
Living With Wild Boar Damage - What Reduces Damage, What Doesn’t, and Why

Section 1: How wild boar damage usually shows up in fields

Many farmers say that even after sowing on time and giving all the required inputs, their fields 
did not give the yield they expected. In many cases, the reason becomes clear only later.

In the early stages, farmers notice that germination is uneven. Some patches come up well, 
while others remain empty or weak. At first, this is often blamed on seed quality, soil problems, 
or water issues. When farmers dig into these patches, they sometimes find that the seeds have 
been dug out or eaten. By then, re-sowing is difficult or no longer possible.

As the crop grows, damage does not appear evenly across the field. Certain areas are disturbed 
while others look normal. Soil is turned over in patches. Bunds break. Irrigation channels are 
damaged. In standing crops, plants are flattened or bent, not because they were eaten, but 
because animals moved through the field together.

Most activity happens at night. Farmers do not usually see the animals, but they recognize the 
signs by morning. A field that looked normal in the evening shows fresh disturbance the next 
day. Because the damage is spread out, losses are hard to judge until harvest, when yields fall 
more than expected.

Farmers also notice that damage follows the same lines. Certain entry points and paths are used
again and again. Once this pattern sets in, the problem rarely stays limited to a single visit.

The loss is not only of crops. Repeated night visits lead to loss of sleep, fatigue, and changes in 
family routines. Over time, guarding and repair become part of everyday farming rather than an 
occasional response.

Why wild boars keep coming back to the same fields

Farmers often ask why wild boars return to the same fields again and again, even after being 
chased away. From experience, they learn that this does not happen by accident.

Once boars find food in a field, they treat that field as a known place. They remember where 
food was available, how easy it was to enter, and where they were disturbed the least. Even if 
they are chased away once or twice, they return to check again.

The first visit usually causes limited damage. The bigger problem begins after that. When 
animals return, they often come in groups and spend more time in the field. This is when 
damage increases quickly.



Boars stick to familiar routes. As they move through a field, they begin using the same paths 
along bunds, irrigation channels, or softer soil. These paths become easier to use each time. 
Once such routes form, animals keep using them across seasons, even when crops change.

Uneven damage makes this worse. When only part of a field is disturbed, food remains nearby. 
Animals feed, move a short distance, and feed again. This keeps them in the same area instead 
of pushing them away.

Because most movement happens at night, animals also learn timing. If they are disturbed early
in the night but find the field quiet later, they adjust and return during hours when disturbance 
is lowest.

Farmers also observe that boars quickly learn which deterrents are weak. If lights stay in the 
same place, smells fade, or fencing has gaps, animals test these points repeatedly. Once they 
succeed, they remember them.

What farmers realize over time is that the first successful entry makes a big difference. Once 
boars find food and safe access, stopping repeat visits becomes much harder.

When farmers know the risk is highest

Farmers who face wild boar damage over several seasons begin to notice clear patterns.

Damage is highest soon after sowing and again just before harvest. Freshly sown fields are easy 
to dig into, and seeds are quickly lost. Near harvest, crops are fully grown and attract repeated 
visits.

Certain crops face more pressure than others. Farmers commonly mention maize, groundnut, 
tubers, sugarcane, and paddy. Once these crops mature, visits increase unless strong steps are 
taken.

Seasonal conditions matter. During the monsoon and the period after, soft soil makes digging 
easier. In dry months, irrigated fields attract animals because nearby land has little food or 
water. Fields close to canals, tanks, or wells face more pressure during these times.

Location also plays a role. Fields near forests, scrubland, plantations, or unused land see more 
damage. Over time, even interior villages are affected once animals establish movement routes 
through farmland.

Farmers pay attention to dark nights, when movement is harder to detect, and to periods when 
young animals are present, when disturbance spreads over larger areas.

For most farmers, the concern is not whether damage will happen, but when it will begin and 
how long it will last.



Section 2: Living With Nilgai Damage – What Reduces Damage, What Doesn’t, and Why

How nilgai damage usually shows up in fields

Farmers dealing with nilgai damage often say that losses do not appear suddenly, but build up 
quietly over time. In many cases, crops look normal in the early stages, and the full extent of 
damage becomes clear only later, closer to harvest.

Unlike wild boar, nilgai do not dig up seeds or disturb soil. Early damage is therefore harder to 
detect. Farmers usually first notice grazing along the edges of fields. Some patches appear 
clipped or eaten down, while neighbouring areas remain untouched. This is sometimes 
mistaken for poor growth, moisture stress, or grazing by stray cattle.

As crops grow taller, damage becomes more visible. Plants are grazed, broken, or flattened. In 
many cases, damage is caused not only by feeding but also by trampling as animals move 
through the field. In crops such as mustard, wheat, chickpea, gram, and other pulses, farmers 
notice bite marks at a fairly uniform height, indicating repeated grazing by tall animals rather 
than random damage.

Nilgai damage often spreads over larger areas than wild boar damage. Herds move through 
fields instead of concentrating in one spot. Because plants are weakened gradually rather than 
destroyed outright, losses are often underestimated until harvest, when yields drop more than 
expected.

Most nilgai movement happens at night or in the early hours of the morning. Farmers rarely see 
the animals directly. Instead, they recognise damage by grazed tops, broken stems, and 
flattened crop patches. A field that appeared acceptable in the evening may show fresh grazing 
the next day.

Farmers also observe that nilgai tend to enter fields from the same sides repeatedly. Boundaries
near scrubland, fallow land, village commons, roads, or open stretches become regular entry 
points. Once such patterns form, damage rarely remains limited to a single visit.

The loss is not limited to crops alone. Repeated visits force farmers to guard fields at night, 
repair fences, and replant damaged patches where possible. Over time, managing nilgai 
becomes part of everyday farming, increasing stress, fatigue, and labour burden within 
households.

Why nilgai keep coming back to the same fields

Farmers often ask why nilgai continue to return to the same fields even after being chased away.
Experience shows that this behaviour is learned and predictable.



Once nilgai find food in a field, they begin to treat it as a reliable feeding area. They remember 
where crops were available, which boundaries were easy to cross, and where they faced the 
least disturbance. Chasing them away once or twice rarely changes this behaviour.

Initial visits may cause limited damage. The problem escalates when animals return repeatedly. 
Herds begin spending more time inside fields, grazing and moving slowly. This leads to 
cumulative weakening of crops rather than immediate destruction.

