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Wildlife Incident Report Summary: Coyote (Canis latrans)
(September 1, 2015 - June 30, 2017)

Figure 1: CDFW Regions, Wildlife and Lands Management Program
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Wildlife Incident Report Summary: Coyote (Canis lafrans)
(September 1, 2015 - June 30, 2017)

Total Coyote Incidents Reported (9/1/2015 to 6/30/2017)

Incidents

Figure 2: Reported coyote incidents by county
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Wildlife Incident Report Summary: Coyote (Canis lafrans)
(September 1, 2015 - June 30, 2017)

Number of Incidents (WLM) - Coyote
Statewide (9/1/2015-6/30/2017)
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Figure 3: Temporal comparison of Statewide number of HWC incidents involving

coyotes in 2015-2017

Proportion of response types for Statewide top 10 incident species
by season
Coyote
(WLM Year 1 9/1/2015-8/31/2016 & Year 2 9/1/2016-6/30/2017)
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Figure 4: Temporal comparison of the proportion of response types by CDFW
staff to all statewide incidents involving coyotes from 2015-2017
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Wildlife Incident Report Summary: Coyote (Canis lafrans)
(September 1, 2015 - June 30, 2017)

Number of incidents reported by county (WLM)
Coyote
Northern Region (9/1/2015-6/30/2017)
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Figure 5: Temporal comparison of the number of HWC incidents involving
coyotes in the Northern Region counties in 2015-2017

Number of incidents reported by county (WLM)
Coyote
North Central Region (9/1/2015-6/30/2017)
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Figure 6: Temporal comparison of the number of HWC incidents involving
coyotes in the North Central Region counties in 2015-2017
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Wildlife Incident Report Summary: Coyote (Canis lafrans)
(September 1, 2015 - June 30, 2017)

Number of incidents (WLM) -
Coyote
North Central Region (9/1/2015-6/30/2017)
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Figure 7: Temporal comparison of the number of HWC incidents involving
coyotes in the North Central Region in 2015-2017

Number of incidents reported by county (WLM)
Coyote
Bay Delta Region (9/1/2015-6/30/2017)
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Figure 8: Temporal comparison of the number of HWC incidents involving
coyotes in Bay Delta Region counties in 2015-2017
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Wildlife Incident Report Summary: Coyote (Canis lafrans)
(September 1, 2015 - June 30, 2017)

Number of incidents (WLM) -
Coyote
Bay Delta Region (9/1/2015-6/30/2017)
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Figure 9: Temporal comparison of the number of HWC incidents involving
coyotes in the Bay Delta Region in 2015-2017

Number of incidents reported by county (WLM)
Coyote
Central Region (9/1/2015-6/30/2017)
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Figure 10: Temporal comparison of the number of HWC incidents involving
coyotes in Central Region counties in 2015-2017
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Wildlife Incident Report Summary: Coyote (Canis lafrans)
(September 1, 2015 - June 30, 2017)

Number of incidents (WLM) -
Coyote
Central Region (9/1/2015-6/30/2016)
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Figure 11: Temporal comparison of the number of HWC incidents involving
coyotes in the Central Region in 2015-2017

Number of incidents reported by county (WLM)
Coyote
South Coast Region (9/1/2015-6/30/2017)
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Figure 12: Temporal comparison of the number of HWC incidents involving
coyotes in South Coast Region counties in 2015-2017
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Wildlife Incident Report Summary: Coyote (Canis lafrans)
(September 1, 2015 - June 30, 2017)

Number of incidents (WLM) -
Coyote
South Coast Region (9/1/2015-6/30/2017)
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Figure 13: Temporal comparison of the number of HWC incidents involving
coyotes in the South Coast Region in 2015-2017
Number of incidents reported by county (WLM)
Coyote
Inland Deserts Region (9/1/2015-6/30/2017)
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Figure 14: Temporal comparison of the number of HWC incidents involving
coyotes in Inland Deserts Region counties in 2015-2017
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Wildlife Incident Report Summary: Coyote (Canis lafrans)
(September 1, 2015 - June 30, 2017)

Number of incidents (WLM) -
Coyote
Inland Deserts Region (9/1/2015-6/30/2017)
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Figure 15: Temporal comparison of the number of HWC incidents involving
coyotes in the Inland Deserts Region by reporting period in 2015-2017
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Figure 16: Temporal comparison of the number of HWC incidents involving
coyotes for the Wildlife Investigations Lab (WIL) in 2015-2017.

NOTE: April 1- May 31 time period highlighted to reflect WIL Restraint Training Course
for CDFW staff statewide.
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