-�H�U�V�H�\

�1�H�Z���-�H�U�V�H�\

155

60

Delaware

Florida

152

56

Georgia

Idaho

145

50

State

State

2024 Days

2024 Days

�2�V�F�D�U���/�H�H�����O�H�I�W�����W�R�R�N���K�L�V���“�U�V�W���G�H�H�U���H�Y�H�U���R�Q���D���)�L�H�O�G���7�R���)�R�U�N���K�X�Q�W���D�W���W�K�H���%�H�D�U�G�H�G���%�X�F�N
�L�Q���3�H�Q�Q�V�\�O�Y�D�Q�L�D�����+�L�V���P�H�Q�W�R�U���Z�D�V���.�L�S���$�G�D�P�V�����1�'�$�M�V���&�K�L�H�I���&�R�Q�V�H�U�Y�D�W�L�R�Q���2�I�“�F�H�U��

https://deerassociation.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/Final-DR2021.pdf
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State/Province 
Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Southeast Avg

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia
Northeast Avg

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakota
Wisconsin
Midwest Avg

3-Region Avg

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming
West Avg

U.S. Avg

Alberta
British Columbia
Manitoba
New Brunswick
Nova Scotia
Ontario
Quebec
Saskatchewan
Canada Avg

119
156
110
121
138
62
115
106
16
43
35
93
 

139
152
24
101
48
92
164
55
58
177
60
42
101
93
 

115
96
90
108
135
92
109
112
122
123
128
122
104
112

 
100

 
73
*
29
45
43
30
24
30
27
46
30
38

87
 
*
*
*
42
*
*
14
*

28

5
12
56
93
19
37
14
9
10
14
14
26
 
20
17
12
22
19
11
64
9
27
83
13
14
11
25
 
7
15
28
14
11
10
16
11
31
17
4
31
9
16
 

22
 
7
*
9
14
*
25
5
*
9
23
*

13

20
 
*
*
*
28
*
*
5
*

17

86
54
140
140
79
55
55
16
140
49
72
81
 
18
47
24
15
12
26
44
23
13
77
16
50
26
30
 
7
15
14
12
20
16

9-16
19
9
17
11
25
9
14
 

39
 
7
*
*
50
36
30
5
*
9
22
30
24

37
 
*
*
*
28
*
*
16
*

22

133
158
115
145
138
41
120
106
16
42
35
95
 

138
152
24
102
48
92
155
61
65
197
60
53
95
95
 

109
96
90
112
140
77
110
112
122
129
128
123
140
114
 

102
 
68
*
*
31
44
30
24
28
28
26
30
34

88
 
61
*
*
*
86
71
14
*

58

5
12
56
92
14
12
14
9
10
14
14
23
 
21
17
12
18
16
11
60
16
29
96
13
36
7
27
 
7
16
25
14
11
10
16
11
31
17
4
32
10
16
 

22
 
10
*
*
50
9
30
7
6
9
9
0
14

20
 
90
*
*
*
68
7
5
*

43

95
51
144
87
80
71
75
16
140
44
79
80
 
21
46
24
18
12
26
50
23
14
82
16
50
26
31
 
7
16
14
12
16
16

9-16
11
15
17
9
25
9
14
 

41
 
10
*
*
50
37
30
5
10
9
14
14
21

37
 
91
*
*
*
40
14
16
*

40

Days in 
Muzzleloader Season

Days in 
Archery Season

Days in 
Muzzleloader Season

�'�D�\�V���L�Q���5�L�t�H����
Shotgun Season

Days in 
Archery Season

�'�D�\�V���L�Q���5�L�t�H����
Shotgun Season

2019 2024

Data not provided/available 
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Average Hunter Days A�eld
and E�ort Required to Harvest a Deer

Highest # of Days A�eld
per Deer Hunter per Year

Lowest # of Days A�eld
per Deer Hunter per Year

Highest # of Days A�eld
Required to Harvest a Deer

Lowest # of Days A�eld
Required to Harvest a Deer

New Jersey

New Mexico

Vermont

Indiana

28

4

40

3

Louisiana

Utah

Ohio

Nebraska

24

4

27

3

Alabama

Arizona

Connecticut

Arizona

22

5

26

4

Georgia

Nevada

�1�H�Z���-�H�U�V�H�\

Utah

21

5

25

4

Arkansas

South Dakota

Washington

Nevada

Florida

Ohio

20

5

24

5

20

20
State 2024 Average

the average number of days afield 
remained unchanged from 2022 to 
2024 across all U.S. regions but has 
declined slightly over the past eight 
years. In Canada, hunters averaged 
11 days afield, representing a 57% 
increase from 2022. This rise can be 
attributed to Nova Scotia reporting 
hunter-effort data for the first time 
since 2016.

When considering the number 
of days required to harvest a deer, 
U.S. hunters needed an average of 

15 days afield in 2024. That effort varied by 
region, with the West averaging the fewest 
days required to be successful at 11 days, fol-
lowed by the Midwest (13 days), Southeast (15 
days), and Northeast (22 days). Indiana and 
Nebraska (three days) had the lowest aver-
age number of days afield required to harvest 
per deer hunter, while hunters in Vermont 
required 40 days to be successful. In Canada, 
hunters averaged 19 days afield to successfully 
harvest a deer. 

NDA’S Recommendations
The number of days spent afield annu-

ally can have a large impact on a state wild-
life agency’s management program and on 
its budget from the associated Pittman-
Robertson funds obtained from specific 
hunting gear. More time afield equates to 
more needed supplies which is good for the 
hunting industry and our wildlife manage-
ment programs. More time afield also affords 
additional mentoring opportunities, which 
is good for the future of hunting. The NDA 
favors enhanced opportunities where wildlife 
populations can support them.

About 10 million hunters pursue deer 
annually, and they spend nearly 120 mil-
lion days afield doing so. Season lengths, 
bag limits, deer densities, hunter numbers, 
and other variables impact the average 
number of days hunters spend afield and 
the average number of days required to 
be successful. NDA surveyed state and 
provincial wildlife agencies to determine 
the average number of days each deer 
hunter spends pursuing deer annually, 
as well as the average number of days 
required for a hunter to successfully har-
vest a deer. Fortunately, we had similar 
data from 2016, 2018, and 2022 and can 
provide state-by-state comparisons over 
time. Please refer to the 2024 Deer Report 
for additional information.

In 2024 hunters spent an average 
of 12 days afield in pursuit of deer. This 
varied from four days in New Mexico 
and Utah to 28 days annually in New 
Jersey. Regionally, the Southeast averaged 
18 days afield per deer hunter per year, fol-
lowed by the Northeast (14 days), Midwest 
(10 days), and West (six days). Notably, 

State

State

State

2024 Average

2024 Average

2024 Average

Average Total Number
�T�K���)�J�J�W���-�Z�S�Y�J�W���)�F�^�X���&�*�J�Q�I

20

15

10

5

0
Southeast
Average

Midwest
Average

West
Average

Canada
Average

Northeast
Average

3-Region
Average

U.S.
Average

2016
2018
2022
2024

https://deerassociation.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/01/2024DeerReport.pdf
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Data not provided/available 

State/Province 
Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Southeast Avg

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia
Northeast Avg

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakota
Wisconsin
Midwest Avg

3-Region Avg

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming
West Avg

U.S. Avg

Alberta
British Columbia
Manitoba
New Brunswick
Nova Scotia
Ontario
Quebec
Saskatchewan
Canada Avg

23
20
19
22
19
18
15
15
15
19
11
18

8
15
7
14
*
*
27
*
10
20
5
20
11
14

*
3
14
11
*
14
11
12
8
4
18
5
12
10

14

5
*
*
6
7
6
4
*
4
6
10
6

12

6
*
*
9
*
*
9
5
7

22
20
20
21
24
17
16
15
15
19
11
18

7
15
7
13
17
*
28
*
10
16
13
*
12
14

*
*
14
9
13
14
6
7
9
6
20
5
11
10

14

5
*
*
6
8
5
4
6
4
6
7
6

12

7
*
*
*
21
8
8
*

11

16
*
16
18
21
14
17
*
10
*
10
15

26
15
*
14
*
*
25
*
*
*
40
*
10
22

*
3
*
*
*
19
10
12
3
*
27
*
20
13

16

4
*
*
14
*
5
*
*
4
24
12
11

15

24
*
*
*
24
*
8
*

19

Total Days
2022 2024 2024

Days Required to
Harvest a Deer

Despite regional differences, the average 
number of days U.S. hunters spend afield has 
declined slightly over the past eight years.
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Deer Hunter Numbers

Most sportsmen and women real-
ize hunters are the backbone of wildlife 
management programs and they fund the 
lion’s share of our wildlife agency budgets. 
But few realize just how popular deer 
hunting is compared to other game and 
the varying popularity of the different 
styles with which deer hunters go afield. 
For example, the wild turkey is the next 
most sought-after species, yet deer hunters 
outnumber turkey hunters nearly four to 
one. Moreover, although firearms are the 
most common implement used by deer 
hunters by far, recent data suggests that 
other pursuits are increasing in popularity 
among new hunters. 

