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Abstract: Human-wildlife conflict with nuisance snakes (Serpentes) is rapidly increasing
with human population growth and development rates. Translocation of nuisance snakes has
become a widespread practice, aided by social media pages connecting people to volunteer
and for-profit snake translocators. However, translocators often struggle to find information and
resources from wildlife agencies about the policies required, and some may unintentionally
use translocation procedures that disregard the health and survival of the snakes. The
goals of this study were to (1) obtain data on policies, permitting, and training required for
translocating nuisance snakes in each U.S. state that has snakes and (2) compare the policies
with data on actual procedures being performed by snake translocators. This paper is a
resource connecting translocators with policies and best practice information to assist them in
conducting translocations legally, safely, and in the best interest of all involved, including the
wildlife agencies, snake translocators, and the snakes being translocated.
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IN RECENT DECADES, a dramatic increase in
urbanization has led to human development
and housing encroaching upon wildlands
and biodiversity hotspots that are heavily oc-
cupied by wildlife (Reid 1998, Williams 2011,
Barrington-Leigh and Millard-Ball 2015). Inevi-
tably, this has caused an increase in the poten-
tial for human-wildlife conflict simply because
people are encountering more wild animals in
their daily lives. However, these wildlife en-
counters are becoming more concerning both
for the human residents experiencing unwant-
ed wildlife visitors to their properties as well as
for the animals facing higher risk of injury or
mortality (Marchini and Crawshaw 2015, Mur-
ray and St. Clair 2015).

When people encounter unwanted wildlife
on their property, they essentially have 3 op-
tions: (1) leave the animal alone and wait for it
to naturally leave their property, (2) manually
remove the animal from their property or have
it removed by someone else, or lastly, (3) kill
the animal. The ideal option for the animal is
for the human to leave it alone and wait for it to
naturally leave the property. However, property
owners may be dissatisfied with this option, par-

ticularly when the animal at hand is perceived
as dangerous, and they may prefer to have the
animal removed from their property by special-
ized businesses or willing volunteers (Bateman
et al. 2021). The option of killing the animal is
typically considered the least ideal option, as it
is often performed inhumanely and can result in
adverse effects on local ecosystems and wildlife
populations, especially in the case of threatened
or endangered species or species of special con-
cern (Bluett 2001, Julien et al. 2010, Warren 2014),
and fails to consider the individual welfare of
the animal. Additionally, the act of killing the
animal may be riskier to the resident than the
other options, especially if the animal is poten-
tially dangerous (Malhotra et al. 2021). Examples
of these potentially dangerous and often perse-
cuted animals include canids (Canidae), large
felids (Felidae), hymenopterans (Hymenoptera),
arachnids (Arachnida), and venomous snakes
(Serpentes).

Snakes may be at an especially high risk of
being killed when encountered by people.
Many people fear snakes, and the reasons for
this are complex. While there is strong evi-
dence that coevolution with snakes has greatly
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improved the ability of primates to rapidly de-
tect snakes, most evidence indicates that fear of
snakes is primarily learned (Kawai 2019). This
learned fear likely results from cultural transfer
between generations and may be further pro-
voked by the villainized portrayal of snakes
in media (Murray and Foote 1979, Sasaki et al.
2012, Pandey et al. 2016, International Union
for Conservation of Nature [TUCN] 2023). The
likelihood of encountering venomous and po-
tentially life-threatening snakes is inevitably
increasing due to expanding development in
areas with snakes like rattlesnakes (Crotalinae),
copperheads (Agkistrodon contortrix), and cot-
tonmouths (A. piscivorus; Reid 1998, Williams
2011, Barrington-Leigh and Millard-Ball 2015).
Furthermore, climate change may physiologi-
cally benefit some species of venomous snakes
(Crowell et al. 2021), possibly leading to addi-
tional human-snake conflict in coming years.
For example, rising annual temperatures may
decrease snake brumation time, allowing them
to be active and above ground for more days
throughout the year.

Property owners may not understand how to
safely handle a venomous snake and may be jus-
tifiably afraid to try to kill it, preferring to call a
service to remove the snake for them. In some ar-
eas, animal control officers, police officers, and/
or firefighters may be called upon to remove the
snakes, but often it is their policy to euthanize
the snake (La Vine et al. 1996). Some residents
value wildlife and are willing to pay a fee for
snake translocation (Bateman et al. 2021), while
other people volunteer their time and translo-
cate snakes for free. A recent study in the Phoe-
nix, Arizona, USA, metropolitan area showed
that residents generally opposed killing snakes,
especially those people who paid a snake trans-
location service to remove snakes from their
yards (Larson et al. 2024). Because of these fac-
tors, the United States has many individuals, ei-
ther from businesses or as volunteers, willing to
remove and translocate unwanted snakes found
on properties into appropriate habitat away
from people. Over the past decade, the internet
has facilitated rapid connection between people
needing a snake translocated from their prop-
erty and those willing to provide this service.
For example, the “Free Snake Relocation Direc-
tory” Facebook group has >97,000 members as
of this article's online availability in June 2026,
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and successful snake removal businesses have
been established in areas with high frequencies
of venomous snakes visiting residences, like the
Phoenix and Tucson Metropolitan Areas of Ari-
zona (Bateman et al. 2021).

In general, the act of deliberately moving
wildlife from one site to another for the pur-
pose of their protection and preservation is
termed conservation translocation (IUCN 2013,
Batson et al. 2015). Mitigation translocation is
a type of conservation translocation in which
the goal is to move wildlife away from areas
of high human density to decrease the chances
of human-caused wildlife mortality and is be-
ing used more commonly to decrease human—
snake conflict (Germano et al. 2015, Sullivan et
al. 2015, Bradley et al. 2022). Mitigation trans-
location of snakes can be further broken down
into 2 subcategories: short-distance transloca-
tion and long-distance translocation. While
the best way to distinguish these categories is
that short-distance translocation moves a snake
within its home range and long-distance trans-
location moves a snake outside its home range
(Corbit 2015), snake translocators may not
know the home range size of a given snake and
therefore typically follow general rules (e.g.,
short distance is about 0.25-0.5 mi [0.4-0.8 km]
from the site of capture and long distance is far-
ther than 0.5 mi [0.8 km]). Translocating a snake
a long distance can have negative impacts on
its health and can increase mortality, but trans-
locating a snake a short distance increases the
chance of the snake reencountering humans or
even returning to its original capture site (Rein-
ert and Rupert 1999, Plummer and Mills 2000,
Nowak et al. 2002, Brown et al. 2009). Though
translocation efficacy is complicated, short-
distance translocation is generally preferred, as
it solves the acute human-wildlife conflict and
moves the snake to suitable habitat within or
near its home range (Cornelis et al. 2021, Cho-
quette et al. 2023). Throughout this study, we
use the term “translocation,” which is synony-
mous with “relocation.”

Although a purpose of mitigation transloca-
tion is to decrease snake mortality by removing
it from human-occupied areas, several studies
have shown that long-distance translocations
may cause abnormal movement and behavior
(Reinert and Rupert 1999, Plummer and Mills
2000, Roe et al. 2010, Nowak et al. 2002), in-



224

crease stress hormones (Heiken et al. 2016), and
increase mortality (Reinert and Rupert 1999,
Plummer and Mills 2000, Roe et al. 2010, Jungen
2018). Other studies have indicated that snakes
translocated a short distance are more likely to
return to their original site of capture (Brown
et al. 2009, Holding et al. 2014, Cornelis et al.
2021, Corbit and Hayes 2022). Additionally,
long-distance translocation of diseased snakes
increases the chances of introducing pathogens
from one population to another (Nowak et al.
2002, Brown et al. 2008, Suarez et al. 2017, Cor-
nelis et al. 2021), and introducing snakes into
new populations may have negative effects,
like outbreeding depression or overpopulation
(Germano et al. 2015, Cornelis et al. 2021, Cho-
quette et al. 2023). Although more research is
needed on species-specific responses to differ-
ent types of translocations, long-distance trans-
location more often results in poorer outcomes
for the translocated snakes (Cornelis et al. 2021,
Choquette et al. 2023); therefore, short-distance
translocation is generally recommended.
Because translocation as a mitigation strategy
for human-snake conflict is widely practiced
throughout the United States, it is critical to en-
sure that the primary goals of mitigation con-
servation translocation are achieved: reducing
risk of snakebite to people and pets, along with
decreasing snake mortality. However, it is likely
that many people performing snake transloca-
tions are not versed in best practices (e.g., avoid-
ing long-distance translocation, importance of
translocating snakes to proper habitat, etc.). In
the United States, wildlife management regula-
tions relevant to snakes are established indepen-
dently by each state and are only superseded
by federal law in the rare cases of endangered
or otherwise protected species. It is therefore
relevant to investigate the policies and proce-
dures regarding snake translocation at the state
level. Permits issued by state wildlife governing
agencies may require that translocators follow
specific rules, receive training, and report their
translocation activities to their appropriate state
agency. Information on permits and training
for snake translocation may be very difficult for
people to find, understand, and/or the permits
are difficult to obtain or are expensive, creating
barriers for individuals interested in translocat-
ing snakes. Additionally, many states have laws
meant to protect certain species due to their con-
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servation status, but this could harm individual
snakes by prohibiting their potential for trans-
location away from areas where they may face
mortality due to human activity. Well-informed
snake translocations through a state-mandated
permitting process may not only decrease snake
mortality and human-snake conflict but also
carry the potential to bring awareness to the
public of the general importance of snake con-
servation and preservation.

The first goal of this study was to create
a comprehensive review of the permits and
training currently required in each of the 48
contiguous United States for snake mitigation
translocation. Such information will serve as an
accessible and informative resource for snake
translocators to understand which permits are
required for mitigation translocation, the per-
mit costs, training requirements, and where
such permits and/or training can be obtained.
Additionally, it could also provide valuable
information to wildlife management agencies
when reviewing and updating policies to de-
termine the most useful and beneficial trans-
location permitting processes for their state. A
second goal of this study was to collect data
on the snake translocation practices being per-
formed by volunteers and businesses and com-
pare these data to the states” policies. In other
words, do snake translocators actually have the
proper permits when these apply, and to what
extent are they following the best practices rec-
ommended by scientific research? Ultimately,
these findings could generate better awareness
of state translocation requirements, which in
turn could lead to the use of translocation prac-
tices designed to ensure the greatest chance of
survival for snakes.

