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STATUS & TRENDS

Feral hogs are an exotic invasive species that have spread across at least 35 states with an estimated U.S.
population over 6 million primarily within southern and western regions (1). First introduced to North America by
European explorers in the 1500s as a food source, these free-ranging domestic swine later hybridized with
Eurasian wild boars that had been introduced for sport hunting in the 1900s (1, 2). Texas has nearly half of the
U.S. population (3). As of 2022, ElI Paso County is the last county in Texas where no feral hogs have been
reported (2).
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Texas has an
estimated 2.6 million
feral hogs, which Is

nearly half the U.S.

population (3).

Feral hog damage costs
more than $500 million
per year in Texas®*.
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REMOVAL EFFORTS

STATEWIDE

Feral hogs damage agriculture and the environment by
Impacting water quality, as well as destroying crops and
native habitats. They are a nuisance in communities
where grassy areas and manicured landscapes are
rooted up. In populated areas, they are more likely to
encounter humans, which poses a safety concern. The
Texas Cooperative Wildlife Services Program is a joint
effort between USDA-APHIS-Wildlife Services, the
Texas A&M AgriLife Extension Service, and the Texas
Wildlife Damage Management Association whose
mission is to protect the State's resources from damage
caused by impactful species (4). The number of feral
hogs removed from the state through this program has
increased since fiscal year 2019 with 51,215 individuals
removed in fiscal year 2021.

CHAMBERS COUNTY

In Chambers County where the Double Bayou
Watershed is located, feral hog eradication has been
successful in removing 402 individuals between
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*According to research by Texas A&M University
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December 2019 to October 2020. As part of their
statewide program, Texas Wildlife Services removed:
230 feral hogs between October 2020 and September
2021 from 35,912 acres and 393 feral hogs between
October 2021 and September 2022 from 36,512 acres
in the county.
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THE IMPACT OF FERAL HOGS ON WATER QUALITY

Feral hogs lack sweat glands and must frequent wetlands, bayous, and riparian forests in search of moist areas to
cool off during hot humid Texas summers. Because they frequently spend time in and around water bodies, their
waste often ends up in bayous either through direct deposition or in stormwater runoff, which increases bacteria
concentrations in surface waters. Consequently, their presence within watersheds, especially at high densities,
can be a significant source of bacteria loads. In fact, streams in watersheds with feral hogs have been found to
have 40 times the bacteria levels than those without them (1). A previous study in the Double Bayou Watershed
found that wildlife, including feral hogs, was the highest contributor to the bacterial source load (2).

Feral hog fecal material increases
bacteria in bayous, which may
jeopardize human health (3).
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Feral hogs reduce native tree
abundance because they eat
masts such as acorns (4,5).
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¢ Rooting and wallowing damages vegetation
Y?& and disturbs soil near waterways, leading to
reduced ground cover, allowing exotic and
invasive plant species to take root in higher
numbers (5,8,9).

The soil disturbance caused by feral
hogs increases particles and dirt in
the water, and changes acidity and
oxygen levels, which result in
unfavorable living conditions for
native plant and animal species
within the stream (6, 7).

A TEXAS SUCCESS STORY

Watershed scale management of feral hogs is essential to maintain and improve water quality. Reducing feral hog
populations can reduce in-stream bacteria concentrations by as much as 50% (10). When 537 feral hogs were
removed by the Texas Wildlife Services from the Plum Creek Watershed in Caldwell and Hays Counties, bacteria
concentrations were reduced by 48% when compared with an adjacent area with a larger feral hog population (11,
12). Success stories like this support the use of long-term management methods to improve water guality in bayous
by removing wild hogs. This is a viable strategy for the successful implementation of the Double Bayou Watershed
Protection Plan.
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