We asked state and provincial wildlife 
agencies for their total number of hunters 
and the percentage that specifically deer 
hunted. We also asked for the number 
of hunters that pursued deer with bows/
crossbows, firearms, and muzzleloaders. 
Fortunately, we had similar data from 2021 
and 2023 and can provide state-by-state 
comparisons over time. 

In 2021, 26 states reported their total 
number of hunters, and over three-quar-
ters (78%) of them pursued deer. That pro-
portion dropped to 72% across 40 report-
ing states in 2023 and again in 2024, as 
38 states reported only 65% of their total 
number of hunters as deer hunters. This 
reflects a 13% drop in just three years, 
marking a clear and continuing decline in 
deer hunter participation.

In total, 42 states reported over eight 
million deer hunters in 2024. This ranged 

from 5,274 deer hunters in Rhode Island to 
765,180 in Texas. Nevada averaged the few-
est deer hunters per square mile (0.10) and 
Pennsylvania averaged the most (13.9). Ohio 
had the highest percentage of archery hunters 
(82% of all deer hunters), Virginia had the 
highest percentage of muzzleloader hunters 
(62%), and New York reported all (100%) their 
deer hunters used firearms. 

The Northeast remains the region with 
the highest number of deer hunters per square 
mile (7.3 PSM). The Northeast also had the 
highest archery (52%) and muzzleloading 
participation (37%) of deer hunters, while 
the Southeast had the highest firearm par-
ticipation (88%) of deer hunters. Conversely, 
the Northeast held the least participation in 
firearm (72%) and the West held the least par-
ticipation in archery (17%) and muzzleloading 
(7%) seasons. In Canada, participation was 
highest in firearm seasons (58%), followed by 
muzzleloading (32%) and archery (25%).

NDA’s Recommendations
Today, with fewer hunters afield, recruit-

ment efforts like those we are initiating at 
NDA have never been more important. The 
NDA strongly recommends that all active deer 
hunters should either 1) volunteer to take a 
new, un-related adult hunter out on their own 
and/or 2) participate as a volunteer mentor in 
one of the various learn-to-hunt efforts avail-
able from your wildlife agency or local non-
profit conservation, such as NDA’s popular 
and successful Field to Fork program. 

Highest # of Deer Hunters

Highest # of Deer Hunters
per Square Mile

Highest # of
Bow/Crossbow Hunters

Highest # of Firearm Hunters

Highest # of
Muzzleloader Hunters

Texas

Pennsylvania

Pennsylvania

Texas

New York

765,180

13.9

329,448

715,214

220,055

Pennsylvania

New York

Michigan

Wisconsin

Arkansas

621,600

11.4

326,018

541,794

152,950

Wisconsin

Wisconsin

Wisconsin

Pennsylvania

Michigan

604,007

11.2

297,775

540,792

138,860

Michigan

Michigan

Ohio

New York

Missouri

603,737

10.7

226,301

536,720

123,073

New York

�1�H�Z���-�H�U�V�H�\

Florida

Michigan

Tennessee

536,720

9.6

219,667

525,251

122,224

State

State

State

State

State

2024

2024 (PSM)

2024

2024

2024

�1�'�$�M�V���$�W�K�H�Q�V�����*�H�R�U�J�L�D���)�L�H�O�G���W�R���)�R�U�N���K�X�Q�W���Z�D�V���W�K�H���S�L�O�R�W���J�U�R�X�S���I�R�U���W�K�H���S�U�R�J�U�D�P���D�Q�G���“�U�V�W
held hunts in 2016. In this photo, mentors and new hunters get ready to hunt in 2025.
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State/Province 2024 2024 DH PSM 2024 2024 2024% of DH % of DH % of DH% that are DH
Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Southeast Total/Avg

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Yorka

Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia
Northeast Total/Avg

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakota
Wisconsin
Midwest Total/Avg

3-Region Total/Avg

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming
West Total/Avg

U.S. Total/Avg

Alberta
British Columbia
Manitoba
New Brunswick
Nova Scotia
Ontario
Quebec
Saskatchewan
Canada Total/Avg

544,973 
350,000 
391,899
400,000 
293,667 
210,041 
264,123 
450,000 

 * 
 * 

1,142,060 
4,046,763

 
41,471 
13,766 
250,000 
112,000 
63,370 

* 
81,390 
536,720 
840,000 
8,790 
78,000 
307,345 
224,443 

2,557,295
 
* 

359,845 
250,000 
201,920 
308,209 
656,236 
542,085 
556,891 
119,980 
279,317 
324,679 
224,364 
652,980 