Methods

Survey for state representatives

To determine the policies regarding snake
translocation in each state, we corresponded
with officials from state wildlife agencies to
identify the single individual representative
from each U.S. state best able to answer ques-
tions regarding the permitting and training for
snake mitigation translocation. These individ-
uals all held positions within their state’s des-
ignated agency for wildlife control and permit-
ting, and all agreed that they were the single
most appropriate representative for their state
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for understanding the laws regarding mitiga-
tion translocation of snakes. A survey consist-
ing of 16 questions regarding the state laws
pertaining to snake translocation (Appendix
1) was approved by the Institutional Review
Board (IRB; approval #2022-015) at California
Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo.
After providing written informed consent, all
wildlife representatives answered questions
pertaining to the correspondent’s job position
in their agency, the permit(s), fee(s), laws, and
training associated with legal snake transloca-
tion, the rationale behind these permits and
laws, and the repercussions for violations of
these laws. We emailed the survey as a Google
Forms link to each state representative. After
survey completion, confirmation emails were
sent to each state representative summariz-
ing the data we collected for their state. At this
time, officials could either edit their responses
or approve the data. Our final list of state poli-
cies and procedures regarding snake translo-
cation is therefore up to date as of November
2022 and approved by each of the state wild-
life agencies.
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Survey for snake translocators
Simultaneously, we drafted a survey for
individuals who translocate snakes through-
out the United States. This survey (Appendix
2) was also approved by the IRB at California
Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo
(approval #2022-015). After obtaining written
informed consent, respondents answered 19
questions pertaining to their demographics, the
distance they typically translocate snakes from
their points of capture, how many snakes they
translocate per year, whether they translocate
snakes as part of a business, agency, or as vol-
unteer work, their knowledge of their state’s
laws pertaining to snake translocation, whether
or not they hold permits or training for translo-
cation, and if so, which permits they hold. For
each state, we emailed the survey to the first
5 businesses appearing in a Google search for
“snake translocation/relocation services in (in-
sert state)” that advertised for snake transloca-
tions on their website. If the information was
public, the email was directed toward the busi-
ness owner; otherwise, the email was directed
to the business email address publicly adver-

U.S. Nuisance Snake Mitigation Translocation Policies

[l Mitigation translocation NOT allowed
E\ Mitigation translocation allowed with proper permit(s)
D Mitigation translocation allowed without a permit

E Mitigation translocation allowed, permit required only if
relocating a protected species

E Mitigation translocation allowed, permit(s) required for some
circumstances

E Mitigation translocation allowed for some species

Figure 1. Map of the contiguous United States summarizing nuisance snake (Serpentes) mitigation translo-
cation policies as of 2022 by state. See Table 1 and Appendix 3 for permits required by each state.
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tised on the webpage. Additionally, we used a
shotgun approach to attempt to reach as many
independent snake translocators as possible by
distributing the survey on social media using
the Facebook group, “Free Snake Relocation
Directory.” The survey was posted in the Face-
book group, calling for responses from anyone
in the United States that translocated nuisance
snakes. Because this was a public post, we were
unable to control for the equal distribution of
survey responses among states. It is important
to note that most snake translocators in the
sample were residents of the eastern half of the
United States, coastal California, and Texas,
likely because these areas have widespread hu-
man-snake conflict. Notably, the sample may
not be representative of all snake translocators
due to the limitations in our survey distribution
methods and because some translocators oper-
ating without permits may have been reluctant
to participate.

Results
Survey of wildlife officials on snake
translocation policies

We received complete survey responses
from the wildlife representatives responsible
for overseeing snake translocation permitting
from all 48 contiguous states. After sending
confirmation emails with the information that
we deduced based on the surveys, we received
responses with confirmations/corrections from
all states except for Georgia, Mississippi, Ne-
vada, Ohio, Oregon, Virginia, and Washington.
Overall, 46 states allow mitigation translocation
of snakes, with most (N = 39) requiring permits
in all or certain circumstances, while 2 states do
not allow mitigation translocation of snakes (II-
linois and Montana; Figure 1; Table 1; Appen-
dix 3). Of the 39 states that do require permits
for either all or some circumstances of mitiga-
tion translocation, 14 states do not offer or re-
quire any form of training and/or certifications,
while a form of training, course, certification,
or exam is required in 19 states. Furthermore, 7
states require previous experience and/or qual-
ifications for some permits but do not provide
any training.

Of the states that do allow mitigation translo-
cation, 7 states do not require permits or train-
ing under any circumstance (Arkansas, Kansas,
Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Oregon,
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South Carolina, and Wyoming). Although
Missouri does not legally require a permit to
translocate snakes, translocations must be in
accordance with the instructions of an agent of
the Missouri Department of Conservation. In
most cases, the agent is on call during business
hours and will grant permission for short-dis-
tance translocation. Although South Carolina
does not require permits for translocations, the
southern hog-nosed snake (Heterodon simus)
is prohibited to take or translocate due to the
species’ conservation status; all other species
do not require a permit to translocate. Further-
more, 4 states allow translocation but do not
require permits unless a protected/threatened/
endangered species is being translocated (Ken-
tucky, New Hampshire, South Dakota, and
Vermont; Table 1; Appendix 3).

Of the various types of permits required
across the United States for mitigation of snake
translocation, some of the most common per-
mits are Scientific Collecting Permits and Nui-
sance Wildlife Control Operator Permits, with
Threatened and Endangered Species Permits
and Protected Species Permits often required
for the translocation of specific species within a
given state. About half of the permits required
for the various circumstances of snake trans-
location cost <$50 USD annually, while about
a third are free of charge. Eight of the permits
required for specific circumstances of transloca-
tion are >$100 USD annually, with the highest
being $250 USD for the Connecticut Nuisance
Wildlife Control Operator Permit (valid for 2
years).

Ten states require a single permit for any cir-
cumstance of snake translocation (California,
Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Nevada, Rhode Island, Texas, Utah, and Wash-
ington), while most other states require differ-
ent permits for varying circumstances of snake
translocation (Appendix 3). Some of these cir-
cumstances include obtaining a separate per-
mit for translocating through a business or
charging for commercial services (n = 13; Ala-
bama, Arizona, Georgia, Indiana, Iowa, Louisi-
ana, Michigan, New Mexico, New York, North
Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, and West Virginia),
translocating as a volunteer (n = 6; Indiana,
Iowa, Louisiana, Michigan, North Carolina, and
Oklahoma), translocating protected/threatened/
endangered species (1 = 14; Alabama, Connecti-
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Table 1. Permitting requirements for snake (Serpentes) mitigation translocation in the 48 contiguous
United States, as of 2022. Refer to supplemental materials for details including conditions for transloca-
tion, names(s) and costs of required permits, and links to permit portals (see Appendix 3).

State Mitigation translocation allowed? Permit required?
Alabama Yes Yes

Arizona Yes In some circumstances
Arkansas Yes No

California Yes Yes

Colorado For some species Yes

Connecticut Yes Yes

Delaware Yes Yes

Florida For some species For some species
Georgia Yes In some circumstances
Idaho Yes In some circumstances
Illinois No (except for research purposes) Yes

Indiana Yes Yes

lowa Yes In some circumstances
Kansas Yes No

Kentucky Yes For some species
Louisiana Yes Yes

Maine Yes Yes

Maryland Yes Yes

Massachusetts Yes Yes

Michigan Yes Yes

Minnesota Yes Yes

Mississippi Yes Yes

Missouri Yes No

Montana No No

Nebraska Yes No

Nevada Yes Yes

New Hampshire Yes For some species

New Jersey Yes Yes

New Mexico For some species For some species

New York Yes In some circumstances
North Carolina Yes Yes

North Dakota Yes No

Ohio Yes In some circumstances
Oklahoma Yes Yes

Oregon Yes No

Pennsylvania For some species For some species
Rhode Island Yes Yes

Table continued on next page...
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Continued from previous page.

South Carolina For some species

South Dakota Yes
Tennessee For some species
Texas Yes
Utah Yes
Vermont Yes
Virginia For some species
Washington Yes
West Virginia Yes
Wisconsin Yes
Wyoming Yes

Human-Wiildlife Interactions 18(3)

For some species
For some species
For some species
Yes

Yes

For some species
Yes

Yes

In some circumstances
Yes

No

cut, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Minnesota, Missis-
sippi, New Jersey, New York, North Carolina,
Ohio, Oklahoma, South Dakota, and Wisconsin),
and translocating venomous species (1 = 4; Flor-
ida, Louisiana, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania).
Within the states that allow translocation with
the proper permits for varying circumstances,
some states have species that are prohibited
to take or translocate. For example, Colorado
requires a Scientific Collecting License for all
circumstances of translocation, but rattlesnakes
are not allowed to be translocated off the land-
owner’s property; rattlesnake translocations
are handled on a case-by-case basis through
the appropriate regional office. In Pennsylva-
nia, translocations are allowed with varying
permits for most species, but many species
are prohibited to take or translocate, including
timber rattlesnakes (Crotalus horridus), eastern
copperheads, eastern massasaugas (Sistrurus
catenatus), rough green snakes (Opheodrys aes-
tivus), and Kirtland’s snakes (Clonophis kirtlan-
dii). Timber rattlesnakes are also prohibited to
translocate in Virginia, but all other species can
be translocated with a Commercial Nuisance
Animal Provider Permit. In New Mexico, a per-
mit is only required if translocating as a busi-
ness or commercial service, but the New Mex-
ico ridge-nosed rattlesnake (Crotalus willardi
obscurus) and mottled rock rattlesnake (Crotalus
1. lepidus) are prohibited to take or translocate.
Furthermore, Tennessee requires a Nuisance
Animal Damage Control Permit for all circum-
stances of translocation, but translocating ven-

omous species is currently prohibited. All nui-
sance venomous snakes that are unwanted by
residents in Tennessee must be euthanized on
site in compliance with the euthanasia guide-
lines from the American Veterinarian Medical
Association and may not be translocated. Ad-
ditionally, Tennessee prohibits the transloca-
tion of protected species, including the rough
earth snake (Virginia striatula), Kirtland’s snake,
and western ribbon snake (Thammnophis proxi-
mus). As Florida has the greatest number of
introduced and invasive reptile species in the
United States (Engeman et al. 2011, Engeman
and Avery 2016, Krysko et al. 2016), it has im-
plemented policies regarding these prohibited,
nonnative reptiles. Specifically, all prohibited,
nonnative reptiles require an Eradication and
Control Permit to capture. However, these spe-
cies cannot be translocated but must be brought
to the permittee’s designated control site to be
euthanized within 24 hours of capture.

