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Feeding urban wildlife and the issues that arise fall under the broad concept of human-wildlife conflict.

Human-wildlife conflict is simply the interaction between humans and wildlife that results in a negative impact to either.

The local offices of the Department of Natural Resources responds to calls from the public on a daily basis regarding human-wildlife conflict issues. Our role is to assess a reported incident, and provide information on how to mitigate or alleviate issues. My colleague Butch Galvez, is the wildlife technician that would take and respond to these calls coming from most of the HRM population.

Interactions between humans and wildlife are always driven by attractants (i.e. Something in the human environment that meets a need or interest of a wild animal). Most attractants serve to meet a basic need of animal, such as food, water, or shelter. Some attractants are deliberately provided and obvious in their appeal; others are unintentional and incidental to other activities. The critical question when assessing any incident of human-wildlife conflict is “what is attracting the wildlife?” and then, what actions can be taken.

By far, the most common type of attractant that is identified in a human-wildlife conflict incident is a food source.

The negative impacts that can result from human-wildlife conflict are many. 



Species Profiles: Food Attractants and Impacts
BEAR

•Intentional Feeding
•Bird feeders (feeders and 
broadcast)
•Garbage/compost
•Pet food
•BBQs

•Damage to property
•Food conditioning, habituation, proximity 
tolerance
•Physical risk to humans
•Nuisance
•Illegal hunting
•Fear/sensationalism



DEER
Species Profiles: Food Attractants and Impacts

•Intentional Feeding
•Garden plants (edible and 
ornamental)
•Fruit trees

•Deer-vehicle collisions
•Ticks/Lyme disease
•Physical injury to humans/pets (rare)
•Property damage, food loss (gardens)
•Nuisance
•Injury/harm to deer



RACCOON
Species Profiles: Food Attractants and Impacts
•Intentional Feeding
•Bird feeding (broadcast, or 
fallen feed)
•Garbage/compost
•Lawn invertebrates
•Feral cat feeding
•Outdoor pet food

•Injury to pets/human (scratch/bite)
•Wildlife/pet disease/parasite (parvovirus, 
raccoon roundworm, leptospirosis, distemper)
•Human health (lepto, roundworm)
•Raccoon death (trapped in green bins)
•Latrines (disease risk)
•Property damage



COYOTE
Species Profiles: Food Attractants and Impacts

•Intentional Feeding
•Bird feeding (broadcast, or 
fallen feed)
•Garbage
•Fallen fruit
•Feral cat feeding
•Outdoor cats

•Habituation, familiarization, proximity 
tolerance, behavioural changes (potentially 
aggressive, dangerous)
•Loss/injury to pets
•Wildlife/pet disease
•Fear/sensationalism



BIRDS
Species Profiles: Food Attractants and Impacts

•Intentional Feeding
•Bird Feeders
•Garbage

•Property/vehicle damage (feces)
•Human health risks (parasites, pathogens)
•Wildlife disease (e.g. trichomonosis)



NON-TARGET SPECIES

SOCIOECONOMIC IMPACTS

•Any feeding increases small rodent 
populations - RATS
•Increase predators (coyote, fox, 
housecat)
•Property damage
•Disease/parasites

•Quarrels among neighbours
•Government resources 
(time/staff/education)
•Costs of managing impacts
•Fear/contempt of wildlife



In the Media



Recommendations

• Other jurisdictions – successes/failures
• Awareness/Enforcement
• Intentional/unintentional feeding 
• Wildlife-proofing green bins
• Partnership with province
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