4,476,506
 

11,080,564
 

149,048 
*
*

200,000 
237,612 
28,634 

* 
264,871 
135,000 

* 
99,802 

1,114,967
 

12,195,531
 

153,570 
* 
* 
* 

100,000 
* 

300,000 
* 

553,570

43
95
79
80
72
86
78
*
*
*
67
75
 
55
71
94
47
53
*
87
100
74
60
95
60
81
73
 
*
58
65
35
*
92
83
85
58
25
85
31
93
65
 

70
 
32
*
*
45
62
38
*
49
60
*
44
47
 

65
 
84
*
*
*
49
*
49
*

61

234,338 
332,500 
308,088 
320,000 
211,440 
180,635 
204,695 

* 
190,330
230,611 
765,180 

2,977,818
 

22,809 
9,774 

235,000 
52,640 
33,586 

* 
70,809 
536,720
621,600 
5,274 
74,100 
186,233 
181,799 

2,030,344
 
 * 

209,189 
162,500 
70,874 

* 
603,737 
448,304 
473,357 
69,588 
70,667 
275,977 
69,553 
604,007 

3,057,754
 

7,529,196
 

47,695 
* 
* 

90,000 
147,319 
10,881 
36,000 
129,787 
81,000 
95,809 
43,913 

682,404
 

8,211,601
 

128,538 
*
*
*

49,000 
*

147,000
*

324,538

4.6
6.4
5.7
5.6
4.9
3.8
4.2
*

6.3
5.6
2.9
5.0
 

4.7
5.0
7.6
5.4
4.3
*

9.6
11.4
13.9
5.0
7.9
4.7
7.5
7.3
 
*

5.8
2.9
0.9
*

10.7
5.6
6.9
0.9
1.0
6.7
0.9
11.2
4.9
 

5.8
 

0.4
*
*

1.1
1.0
0.1
0.3
1.3
1.0
1.4
0.5
0.9
 

4.6
 

0.5
*
*
*

2.4
*

0.3
*

1.1

67,958
189,525
219,667
51,200
81,404
74,060

*
*

52,912
73,796
142,400
952,922

 
14,826
6,451

*
33,690
23,510

*
44,327

 193,219
329,448
2,479
31,863
27,935
89,081

796,828
 
*

66,940
73,125
33,098

*
326,018
109,745
198,810
22,268
22,472
226,301
26,503
297,775

1,403,057
 

2,959,588
 

18,601
*
*

4,500
*

1,088
7,920
18,040
16,200

*
2,635

68,984
 

3,028,572
 

18,509
*
*
*

5,880
*

73,500
*

97,889

29
57
71
16
39
41
*
*
28
32
19
37
 
65
66
*
64
70
*
63
36
53
47
43
15
49
52
 
70
32
45
47
*
54
24
42
32
32
82
38
49
46
 

46
 
39
*
*
5
*
10
22
14
20
*
6
17
 

40
 
14
*
*
*
12
*
50
*

25

149,977
289,275
301,002
259,200
202,983
167,991

*
*

174,913
207,550
715,214

2,468,104
 

15,510
5,082

*
40,533
24,854

*
61,179

 536,720 
540,792
2,479
68,913
42,834
159,983

1,498,879
 
*

140,157
101,563
39,548

*
525,251
399,349
444,956
57,062
47,418
218,022
40,032
541,794

2,555,151
 

5,985, 414
 

28,140
*
*

81,000
*

9,249
22,680
109,670
48,600

*
41,278

340,617
 

6,326,031
 
*
*
*
*

16,660
*

119,070
*

135,730

64
87
98
81
96
93
*
*
92
90
93
88
 
68
52
*
77
74
*
86
100
87
47
93
23
88
72
 
74
67
63
56
*
87
89
94
82
67
79
58
90
75
 

77
 
59
*
*
90
*
85
63
85
60
*
94
77
 

77
 
*
*
*
*
34
*
81
*

58

16,404
152,950
102,901
38,400
101,491
57,803

*
*

15,036
122,224
23,261

630,471
 

7,299
3,616

*
24,741
20,152

*
13,241

 220,055 
62,160
1,582
32,604
115,464
38,178

539,093
 
*

23,011
32,500
3,402

*
138,860
44,158
123,073
11,830

777
88,313
3,018

*
468,941

 
1,418,450

 
954
*
*

4,500
*

544
5,400
2,077
16,200

*
0

29,675
 

1,448,124
 
*
*
*
*

26,460
*

13,230
*

39,690

7
46
33
12
48
32
*
*
8
53
3
27
 
32
37
*
47
60
*
19
41
10
30
44
62
21
37
 
9
11
20
5
*
23
10
26
17
1
32
4
*

14
 

25
 
2
*
*
5
*
5
15
2
20
*
0
7
 

22
 
*
*
*
*
54
*
9
*

32

Total Hunters Total Deer Hunters Bow/Crossbow Firearm Muzzleloader

Data not provided/available a All hunters receive a regular-season antlered deer tag upon purchase of their hunting license 
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Shed Antler Regulations
Deer hunters love antlers. We love 

seeing, comparing, photographing, col-
lecting and holding them. As a result, 
hunting for shed antlers in the late winter 
has grown in popularity in recent years. 
These outings serve as valuable scouting 
missions and offer an additional opportu-
nity for both hunters and outdoor enthu-
siasts to spend time afield after the sea-
son’s close. As participation continues to 
grow, understanding the regulations sur-
rounding shed antler hunting has become 
increasingly important. 

To better assess this, NDA surveyed 
state and provincial wildlife agencies to 
determine whether residents and non-
residents are required to possess a hunting 
license or other permit to collect shed ant-
lers. We also asked agencies whether their 
jurisdiction has established shed hunt-
ing seasons, timing restrictions, or any 
other restrictions on shed hunting. For 
more information about the legal sale of 
shed antlers, please refer to NDA’s 2015 
Whitetail Report. 

Interestingly, only two of the 46 
reporting states (4%) require resident shed 
hunters to possess a hunting license or 
similar permit. Requirements for non-
residents are only slightly more common, 
with three of 46 states (7%) mandating 
a license or permit for collecting shed 
antlers. Likewise, only three states (7%) 
have an established shed hunting season 
or other timing-related restriction. The 
West is the most regulated region, as it 
includes every state that currently imposes 
license requirements or seasonal limita-
tions. Nevada and Idaho require both 
residents and non-residents to obtain 
a license or permit, while New Mexico 
applies that requirement only to non-res-
idents. Meanwhile, Montana, Nevada, and 
Wyoming remain the only states with for-
mal shed-hunting seasons or designated 
timing restrictions.

It’s also worth noting that shed hunt-
ing regulations extend beyond just licenses 
and seasons. Several states maintain addi-
tional rules designed to protect wildlife 
resources and sensitive landscapes. For 
example, Louisiana prohibits the remov-
al of shed antlers from certain Federal 
Lands, ensuring these areas remain undis-
turbed. Other states, like Pennsylvania 
and Kansas, also have additional regula-
tions for antlers that are still attached to 
the skull. In New York, shed antler traps 
are illegal to prevent pedicle injuries and 

reduce unnecessary stress on deer during the 
winter months. Collectively, these regulations 
highlight the important strategies state and 
provincial wildlife agencies take to balance 
opportunities for shed hunters with the man-
agement and health of local deer herds during 
the stressful winter months.

NDA’s Recommendations
Given the increasing number of shed 

hunters on the landscape, thoughtful man-
agement and regulation around the practice 
is necessary to protect and maintain healthy 
herds. The NDA is supportive of seasonal, 
emergency closures of shed antler hunting/
gathering on public lands to assist wildlife in 

surviving the harshest winters. The stress of 
being pushed by antler hunters can be hard 
on a deer that is already under stress from 
weather, post-rut fatigue, and winter’s limited 
food supply. Conserving limited fat stores and 
energy supplies is the key to late-winter sur-
vival for deer. 

Likewise, the NDA also does not rec-
ommend the use of shed antler traps, which 
can increase stress and carry a risk of pedicle 
injury during an already stressful time of 
year. Maintaining responsible shed hunting 
practices helps ensure the health of local deer 
herds while preserving quality shed antler 
hunting opportunities for hunters and other 
outdoor enthusiasts.

Shed Antler Hunting License
Requirements by State/Province

No license required Non-resident only license required

Resident & non-resident license required Data not provided/available

https://deerassociation.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/2015_Whitetail_Report.pdf
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State/Province 
Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Southeast Total

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia
Northeast Total

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakota
Wisconsin
Midwest Total

3-Region Total

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming
West Total

U.S. Total

Alberta
British Columbia
Manitoba
New Brunswick
Nova Scotia
Ontario
Quebec
Saskatchewan
Canada Total

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

0 of 11

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

0 of 13

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

0 of 13

0 of 37

No
*
*

No
Yes
Yes
No
No
No
No
Yes

3 of 9

3 of 46

No
*
*
*

No
No
No
No

0 out of 5

*
*
*
*
�b
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

*
�b
*
*
*
*
*
�b
�b
*
*
*
*
*

*
*
*
�b
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

*

*
*
*
*
�b
�b
*
*
�b
*
�b
*

*

*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

Louisiana:���1�R�W���D�O�O�R�Z�H�G���R�Q���V�S�H�F�L�“�H�G���)�H�G�H�U�D�O���/�D�Q�G�V��

Delaware: Deer parts may not be removed from public property at any time without permission 
from Fish & Wildlife.

New York: No feeding or baited antler traps are allowed.
Pennsylvania: Additional rules apply to antlers connected to a skull.

Kansas: Select public properties do not allow shed hunting, and hunters are required to obtain 
permission to access private property. It is illegal to sell antlers found on state or federal proper-
ties, and antlers still attached to the skull or a portion of the skull require obtaining a salvage tag 
to possess.

Montana: FWP manages Wildlife Management Areas (WMAs) as important winter range areas for 
big game and are typically closed to public use, including shed hunting, from December 2 to May 
15. Dates may vary depending on the site. Shed hunters may also be required to register to shed 
hunt a WMA and anyone 12 and older needs to have a conservation license.

Nevada: Shed antler hunting is closed from January 1 to May 1 in the eastern part of state.

Utah: Agency Director has authority to close shed antler gathering if weather conditions are dan-
gerous.

Wyoming: West of the Continental Divide (Collection Area 1), the collection of sheds is closed 
January 1 to May 1 for residents, and closed January 1 to May 8 for nonresidents.