Of the 39 states that do require permits for
either all or some circumstances of mitigation
translocation, 14 states do not offer or require
any form of training and/or certifications (Ala-
bama, Colorado, Idaho, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, New Hamp-
shire, New Mexico, South Carolina, South
Dakota, Texas, and Utah). A form of training,
course, certification, or exam is required in 19
states either for all or some circumstances of
mitigation translocation (Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Georgia, Indiana, Iowa, Maine, Mary-
land, New Jersey, New York, North Carolina,
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Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island,
Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, Washington, and
West Virginia). For venomous snake transloca-
tions, a designated venomous snake training
is required in 4 states (Maryland, New Jersey,
New York, and Pennsylvania). Furthermore,
7 states require previous experience and/or
qualifications for some permits, but do not pro-
vide any training (Arizona, California, Florida,
Massachusetts, North Carolina, Ohio, and Wis-
consin). For translocating venomous snakes in
Florida, an individual must obtain a License to
Possess or Exhibit Venomous Reptiles. This li-
cense has a requirement of at least 1,000 hours
of working experience with a species in the
same biological family to be translocated.

Survey of snake translocators on
snake translocation procedures

We received 177 responses from individuals
in 31 of the 48 states to our survey of individu-
als performing snake translocations. We re-
ceived the most responses from Texas (n = 40),
California (n = 25), Florida (n = 17), Georgia (n
= 16), and Alabama (n = 14). Most respondents
(N = 173) reported the species of snakes they
translocate (Table 2). We discovered that 18%
(n = 32) of all snake translocator respondents
did not know if any permits were required in
their state, while 57% (n = 102) believed that a
permit was either always required under any
circumstance, required for only certain species,
or required only for certain circumstances for
their respective states. However, only 30% (n =
53) of respondents claimed they possessed the
appropriate permit for translocating snakes
in their state. A comparison of actual require-
ments, according to the wildlife officials, and
the type of permit reported by the transloca-
tors, showed that of those 53 individuals who
claimed to have the correct permits, only 55%
(n =29) actually had the appropriate permit(s)
for their respective states to legally translocate
snakes for human-snake conflict mitigation.

Most translocators who responded to our sur-
vey were between the ages of 30 and 65 (69%),
and their highest level of education was either
a high school degree or equivalent (30%), or a
bachelor’'s degree (29%). We found that about
65% of respondents operate as volunteers (in-
cluding those accepting donations), 9% operate
as a Limited Liability Company (LLC), 8% are
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employed by wildlife agencies or similar, 8%
work for nonprofit organizations, and 7% oper-
ate as a Sole Proprietorship. About 44% of all
respondents perform all translocations for free
without accepting donations, while 38% accept
donations, 6% charge a specific fee based on
their time spent or distance traveled, and 2%
charge a flat rate for all translocations. Hour-
ly rates ranged from $37-$125 USD per hour
while flat rate fees ranged from $100-$150 USD.
A list of the most common species translocated
by respondents in each state is provided (Table
2). When translocating snakes, participants re-
ported they translocate the following number
of snakes per year: most respondents (40%)
translocate up to 10 snakes per year, 35% trans-
locate between 10 and 30 snakes per year, 17%
translocate between 30 and 100 snakes per year,
and a few respondents (8%), primarily owners
of snake translocation businesses, translocate
>100 snakes per year.

Based on the results of our survey of state
wildlife representatives, most states either rec-
ommend short-distance translocation but do
not enforce it, or do not have any requirements
or recommendations for translocation distance.
It was unclear from many survey responses
whether short-distance translocation was le-
gally required or simply recommended. When
translocating snakes to a new location, 36%
of people responded that they translocate the
snakes to a new location that is within 0.25 mi
(0.4 km) from the snake’s original capture lo-
cation, while 22% translocate the snakes within
0.5 mi (0.8 km) from the original capture loca-
tion, 18% translocate <1 mi (1.6 km) from the
original capture location, 10% within 5 mi (8.0
km) of the original capture location, and 4%
translocate the snakes >5 mi (8.0 km) from their
original capture locations. For snake release lo-
cations, only 3% claimed to translocate all the
snakes that they capture to a single location,
while 94% translocate individual snakes to new
and appropriate habitat near where they were
found.

Discussion
This study revealed that most of the U.S.
states allow mitigation translocation of nuisance
snakes. The states vary dramatically in terms
of species allowed to be translocated and other
requirements. Many states require permits and/
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Table 2. The snake (Serpentes) species translocated by survey resEondents (N'=173). Our study did

not quantify how many individual snakes are translocated in eac
alphabetical order.

state, so species are shown in

State (# of responses) Species

Alabama (14)

Arizona (10)

Arkansas (4)

California (25)

Colorado (3)

Connecticut (1)

Delaware (0)
Florida (17)

Georgia (17)

Idaho (1)
Mlinois (1)
Indiana (1)
Iowa (0)
Kansas (1)

Kentucky (0)

Louisiana (2)

Maine (0)
Maryland (0)

Massachusetts (2)

Michigan (0)
Minnesota (0)
Mississippi (0)

Copperhead (Agkistrodon contortrix), cottonmouth (Agkistrodon piscivorus),
eastern diamond-backed rattlesnake (Crotalus adamanteus) eastern kingsnake
(Lampropeltis getula), racer (Coluber constrictor), rat snake (Pantherophis spp.),
timber rattlesnake (Crotalus horridus), watersnake (Nerodia spp.)

California kingsnake (Lampropeltis californiae), coachwhip (Masticophis
Sflagellum), desert nightsnake (Hypsiglena chlorophaea), gophersnake (Pituophis
catenifer), Mojave rattlesnake (Crotalus scutulatus), speckled rattlesnake
(Crotalus pyrrhus), western diamond-backed rattlesnake (Crotalus atrox)

Copperhead (4gkistrodon contortrix), Dekay’s brownsnake (Storeria dekayr),
gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.), ratsnake (Pantherophis spp.), watersnake
(Nerodia spp.)

California kingsnake (Lampropeltis californiae), coachwhip (Masticophis
Sflagellum), gop %ersnake (Pituophis catenifer), red dlamoncF rattlesnake
(Crotalus ruber), speckled rattlesnake (Crotalus pyrrhus), striped racer (Coluber
lateralis), western rattlesnake (Crotalus oreganus)

Gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.), gophersnake (Pituophis catenifer), prairie
rattlesnake (Crotalus viridis)

Copperhead (Agkistrodon contortrix), Dekay’s brownsnake (Storeria dekayi),
gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.)

Information not available

Cottonmouth (Agkistrodon conanti/piscivorus), eastern coralsnake (Micrurus
fulvius), eastern diamond-backed rattlesnake (Crotalus adamanteus),
gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.), pygmy rattlesnake (Sistrurus miliarius),

racer (Coluber constrictor), ring-necked snake (Diadophis punctatus), ratsnake
(Pantherophis spp.), watersnake (Nerodia spp.)

Copperhead (4gkistrodon contortrix), cottonmouth (Agkistrodon conanti/
piscivorus), Dekay’s brownsnake (Storeria dekayi), eastern diamond-backed
rattlesnake (Crotalus adamanteus), eastern kingsnake (Lampropeltis getula),
gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.), pygmy rattlesnake (Sistrurus miliarius), racer
(Coluber constrictor), ratsnake (Pantherophis spp.), timber rattlesnake (Crotalus
horridus), watersnake (Nerodia spp.)

Western rattlesnake (Crotalus oreganus)

Gophersnake (Pituophis catenifer), ratsnake (Pantherophis spp.)
Ratsnake (Pantherophis spp.)

Information not available

Dekay’s brownsnake (Storeria dekayi), gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.),
gophersnake (Pituophis catenifer), racer (Coluber constrictor), ratsnake
(Pantherophis spp.)

Information not available

Cottonmouth (Agkistrodon piscivorus), ratsnake (Pantherophis spp.),
watersnake (Nerodia spp.)

Information not available
Information not available

Copperhead (4gkistrodon contortrix), gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.),
milksnake (Lampropeltis triangulum), ratsnake (Pantherophis spp.), ring-necked
snake (Diadophis punctatus), timber rattlesnake (Crotalus horridus)

Information not available
Information not available
Information not available

Table continued on next page...



Snake translocation policies and practices * Bedard et al. 231

Continued from previous page.

Missouri (2)
Montana (1)
Nebraska (2)
Nevada (2)

New Hampshire (0)
New Jersey (0)
New Mexico (0)
New York (0)
North Carolina (4)

North Dakota (0)
Ohio (0)
Oklahoma (2)

Oregon (0)

Pennsylvania (2)

Rhode Island (0)
South Carolina (4)

South Dakota (0)

Tennessee (5)

Texas (40)

Utah (2)
Vermont (0)
Virginia (5)
Washington (1)
West Virginia (1)
Wisconsin (1)

Wyoming (0)

Copperhead (Agkistrodon contortrix), cottonmouth (Agkistrodon piscivorus),
gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.), ratsnake (Pantherophis spp.), ring-necked
snake (Diadophis punctatus?

Prairie rattlesnake (Crotalus viridis)

Dekay’s brownsnake (Storeria dekayi), gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.),
gophersnake (Pituophis catenifer), ratsnake (Pantherophis spp.)