Nilgai rely on familiar movement routes. Over time, they use the same paths along field edges, 
village roads, canal embankments, and open land. These routes are reused across seasons, even
when crop patterns change. Farmers report that once such routes are established, they are 
difficult to disrupt.

Uneven damage worsens the problem. When only parts of a field are grazed, sufficient food 
remains nearby. Animals feed, move short distances, and feed again. This keeps them within the
same field or cluster of fields instead of pushing them away entirely.

Because most movement happens at night, nilgai also learn timing. If they are disturbed early in
the night but find fields quiet later, they return during hours of lower human activity. Farmers 
guarding only for part of the night often find that damage continues after they leave.

Farmers also observe that nilgai quickly learn which deterrents are ineffective. Fixed lights, scare
devices, or smells that fade over time lose their impact. Most importantly, low or poorly 
designed fences do not stop nilgai, as they are capable of jumping over barriers that are not tall
enough.

What farmers realize over time is that the first successful entry matters greatly. Once nilgai 
become comfortable feeding in a field, preventing repeat visits requires stronger, sustained 
measures.

When farmers know the risk is highest

Farmers facing nilgai damage over several seasons identify clear periods of higher risk.

Damage often increases once crops reach stages where grazing causes direct yield loss, 
particularly during flowering and grain-filling stages. Unlike wild boar damage, which peaks soon
after sowing and again near harvest, nilgai damage typically intensifies during the middle and 
later stages of crop growth.

Certain crops face more pressure than others. Farmers commonly report damage to mustard, 
wheat, chickpea, gram, pulses, and oilseeds. Crops planted along field boundaries are affected 
first, with damage gradually moving inward.



Seasonal conditions influence risk. During dry periods, irrigated fields attract nilgai because 
surrounding land offers limited forage. After the monsoon, when vegetation is widespread, 
herds move across larger areas and test new fields.

Location plays a major role. Fields near scrubland, fallow land, village commons, canals, 
highways, or forest edges experience higher pressure. Over time, even interior villages are 
affected once nilgai establish safe crossing routes through farmland.

Farmers also pay attention to dark nights and periods when herds include young animals. During
these times, movement increases and damage spreads across wider areas.

For most farmers, the concern is not whether nilgai will enter their fields, but when grazing will 
begin, how long it will continue, and how much effort will be required to limit losses.

Section 3: What Farmers Do:

Across both wild boar and nilgai, farmers notice the same turning point: once the first 
successful entry becomes repeat visits, the problem shifts from “chasing animals away” to 
“breaking a pattern.” After a few nights, animals stop behaving like occasional visitors and start 
behaving like regular users of the same routes, timings, and weak points. Damage then becomes
harder to detect early and harder to stop later, because animals are no longer testing the field; 
they are returning to it with confidence.

This is why farmers rarely rely on a single deterrent. They choose measures based on how the 
animal enters (boar dig under, nilgai jump over), when the crop is most vulnerable, and what 
level of effort can be sustained. The deterrents below are therefore best understood as tools 
that either (a) slow entry, (b) disrupt timing, or (c) reduce time spent feeding. They work most 
reliably when used in layers and, where possible, when neighbouring farmers act together 
during the same high-risk weeks.

Disclaimer:

Farmers say that animals do not follow a fixed calendar or fixed hours. The times mentioned in 
this chapter are based on patterns seen in some places, not rules that apply everywhere. 

In different areas, risk can begin earlier or later depending on rainfall, crop stage, nearby land 
use, and how animals move locally. Because of this, farmers advise watching the field closely 
and responding to the first signs of entry, repeat paths, and quiet hours, rather than following 
dates or clock time exactly. 

Deterrents work best when they are used at the right moment for the local situation, not when 
they are applied mechanically.



What Methods Should a Farmer Choose Based on Cost and Effort

Listed below are several methods, some long term and cost heavy methods and others short 
term and less capital intensive. 

Farmers say the first step is to understand what kind of cost a method involves. Some measures 
need a high one-time investment, such as permanent fencing or structures, but require less 
daily effort once in place. 

Other measures cost little at the start but must be repeated many times through the season — 
guarding, lights, chilli ropes, repairs, fuel, or hired labour. 

Farmers advise first estimating how long the crop will be at risk and how often each method will
need to be repeated. 

This helps compare long-term investment against repeated short-term effort. The choice of 
method then becomes clearer when this cost and effort is matched with how often animals are 
entering, how much damage they are causing, and whether the response can be sustained 
safely over time.

Method A: Fencing and Physical Barriers

What works, what fails, and why – for wild boar and nilgai

Farmers across regions use fencing to slow animal entry and reduce repeat visits. Fencing does 
not stop animals permanently. Its purpose is to increase effort, delay entry, and reduce 
repeated night visits, especially during high-risk crop stages.

Farmers who see better results emphasise that fencing fails not because it is weak, but because 
it is installed or maintained incorrectly, or because it is designed for the wrong animal 
behaviour.

Wild boar and nilgai challenge fences in different ways. Boars dig under barriers. Nilgai jump 
over them. Effective fencing must account for both.

A.1 Thorn fencing

What farmers use

Thorn fencing is one of the oldest and lowest-cost methods used against wild boar and, to a 
much lesser extent, nilgai. It is commonly used where thorny branches are locally available and 
cash investment is limited.



How farmers make thorn fencing effective

Farmers say thorn fencing works only when it is dense, continuous, and tightly packed. 
Branches are placed close together so there are no open gaps. Simply lining branches along the 
boundary does not work.

For wild boar, farmers who see better results dig a shallow trench and press thorn branches into
the soil before packing earth back tightly. Stones or broken bricks are sometimes placed at the 
base to make digging harder.

Against nilgai, thorn fencing offers very limited protection. Farmers say it may slow entry briefly
when freshly installed, but it does not prevent animals from jumping over the barrier.

Where thorn fencing usually fails

Thorn fencing dries quickly, gaps appear, and animals begin testing weak points. Boars dig under
loosened sections. Nilgai step or jump over it with ease.

Farmers emphasise that thorn fencing fails when treated as a one-time arrangement rather than
a temporary, constantly repaired barrier.

Cost and effort

Material cost is low if thorns are locally available, but labour demand is high. Frequent 
replacement makes it suitable only as a short-term or supporting measure, not a primary 
defence.