Shed Hunting
Season (Y/N)

Other Shed Hunting
Regulations Other Shed Hunting Regulations Explanation (�b��

Data not provided/available 
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Venison Donation Programs
Hunters have been sharing their veni-

son with family, friends, and neighbors 
for generations. Fortunately, beginning in 
the 1990s, organized programs started to 
become readily available to handle hunter-
donated venison and provide it to needy 
individuals. Today, hundreds of venison 
donation programs operate under a vari-
ety of names (e.g., Farmers and Hunters 
Feeding the Hungry, Sportsmen Against 
Hunger, Hunters for the Hungry, and 
Hunters Sharing the Harvest) and func-
tion as cooperative efforts among hunters, 
farmers, sportsmen’s associations, meat 
processors, state meat inspectors, and hun-
ger-relief organizations to provide quality, 
high protein, and low fat wild game meat 
to those in need. 

We surveyed state and provincial 
wildlife agencies to determine whether 
their jurisdictions offer any venison dona-
tion programs, and if so, whether donat-
ed meat must be processed in a USDA-
certified facility and whether cost share 
opportunities are available to participating 
processors. We also asked the state and 
provincial wildlife agencies to report the 
total amount of venison donated during 
the 2024 season. Fortunately, we had simi-
lar data from 2010, 2015, and 2017 and can 
provide state-by-state comparisons over 
time. Please refer to the 2018 Whitetail 
Report for additional information about 
pounds of venison donated, as it varies by 
state/province and year.

Overall, 37 of 46 states (80%) and two 
of five provinces (40%) that responded 
to our survey currently offer a venison 
donation program within their jurisdic-
tion. Among these, only seven of 35 states 
(20%) require donated venison to be pro-
cessed in a USDA-certified facility. The 
Southeast is the most lenient region, with 
no states mandating USDA-certified pro-
cessing, while the Northeast, Midwest, and 
West each have three states that impose 
this requirement. 

In addition, 32 of 35 states (91%) and 
one of two provinces (50%) offer cost-
share opportunities for participating pro-
cessors. The Northeast stands out as the 
lowest-supported region, as it includes all 
three states (Rhode Island, Vermont, and 
Virginia) that do not offer any cost share 
opportunities. Collectively, these incen-
tives play an important role in reducing 
the financial burden on processors and 
supporting their long-term participation 
in venison donation programs. 

In total, 25 states reported donating 
nearly 2 million pounds of venison dur-
ing the 2024 season. This ranged from 100 
pounds in Rhode Island to 283,000 pounds in 
Pennsylvania. Regionally, the Northeast donat-
ed the most venison (668,675 lbs.), followed by 
the Midwest (618,199 lbs.), Southeast (575,735 
lbs.), and West (95,070 lbs.). In Canada, two 
provinces donated a combined 12,358 pounds 
of venison. 

There appears to be a rising trend in veni-
son donations, though these patterns vary by 
state and year, and should be examined at the 
individual program level. In the Southeast, for 
example, the total amount of donated venison 
has nearly doubled over the past decade, even 
with three fewer states reporting data in 2024. 
Still, factors such as funding changes, the pres-
ence of Chronic Wasting Disease (CWD), and 
fluctuations in processor participation can all 
influence how venison donation programs 
grow or decline annually within each state.

NDA’s Recommendations
In 2024, over 40 million people struggled 

to put enough food on their tables. The need 
for donated venison is obvious, and the avail-
ability of funding is the primary limiting fac-
tor preventing these programs from reaching 
their potential. Funding comes from a variety 
of sources such as individuals, churches, civic 

groups, hunt clubs, outdoor organizations, 
businesses, foundations, corporations, and 
local fundraising events. 

To support these important programs, 
NDA developed a national map of deer pro-
cessors, including those that accept venison 
donations. The map is part of NDA’s effort to 
help deer hunters maintain adequate national 
deer harvests, especially of antlerless deer, 
while meeting the needs of food-insecure fam-
ilies through venison sharing. At a time when 
deer populations are rising in many areas, this 
resource plays an important role in connecting 
processors with more local deer hunters and 
expanding the supply of high-quality venison 
available to those in need. 

Highest Amount
of Venison Donated

Pennsylvania 283,000

Missouri 243,650

Virginia

Michigan

222,489

163,287

140,000
State 2024 Pounds

Yes

No

Data not provided/
available

Tennessee

Venison Donation Programs
by State/Province

https://deerassociation.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/02/Whitetail_Report_2018.pdf
https://deerassociation.com/deer-processors/
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State/Province 
Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Southeast Total

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia
Northeast Total

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakota
Wisconsin
Midwest Total

3-Region Total

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montanaa
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming
West Total

U.S. Total

Alberta
British Columbia
Manitoba
New Brunswick
Nova Scotia
Ontario
Quebec
Saskatchewan
Canada Total

No
No
*

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

0 of 10

*
No
No
No
No
*

Yes
Yes
No
No
No
No
Yes

3 of 11

*
No
Yes
No
No
No
No
No
No
*

No
No
Yes

2 of 11

5 of 32

*
*
*
*

No
*
*

Yes
*
*

Yes
2 of 3

7 of 35

*
*
*
*

Yes
*

Yes
*

2 of 2

Yes
Yes
*

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

10 of 10

*
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
*

Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
No
Yes

8 of 11

*
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

12 of 12

30 of 33

*
*
*
*

Yes
*
*
*
*
*

Yes
2 of 2

32 of 35

*
*
*
*

No
*

Yes
*

1 of 2

24,610
50,000

560
19,905
28,724
8,096
39,885

*
30,995
128,199
100,000
430,974

*
18,016
5,649

135,040
*
*

24,019
*

102,300
*
*

238,972
17,725

541,721

4,672
172,785
139,450
36,660
75,193

*
5,166

212,993
17,062
9,063
63,389
37,643
23,250

797,326

1,770,021

3,126
*

140
1,500
38,280

*
*
*

1,600
*
*

44,646

1,814,667

*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

*
51,000

*
*
*
*
*

20,393
*

147,000
*

218,393

*
18,154

*
*
*

420
20,270
76,000
110,000

150
*

283,200
23,716

531,910

*
66,000
137,500

*
35,707

*
*

198,277
28,000

*
102,894
24,376
50,320

643,074

1,393,377

*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

1,393,377

565
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

565

*
100,000

*
100,000
38,000

*
*

44,448
70,000
163,287
60,000

575,735

*
26,372
6,200

*
7,560

*
42,000
60,000
283,000

100
*

222,489
20,954

668,675

*
*

80,000
*
*

140,000
7,804

243,650
9,514

*
78,650
14,581
44,000

618,199

1,802,609

*
*
*
*

40,500
*
*
*
*
*

54,570
95,070

1,897,679

*
*
*
*

3,489
*

8,869
*

12,358

�&�H�U�W�L�“�H�G���8�6�'�$
Facility Required (Y/N)

Cost Share Opportunities 
Available (Y/N) 2014 2016 2024

Pounds of Venison Donated

Data not provided/available 
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Mentored Hunting Programs

Declining hunter participation is one 
of the most important issues impacting 
deer hunting and management today. In 
fact, it has been a major issue for years, 
and a primary cause for concern is its 
negative impact on conservation funding. 
It is also the reason why the National R3 
(Recruitment, Retention and Reactivation) 
Plan was initiated by the Council to 
Advance Hunting and the Shooting Sports.

We surveyed state and provincial 
wildlife agencies and asked whether they 
offered R3 mentored hunting programs. 
To understand how this has changed dur-
ing the past decade, see our 2015 and 2024 
Deer Reports which specifically have infor-
mation about youth and/or adult mentor 
program availability. This year, we also 
asked about some of the regulations for 
the hunting mentors in these programs, 
such as whether the mentors are allowed 
to accompany more than one hunter at a 
time and if the mentor is required to have 
a current valid hunting license to mentor 
hunters. 