California kingsnake (Lampropeltis californiae), gophersnake (Pituophis
catenifer), western rattlesnake (Crotalus oreganus)

Information not available
Information not available
Information not available
Information not available

Copperhead (Agkistrodon contortrix), Dekay’s brownsnake (Storeria dekayi),
gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.), racer (Coluber constrictor), ratsnake
(Pantherophis spp.), timber rattlesnake (Crotalus horridus)

Information not available
Information not available

Copperhead (Agkistrodon contortrix), cottonmouth (Agkistrodon piscivorus),
pygmy rattlesnake (Sistrurus miliarius), ratsnake (Pantherophis spp.)

Information not available

Gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.), ratsnake (Pantherophis spp.), timber
rattlesnake (Crotalus horridus)

Information not available

Copperhead (Agkistrodon contortrix), Dekay’s brownsnake (Storeria dekays),
eastern hog-nosed snake (Heterodon platirhinos), racer (Coluber constrictor),
ratsnake (Pantherophis spp.), timber rattlesnake (Crotalus horridus), watersnake
(Nerodia spp.)

Information not available

Copperhead (Agkistrodon contortrix), cottonmouth (Agkistrodon piscivorus),
gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.), gophersnake (Pituophis catenifer), ratsnake
(Pantherophis spp.), watersnake (Nerodia spp.)

Coachwhip (Masticophis flagellum), copperhead (Agkistrodon contortrix),
coralsnake (Micrurus tener), cottonmouth (Agkistrodon piscivorus), Dekay’s
brownsnake (Storeria dekayi), gophersnake (Pituophis catenifer), ratsnake
(Pantherophis spp.), watersnake (Nerodia spp.), western diamond-backed
rattlesnake (Crotalus atrox), western massasauga rattlesnake (Sistrurus
tergeminus), yellow-bellied kingsnake (Lampropeltis calligaster)

Western rattlesnake (Crotalus oreganus), ratsnake (Pantherophis spp.)
Information not available

Copperhead (Agkistrodon contortrix), Dekay’s brownsnake (Storeria dekayi),
gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.), ratsnake (Pantherophis spp.), watersnake
(Nerodia spp.)

Gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.), gophersnake (Pituophis catenifer), rubber boa
(Charina bottae)

Copperhead (Agkistrodon contortrix), gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.), ratsnake
(Pantherophis spp.)

Gartersnake (Thamnophis spp.), ratsnake (Pantherophis spp.), watersnake
(Nerodia spp.)

Information not available
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or training to legally translocate snakes, while
a few states have no requirements. In general,
requirements for permits and/or training may
be helpful in ensuring that translocators move
snakes using proper and safe procedures. Per-
mits may also require reporting to the permit-
ting body, providing information on human-
wildlife conflict to state agencies so that they are
informed about the extent of these interactions
and translocations in their states. Training is an
excellent way to ensure that snake translocators
know how to handle snakes in ways that are safe
to both them and the snakes. However, requir-
ing in-person training may introduce logistical
barriers to people hoping to help their commu-
nities by translocating nuisance snakes. Many
states appear to have robust policies that meet
their human-wildlife conflict mitigation needs;
Table 1 and Appendix 3 are resources for wild-
life officials to evaluate their own policies and
compare them to those of other states.

The alternative to translocating nuisance
snakes may be euthanasia, which can be dan-
gerous for people to perform and, for obvious
reasons, is a poor outcome for the individual
snakes. We advocate the continued refinement
of policies that allow responsible translocation
of nuisance snakes by permitted individuals for
2 main reasons. First, research performed on
mitigation translocation of nuisance snakes in
the United States generally shows that snakes
translocated short distances have positive
outcomes (e.g., high survival, little impact on
movement, low stress response, little inter-
ruption to thermoregulation and other physi-
ological processes) and only occasionally re-
turn to the site of capture (Brown et al. 2009,
Holding et al. 2014, Cornelis et al. 2021, Corbit
and Hayes 2022). Second, human encounters
with venomous snakes in the United States will
likely rise in the future due to development and
climate change (Reid 1998, Williams 2011, Bar-
rington-Leigh and Millard-Ball 2015, Crowell et
al. 2021), making efforts to coexist with snakes
that much more important. Regulations requir-
ing permits or training for translocation should
not be a barrier to translocation, but rather an
aid to help educate translocators on how best to
conduct snake translocations.

Two states (Montana and Illinois) do not al-
low translocation of snakes under any circum-
stances. In general, wildlife officials reported
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that their policies reflect that they do not
perceive translocation as a useful strategy to
mitigate human-snake conflict. The Montana
wildlife official noted that the only potentially
dangerous snake, the prairie rattlesnake (Cro-
talus viridis), is widespread and common, with
euthanasia as the preferred method to control
nuisance venomous snakes:

“Montana FWP [Fish, Wildlife, and Parks]
is unlikely to consider snake translocations
for management because there are no ESA
[Endangered Species Act] listed species in
Montana. The three species of concern are
unlikely to cause conflict with humans and
the only venomous snakes, the prairie rat-
tlesnake, is widespread, abundant, ample
high-quality habitats exists and is secure,
and the population is stable. For these rea-
sons, a translocation project is unlikely to
gain support from either wildlife managers
or the Fish and Wildlife Commission that
would grant approval.”

—Montana Fish, Wildlife, and Parks Non-
game Bureau Chief

In contrast, Illinois, which allows translocation
only for scientific research, prohibits mitigation
translocation because they are concerned that
translocation can cause aberrant movement be-
haviors and spread diseases, and they described
alternative approaches to snake management:

“Educating the public of [the snakes’] ben-
efits, while at the same time dispelling
myths about them, is a better method to
address this issue than run out, move the
snake several miles down the road, and
then the snake ends up just crawling off in
a straight line trying to find a familiar scent
trail, until it is either predated or killed...
[Instead, they] reach out to landowners
and explain to them that a snake in their
yard is a naturally occurring thing and that
snakes are generally near human habita-
tion to assist in nuisance rodent control...
Other potential issues include moving a
potentially diseased snake to another area,
which could be detrimental to other snake
populations.”

—Illinois Southern Region E&T Recovery
Species Specialist/Herpetologist
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Ultimately, while the educational aspects of
these policies in Montana and Illinois are ben-
eficial to the public, policies that prohibit miti-
gation translocation under any circumstances
negatively impact the snakes that are killed.
Furthermore, property owners experiencing un-
wanted and potentially dangerous snakes are
left in vulnerable and undesirable situations,
resulting in human-wildlife conflict that could
otherwise be mitigated with translocations.
While aberrant movements and poor survival
have been observed in some studies following
long-distance translocation, this is rare with
short-distance translocation (Cornelis et al. 2021,
Choquette et al. 2023). Similarly, moving snakes
short distances (e.g., within their home ranges;
Corbit 2015) should not spread disease.

A relatively low number of translocators re-
sponding to our survey possessed the proper
permits. There are various reasons why people
may not have the required permits, including
the possibility that they may be too expensive.
However, people are often unaware of what per-
mits are required in their state either because the
information is difficult to find, or they assume
or fail to question if permits are needed. Quali-
tatively, whether translocators had the required
permits appeared to differ among states. For ex-
ample, in California, 4 respondents stated they
had the appropriate permit, but only 1 individ-
ual had the correct California Scientific Collect-
ing Permit authorizing mitigation translocation
of all snakes. The other 3 respondents reported
holding a California Fishing License, which they
erroneously believed to cover mitigation translo-
cation of snakes. On the other hand, in Texas, 14
respondents stated that they had the appropri-
ate permit, and most (1 =12) did have the correct
Texas Hunting License authorizing legal miti-
gation translocation of snakes. However, when
considering the demographics of respondents
and the data reported here, it is important to
remember that our sample of respondents may
not be representative of all snake translocators
due to our shotgun approach in distributing the
survey. Furthermore, it is possible that some
translocators who knowingly operate without
permits did not participate in our survey out of
fear for potential prosecution or other action. If
this is true, then the proper permitting of snake
translocators in the United States may be even
lower than what we report.
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Despite most states not enforcing specific
translocation distance regulations, we found
that most translocators in our sample aim to
perform short-distance translocations. Also,
for snake release locations, only 3% claimed to
translocate all the snakes that they capture to a
single location, while 94% translocate individu-
al snakes to new and appropriate habitat near
where they were found. Importantly, these re-
sults should be treated with caution given that
our sample of snake translocators is likely not
representative of all people who translocate
snakes in the United States. However, the data
are encouraging because they suggest that those
translocators responding to our survey may be
aware of the common negative implications of
long-distance translocation of snakes (Sullivan
et al. 2015, Cornelis et al. 2021, Choquette et al.
2023) and choose short-distance translocation
to nearby habitat with the best interest of the
snakes in mind.

Management implications

Our findings serve as a resource for snake
translocators interested in understanding state
requirements associated with mitigation trans-
locations, including information about where
to obtain any required permits and training
that can otherwise be difficult to find. Given the
important service snake translocators provide
to humans and the likely associated benefits to
snake populations, we believe their transloca-
tion efforts should be encouraged. It is critical,
however, that these efforts be monitored by
state wildlife agencies through their permit-
ting process to ensure that evidence-based best
practices are followed, including short-distance
translocation. In addition, maintaining accurate
records of snake translocations can help to un-
derstand the temporal and spatial dynamics of
human-snake conflict and inform snake man-
agement policy. Permit holders who perform
translocations generally must provide regular
reports to their state, which, while variable in
content, generally include such data as the spe-
cies, size, and sex of the snakes, and the dates
and locations of the translocations. These data
allow state wildlife agencies to monitor trends
over time in relation to issues pertinent to snake
populations in their states (e.g., increases or de-
creases in nuisance snake encounters due to
growing urbanization, trends in snake size over
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time, and many other variables). While man-
dating permits could discourage some people
from translocating snakes, especially if permits
were expensive, some states that currently re-
quire permits have numerous permitted trans-
locators, suggesting that permits may not be a
large deterrent.