A.2 Barbed wire fencing

What farmers use

Barbed wire fencing is commonly used where farmers want something stronger than thorn 
fencing but cannot afford chain-link or electric fencing.

How farmers make barbed wire fencing effective- Effectiveness depends on layout and 
anchoring.

For wild boar, the bottom wire is critical. It must be placed very close to the ground or slightly 
buried. If the lower edge is loose, boars dig under it easily.

For nilgai, height matters more than the base. Farmers say low barbed wire fencing is 
ineffective because nilgai simply jump over it. Multiple horizontal strands placed higher increase
effectiveness but do not guarantee exclusion.



Posts must be fixed firmly, and corners reinforced. Sagging wires invite repeated testing.

Where barbed wire fencing usually fails

Barbed wire fencing fails when:

 the bottom wire is left high (boar entry),

 overall height is insufficient (nilgai entry),

 maintenance is ignored and wires loosen.

On its own, barbed wire struggles against sustained pressure from either species.

Cost and effort

Moderate cash cost, with regular tightening and repair required. Farmers say it works best when
combined with night guarding or other deterrents.

A.3 Chain-link fencing

What farmers use

Chain-link fencing is used around small plots, nurseries, high-value crops, or when multiple 
farmers pool resources.

How farmers make chain-link fencing effective

For wild boar, farmers dig a trench and bury the lower edge of the mesh to prevent digging. Soil
is packed tightly back into place.

For nilgai, fence height is the key factor. Farmers report that chain-link fencing works only when
it is tall enough to discourage jumping. Low mesh fencing does not stop nilgai even if the base is
secure.

Posts are placed close together to keep the mesh taut. Gates and corners receive extra 
reinforcement.

Where chain-link fencing usually fails

Failures occur when:

 the lower edge becomes exposed due to erosion (boar),

 fencing height is inadequate (nilgai),

 large field sizes make fencing incomplete.



High cost limits use over large areas unless costs are shared.

Cost and effort

High initial investment with lower but steady maintenance needs. Farmers consider it viable 
mainly for small areas or collective fencing.

A.4 Solar / electric fencing

What farmers use

Solar-powered, low-voltage electric fencing is used mainly near forest edges or in areas with 
repeated boar and nilgai damage.

How farmers make electric fencing effective

Farmers stress that electric fencing works only when animals receive a strong shock the first 
time.

For wild boar:

 lowest live wire must be very close to the ground,

 earthing must be proper.

For nilgai:

 fencing height must be adequate to prevent jumping,

 multiple live wires are often needed.

Vegetation touching the wire must be cleared regularly, or the shock weakens.

Many farmers combine electric fencing with a physical barrier to prevent digging and jumping 
together.

Where electric fencing usually fails

Electric fencing fails when:

 batteries are not charged,

 earthing is poor,

 grass touches the wire,

 maintenance lapses.



Weak shocks teach animals that the fence can be crossed safely.

Cost and effort

Highest upfront cost and high maintenance demand. Farmers say electric fencing works best at 
community scale, where maintenance responsibility is shared.

What farmers learn over time about fencing

Farmers who have tried different fencing methods agree on three points:

1. No fence works without regular maintenance.

2. Fencing must match animal behaviour — digging for boars, jumping for nilgai.

3. Fencing works best when combined with guarding, lights, or coordinated community 
action.

Fencing does not eliminate conflict. It buys time, reduces repeat visits, and makes damage more
predictable — but only when installed and managed with realistic expectations.

Method B – Night Guarding

Night guarding is one of the most commonly used responses to wild boar and nilgai damage. 
Farmers usually turn to it once damage becomes frequent and other deterrents have failed to 
hold.

Night guarding works because direct human presence interrupts feeding and movement. 
Unlike fencing or smell-based deterrents, it produces immediate results. However, farmers also 
emphasize that guarding is physically exhausting and difficult to sustain when done alone.



How farmers make night guarding effective

Farmers say night guarding works only when animals clearly sense active human presence. This 
includes people staying in or near fields, walking around with torches, shouting, clapping, or 
making sudden noise to drive animals away.

Guarding is most effective when it is done every night during high-risk periods, particularly 
close to harvest. Irregular guarding allows both wild boar and nilgai to adjust their timing and 
return later in the night.

Farmers who report better results rarely guard alone. Within households, duties are rotated 
among family members. Across villages, neighbouring farmers often guard adjacent fields at the
same time, which reduces gaps that animals can exploit.

Nilgai respond more strongly to visible movement and light, while wild boar respond more to 
sound and direct disturbance. Farmers adjust their guarding behaviour based on which animal is
active.

Collective guarding and hiring watchmen

In several areas, farmers reported better outcomes when guarding was organized collectively 
rather than individually.

Instead of each farmer guarding a single field, groups of farmers:

 pooled money or labour,

 hired one or more watchmen or families,

 and assigned them to guard large contiguous areas of farmland at night.

Farmers said this approach reduced exhaustion, improved coverage, and made guarding more 
reliable over longer periods. Animals encountered fewer unguarded entry points and spent less 
time testing fields.

This method was reported to work best where:

 fields are contiguous,

 farmers trust one another,

 and responsibilities are clearly shared.

How night guarding is maintained



Night guarding requires planning and coordination. Farmers decide:

 who will guard,

 which areas will be covered,

 and how shifts will be rotated.

Without rotation, fatigue builds quickly. Most farmers say individual guarding becomes 
unsustainable after a few weeks. Collective arrangements extend the period over which 
guarding remains effective.

Guarding intensity is usually reduced once the most vulnerable crop stage passes and restarted 
only if damage increases again.

How effective night guarding is

Farmers consistently report that night guarding can significantly reduce damage during critical 
periods for both wild boar and nilgai. It is one of the few methods that produces same-night 
results, with animals often retreating immediately when disturbance is strong and coordinated.

However, guarding does not eliminate repeat visits. It reduces feeding time and damage 
intensity rather than stopping animals permanently.

Where night guarding usually fails

Night guarding fails when:

 it is irregular or poorly coordinated,

 only one person guards a field alone,

 people leave fields early or guard only part of the night.

Animals quickly learn these patterns and adjust their timing. Guarding also fails when 
exhaustion forces farmers to abandon the effort altogether.

Cost of night guarding

Night guarding involves little direct cash cost when done by family members, but it carries a 
high human cost. Sleep loss affects health, attention, and farm work during the day.

Collective guarding and hired watchmen reduce this burden but require shared financial or 
labour contributions.