Forty-two of 46 states (91%) and two 
of three provinces (67%) that responded 
to our survey had mentored hunting pro-
grams in 2025. Regionally speaking, the 
Southeast is at the top of the pack with all 
11 states offering a mentored hunting pro-
gram, followed by 12 of 13 states (92%) in 
both the Northeast and the Midwest, and 
rounding out the group with seven of nine 

states (78%) in the West. 
Hunting mentors certainly play an 

important role in helping new hunters in 
these R3 programs. Most states and provinces 

(29 of 41 states; one of two provinces) allow 
mentors to accompany more than one hunter 
at a time, which can have a greater impact on 
the number of new hunters introduced to the 
wonderful world of hunting. The Northeast 
leads all regions with 11 of 12 states (92%), 
followed by the Southeast (8 of 11, 73%), the 
Midwest (7 of 12, 58%) and finally the West 
(3 of 6, 50%).

Thirty-seven of 42 states (88%) and one 
of two provinces (50%) that responded also 
require mentors to have a current hunting 
license. This regulation is often based on safety 
since hunter education is required by most 
states/provinces to be able to buy a license, 
which aids in ensuring mentors are qualified 
to teach the new hunters.

NDA’s Recommendations
Although we’re pleased to see mentored 

hunting programs exist in every region in the 
United States and Canada, there is still a little 
room for improvement. We encourage all state 
and provincial agencies that currently do not 
offer these programs to make them available 
in the future to provide more hunting oppor-
tunities and help recruit new hunters. NDA 
also supports regulations that allow mentors 
to accompany more than one hunter at a time. 

Mentored Hunting
Programs by State/Province

Yes

No

Data not provided/available

Mentors and new hunters gather for a group photo at a
2024 NDA Field to Fork hunt at Mark Twain Lake in Missouri.

https://deerassociation.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/2015_Whitetail_Report.pdf
https://deerassociation.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/01/2024DeerReport.pdf
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Mentor Allowed to Accompany More
Than One Hunter by State/Province

Current Hunting License Required
for Mentors by State/Province

Yes

No

Yes - archery only

Data not provided/available

Yes

No

Data not provided/available
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Feral Hogs and CWD Risk

Feral hogs are a highly destructive 
and invasive species that cause signifi-
cant problems for deer and other wild-
life. Populations can spread locally at 
an alarming rate due primarily to their 
adaptive nature, human assistance, and 
their phenomenal reproductive rate. This 
rapid reproduction is a major cause of 
concern in mitigating the spread of feral 

hogs for many wildlife agencies, particularly 
in the southeastern United States. A recent 
study published by the Centers for Disease 
Control indicates that feral hogs are also 
capable of carrying prions associated with 
chronic wasting disease (CWD), further con-
tributing to the spread of the disease across 
North America.

To assess the potential risk of exposure 

and transmission pathways for CWD, we 
asked state and provincial wildlife agencies 
if feral hogs and/or cervids are permitted 
behind high fences in their jurisdiction and 
if so, are they allowed to co-mingle. State 
and provincial deer project leaders were also 

2024 Feral Swine Populations by U.S. County2024 Feral Swine Populations by U.S. County

Feral swine present

2024 Feral Swine Populations by U.S. County

https://www.aphis.usda.gov/sites/default/files/styles/desktop_1366px/public/2025-02/2024-feral-swine-population-map.jpg
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Transportation of Live Feral
Hogs Allowed by State

Importation of Live Feral Hogs 
Allowed by State

Yes

No

Yes

No
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asked about importation and transpor-
tation policies for feral hogs, as well as 
if there are any screening or testing for 
CWD prions in feral hogs. We received 
data from all 48 continental U.S. states 
and all eight Canadian provinces for a 
complete dataset for all 56 jurisdictions 
surveyed for the annual Deer Report.

Results indicate that 18 of 48 states 
(38%) and four of eight Canadian prov-
inces (50%) that responded to our survey 
allow feral hogs behind high fences. Of 
those, 16 states (89%) and four provinces 
(100%) also allow captive cervids behind 
fences. Among the 20 jurisdictions allow-
ing both captive feral hogs and cervids 
behind fences, 13 of 16 states (81%) and 
all four provinces (100%) permit the 
comingling of these species within the 
same enclosure or facility. The importa-
tion of feral hogs is allowed in 11 states 
(23%) and one province (13%), while the 
transportation of feral hogs within the 
same jurisdiction is allowed in 16 states 
(33%) and three provinces (38%). Out 
of all 56 jurisdictions evaluated, only 
Saskatchewan tests feral hogs for CWD.

It is important to note the degree of 
overlap between these species, particu-
larly in captive settings, varies by jurisdic-
tion and may be useful for future assess-
ments and research to those monitoring 
potential CWD exposure pathways and 
cross-species prion exposure risk. 

NDA’s Recommendations
 Disease transmission among free 

ranging and from captive to free-ranging 
deer through direct contact and the envi-
ronment is a major threat to the future 
of wildlife management and hunting in 
North America. It is crucial that wildlife 
professionals continue to study, monitor 
and evaluate solutions for minimizing 
the spread of CWD as we learn more 
about possible vectors for disease spread. 
The NDA recommends maintaining or 
enhancing strict movement and testing 
protocols on captive deer and feral hogs, 
and we encourage all wildlife agencies to 
allocate the resources necessary to control 
feral hog populations and reduce their 
spread to new areas. It is also crucial to 
educate the public on the dangers of hogs 
to human health, wildlife and habitat, 
and the control efforts taking place. We 
strongly suggest that landowners, hunt-
ers, and outdoorsmen and women follow 
all rules and regulations established by 
state, provincial and federal wildlife agen-
cies regarding the transport and importa-
tion of feral hogs.

Feral Hogs and Cervids
Allowed to Co-Mingle by State

Yes

No

Feral hogs and/or cervids not
permitted behind high fences
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State/Province Feral Hogs
Permitted Behind High Fences CWD Testing

Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Southeast Total

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia
Northeast Total

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri 
Nebraska 
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakota
Wisconsin
Midwest Total

3-Region Total

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming
West Total

U.S. Total

Alberta
British Columbia
Manitoba
New Brunswick
Nova Scotia
Ontario
Quebec
Saskatchewan

Canada Total

Yes
No
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
No
Yes

7 of 11 Yes

No
No
Yes
No
No
Yes
No
No
Yes
No
No
No
Yes

4 of 13 Yes

No
No
Yes
No
No
No
Yes
No
Yes
No
Yes
No
Yes

5 of 13 Yes

16 or 37 Yes

Yes
Yes
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

2 of 11 Yes

18 of 48 Yes

Yes
Yes
No
No
No
No
Yes
Yes

4 of 8 Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes

10 of 11 Yes

Yes
No
Yes
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
Yes

9 of 13 Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

13 of 13 Yes

32 of 37 Yes

No
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
No

6 of 11 Yes

38 of 48 Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

8 of 8 Yes

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

0 of 11 Yes

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

0 of 13 Yes

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

0 of 13 Yes

0 of 37 Yes

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

0 of 11 Yes

0 of 48 Yes

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
Yes

1 of 8 Yes

* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
*
*

*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

*

*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

*

*
*
*
*
*
*
*

Samples for testing were collected from boar 
trapped or culled as part of control program

*

Cervids Screening or testing CWD in Feral Hogs CWD Testing Protocol Description

Data not provided/available 
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Agency Testimony on Wildlife Related Legislation
Protecting deer and hunting requires 

skill in the rooms where wildlife poli-
cy and legislation are formed, and NDA 
advocates sustainable, science-based con-
servation of wild deer. However, public 
reform campaigns have surfaced recently 
in an effort to convert wildlife manage-
ment away from conservation, biological 
science, and consumptive users, and more 
toward protectionist, emotion-based and 
animal welfare points of view. An impor-
tant component of the North American 
Model of Wildlife Conservation is that 
wildlife is held in trust by each state and 
province for all citizens to enjoy. Yet, pub-
lic engagements are often complex, and in 
a few cases stakeholder involvement can 
actually lead to ineffective management of 
deer or other wildlife, such as bad legisla-
tion or abuse of the political process via a 
misguided individual or group.