While it is not our goal to directly change state
policies, this paper can be used as a resource by
state wildlife and management agencies respon-
sible for overseeing the regulations regarding
nuisance snake translocations to open the dis-
cussion about what policies should be imple-
mented, altered, or removed for the benefit of
the state, landowners, and snake populations. In
some areas, a majority of residents do not want
snakes to be killed, making this discussion im-
portant for manager—community relations. For
policymakers, we recommend (1) making in-
formation about permitting systems clear and
accessible, (2) providing clear guidelines for
snake translocations (e.g., recommending or re-
quiring short distance), (3) providing training
and resources on translocation practices, and (4)
implementing translocation reporting require-
ments for snake translocators to monitor trends
in human-snake conflict over time. Importantly,
permits should be accessible (e.g., easy to find
and apply for, and free or low in cost) to avoid
unnecessary roadblocks to those wanting to
aid in the coexistence of humans and snakes.
Mitigation translocation should ideally result
in decreased snake mortality and decreased hu-
man-snake conflict, and the best way to ensure
that both goals are achieved is to provide snake
translocators with resources and/or training
through a robust permitting process.
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Appendix 1. Survey questions for wildlife representatives.

Introduction given before taking survey: This survey is designed to gather information from
you about the permits required to relocate snakes in your state, if applicable. We define
relocation (=translocation) as the movement of animals from areas with potential conflict with
humans into natural areas. Short-distance relocation is generally defined as moving an animal
within their likely home range (e.g., < 122 mile for rattlesnakes), while long-distance relocation is
generally defined as moving an animal outside their likely home range (e.g., > 1/2 mile for
rattlesnakes). In general, this survey is not asking about permits to scientists to conduct research
on snake relocation. Instead, this survey asks for information about permits for members of the
public who are interested in relocating snakes from areas of conflict. In some questions, we ask
you to provide names of specific snake species. If appropriate, please group snakes using terms
like “all open season snakes” or “all venomous snakes.” You may choose to include species
names where appropriate. Please follow the convention where “venomous snakes” refers to those
that are dangerously venomous to people, pets, and livestock (e.g., rattlesnakes and other vipers,
coral snakes). Information from this survey will be published in a resource document. All reports
will indicate that the information is current “as of 2022.” We appreciate your effort to answer all
questions to the best of your ability and thank you for participating in our study.

Please indicate your first and last name

Please indicate your official (work) email

Please choose your state

Please indicate the agency you represent (e.g., California Department of Fish and
Wildlife)

Please indicate you job title

6. Does your state allow relocation of snakes (either venomous or non-venomous) as a
management strategy to mitigate human-snake conflict? Please select all that apply.

b=

N

a. Options:
i. Yes
ii. No
iii.  Only for certain species (please enter species names or groups below in
“Other”

iv.  Only for certain permittees or people with certain qualifications (please
clarify who these groups are below in "Other")
v. Only for short-distance relocation, not long-distance
vi. Only for long-distance relocation, not short-distance
vii. Other
7. If you answered "No" to question #6 (snake relocation is not allowed in your state),
what alternative methods does your agency recommend for mitigating human-snake
conflict? If you did NOT answer "No" to question #6, please leave blank and proceed to
question #9.
8. If you answered "No" to questions #6 (snake relocation is not allowed in your state), what
is/are the perceived reason(s) for this rule? Please select all that apply. After answering,



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

please proceed to question #15. If you did NOT answer "No" to question #6, please leave
blank and proceed to question #9.
a. Options:
i. Relocation can lead to poor outcomes for the snakes
ii. Relocation can spread disease
iii. Relocation can be dangerous to people
iv. It is too difficult to find appropriate habitat to release the snakes
v. Other
Does your state require that a person has a permit to relocate snakes? Please check all that
apply.
a. Options:
i. Yes for all species under any circumstances
ii. No for all species under any circumstances
iii.  Only for certain species (please enter species names or groups below in
"Other")
iv. Only for certain circumstances (e.g., short-distance only, etc.) (please
explain below in "Other")
v. Other
If your state requires a permit for relocating snakes, what type(s) of permit is/are
required? Please enter the name(s) of the permit type(s). If multiple types, please separate
different permit options by semicolons.
Is there a fee associated with permits to relocate snakes in your state? If multiple types,
please separate different permit options by semicolon including the permit type and fee
(annual dollar amount).
Does your state require any training for relocating snakes?

a. Options:
i. Yes
ii. No
iii.  Only for certain species (please enter species names or groups below in
"Other")
iv. Other

We plan to direct people interested in doing snake relocations to resources for obtaining
PERMITS. Please enter the appropriate application method(s) below (e.g., website link,
phone number, email, address if in person, etc.).

We plan to direct people interested in doing snake relocations to resources for obtaining
TRAINING. Please enter the best method(s) for finding the training required for snake
relocation (e.g., website link, phone number, email, address if in person, etc.). If no
training is required, please enter "no training required".

To the best of your knowledge, are there any repercussions if someone is found
relocating snakes without the proper permit and/or training?

a. Options:
i. Yes (please explain the repercussions below in "Other")
ii. No

iii. Only for certain species (please enter species names or groups and explain
the repercussions below in "Other")
iv. Other



16. Is there any other information you would like to provide us regarding snake relocation in
your state?
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Appendix 2. Survey for snake relocators.

Introduction given before taking survey:

This survey is aimed at people in the United States who relocate (=translocate) snakes
away from areas of potential conflict, either for volunteer purposes, as part of a business, or
as a job duty (e.g., animal services, fire/police dept, etc.). Information from this survey will
be published in a resource document, which will assist people who wish to conduct snake
relocations in finding information on best practices. All reports will indicate that the
information is current “as of 2022.” If you are part of a multi-employee business where many
individuals relocate snakes, please identify a single person from the company to complete
this survey on behalf of the company. We define relocation (=translocation) as the movement
of animals from areas with potential conflict with humans into natural areas. Short-distance
relocation is generally defined as moving an animal within their likely home range (e.g., <2
mile for rattlesnakes), while long distance relocation is generally defined as moving an
animal outside their likely home range (e.g., > /2 mile for rattlesnakes). For this survey, we
are asking about mitigation relocation, which is moving snakes for the safety of people, pets,
livestock, or the snakes themselves. In some questions, we ask you to provide names of
specific snake species. If appropriate, please group snakes using terms like “all open season
snakes” or “all venomous snakes.” You may choose to include species names where
appropriate. Please follow the convention where “venomous snakes” refers to those that are
dangerously venomous to people, pets, and livestock (e.g., rattlesnakes and other vipers, coral
snakes). All questions in this survey are optional, but we appreciate your effort to answer all
questions to the best of your ability.

1. Please select your age range
a. Options:
i. 18 —30 years of age
it. 30— 65 years of age
iii.  Over 65 years of age
2. Please choose your state
3. Please indicate your county of residence. If you choose to decline this information,
please state "decline".
4. Please indicate your city/town/region of residence. If you choose to decline this
information, please state "decline".
5. Please select your highest level of education completed.
a. Options:
i. High school or equivalent (i.e., you've earned a high school diploma or
General Equivalency Diploma (GED))
ii. Associates Degree
iii. Bachelor’s Degree (BA or BS)
iv. Master’s Degree (MS or MA)
v. Doctoral Degree (PhD) or equivalent
vi. Other
6. Which of the following best describes the operation through which you perform snake
relocations?
a. Options:
1. Sole Proprietorship



ii.
1il.

Limited Liability Company (LLC)
Non-profit Organization

iv. Volunteer work (can include donations)
v. Employed by Animal Services, Police, Fire Dept., or similar
vi. Other
7. Which of the following best describes your compensation model for snake
relocations?
a. Options:
i. Free for all relocations (i.e., no payments or donations accepted)
ii. Donations accepted
iii. Flat rate fee for all relocations (please indicate the flat rate fee below in
"Other")
iv. Fee based on distance travelled to capture and relocate (please indicate
the fee per distance travelled below in "Other")
v. Fee based on time spent to capture and relocate (please indicate the fee
per hour below in "Other")
vi. Other

8. To the best of your knowledge, does your state require that a person has a permit to
relocate snakes? Please check all that apply.
a. Options:

1.
ii.
1il.

1v.

V.

Yes, permit required for all species under any circumstances

No permit required for all species under any circumstances

Only for certain species (please enter species names or groups below in
"Other")

Only for certain circumstances (e.g., short-distance only (<1/2 mile),
etc.) (please explain below in "Other")

I don't know

9. Do you currently have any state-issued permits to relocate snakes?
a. Yes (Please indicate the permit type(s) below in "Other", e.g., Scientific
Collecting Permit, etc.)

b. No

c. Prefer not to say
10. To the best of your knowledge, does your state require any training(s) to relocate

snakes?
a. Options:
i. Yes
ii. No
iii. Idon’t know
iv. Only for certain species (please enter species names or groups below in
"Other")
v. Other
11. Have you completed any state mandated training(s) for relocating snakes?
a. Options:
i. Yes
ii. No

1il.

Prefer not to say

12. On average, how many snakes do you relocate each year?
a. Options:

1.
ii.

0-10
10-30



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

iii. 30-50
iv. 50-100
v. 100+
Please indicate up to the three most common species of snakes that you relocate.
Please list the species names in order from the most common to least commonly
relocated. If species are unknown, please insert "unknown".
What is the approximate distance that you aim to relocate snakes?
a. Options:
i. Less than 1/4 of a mile from original capture location
ii. Less than 1/2 of a mile from original capture location
iii. Less than 1 mile from original capture location
iv. Less than 5 miles from original capture location
v. Greater than 5 miles from original capture location
Which of the following most accurately describes where you relocate snakes to?
a. Options:
i. Irelocate snakes to appropriate habitat near where they were found
ii. I relocate all snakes to a single location

What do you perceive as likely problems with snake relocations? Please select all that
apply.
a. Options:
i. Snake relocations can cause abnormal movement behaviour in snakes
increasing their likelihood of death (by car, predator, etc.)
ii. Snake relocations can disrupt natural gene flow among populations of
snakes
iii. Snake relocations can increase human-snake conflict
iv. Snake relocations can be dangerous to the relocator
v. Snake relocations can introduce and/or spread diseases in snake
populations (i.e., snake fungal disease)
vi. Snake relocations can disrupt social dynamics among populations of
snakes
vii. No issues are associated with snake relocation
From your experience, which group(s) of people are MORE likely to reach out to you

for snake relocations? (e.g., lower/higher income, lower/higher education,
religious/non-religious, rural/suburban, etc.)? If you have not noticed any differences
in the group(s) of people who have reached out to you to relocate snakes, please state
"no differences noticed". This is an open-ended question. Please answer however you
would like.