Farmer suggestion: linking night guarding to MNREGA

During discussions, farmers suggested that community night guarding could be linked to 
MNREGA or similar public employment programmes.

They argued that:

 guarding protects agricultural livelihoods and community assets,

 the work is predictable and seasonal,

 and linking it to MNREGA could reduce the labour burden on farming households.

Farmers acknowledged that such a linkage would require policy clarification and administrative 
support. They raised it as a practical suggestion, based on the reality that guarding is already 
essential work, even if it is currently unpaid and informal.

What farmers learn over time

Farmers conclude that night guarding is a powerful but costly tool. It works best when:

 effort is shared,

 guarding is focused on peak-risk periods,

 and it is combined with fencing or other deterrents.

Used alone and continuously, it becomes unsustainable. Used strategically and collectively, it 
remains one of the most reliable ways to reduce damage.

Method C – Lights, Alarms, and Noise Devices

Lights, alarms, radios, and noise-making devices are widely used by farmers facing both wild 
boar and nilgai damage, particularly when continuous night guarding is not possible.

Farmers rely on these methods not because they stop animals completely, but because they 
delay entry, reduce sudden damage, and increase uncertainty for animals during the early 
stages of crop exposure.



How lights, alarms, and noise devices are used

Farmers place lights and noise devices along field boundaries, near known entry points, or 
along routes animals repeatedly use. These methods are most effective when they are treated 
as moving disturbances, not fixed installations.

Lights and sound are often combined with occasional human movement, even if farmers 
cannot remain in the field all night. This combination increases hesitation and delays entry.

Wild boar tend to react more strongly to sudden sound and disturbance, while nilgai respond 
more to visual cues and movement, especially when light reveals human presence.

Farmer-derived practices observed in the field

Farmers use several locally developed noise and light-based practices:

 Empty tin cans filled with stones or pebbles, strung on wires or ropes along field 
boundaries. When disturbed by wind or animal movement, these produce sudden noise.
Farmers report this is particularly useful against nilgai and monkeys, and sometimes 
against wild boar during early visits.

 Broken glass bottles strung with nails or wire along boundaries, creating sound and 
disturbance when moved.

 Radios left playing at night near entry points, usually shifted every few days to avoid 
habituation.

 Portable lights or flashing bulbs, moved frequently rather than fixed in one position.

Farmers emphasise that these methods work best when shifted often and when animals cannot
predict where disturbance will occur.

How these devices are maintained

Lights and noise devices require regular checking. Batteries drain, bulbs fail, wires loosen, and 
rain damages connections. Farmers who report some benefit inspect and reposition devices 
every few days.

If devices are left unattended for long periods, animals quickly learn to ignore them. 
Predictability reduces effectiveness faster than device failure.



How effective lights and noise devices are

Farmers say these methods are most useful during early crop stages, when animals are first 
testing entry routes, and for reducing sudden damage.

Used alone, lights and noise devices rarely prevent damage completely. Their main value lies in 
supporting other methods, such as fencing or night guarding, by reducing pressure and 
delaying entry.

Where lights and noise devices usually fail

These devices fail when:

 the same light or sound is used repeatedly in the same location,

 animals face strong pressure to enter fields with attractive crops,

 devices are poorly maintained or left unattended.

Both wild boar and nilgai habituate quickly to predictable disturbance. Nilgai, in particular, 
ignore sound if it is not accompanied by movement.

Heavy rain, power cuts, and drained batteries further reduce effectiveness.

Cost and effort

Cash costs are low to moderate. Most farmers already have basic materials. Ongoing costs 
include batteries, bulbs, and repairs.

Farmers consider these methods worth trying when guarding is not possible, but stress that 
expectations should remain limited. They are supporting tools, not stand-alone solutions.

What farmers learn over time

Farmers conclude that lights and noise work only when they create uncertainty, not when they 
are used in the same place and manner over extended periods of time

Method D – Smell-Based and Home-Made Deterrents

Smell-based deterrents are widely used by farmers facing both wild boar and nilgai damage 
because they are inexpensive, locally available, and easy to apply. Farmers usually turn to these 
methods early in the season or when they want a deterrent that does not require staying awake
at night.



Across regions, farmers describe these methods as short-term disruptors, not permanent 
solutions.

How smell-based deterrents are used

Strong, unfamiliar smells are applied along field boundaries, near known entry points, or 
around areas damaged in earlier visits. Farmers say effectiveness depends on freshness, 
concentration, and targeted placement.

These methods are most useful before animals establish regular feeding routes.

Farmer-derived practices observed in the field

Farmers reported using the following smell-based deterrents:

 Decomposed fish oil - Dead fish are sealed in a drum and left to decompose for two to 
three months. The resulting thick oil is applied to ropes or cloth strips tied along 
boundaries. Farmers consistently describe this as one of the strongest smell deterrents 
against both wild boar and nilgai.

 Urine and dung sprays of wild boar or nilgai
Collected dung or urine is mixed with water and sprayed along entry points and 
boundaries. Effectiveness is short-lived but noticeable in dry conditions.

 Amrit paani - Prepared from neem leaves, cow dung, castor oil, and other local 
ingredients, and sprayed along field edges.

 Chilli-based mixtures and kerosene-soaked cloth or rope, placed near known entry 
routes.

 Human hair as a smell-based deterrent (wild boar)
Some farmers reported collecting large quantities of human hair from local barber 
shops and spreading it thickly along field boundaries and known entry points. Farmers 
say this method can help keep wild boar out of fields, particularly during early visits. It 
appears to work best when the hair is applied densely and freshly, and when it is 
replenished after rain or strong wind. Farmers describe the effect as temporary; once 
the hair becomes scattered, damp, or old, wild boars begin to return. As with other 
smell-based deterrents, farmers use this method as a supporting measure, not as a 
stand-alone solution.

Farmers stress that these deterrents work best when applied fresh and concentrated, not 
diluted across large areas.

How smell-based deterrents are maintained



Smell-based deterrents fade quickly and require frequent reapplication. Rain, dew, and wind 
reduce strength within days.

Farmers who rely on these methods check boundaries often and reapply deterrents after 
rainfall. During the monsoon, effectiveness drops sharply.

How effective smell-based deterrents are

Farmers say smell-based deterrents can reduce damage for short periods, particularly during 
early crop stages. They may slow animals down or shift entry routes temporarily.