With the emergence of these political 
rather than biological influences on our 
management decisions today, we surveyed 
each state and provincial wildlife agency’s 
deer project leader to understand if their 
agency is asked to provide testimony when 
wildlife related bills are introduced. Of 
the states that responded to our survey, 
the overwhelming majority of agencies 
(42 of 45; 93%) are summoned to provide 
testimony on wildlife-related legislation. 
All 10 states in the Southeast and all nine 
in the West responded that they are asked 
to testify, while 12 of 13 states (92%) in 
the Northeast and 11 of 13 states (85%) 
in the Midwest are given the opportu-
nity to provide testimony on behalf of 
research-based wildlife management. Iowa 
and Wisconsin are the only agencies in the 
Midwest not specifically asked to com-
ment on legislation and based on this 
year’s survey and data from the 2024 Deer 
Report, Massachusetts is also not allowed 
to engage in the legislative process. 

NDA’s Recommendations
NDA is a strong proponent of balanc-

ing public involvement in deer manage-
ment programs; however, that support 
is based on the foundation that science, 
ecosystem health, and active manage-
ment through hunting remain the primary 
method in which decisions are made. As 
hunter numbers continue declining, and as 
we continue becoming more of an urban-
ized society, non-traditional stakeholders 
take more seats at the proverbial deer 
management table. Therefore, it’s vital for 

state and provincial wildlife agencies and deci-
sion makers to work more closely together, 
forge strong relationships and educate the 
public about the keystone position of deer in 
the success of all wildlife conservation. We 

encourage state, federal, and provincial wild-
life agencies to engage in the legislative process 
whenever possible to ensure the welfare and 
sustainability of wild deer and their habitat.

Agency Asked to Provide Testimony on
Wildlife Related Bills by State

Yes

No

Data not provided/available

https://deerassociation.com/wp-content/uploads/2024/01/2024DeerReport.pdf
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https://nda.outdoorunderwriters.com/default.aspx
https://deerassociation.com
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Range of Columbian
White-tailed Deer

Range of
Coues Deer

Range of
Black-tailed Deer

Range of
Mule Deer

Range of 
Key Deer

Although NDA’s annual Deer Report focuses primarily on North America’s favorite game animal, the white-
tailed deer (Odocoileus virginianus), the National Deer Association advocates for all wild deer, so this chapter 
is dedicated to a handful of other important deer species and subspecies found in North America including 
mule deer, black-tailed deer, Coues deer, Columbian white-tailed deer, and Key deer.

Coues Deer

Columbian White-tailed Deer

Key Deer

Overlapping range of Mule Deer and Black-tailed Deer

Range Map of Other
Deer Species and

Sub-Species in North America
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Description: Mule deer are another com-
monly hunted deer species in North America. 
Considered the “youngest” of the deer species 
appearing around 10,000 years ago, it’s gener-
ally believed they are a hybrid of whitetails and 
blacktails. Mule deer slightly differ in appear-
ance, behavior, and geographical distribution 
to their eastern cousins, and are typically a 
bit larger than whitetails. “Muley’s” average 
upwards of 200 pounds for mature bucks and 
150 pounds for adult does, while whitetail 
bucks and does average 150 and 100 pounds, 
respectively. 

One of the most distinctive differences 
is the mule deer’s thin, rope-like tail, donning 
a black tip as opposed to the renowned thick 
white tail of their closely related counterparts. 
Rather than running or galloping, they com-
monly display what is known as stotting or 
pronking; the act of bouncing into the air with 
all four hooves coming down in unison. Their 
antlers are larger and fork above the main 
beam while whitetail’s tines grow parallel from 
the main beam. 

Range: Although parts of their ranges 
overlap and both are native to North America, 
mule deer are found exclusively in the western 
half of the United States while whitetails can 
be found just about everywhere on the conti-
nent. Mule deer also tend to have much larger 

home ranges than whitetails due to 
extreme weather conditions, particular-
ly deep snow, requiring them to migrate 
in search of food. 

Status: Overall, mule deer are abun-
dant and classified as a species of least con-
cern; meaning their numbers are adequate 
in the wild. In fact, they are managed by 
hunting in many places. According to the 
Mule Deer Working Group, six member 
agencies in the Western Association of Fish 
and Wildlife Agencies (WAFWA) report 
stable mule deer populations, down from 12 
agencies just last year. Idaho, Nevada, South 
Dakota, and Washington are experiencing 
slight increases in their mule deer populations 
over the last three years. Unfortunately, the 
number of jurisdictions with decreasing mule 
deer populations has jumped in the last year 
from eight to 11, but despite the recent dip in 
some areas, the range-wide population is doing well 
overall. Since 2018, the Bureau of Land Management 
alongside state, tribal and other federal government 
agencies or partners have improved three million acres 
of habitat, installed or maintained over 1,150 water 
developments for use by big game and other wildlife, 
and supported over 70 monitoring and research projects 
related to animal movement.

For more in-depth information on mule deer, see pages 52-53 of this report.

Description: Once considered its own species, Black-tailed deer are now classified as a subspecies of mule 
deer and are separated into two groups - Columbian and Sitka; but due to their geographic distribution we will 
focus on the Columbian blacktail for this publication.

Although similar in appearance to common mule deer, there are a few noticeable variations that set them 
apart. The blacktail receives its name from, you guessed it, a completely black tail, while mule deer tails only 
have a black tip. Antler shape is remarkably similar to mule deer, but black-tailed deer tend to have much smaller 
antlers and bodies. Adult blacktail bucks average up to 140 pounds, while adult does average around 90 pounds, 
so more comparable in size to whitetails. 

Range: Columbian black-tailed deer can be found in northern California, western Oregon, and 
Washington. Columbian blacktail and Sitka populations begin to overlap in British Columbia with the 

Sitka in the north and the Columbian in the south. Black-tailed deer have also been introduced 
to Hawaii and offer hunting opportunities on the island of Kauai. 

Status: According to the Mule Deer Working Group, black-tailed deer populations 
have been recovering to various degrees over the last decade or so and are considered a 
keystone species in the native California ecosystem. In general, habitat loss due to human 
encroachment and development as well as frequent vehicle collisions pose the biggest 
threat to black-tailed deer populations, but habitat conservation activities because of 

Secretarial Order 3362 and organizations such as the Mule Deer Foundation, 
their new offshoot the Blacktail Deer Foundation and the California Deer 

Association are beginning to help the herd. It can be difficult to effectively 
survey black-tailed deer populations because they often rely on stealth 

or concealment rather than speed as a means of escape, but all five 
agencies in WAFWA that report black-tailed deer populations sug-
gest the populations have remained stable over the last three years. 



50  National Deer Association

Description: Coues deer (pronounced “cows”) are 
a subspecies of white-tailed deer first described by 
naturalist and Army physician Elliot Coues while 
stationed at Ft. Whipple, Arizona in the 1860’s. 
They look like other whitetails apart from dis-
proportionately large ears and tails for their small 
bodies and salt-and-pepper coat coloration. The 
Arizona Game and Fish Department describes them 
as much smaller than eastern whitetails - with mature 
bucks rarely surpassing 100 pounds and adult does aver-
aging about 65 pounds. 

Range: Coues deer are abundant in Arizona and the 
southwestern part of New Mexico, with their range extending south of 
the border into the western Mexican states of Sonora and Chihuahua. The 
“Arizona whitetail” is most abundant in the southeastern mountains of the 
state but ranges up into the Mogollon Rim and into the White mountains, 
particularly in areas that receive predictable summer rain. They are hunted 
regularly throughout their range, especially in Arizona and New Mexico. 

Status: Coues deer offer challenging but exciting deer hunting oppor-
tunities in North America due to their proficiency in using cover and their 
constant movement once startled. New Mexico and Arizona say their Coues 
deer populations appear to be increasing over the last few years, offering 
hunters more opportunities for successful hunts. In fact, Arizona reports 
that statewide harvests range from 1,500 to more than 7,000 a year and 
account for over 40% of the state’s overall deer harvest today. Management 
efforts largely focus on maintaining healthy population levels and 
minimizing the impact of potential threats like chronic wasting dis-
ease and drought, but trends suggest that the Coues deer are healthy 
and well-managed in the arid landscape of the Southwest. 