When you relocate a snake from a residential property, do you provide any
educational outreach regarding snakes, living safely in areas with snakes, the benefits
of snakes, or other? Please explain.

Please indicate your name and email address if you consent to us contacting you
regarding follow up questions. Your identity and contact information will never be
shared. If you wish to remain anonymous, please state "decline".
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Appendix 3. Permits required for snake mitigation translocation in the 48 states of the United States, with associated fees/training, and where

to find information. The data in this table are current as of 2022.

State tlsalllllslf(l)gcgttli(())llll Reason for Permit required for given] Fees/Training for permits and where to obtain | Other important
allowed? translocation reason of translocation them information
Translocation
business or removal =~ Nuisance Wildlife Control no fee, no training, www.outdooralabama.gov or
Alab % from others' Operator Permit contact local district office
abama es properties
Translocation of . . ..
protected species Protected Species Permit no fee, no training, 334-242-3469
initial fee: $245, renewal fee: $95 (valid until the
. third Dec. from the date issued), no training offered
Translocation - o),
business or Wildlife Service License but applicant mgitp%?fglll% ernm. 6 months of
Arizona Yes commercial services https://www.azgfd.com/license/speciallicense/wildlif
eservice/
Translocation as a . -
volunteer No permit required N/A
Arkansas Yes TraHSIO(igggn of any No permit required N/A
$410 for 3d}{)ears orl$137 per y%ar, no training
. . : required but applicant must demonstrate
California Yes TraIlSIO(i?itﬁ(c)in ofany ' gcientific Collector's Permit ~qualifications, S
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Licensing/Scientific-
Collecting
Rattlesnakes are
. . : : ically not allowed to
Translocation of any $29.13 (valid until Dec. 31 of year issued), no typically
Colorado  Y¢s: butnotall 45 g beyond same  Scientific Collector's License training, https://cpw.state.co.us/aboutus/Pages/SWL- be translocated beyond
species S the same property.
property Applications.aspx :
Contact the appropriate
regional office.



https://www.azgfd.com/license/speciallicense/wildlifeservice/
https://www.azgfd.com/license/speciallicense/wildlifeservice/
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Licensing/Scientific-Collecting
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Licensing/Scientific-Collecting

Other important

Is mitigation
translocation
allowed?

Reason for

State translocation

Permit required for gj
reason of translocation

iven

Fees/Training for permits and where to obtain

them information

Translocation of all
non-venomous
snakes or
copperheads beyond
same property

Nuisance Wildlife Control

Operator License

$250 (valid for 2 years), certification course and
exam required,
https://portal.ct.ecov/DEEP/Wildlife/Nuisance-
Wildlife/How-to-Become-a-NWCO

Translocation of
ratsnakes
(Pantherophis
alleghaniensis)

Connecticut Yes

Translocation of
timber rattlesnakes
(Crotalus horridus)

Nuisance Wildlife Control

Operator Special Permit

Scientific Collector's Permit /media/DEEP/wildlife/forms_applications/collectwil

no fee, but Nuisance Wildlife Control Operator
License required (see above)

$25 (valid for 3 years), training offered but not
required, https://portal.ct.gov/-

dpdf.pdf

Translocation of any

Delaware Yes kind

Nuisance Wildlife Control
Certification and Permit

certification exam: $250 (valid for 5 years), annual
ermit: no fee (valid for one year),

https://firststeps.delaware.gov/nuisance wildlife/ or

Jessica.Haggerty@Delaware.gov or 302-735-3600

Translocation of
native, non-
Venomous species

Translocation of

YCS, but not all venomous SpecCies

Florida species

Removal of
prohibited non-native
species

No permit required

License to Possess or Exhibit
Venomous Reptiles (VRC)

Eradication and Control
Permit

N/A

$100 (valid for 1 year), 1000 hours of experience per
family of snake required, no training offered,
https://myfwc.com/license/captive-
wildlife/venomous/

Non-native species
cannot be translocated
and must be brought to

the permittee's
designated control site
to be euthanized within

24 hours of capture.

no fee (valid for 1 year), no training,
nonnativepermitappss@myfwc.com



https://portal.ct.gov/DEEP/Wildlife/Nuisance-Wildlife/How-to-Become-a-NWCO
https://portal.ct.gov/DEEP/Wildlife/Nuisance-Wildlife/How-to-Become-a-NWCO
https://firststeps.delaware.gov/nuisance_wildlife/
https://myfwc.com/license/captive-wildlife/venomous/
https://myfwc.com/license/captive-wildlife/venomous/

State Ealllllslf(l)gc?lttli(())llll Reason for Permit required for given] Fees/Training for permits and where to obtain | Other important
allowed? translocation reason of translocation them information
. PR $45 (valid until March 31 of year issued),
Translocation Nués anrcaet O\yll}iléiecggg(ﬂ certification exam required,
business or C pe Al T - https://gadnrle.org/sites/default/files/le/pdf/Special-
Georgia Yes commercial services ommei'ﬁ:lan rapping Permits/Nuisance%20Wildlife%20Control%20Appli
cense ation%20Packet.pdf or 770-918-6408
Trans})(ilclillttieoer; asa No permit required N/A
An individual's safety
or property is No permit required N/A
threatened
An individual's safety
(})lrproperctlyisNOT $15.75 (valid for 1 ) or $34.75 (valid for 3
threatened AND <4 . . .75 (valid for 1 year) or .75 (valid for
native, wild caught Idaho Hunting License years), no training, https://idfg.idaho.gov/licenses
Idaho Yes snakes are in
possession
An individual's safety
or property is NOT . . ) .
threatened AND >4  Idaho Hunting License AND %lélﬁt(lln OrLécilelgres.)$ IC%a]tsi V(g/all)léiltl‘(i)g }5 2y3easr()) ?\r/a%i?'t% i
natls;%k\:sﬂgrg?gght Idaho Captive Permit 3 years), no traini,ng, https://idfg.idaho.gov/licenses
possession
No, no fee (validity time of permit varies), no training
translocation Research as part of . required but must belong to accredited educational or
Ilinois only allowed aclll a(:l%r el? Eﬁedr NgtlllfrlgstE: é)l?rrge%egé r(;lt;it research facility,
for research rgsélacr chofa c il(i)t https://www.ilga.gov/legislation/ilcs/ilcsS5.asp? ActID
purposes y =3563&ChapterID=41 or Scott.Ballard@illinois.gov



https://idfg.idaho.gov/licenses
https://idfg.idaho.gov/licenses

State tlsarllllslf(l)gcgttli(())llll Reason for Permit required for given] Fees/Training for permits and where to obtain | Other important
allowed? translocation reason of translocation them information
Translocation $25 (valid until Dec. 31 of the year issued),
business or ~ . ~ certification exam required,
commercial services Nul%lgﬁfry%gr?nliltlmal https://www.in.gov/dnr/fish-and-wildlife/licenses-
or translocation of and-permits/permits-commercial-licenses/ or 317-
. endangered species 233-6527 or LPetercheffi@dnr.in.gov
Indiana Yes
Fishing License: $25 (valid for one year), Hunting
Translocation as a | Indiana Hunting License OR License: $20 (valid for one year), no training,
volunteer Indiana Fishing License https://www.in.gov/dnr/fish-and-wildlife/indiana-
fish-and-wildlife-online-license-system/
Removal of snake by
homeowner off
property if there is an No permit required N/A
imminent threat to
human safety
Translocation as a $25 (valid through Jan. 10), certification exam
Towa Yes volunteer, business, = Wildlife Nuisance Control 4 required,
or commercial Operator Permit https://www.iowadnr.gov/Hunting/L.andowner-
services Assistance
Translocation of Wildlife Nuisance Control $25 (valid through rJezgtiigg’ certification exam
threatened or Operator Permit AND . . . P
endangered species = approval from DNR director https:/ /www.1owa(g1;§§;gggntmg/L andowner-
Kansas Yes TraHSIO(igaiﬁgn of any No permit required N/A
Translocation of
copperbelly Permission from the no fee, no training,
Kentucky Yes watersnakes Kentucky Fish and Wildlife = https:/fw.ky.gov/More/Pages/District-Commission-
(Nerodia Commissioner Members.aspx

erythrogaster)



https://www.in.gov/dnr/fish-and-wildlife/indiana-fish-and-wildlife-online-license-system/
https://www.in.gov/dnr/fish-and-wildlife/indiana-fish-and-wildlife-online-license-system/
https://www.iowadnr.gov/Hunting/Landowner-Assistance
https://www.iowadnr.gov/Hunting/Landowner-Assistance
https://www.iowadnr.gov/Hunting/Landowner-Assistance
https://www.iowadnr.gov/Hunting/Landowner-Assistance
https://fw.ky.gov/More/Pages/District-Commission-Members.aspx
https://fw.ky.gov/More/Pages/District-Commission-Members.aspx

Is mitigation

: Reason for Permit required for given] Fees/Training for permits and where to obtain | Other important
State tr%‘fls(}gvcght%,on translocation reason of translocation them information
Translocati fall . .
ragtshggisggigs a No permit required N/A
Hunting License AND Hunting License: $20, Tra Fing License: $32.50,
Translocation Trapping License AND Fishing License: $17 (valid for one year), NWCO:
business or Fishing License AND No fee, no training,
commercial services Nuisance Wildlife Control https://www.wlf.louisiana.gov/page/recreational-
Operator (NWCO) Permit fishing-licenses-and-permits
Louisiana Yes $17 (valid for one ini
. year), no training,
Trans})(ilclillttleoer; 453 ' Louisiana Fishing License https://www.wlf.louisiana.gov/page/recreational-
fishing-licenses-and-permits
Translocation of
venomous species or . . no fee, no training, valid until Dec. 31 of year issued,
constrictitors over 8 Restricted Snake Permit klejeune@wlf.la.gov or 337-735-8676
ect
. . no fee (valid for two years), certification course and
Maine Yes Translo%ggn ofany | Animal I%ael?r?l%e Control exam required,
https://www.maine.gov/ifw/about/contact/index.html
Wildlife Damage Control Permit: $25$ (valid for one
e year), Scientific Collector's Permit: $10 (valid for
Translocation of any Wildlife ]}))g;lslgte Control one year), written test required for Wildlife Damage
Maryland Yes kind OR Scientific Collector's Control Permit and specialized training for
Permit venomous snake handling required,

https://dnr.maryland.gov/wildlife/pages/licenses/nuis
ancecoop.aspx



https://www.wlf.louisiana.gov/page/recreational-fishing-licenses-and-permits
https://www.wlf.louisiana.gov/page/recreational-fishing-licenses-and-permits
https://www.maine.gov/ifw/about/contact/index.html
https://dnr.maryland.gov/wildlife/pages/licenses/nuisancecoop.aspx
https://dnr.maryland.gov/wildlife/pages/licenses/nuisancecoop.aspx