Among these methods, decomposed fish oil is reported as the most powerful, but it:

 takes time to prepare,

 is unpleasant to handle,

 loses effectiveness in rain.

Used alone, smell-based deterrents rarely stop damage once animals are comfortable entering a
field.

Where smell-based deterrents usually fail

These methods fail when:

 rain washes them away,

 smells are not refreshed,

 animals face strong pressure to enter attractive crops.

Over time, both wild boar and nilgai habituate to familiar smells. Farmers caution that relying 
only on smell-based deterrents creates false confidence.

Cost and effort

Material costs are low. The main cost is time, repetition, and labour.

Farmers say these methods are useful when money is limited and expectations are realistic, but 
should always be combined with other measures.

What farmers learn over time



Farmers conclude that smell-based deterrents are useful only before animals become confident
in entering a field. Once regular feeding patterns are established, smells alone are rarely 
effective.

Method E – Changing Crops and Field Layout

Some farmers reduce damage by changing what they grow or how crops are arranged within 
and across fields. This method does not block animals or prevent entry. Instead, it influences 
how long animals stay, where damage concentrates, and how often animals return.

Farmers use crop and layout changes as a risk-management strategy, not as a complete 
solution.

How farmers use crop and field layout changes effectively

Farmers plant less attractive crops along field boundaries and keep high-risk crops further 
inside the field. The aim is to reduce immediate feeding along edges, where animals usually 
enter first.

Common boundary or deterrent crops reported by farmers include:

 Turmeric

 Chilli

 Castor

 Lemongrass

 Ginger (in some regions)

These crops are not fully animal-proof, but farmers say they reduce the time animals spend at 
the edge, especially during initial visits.

Some farmers also avoid growing crops that have suffered repeated heavy losses and 
temporarily switch to alternatives that attract less damage. These decisions are often taken after
one or two bad seasons rather than immediately.

This method is used more frequently near forest edges, scrubland, village commons, and along 
known animal movement routes.

How crop and layout changes are maintained



Crop and layout changes require planning before the season begins. Once crops are planted, 
adjustments cannot be made quickly.

Farmers often discuss crop choices informally with neighbours, especially where fields are 
contiguous. Decisions are reassessed each season based on:

 which crops suffered damage,

 how severe the losses were,

 whether neighbouring farmers made similar changes.

Because outcomes are visible only after harvest, learning is gradual and cumulative.

How effective crop and layout changes are

Farmers report fewer repeat visits and shorter feeding duration in fields where boundary crops
are less attractive. Damage tends to shift inward more slowly, giving farmers more time to 
respond through guarding or other measures.

This method works best when several neighbouring fields follow similar patterns. When done 
collectively, animals encounter fewer attractive entry points and are less likely to linger.

When only one farmer changes crops, animals often move laterally into nearby fields, reducing 
overall benefit.

Crop and layout changes do not stop animals completely, but they reduce damage intensity 
and spread.

Where crop and layout changes usually fail

Crop changes fail when:

 income loss from less attractive crops becomes too high,

 market prices favour high-risk crops strongly,

 neighbouring fields continue to grow attractive crops.

Farmers also say this method is ineffective under high animal pressure, when animals are 
strongly motivated to enter fields regardless of crop type.

Because nilgai and wild boar have broad diets, no crop remains consistently unattractive over 
time.



Cost of changing crops and layout

There is usually little additional cash cost, but there is a clear income trade-off. Boundary crops 
and alternative crops often yield lower returns.

Farmers say this method makes sense only when expected losses from damage exceed the 
income lost by changing crops. It is therefore a strategic choice rather than a default response.

Method F: Community Efforts – What Changes When Farmers Act Together

Farmers consistently say that when they act alone, effort is often intense but short-lived. When 
they coordinate with neighbours, even informally, outcomes change.

Acting at the same time matters more than acting harder. When several neighbouring fields are 
protected during the same weeks, animals encounter fewer gaps. Damage does not simply shift 
from one plot to the next, and animals spend less time testing fields repeatedly.

Sharing work makes difficult methods possible. Night guarding becomes manageable when 
people take turns across households or fields. Fencing lasts longer when small breaks are 
noticed and repaired quickly because responsibility is shared rather than falling on one farmer.

Crop and layout changes also depend on coordination. Boundary crops and less attractive crops 
work only when neighbouring fields follow similar patterns. Partial coordination is often 
enough; full agreement across a village is not required.

Farmers emphasise that acting together does not stop damage completely. What it does is make
losses more predictable, reduce exhaustion, and make effort feel worthwhile rather than 
endless.

Protecting one field helps for a short time. Protecting many fields at the same time helps for 
longer.



Section 4:  Harmful Practices That Farmers Do Not Recommend

Farmers dealing with wild boar and nilgai damage say that when losses continue night after 
night, some responses feel immediate and forceful. Over time, farmers have learned that 
several commonly used practices either fail to stop damage or create new problems. These 
methods often increase risk, labour, or long-term losses rather than reducing them.

Note: Under the Wildlife (Protection) Act, wild animals are protected by law. Farmers are 
allowed to defend human life and prevent immediate danger, but harming, killing, trapping, or 
poisoning wild animals is prohibited, even when crops or livestock are damaged. 

Methods such as illegal electric fencing, poisoning, shooting, or setting lethal traps can lead to 
legal action and often result in compensation being denied. Farmers say it is important to know 
these limits, because actions taken in desperation can create long-term problems. 

Compensation is usually considered only when damage occurs despite lawful and non-lethal 
measures, and when incidents are reported through the proper process.

4.1 Chasing Animals Repeatedly Without Changing Conditions

What people sometimes do
Farmers chase boars or nilgai away every night by shouting, clapping, or running toward them, 
without changing fencing, guarding patterns, or entry points.

Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers say chasing alone rarely works beyond a few nights. Wild boar and nilgai quickly learn 
timing and return later or from another side. Repeated chasing without other changes exhausts 
people but does not break the pattern of repeat visits.

What farmers advise instead
Use chasing only as a short-term response, combined with fencing, guarding, or blocking known 
entry routes.

4.2 Poisoning Crops, Bait, or Water

What people sometimes do
Pesticides or toxic substances are mixed with food or placed near fields to kill animals.

Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers say poisoning creates serious problems:

 it kills non-target animals and livestock,

 contaminates soil and water,



 brings legal trouble,

 and does not stop future visits, as other animals replace those killed.