1968, but thanks to extensive conservation 
efforts, the Umpqua River Valley popula-
tion was delisted and federally reclassified as 
threatened in 2003. In 2016, the Columbian 
River population was also reclassified as 
threatened thanks to the establishment of 
wildlife refuges and improved habitat. As 
of September 2025, the Lower Columbia 
population has met all the goals in its recov-
ery plan, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS) is recommending that 
it be removed from the federal endan-
gered species list. According to the most 
recent status review, the risk of extinction 
is extremely low, thus the USFWS recom-
mends the population be delisted and a 
post-delisting monitoring plan be developed 
and implemented. This is a tremendous suc-
cess story for conservation and a testament 
to the importance of sound wildlife and 
habitat management. 

Description: The Columbian 
white-tailed deer is the western-
most subspecies of white-tailed 
deer and are geographically iso-
lated from other deer populations. 
They are virtually identical in size, 

appearance, and behavior to other 
eastern whitetails, sporting the promi-

nent white tail and sizable symmetrical 
antlers. 

Range: They are the only variety of white-
tailed deer west of the Cascade Mountain 
range and earned their namesake from their 
distribution along the Columbia River in 
Washington and Oregon. They are separated 
into two distinct populations: the Columbian 
River population in Washington and the 
Umpqua River population in southern 
Oregon.

Status: The Columbian whitetail was 
listed as a federally endangered species in 

Photo credit: Columbian Deer JBH NWR, Vern Wright
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Description: One of the most intrigu-
ing and unique of the approximately 
38 subspecies of whitetails is the Key 
deer. The only significant difference that 
separates Key and common whitetails 
are major discrepancies in their body 
size. Key deer are substantially smaller 
than what you’d expect of a whitetail, 
with mature bucks averaging only 80 
pounds and adult does rarely exceed-
ing 65 pounds. They are by far smallest 
North American deer, and the largest 
bucks stand less than three feet tall at the 
shoulders! 

Range: Key deer live exclusively in 
the Florida Keys, predominately on Big 
Pine Key, but are often seen swimming 
from island to island. According to the 
USFWS they have adopted a distinct lack 
of fear of humans resulting in unnatural 
feeding habits and increased car-deer 
collisions. These collisions account for 
nearly 70% of their annual mortality. 

Status: Key deer remain on 
the federal endangered species list 
and due to a deadly parasite and 
habitat loss from hurricanes, there 
are approximately 800 individuals 
today. Although their numbers are 
dangerously low, the population is still 
stable. In recent years, a new threat has 
begun to loom over vulnerable Key deer popu-
lations, rising sea levels. Experts suggest that 
by 2050 much of the limited remaining 
habitat and freshwater supplies that these 
animals rely on will be overtaken by the 
sea. 

In 2024, a resident videotaped him-
self luring multiple Key deer into his 
home with the intent of feeding the 
animals and posted the video online. 
He was subsequently arrested and 
charged. The USFWS discourages 
the feeding of Key deer as it results 
in unhealthy feeding habits and 
increased deer-vehicle collisions. 

Mule Deer

Black-tailed Deer

Columbian White-tailed Deer

Coues Deer

Key Deer
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Antlered Mule Deer Harvest

Mule deer are hunted in two states in 
the Southeast, four in the Midwest, all 11 
states in the West, and four provinces in 
Canada. Those 17 states and provinces are 
included in the text and table below. We 
acquired data from all 17 states and four 
provinces. 

2024 was a good year for 10 of 17 
states (59%) as they reported more bucks 
than last year. However, seven states har-
vested fewer bucks, and some had large 
declines. Kansas’s harvest dropped 24% 
and Texas was down 25%. On the other 
hand, Nevada shot 21% more bucks and 
Oklahoma jumped 37%. In Canada, for 

the second year in a row, three of four prov-
inces (75%) shot fewer bucks than the prior 
year. The 2024 harvest was down nine percent 
in Canada and 25% in the Southeast, but up 
three percent in the Midwest and 10% in the 
West. The 2024 harvest was also six percent 
above the running two-year average in the U.S. 
and similar to the average in Canada.

Overall, Montana shot the most bucks 
(33,627) while Oklahoma reported the few-
est (196). Utah harvested the most bucks per 
square mile (0.28), and Nevada shot the most 
(34 bucks) per 100 deer hunters. In Canada, 
British Columbia shot the most bucks (10,424) 
and the most per 100 deer hunters (12).

Antlered Mule Deer Harvest

Antlered Mule Deer
Harvest PSM

Greatest Antlered Mule Deer
Harvest per 100 Deer Hunters

Montana

Utah

Nevada

33,627

0.28

34

California

Idaho

Utah

32,684

0.25

33

Utah

Montana

New Mexico

23,328

0.23

28

Colorado

Colorado

Colorado

Idaho

California

Wyoming

22,816

0.22

25

20,516

0.21

24

State

State

State

2024 Harvest

2024 Harvest PSM

2024 Deer Harvest

Mule Deer Regions

State/Province 2024
% Change
2023-2420232022

2024 Bucks
PSM

2022-23
Average

% Change 2024
to 2yr Avg

2024 Buck Harvest
per 100 Deer Hunters

Oklahoma
Texas
Southeast Total/Avg

Kansas
Nebraska 
North Dakota
South Dakota
Midwest Total/Avg

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming
West Total/Avg

U.S. Total/Avg

Alberta
British Columbia
Saskatchewan
Yukon
Canada Total/Avg

201 
6,508 
6,709 

 
1,064 
5,895 
4,912 
5,435 

17,306
 

6,700 
22,186 
29,298 
19,596 
33,260 
4,785 
9,093 
9,779 
25,576 
6,677 
15,717 

   182,667 
 

206,682 

6,649 
9,022 
4,063 

10        
19,744 

235 
9,816 

10,051 
 

1,163 
4,635 
4,992 
5,010 

15,800
 

7,496 
25,350 
25,585 
18,329 
33,959 
3,255 
9,238 
11,294 
19,051 
7,475 
12,611 

173,643 
      

199,494 

5,254 
8,368 
4,375 

7        
18,004 

196
7,330
7,526 

 
887

5,249
4,894
5,321 

16,351
 

7,945
32,684
22,816
20,516
 33,627
4,270
8,921
15,439
23,328
7,555
14,179

191,280 
      

215,157 

4,874
10,424
3,559

10        
18,867 

-17
-25
-25
 

-24
13
-2
6
3
 
6
29
-11
12
-1
31
-3
37
22
1
12
-10
 
-3
 

-21
-7
8

-30
-9

0.00
0.03
0.02

 
0.01
0.07
0.07
0.07
0.05

 
0.07
0.21
0.22
0.25
0.23
0.04
0.07
0.16
0.28
0.11
0.15
0.16

 
0.12

 
0.02
0.03
0.02

*
0.02

201
6,508 
6,709 

   
1,114
5,265
4,952
5,223 

16,553 
   

7,098
23,768
27,442
18,863
33,610
4,020
9,166
10,537
22,314
7,076
14,164 

178,155 
   

203,088 
   

5,952
8,695
4,219

9 
18,874 

17
51
12
 

-20
0
-1
2
-1
 
12
38
-17
8
0
6
-3
47
5
7
0
7
 
6
 

-18
20
-16
18
0

0 
1 
1 
   
1 
5 
5 
7 
4 
   
19 
* 
25 
14
* 
34 
28 
12 
33 
8 
24 
28 
   
10 
   
5 
12 
8 
* 
8 

Data not provided/available 
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Antlerless Mule Deer Harvest

Mule deer are hunted in two states in 
the Southeast, four in the Midwest, all 11 
states in the West, and four provinces in 
Canada.  Those 17 states and provinces are 
included in the text and table below.  We 
acquired data from all 17 states and four 
provinces.  