State Ealllllslf(l)gc?lttli(())llll Reason for Permit required for given] Fees/Training for permits and where to obtain | Other important
allowed? translocation reason of translocation them information
Scientific Collector's Permit
or written letter of . - .
Massachu- % Translocation of any authorization from the no fee (valid for one year), no training required but
es : ; only qualified people are permitted,
setts kind director of Massachusetts michael.t jones@mass.gov
Department of Fish and ) &
Wildlife
Translocation of non- . o . o 4
protected species as a Recreational Fishing License ~ $26, no training, https://www.mdnr-elicense.com/
volunteer
Translocation o ) no fee (valid until Dec. 31 of the year issued), no
business or Scientific Collector's Permit o training, .
commercial services www.michigan.gov/scientificcollectorspermit
Michigan Yes - - - -
Translocation of o ) no fee (valid until Dec. 31 of the year issued), no
species of special ~ Scientific Collector's Permit o training, .
concern www.michigan.gov/scientificcollectorspermit
T{%?:;?gﬁéﬁ)gff Threatened and Endangered no fee (valid for up to 3 years), no training,
endangered species Species Permit reitzc@michigan.gov
: fee (valid for one year), no training
Translocation of non- . o . TN g
protected species Non-game Removal Permit | https:// Www.dnr.state.mnt.rﬁ/permlts/ animals/index.h
no fee (valid for one year), no training,
Translocation of https://www.dnr.state.mn.us/nhnrp/endangered perm
, threatened or 1 1reatened and Endangered s il o oA S20 ermit?%20is%20required%20
Minnesota Yes endangered species p to,assessment%200%20all%20relevant%20informat
ion.

Translocation of
timber rattlesnakes
(Crotalus horridus)

no fee, permit and training are available to a small
. group of professionals that work in areas with
Tﬁﬁgﬁiﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁiﬁt Timber Rattlesnake (Crotalus horridus) conflicts.
Permit only available for park officials, conservation
officers, biologists, city employees, etc.



https://www.mdnr-elicense.com/
http://www.michigan.gov/scientificcollectorspermit
http://www.michigan.gov/scientificcollectorspermit
https://www.dnr.state.mn.us/permits/animals/index.html
https://www.dnr.state.mn.us/permits/animals/index.html

Is mitigation

: Reason for Permit required for given] Fees/Training for permits and where to obtain | Other important
State trz:llllls(};)vcezht‘l)on translocation reason of translocation them information
Translocation of non- Huntin ?g;g;hgg?;f Fishin $12.29, no training, https://www.mdwfp.com/license/
protected species g License g or Scott Peyton: (601)576-6060
Mississippi Yes Translocation of
protected species or $1, no training,
possession of any | Scientific Collector's Permit https://www.mdw{p.com/museum/seek-
species beyond legal study/permits/scientific-collecting/
possession limits
I\{{o permit lgequilred bl(llt.
snakes must be relocated 1n . :
. : local agents for the Missouri Department of
Missouri Yes Transloci?iggn of any in sm?ggglrl(;agf angﬂé Igltl%f the Conservation: https://mdc.mo.gov/contact-
Missouri Dep artgm ent of engage/local-mdc-contacts
Conservation.
Montana No Translocation of any N/A N/A
Nebraska Yes Translo%ﬁgn of any No permit required N/A
no fee, no tﬁ?ininﬁ; .rljcquire@d b(lllt can be provided
~ ~ through jljones@ndow.org,
Nevada Yes Translo%ggn of any Perm1£if\(l)é t\}i]eﬂl(}leilfzase of https://www.ndow.org/wp-
content/uploads/2021/1 1/Instructions-Permit-for-the-
Release-of-Live-Wildlife-ADA.pdf
These animals may be
relocated on the
N Translocation of <2 property owned by the
ew individuals of species . . ‘capturing’ landowner
Hampshire Yes NOT of greatest No permit required N/A or to another property

conservation need

with written landowner
permission prior to
release.



https://www.mdwfp.com/license/
https://www.mdwfp.com/museum/seek-study/permits/scientific-collecting/
https://www.mdwfp.com/museum/seek-study/permits/scientific-collecting/
https://www.ndow.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/Instructions-Permit-for-the-Release-of-Live-Wildlife-ADA.pdf
https://www.ndow.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/Instructions-Permit-for-the-Release-of-Live-Wildlife-ADA.pdf
https://www.ndow.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/Instructions-Permit-for-the-Release-of-Live-Wildlife-ADA.pdf

State tlsa?llslf:)gcgttli%g Reason for Permit required for given] Fees/Training for permits and where to obtain | Other important
allowed? translocation reason of translocation

them

information

timber rattlesnake
(Crotalus horridus),
eastern hog-nosde snake
(Heterodon platirhinos),
Translocation of a $25 (valid through end of calendar year), no training,  northern black racer
species of greatest = Scientific Collector's Permit brendan.clifford@wildlife.nh.gov or (Coluber constrictor
conservation need https://www.wildlife.state.nh.us/licensing/forms.html | constrictor), smooth

greensnake (Opheodrys

vernalis), eastern
ribbonsnake

(Thamnophis sauritus)

Translocation of . . $7 (valid for one year), no training,
- Endangered Species Permit  https://www.state.nj.us/dep/fgw/pdf/xotic_endapp.pd
endangered species i

Translocation of Au%(slrliflérllt(iio\r’l\/liititﬁt{ezom %o&f\e)& ](Evaéid for 0(? f&yﬁar), trainiélg is pr(I))Vided by
: ndangere ongame Species Program,
New Jersey Yes Venomous species Endgrrl)%(e;gg 1‘% (}:Igg;lr%ame https://nj.gov/dep/ %gw/contact.htm

Translocation on o ' : $22 (valid for one year), no training,
construction site Scientific Collector's Permit https://nj.gov/dep/few/scicolperm.htm

: $50 (valid until April 1 of year issued), no training,
T{)?lgislll%ggtgrm Commercial Collecting DGF.lpermits@state.nm.us or ]
commercial services Permit https://www.wildlife.state.nm.us/enforcement/special

-use-permits/

Prohibited from take:
Translocation of any Nongame Hunting License =~ $65 (valid until April 1 of year issued), no training, I\L?S/ elzl/[f;tlt(l:gsﬁgl%:_
New Mexico Yes,S Egéiggt all kind by non-residents  and appropriate land stamps https://onlinesales.wildlife.state.nm.us/ (Crotalus willardi
Translocation as a ' . obscurus), mottled rock
volunteer No permit required N/A rattlesn?g;i e(z’g )otalus L

An individual's safety No permit required but must

or property is be reported to NMAC within N/A
threatened 30 days



https://www.wildlife.state.nh.us/licensing/forms.html
https://www.state.nj.us/dep/fgw/pdf/xotic_endapp.pdf
https://www.state.nj.us/dep/fgw/pdf/xotic_endapp.pdf
https://nj.gov/dep/fgw/contact.htm
https://nj.gov/dep/fgw/scicolperm.htm
https://onlinesales.wildlife.state.nm.us/

State tlsa?llslf:)gcgttli%g Reason for Permit required for given] Fees/Training for permits and where to obtain | Other important
allowed? translocation reason of translocation them information
Translocation of non- Non-venomous snakes
protected, non- . . .. should be moved only as|
venomous species as ) o $50 for general, no fee for municipal license (valid far as appropriate habitat
a Nuisance Wildlife Control for one year), certification exam required, on the property away
business/commercial Operator License https://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/28635.html or from the dwelling they
SeTvice of as a Special Licenses@dec.ny.gov or 518-402-8985 are removed from.
volunteer Venomous snakes

should be moved only as|
far as it is safe from
immediate danger to the
snake, and no more than
200m. If a non-listed,
New York Yes non-venomous species
is naturally existing
" . ) o £ outside of the home, a
no fee, training/experience required for venomous = NWCO cannot relocate
SEQ&?;%&?AE%?%&%%% e snakes, https://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/25012.html;  the animal without a
Special Licenses@dec.ny.gov; 518-402-8985 special permit from the
NYSDEC, which may
be denied if there is no
reason to move the
animal. The special
permit would need to be
obtained by the
landowner.