What farmers advise instead
Avoid poison completely. It creates long-term harm without solving the problem.

4.3 Digging Unsafe Pits or Traps

What people sometimes do
Unmarked pits or makeshift traps are dug along boundaries or inside fields.

Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers report injuries to people, livestock, and working animals. Traps do not reliably stop 
boars or nilgai and often increase risk during night guarding.

What farmers advise instead
Avoid pits and traps. Focus on safer barriers and visibility.

4.4 Guarding Alone for Long Periods

What people sometimes do
One person guards fields alone for many nights, often without rest or support.

Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers say exhaustion leads to mistakes. Animals adjust timing, while people lose alertness. 
Over time, guarding becomes unsafe and unsustainable.

What farmers advise instead
Share guarding duties within families or coordinate with neighbours during peak risk weeks.

What Farmers Learn Over Time

Farmers across regions say harmful practices share common outcomes:

 they exhaust people without stopping damage,

 they teach animals where defences are weak,

 they increase long-term effort instead of reducing it.

Wild boar and nilgai are not stopped by fear alone. Farmers emphasise that reducing damage 
depends on breaking patterns, not reacting every night in the same way.

This is why farmers say avoiding harmful practices is as important as choosing the right 
deterrents. The sections that follow describe methods that reduce damage without increasing 
risk, exhaustion, or long-term losses.





Farmer Suggestions Raised During Community Discussions

During meetings and field interactions, farmers also raised policy-level suggestions, based on 
their lived experience. These are recorded here as farmer views, not as recommendations or 
endorsements.

Renaming nilgai

Several farmers suggested changing the name “nilgai” to “rojda” or another neutral term. They 
explained that the word gai creates strong cultural resistance, which makes discussion of 
control measures difficult even in areas with severe crop loss.

Farmers pointed out that although some states have declared nilgai vermin, permissions to 
control populations are rarely used because of social and political hesitation linked to the name.

Use of nilgai for meat

Some farmers suggested allowing the capture and domestication of nilgai for meat, arguing 
that this could:

 reduce wild populations,

 convert loss into livelihood,

 reduce repeated conflict.

Farmers noted that similar approaches exist for other species in different countries. They also 
acknowledged that this suggestion would face legal, cultural, and regulatory barriers.

Culling of wild boar and nilgai

Farmers also raised the issue of culling as a last-resort measure in areas with repeated, severe 
damage. They pointed out that in some states, local authorities already have powers to 
authorise shooting of wild boar, but these powers are rarely used in practice.

Farmers attributed this to:

 fear of legal consequences,

 lack of clarity in procedures,

 social pressure on local officials.

They emphasised that while culling is controversial, the absence of any usable population 
control leaves farmers bearing all the costs of conflict.



What community discussions reveal

Across regions, farmers were clear on one point:
they are not asking for a single solution, but for workable combinations that reduce effort, risk, 
and uncertainty.

Community action makes farm-level methods more effective.
Policy inaction, unclear authority, and social hesitation weaken even those measures that exist 
on paper.



Living With Elephant Damage – What Reduces Damage, What Doesn’t, and Why

Section 1: How elephant damage usually shows up

Farmers say elephant damage often begins quietly. Crops look normal in the evening. By 
morning, large areas are flattened, eaten, or trampled.

Damage is usually spread across the field, not concentrated in one corner. Plants are broken or 
pressed down, bunds are damaged, and irrigation channels are disturbed. In crops like paddy, 
sugarcane, banana, maize, and vegetables, loss is heavy because elephants feed and move at 
the same time.

Most activity happens at night. Farmers rarely see the animals clearly. They recognise damage 
by footprints, broken plants, and wide flattened paths through fields. A field that was safe for 
weeks can suddenly start facing repeated visits.

Once elephants start coming, damage rarely stays limited to one night. Fields are visited again 
and again, often along the same entry points. Over time, farmers begin to expect damage rather
than hope it will stop.

The loss is not only of crops. Night guarding becomes routine. Sleep is disturbed. Family 
members take turns staying awake. Fear increases, especially where elephants pass close to 
houses or village paths.

Many serious injuries and deaths happen during guarding. Poor light, uneven ground, canals, 
electric lines, and sudden encounters increase risk. Farmers say panic plays a big role. When 
elephants appear suddenly, people run, chase, or fall, and accidents happen.

Why elephants keep coming back to the same fields

Farmers say elephants do not enter fields by chance. Once they find food, they remember the 
place.

Elephants remember where crops were available, where entry was easy, and where disturbance
was low. Even if they are chased away once or twice, they return to check again.

Water matters as much as food. Fields near canals, tanks, rivers, wells, or low-lying areas are 
visited more often. During dry months, irrigated fields attract elephants because nearby forest 
areas have less water.

Elephants follow familiar routes. These routes often run along forest edges, plantation roads, 
canal embankments, power lines, or open land between villages. Once a route is formed, 
elephants keep using it across seasons, even when crops change.



Corridors matter, but farmers often describe them differently. They say elephants “have their 
own roads.” When these paths pass through farmland, the same fields get hit again and again.

Chasing elephants does not always stop repeat visits. Farmers observe that if elephants find 
food easily and escape without difficulty, they return with more confidence. Over time, they 
spend longer inside fields and cause more damage.

What farmers learn is that the first successful entry changes everything. Once elephants treat a 
field as a feeding place, stopping repeat visits becomes much harder.

When farmers know risk is highest

Farmers who have lived with elephant damage for several seasons say risk follows clear 
patterns.

Damage is highest when food is attractive and easy to access. This usually happens:

 when crops are close to harvest,

 when crops are tall, soft, and juicy.

Certain crops face more pressure. Farmers commonly mention paddy, sugarcane, banana, 
maize, and vegetables. Fields with these crops are watched more closely.

Season also matters. After the monsoon, movement becomes easier. Paths are clear, water is 
available, and crops are standing. During dry months, irrigated fields face more pressure 
because elephants come looking for both food and water.

Location increases risk. Fields near forests, scrubland, plantations, canals, or traditional 
elephant routes are affected first. Over time, even interior fields are affected once elephants 
establish movement paths through farmland.

Farmers also pay attention to nights with low visibility. Dark nights make guarding harder and 
increase fear. During such periods, farmers say risk feels higher even if damage does not happen
every night.

For most farmers, the concern is not whether elephants will come, but when they will start, 
how long they will continue, and how safely families can manage guarding.