2024 was a poor year for the majority 
of antlerless mule deer hunters as nine of 
17 states (53%) and two provinces report-
ed reduced harvests from the prior year.  
The 2024 harvest was similar in the West, 

down nine percent in the Midwest and down 
51% in the Southeast and 48% in Canada.  The 
2024 harvest was also 19% below the running 
two-year average.

Overall, Colorado shot the most antler-
less deer (5,704) while Oklahoma reported 
the fewest (13).  Colorado harvested the most 
antlerless deer per square mile (0.06) and most 
(6.3 antlerless deer) per 100 deer hunters.  In 
Canada, Alberta shot the most antlerless deer 
(2,951) and Saskatchewan shot the most per 
100 deer hunters (6.5).

Antlerless Mule Deer Harvest

Antlerless Mule Deer
Harvest PSM

Greatest Antlerless Mule Deer
Harvest per 100 Deer Hunters

Colorado

Colorado

Colorado

5,704

0.06

6.3

Montana

Idaho

North Dakota

5,403

0.04

3.1

Idaho

Montana

Idaho

3,382

0.04

2.3

Oregon

North Dakota

Oregon

North Dakota

Oregon

Utah

2,989

0.04

2.3

2,912

0.03

2.0

State

State

State

2024 Harvest

2024 Harvest PSM

2024  Harvest

State/Province 2024
% Change
2023-2420232022

2022-23
Average

2024
Antlerless PSM

2024 Antlerless Harvest
per 100 Deer Hunters

Oklahoma
Texas
Southeast Total/Avg

Kansas
Nebraska 
North Dakota
South Dakota
Midwest Total/Avg

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming
West Total/Avg

U.S. Total/Avg

Alberta
British Columbia
Saskatchewan
Yukon
Canada Total/Avg

8 
1,254 
1,262

174 
1,493 
3,787 
1,381 
6,835

47
686 

8,751 
3,992 
9,349 
715 
173 
515 

1,960 
404 

2,068 
27,927 

36,024

8,467 
475 

5,289 
0

14,231 

7 
1,840 
1,847

131 
765 

3,279 
1,065 
5,240

47
286 

6,002 
3,083 
7,418 
195 
161 
349 

1,293 
384 
961 

19,846 

26,933

5,925 
543 

5,800 
0

12,268 

13 
892 
905

58 
730 

2,912 
1,072 
4,772

85
330

5,704
3,382 
5,403 

6 
182 

2,989 
1,391 

50 
825 

19,932 

25,609

2,951 
665 

2,753 
0

6,369 

86
-52
-51
 

-56
-5
-11
1
-9
 
81
15
-5
10
-27
-97
13
756
8

-87
-14
0
 
-5
 

-50
22
-53
0

-48

8
1,547
1,555

 
153

1,129
3,533
1,223
6,038

 
47
486

7,377
3,538
8,384
455
167
432

1,627
394

1,515
23,887

 
31,479

 
7,196
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Deer Project Leaders by State/Province

Canada

Midwest

Northeast

Southeast

West

State/Province
Alberta
British Columbia
Manitoba
New Brunswick
Nova Scotia
Ontario
Quebec
Saskatchewan

Illinois
Indiana
Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Michigan
Minnesota
Missouri
Nebraska
North Dakota
Ohio
South Dakota
Wisconsin

Connecticut
Delaware
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Vermont
Virginia
West Virginia

Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas

Arizona
California
Colorado
Idaho
Montana
Nevada
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming

Deer Project Leader
Grant Chapman
Stephen MacIver
Richard Davis
Joe Kennedy
Kaylee MacLeod
Kyle Morrison
Sonia Debellefeuille
Dale Barks

Peter Schlichting
Joe Caudell
Jace Elliott
Levi Jaster
Joe McDermott
Brent Rudolph
Barb Keller
Jason Isabelle
Luke Meduna
Ben Matykiewicz
Clint McCoy
Andy Lindbloom
Jeff Pritzl

Andrew Labonte
Sam Millman
Nate Bieber
Kevin Lamp
Martin Feehan
Becky Fuda
Jodi Powers
Brendan Quirion
David Stainbrook
Dylan Ferreira
Nick Fortin
Justin Folks
Brett Skelly

Keith Gauldin
Ralph Meeker
Cory Morea
Charlie Killmaster
Johnathan Bordelon
William McKinley
April Pope
Dallas Barber
Charles Ruth
Adam Edge
Blaise Korzekwa

Erin Butler
Brad Burkholder
Andy Holland
Toby Boudreau
Adam Kauth
Cody Schroeder
Orrin Duvuvuei
Don Whittaker
Dax Mangus
Kyle Garrison
Grant Frost

Email Address
grant.chapman@gov.ab.ca
stephen.maciver@gov.bc.ca
richard.davis@gov.mb.ca
joe.kennedy@gnb.ca
kaylee.macleod@novascotia.ca
kyle.morrison2@ontario.ca
sonia.debellefeuille@mffp.gouv.qc.ca
dale.barks@gov.sk.ca

peter.schlichting@illinois.gov
JCaudell@dnr.IN.gov
jace.elliott@dnr.iowa.gov
levi.jaster@ks.gov
Joe.McDermott@ky.gov
rudolphb2@michigan.gov
barbara.keller@state.mn.us
jason.isabelle@mdc.mo.gov
luke.meduna@nebraska.gov
bmatykiewicz@nd.gov
john.mccoy@dnr.ohio.gov
andy.lindbloom@state.sd.us
jeffrey.pritzl@wisconsin.gov

andrew.labonte@ct.gov
samuel.millman@delaware.gov
nathan.r.bieber@maine.gov
kevin.lamp@maryland.gov
martin.feehan@mass.gov
rebecca.k.fuda@wildlife.nh.gov
jodi.powers@dep.nj.gov
brendan.quirion@dec.ny.gov
dstainbroo@pa.gov
dylan.ferreira@dem.ri.gov
nick.fortin@vermont.gov
Justin.Folks@dwr.virginia.gov
brett.p.skelly@wv.gov

keith.gauldin@dcnr.alabama.gov
ralph.meeker@agfc.ar.gov
cory.morea@myfwc.com
charlie.killmaster@dnr.ga.gov
jbordelon@wlf.la.gov
williamm@mdwfp.state.ms.us
april.pope@ncwildlife.org
dallas.barber@odwc.ok.gov
ruthc@dnr.sc.gov
adam.c.edge@tn.gov
blaise.korzekwa@tpwd.texas.gov

ebutler@azgfd.gov
brad.burkholder@wildlife.ca.gov
andy.holland@state.co.us
toby.boudreau@idfg.idaho.gov
akauth@mt.gov
cschroeder@ndow.org
orrin.duvuvuei@state.nm.us
don.whittaker@odfw.oregon.gov
daxmangus@utah.gov
kyle.garrison@dfw.wa.gov
grant.frost@wyo.gov

Phone
403-875-1137
250-387-9767
204-648-5320
506-444-5254
902-679-6093
705-313-5471
418-627-8694
306-229-3279

309-543-3316
812-822-3300
515-249-7056
620-342-0658
502-324-0746
517-284-4745
651-259-5198
573-815-7901
402-471-5442
701-220-5031
614-980-4140
605-394-1751
920-366-3450

860-418-5953
302-735-3600
207-941-4472
301-334-4255
508-389-6320
603-271-2461
609-259-6962
518-402-8867
717-787-4250
401-789-0281
802-786-0040
540-430-1355
304-637-0245

334-242-3469
501-223-6359
850-617-9487
833-557-3303
225-765-2351
662-582-6111
910-548-1886
405-385-1791
803-734-8738
615-253-8702
512-415-8459

623-236-7355
916-445-3553
303-866-3203
208-287-2745
406-444-2905
775-688-1556
505-476-8040
503-947-6325
801-538-4777
509-892-1001
307-777-4589

RegionRegionRegion
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NDA CEO Nick Pinizzotto with a Delaware doe taken in the 2024-25 season.
That season saw a 5% increase in the national antlerless deer harvest.

https://deerassociation.com