Translocation of
endangered or
threatened species

. $12 (valid for one year), no training,
Trans})(ilclillttleoer; asa  wildlife Collector's License https://www.ncwildlife.org/Licensing/Other-

Licenses-and-Permits/Wildlife-Collection

Translocation ST $150 initially, $50 renewal fee each year after,
North Yes business or WﬂdhfeLiCc%Illltsrgl Agent certiﬁcgtion course and exam required,
Carolina commercial services https://www.ncwildlife.org/WCA
. 10 (valid for one year), no training required but
Translocation of $ > ;
endangered or Endangered Species Permit relevant experience required,

https://www.ncwildlife.org/Licensing/Other-

threatened species Licenses-and-Permits/Endangered-Species-Permit



https://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/28635.html
https://www.ncwildlife.org/Licensing/Other-Licenses-and-Permits/Wildlife-Collection
https://www.ncwildlife.org/Licensing/Other-Licenses-and-Permits/Wildlife-Collection
https://www.ncwildlife.org/Licensing/Other-Licenses-and-Permits/Endangered-Species-Permit
https://www.ncwildlife.org/Licensing/Other-Licenses-and-Permits/Endangered-Species-Permit

State tlsarllllslf(l)gc?lttli(())llll Reason for Permit required for given] Fees/Training for permits and where to obtain | Other important
allowed? translocation reason of translocation them information
DNaOl{(::}:la Yes Translo%ggn of any No permit required N/A
. . . .11 $40 (valid for one year), certification exam required,
Tﬁiﬁfﬁ%ﬁ?gﬁn ng%rrﬁzﬁcé%gr%llsgceerxrld https://ohiodnr.gov/buy-and-apply/regulatory-
commercial services Permit p permits/commercial-wildlife-permits/nuisance-wild-
animal-control-operator
Scientific Collector's: $25 (valid for one year), no
Ohio Yes training required but relevant experience must be
Translocation of provided, https://ohiodnr.gov/buy-and-apply/special-
o ' .. | use-permits/collecting-research/scientific-collecting-
phdangered or Seientific Collector's Permit %711, inals , Chief's Letter: no fee but relevant
" collectablep reptiles experience must be provided,
p https://ohiodnr.gov/discover-and-learn/safety-
conservation/about-ODNR/wildlife/documents-
publications/permits
. $25, no training,
Translocation as a Oklahoma Hunting License https://www.wildlifedepartment.com/licensing/other-
lunteer g
voluntee permits-and-licenses or (405) 521-3852
| $75 (valid for one year), certifacagtion exam required,
Translocation . 111 training provided at
Oklahoma Yes business or Nuls%%%er;a])gglf)%rgﬂntml . http:/{wildlifecontroltrainin§.Acorn,‘
commercial services https://www.wildlifedepartment.com/licensing/other-
permits-and-licenses or (405) 521-3852
: $10 (valid for one year), no training,
];ﬁgzltgﬁa;loe%i%g Scientific Collector's License https://www.wildlifedepartment.com/ licens%ng/other—
p P permits-and-licenses , (405) 521-3852
Oregon Yes Translo%ggn of any No permit required N/A
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https://ohiodnr.gov/buy-and-apply/regulatory-permits/commercial-wildlife-permits/nuisance-wild-animal-control-operator
https://ohiodnr.gov/buy-and-apply/regulatory-permits/commercial-wildlife-permits/nuisance-wild-animal-control-operator
https://ohiodnr.gov/buy-and-apply/regulatory-permits/commercial-wildlife-permits/nuisance-wild-animal-control-operator
https://ohiodnr.gov/buy-and-apply/special-use-permits/collecting-research/scientific-collecting-wild-animals
https://ohiodnr.gov/buy-and-apply/special-use-permits/collecting-research/scientific-collecting-wild-animals
https://ohiodnr.gov/buy-and-apply/special-use-permits/collecting-research/scientific-collecting-wild-animals
https://ohiodnr.gov/discover-and-learn/safety-conservation/about-ODNR/wildlife/documents-publications/permits
https://ohiodnr.gov/discover-and-learn/safety-conservation/about-ODNR/wildlife/documents-publications/permits
https://ohiodnr.gov/discover-and-learn/safety-conservation/about-ODNR/wildlife/documents-publications/permits
https://www.wildlifedepartment.com/licensing/other-permits-and-licenses
https://www.wildlifedepartment.com/licensing/other-permits-and-licenses
https://www.wildlifedepartment.com/licensing/other-permits-and-licenses
https://www.wildlifedepartment.com/licensing/other-permits-and-licenses

Is mitigation
translocation
allowed?

Reason for

State translocation

Permit required for given
reason of translocation

Fees/Training for permits and where to obtain
them

Other important
information

1 Translocation of non-
venomous, non-
protected species

Yes, but not al

Pennsylvania species

Fishing License

$22.97 (valid for one year), no training,
https://www.fishandboat.com/Fish/Fishinglicense/P
ages/BuyAFishingLicense.aspx

Translocation of
following species not
permitted: timber
rattlesnake (Crotalus
horridus), eastern
copperhead
(Agkistrodon
contortrix), eastern
massasauga (Sistrurus
catenatus), rough-
greensnake (Opheodrys
aestivus), Kirtland’s
Snake (Clonophis
kirtlandii)

Translocation of any

Rhode Island Yes kind

Nuisance Wildlife Control
Specialist License

$25 (valid for one year), certification exam required,
DEM.DFW @dem.ri.gov or 401-789-0281

Ideally translocations
are done in coordination
with a DFW wildlife
biologist, who can be
reached at
DEM.DFW@dem.ri.gov

or 401-789-0281.

South

| Yes, but not all Translocation of non-
Carolina

species protected species

No permit required

N/A

southern hog-nosed
snake (Heterodon
simus) is the only
species that is protected
and cannot be relocated

Translocation of non-
threatened, non-
endangered species
South

Dakota Yes

Translocation of
threatened or
endangered species

No permit required

Endangered Species Permit

N/A

No fee, no training required, .
https://efp.sd.gov/forms/endangeredspecies/

eastern hog-nosed snake
(Heterodon platirhinos),
lined snake
(Tropidoclonion
lineatum)
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https://www.fishandboat.com/Fish/FishingLicense/Pages/BuyAFishingLicense.aspx
https://www.fishandboat.com/Fish/FishingLicense/Pages/BuyAFishingLicense.aspx
https://gfp.sd.gov/forms/endangeredspecies/

Is mitigation

: Reason for Permit required for given] Fees/Training for permits and where to obtain | Other important
State translocation translocation reason of translocation them information
allowed?
Prohibited to
translocate: rough
earthsnake (Virginia
striatula), Kirtland’s
snake (Clonophis
kirtlandii), western
~ No fee (valid through June 30th of year issued), ribbonsnake
Tennessee Yes, but not all Trz;nes&gggggsn gg rlll_on' Nuisance Animal Damage training or apprenticeship required, ~ (Thamnophis proximus);
species rotected s’ ecies Control Permit https://www.tn.gov/twra/law-enforcement/wildlife- Venomous snakes
p P damage-control.html prohibited to translocate
and must be euthanized
on site in compliance
with the euthanasia
guidelines from the
American Veterinarian
Medical Association.
| ] $25 (Valhd th;;)ugléAugust 3 l/of y?ar iss1}ed),d no
Translocation of any . . training, https://tpwd.texas.gov/regulations/outdoor-
Texas Yes kind Hunting License annual/licenses/hunting-licenses-and-
permits/hunting-licenses
) $10, no training,
Utah Yes TraHSIO(ﬁggn of any Certificate of Registration https://wildlife.utah.gov/licenses/certificates-of-
registration.html
The northern black racer
Translocation of (COIZSSEE?Z;Z;ZQ and
(%TEZ%?%EEZ% Must be a member of (Pantherophis
) ' . .
northern black racers Vermont's Rattlesnake no fee, training is required and done on an individual alleghaniensis) are
Vermont Yes (Coluber Response Program (which protected species that

operates under the state

constrictor), and representative's T&E Species

eastern ratsnakes

(Pantheropiis felings perm) Vermonts Ratiesnake
alleghaniensis) e ot
rattlesnakes).

basis, Rattlesnake Response Program volunteers train

new volunteers as needed, luke.groff@vermont.gov

can only be translocated
by members of
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https://www.tn.gov/twra/law-enforcement/wildlife-damage-control.html
https://www.tn.gov/twra/law-enforcement/wildlife-damage-control.html
https://tpwd.texas.gov/regulations/outdoor-annual/licenses/hunting-licenses-and-permits/hunting-licenses
https://tpwd.texas.gov/regulations/outdoor-annual/licenses/hunting-licenses-and-permits/hunting-licenses
https://tpwd.texas.gov/regulations/outdoor-annual/licenses/hunting-licenses-and-permits/hunting-licenses
https://wildlife.utah.gov/licenses/certificates-of-registration.html
https://wildlife.utah.gov/licenses/certificates-of-registration.html

Is mitigation

: Reason for Permit required for given] Fees/Training for permits and where to obtain | Other important
State trz:llllls(};)vcezht‘l)on translocation reason of translocation them information
Translocati(iln ofhall $75 (valid f q Citizens may possess up
species within the . . 75 (valid for one year), training required, to one of each species of]
Virginia Yes,sbélé ilégt all ome city/county or &?ﬁg}%ﬁéﬂéﬁ?gﬁ%t https:// dwr.v1yrginia.gov/ forms- native snake, except for
P an adjoining download/PERM/PERM-nuisance.pdf Timber Rattlesnakes
city/county (Crotalus horridus).
WCO License: $50 (valid for 3 years), certification
Wildlife Control Onerat exam required, .an((ii ?lltltlll)ln}}lmd% years of ﬁelevgnt
. ildlife Control Operator = experience required, s://wdfw.wa.gov/species-
Washington Yes TraHSIO(igggn of any License AND State Trapper habitats/living/nuisance—wildlife/wild%ife—contro1—
Certification operators/faqffaq OR .
https://wdfw.wa. gov/l;untlng/requlrements/educatlon
trapping
West Yes Tﬁiﬁfﬁ%ﬁgﬁn Wildlife Damage Control $10, training and exam required, wvdnr.gov or
Virginia commercial services Agent License contact local WVDNR District Office
. $100 (valid for 5 years), no training required but
Terﬁngcgrté(c)lnocr)f Endangered/Threatened relevant experience re uf%ed,
threate n% d species Species Permit https://dnr.wisconsin.gov/topic/endangeredresources/
permits.html
Wisconsin Yes Long distance . o .
translocation (>1/2 $25 (valid for one year), no training required but
miles) or lon o . relevant experience required,
holding times (24 Scientific Research License https://dnr.wisconsin.gov/topic/endangeredresources/
hours) for non-listed permits.html
species
Wyoming Yes TraHSIO(igggn of any No permit required N/A
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https://dwr.virginia.gov/forms-download/PERM/PERM-nuisance.pdf
https://dwr.virginia.gov/forms-download/PERM/PERM-nuisance.pdf
http://wvdnr.gov/
https://dnr.wisconsin.gov/topic/endangeredresources/permits.html
https://dnr.wisconsin.gov/topic/endangeredresources/permits.html
https://dnr.wisconsin.gov/topic/endangeredresources/permits.html
https://dnr.wisconsin.gov/topic/endangeredresources/permits.html
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