Section 2 What to Do During an Actual Elephant Encounter

Farmers say that most serious injuries and deaths happen during sudden encounters, especially 
at night, when fear and confusion take over. What people do in the first few moments matters 
more than any deterrent.

If an elephant is seen nearby

 Stop moving immediately and assess distance.

 Stay calm and avoid sudden movement.

 Do not shout, run, or shine light directly into the elephant’s eyes.

 Alert others quietly so no one walks into the same area.

If an elephant is moving through fields or near houses

 Keep a safe distance and do not try to drive it away alone.

 Stay visible to other people, not to the elephant.

 Keep clear paths open so the elephant can move away on its own.

 Move slowly toward safer, open areas if needed, avoiding canals, pits, and fences.

If an elephant is very close

 Do not run. Sudden running triggers panic and charging.

 Avoid cornering the animal or blocking its route.

 If possible, stand behind solid cover such as a building, large tree, or raised bund, while 
keeping awareness of escape paths.

 Stay together in a group rather than separating.

During night-time encounters

 Use torches only to see the ground and people around you, not to confront the 
elephant.

 Avoid chasing, shouting, or using firecrackers at close range.

 Inform others through calls, whistles, or messages so movement stops in nearby areas.

After the elephant moves away

 Do not immediately follow or enter the area.



 Wait until movement is confirmed to have stopped.

 Inform neighbours and local authorities about the sighting.

Farmers repeatedly stress that the aim during an encounter is not to stop the elephant, but to 
stay alive, avoid panic, and allow safe movement away. Calm response and clear exit routes 
reduce danger far more than aggressive action.

Section 2 A: Living With Elephants – What Reduces Damage, What Doesn’t, and Why

Farmers say that once elephants begin entering fields, the first question is not which method to 
use, but what kind of problem they are facing — an occasional visit, a repeated route, or a long-
term movement path. The actions farmers choose depend on how often elephants come, where
they enter, how close crops are to harvest, and how much effort can be sustained safely. The 
methods below describe what farmers actually try in these situations, starting with physical 
barriers and moving through other responses used alongside them.

Disclaimer:

Farmers say that animals do not follow a fixed calendar or fixed hours. The times mentioned in 
this chapter are based on patterns seen in some places, not rules that apply everywhere. 

In different areas, risk can begin earlier or later depending on rainfall, crop stage, nearby land 
use, and how animals move locally. Because of this, farmers advise watching the field closely 
and responding to the first signs of entry, repeat paths, and quiet hours, rather than following 
dates or clock time exactly. 

Deterrents work best when they are used at the right moment for the local situation, not when 
they are applied mechanically.

What Methods Should a Farmer Choose Based on Cost and Effort

Listed below are several methods, some long term and cost heavy methods and others short 
term and less capital intensive. 

Farmers say the first step is to understand what kind of cost a method involves. Some measures 
need a high one-time investment, such as permanent fencing or structures, but require less 
daily effort once in place. 

Other measures cost little at the start but must be repeated many times through the season — 
guarding, lights, chilli ropes, repairs, fuel, or hired labour. 

Farmers advise first estimating how long the crop will be at risk and how often each method will
need to be repeated. 



This helps compare long-term investment against repeated short-term effort. The choice of 
method then becomes clearer when this cost and effort is matched with how often animals are 
entering, how much damage they are causing, and whether the response can be sustained 
safely over time.

Method A: Fencing and Physical Barriers 

Farmers across elephant landscapes use fencing not to stop elephants forever, but to slow them
down, guide their movement, and reduce repeat night visits. Farmers are clear that fencing 
works only when it respects how elephants move. When fencing blocks routes or is poorly 
maintained, it increases risk instead of reducing it.

A.1 Solar / Electric Fencing

What farmers use
Solar-powered, low-voltage electric fencing is the most commonly used elephant deterrent near
forest edges, plantation belts, and paddy fields. It is usually installed with Forest Department or 
NGO support and maintained by farmers or village groups.

How farmers make electric fencing effective
Farmers say electric fencing works only when the first contact gives a strong shock. If the shock 
is weak, elephants test the fence again and learn where it can be crossed.

Farmers who see results pay attention to:

 keeping the lowest live wire at the correct height (not too high),

 ensuring proper earthing in moist soil,

 clearing grass and creepers that touch the wire,

 repairing breaks immediately after storms or tree falls.

Electric fencing works best when it runs along field edges or forest boundaries, not across 
known elephant paths.

Where electric fencing usually fails
Farmers say electric fencing fails when:

 batteries are not charged regularly,

 earthing is poor,

 vegetation touches the wire and weakens the shock,

 broken sections are left unrepaired.



Weak fencing does more harm than good. Elephants learn that the fence can be crossed safely 
and begin returning more confidently.

Cost and effort
Initial cost is high. Maintenance effort is continuous. Farmers say electric fencing works best 
when managed at community level, where responsibility is shared and no single farmer carries 
the full burden.

A.2 Elephant-Proof Trenches

What farmers use
Deep trenches are used mainly along forest–village boundaries, tea estate edges, and large 
community lands. Farmers rarely use trenches around individual fields because of cost and land 
loss.

How farmers make trenches effective
Trenches work only when they are:

 deep and wide enough,

 kept clear of silt and debris,

 maintained after every monsoon.

Farmers say trenches are effective as guiding barriers, helping elephants turn back toward 
forest areas instead of entering villages.

Where trenches usually fail
Trenches fail when:

 they fill with soil and leaves,

 slopes collapse after rains,

 water stagnates and creates shallow crossings.

Farmers also report serious problems when calves fall into trenches. This leads to panic in the 
herd and increased risk to nearby villages.

Cost and effort
Very high cost and high maintenance. Farmers say trenches make sense only as large-scale 
boundary protection, not as a farm-level solution.



What Makes a Good Trench vs What Makes a Bad Trench

Farmers say trenches work only when they are built and maintained properly. The difference 
between a good trench and a poor trench is not small. A good trench reduces repeat entry and 
risk. A poor trench often makes situations more dangerous.

A good trench

Farmers describe a good trench as one that:

 Is deep and wide enough that elephants cannot step across or climb out easily.

 Has sloped sides, so soil does not collapse and calves are less likely to slip and get 
trapped.

 Runs continuously over long stretches, without gaps that elephants can test.

 Allows water to drain, so it does not fill up and become a shallow crossing.

 Is checked and repaired regularly, especially after the monsoon.

 Is placed along forest–village or plantation boundaries, guiding elephants away rather 
than blocking their movement routes.

Farmers say such trenches do not stop elephants forever, but they slow entry, reduce repeated 
night visits, and lower sudden encounters.

A poor trench

Farmers warn that a poor trench is one that:

 Is shallow or narrow, allowing elephants to step across or climb out.

 Has steep or collapsing sides, which trap calves and cause panic in the herd.

 Exists only in short sections, with breaks that become regular entry points.

 Fills with water or silt, especially after rain, making it ineffective.

 Is left unmaintained, with collapsed or eroded sections.

 Is dug across known elephant routes, blocking movement and pushing elephants into 
villages or fields.

Farmers say poor trenches often increase danger. Calves falling in, blocked paths, and repeated 
testing lead to panic, property damage, and higher risk to people.



A clear warning from farmers

Farmers consistently say that a poorly built trench is worse than no trench at all. Because of 
high cost, land loss, and constant maintenance needs, trenches are most useful when planned 
and maintained at community scale, not as individual farm solutions.

A.3 Stone Walls and Reinforced Barriers

What farmers use
In some regions, farmers build stone walls or reinforced barriers along plantation edges or 
village boundaries.

How farmers make them effective
Walls work only when they are:

 tall and continuous,

 combined with fencing or trenches,

 not built across elephant movement routes.

Where they usually fail
Walls fail when:

 gaps are left,

 routes are blocked completely,

 elephants feel cornered.

Farmers say walls that block corridors increase night raids elsewhere rather than stopping 
elephants.

Cost and effort
Very high cost. Suitable only in limited locations and usually requires institutional support.

A.4 Temporary Physical Barriers (Rope, Bamboo, Brush)

What farmers use
Farmers sometimes use rope lines, bamboo barriers, or brush fencing as temporary measures 
during high-risk weeks.

How farmers use them
These barriers are used to:

 mark boundaries clearly,



 slow entry,

 guide elephants toward safer exits.

They are often combined with lights, chilli ropes, or night vigilance.

Where they fail
On their own, these barriers do not stop elephants. Farmers say they are useful only as 
supporting tools.

Cost and effort
Low cost, high labour. Used only for short periods.

What farmers learn over time about fencing elephants

Farmers across landscapes agree on five points:

1. No fence works without maintenance.

2. Weak barriers teach elephants where to enter.

3. Blocking elephant routes increases danger.

4. Fencing works best when combined with vigilance and early warning.

5. Community-managed fencing works better than individual efforts.

Farmers emphasize that fencing does not eliminate elephant movement. It buys time, reduces 
sudden encounters, and lowers night-time risk — but only when used with realistic 
expectations.

Method B: Night Vigilance and Guarding

Why farmers rely on night vigilance - Night vigilance is one of the most commonly used 
responses once elephants begin visiting fields regularly. Farmers say they turn to guarding not 
because it is safe or easy, but because it is often the only immediate option when crops are 
close to harvest. At the same time, farmers are clear that night guarding carries the highest risk 
to human life.

How farmers guard fields - Farmers guard fields by staying awake at night and watching for 
elephant movement. Some sit near field edges, others walk along bunds or known entry points. 
Guarding may be done by one person, by family members taking turns, or by several farmers 
covering nearby fields together.



Farmers say guarding works only when elephants clearly sense active human presence. People 
move, call out, and use torches so they are visible. Quiet or half-hearted guarding does not 
work.

When guarding works best - Guarding is most effective during short, high-risk periods, 
especially when crops are close to harvest. Farmers say guarding must be regular during these 
weeks. If guarding is done only on some nights, elephants adjust their timing and return later.

Farmers who guard alone get tired quickly. Those who share duties within families or coordinate
with neighbours are able to continue longer. Guarding works better when several nearby fields 
are watched at the same time, because elephants find fewer quiet gaps and move on sooner.

Collective guarding and shared efforts - In many areas, farmers organize guarding collectively. 
Neighbours watch adjoining fields together, divide the night into shifts, and focus on known 
elephant routes rather than individual plots.

Some farmers pool money or labour to hire one or two watchmen to cover a larger stretch of 
fields. Farmers say this reduces exhaustion and lowers risk, because people are not left alone at 
night.

Safety risks during night guarding - Farmers repeatedly stress that night guarding is dangerous. 
Many injuries and deaths happen during guarding because visibility is poor and fields have 
canals, pits, electric lines, or uneven ground. Elephants often appear suddenly.

Panic plays a large role. When elephants appear without warning, people run, shout, or chase 
blindly. Farmers say this is when falls, trampling, and fatal injuries occur.

For this reason, farmers strongly caution against chasing elephants on foot at night.

Cost and limits of night vigilance - Night guarding has little direct cash cost, but the human cost 
is high. Loss of sleep affects health, farm work, and decision-making. Stress builds up in families,
especially for women and elderly people who worry about those guarding at night.

Most farmers say guarding can be sustained only for limited periods. Once the most vulnerable 
crop stage passes, guarding is reduced or stopped and restarted only if elephants return.

What farmers learn over time - Farmers conclude that night vigilance works, but only within 
limits. It reduces damage during critical weeks, but it does not stop elephants permanently.

Guarding works best when it is shared across people, focused on peak-risk periods, and 
combined with fencing and early warning. Used alone or for long periods, it becomes unsafe.



Farmers say the purpose of guarding is not to fight elephants, but to slow damage while staying 
alive.



Method C: Lights, Sound, Fire, and Early Warning

Why farmers use lights, sound, and warning systems

Farmers say these methods are used to reduce surprise and confusion at night. They are not 
meant to stop elephants completely. Their main purpose is to help people see, hear, and 
respond in time, especially during guarding and when elephants pass close to houses or village 
paths.

C.1 What lights farmers actually use

Farmers use whatever light sources are already available to them. These include hand-held 
torches, rechargeable lanterns, solar lamps fixed near houses or cattle sheds, and vehicle 
headlights when tractors or two-wheelers are nearby.

In some villages, farmers use fixed bulbs or floodlights near pump houses, grain stores, or village
entry points. In others, solar streetlights installed for general use become part of elephant 
response, as people gather under them when elephants are nearby.

During guarding, torches are the most common tool. Farmers say torches are important not to 
scare elephants, but to see the ground clearly, avoid canals and pits, and keep track of where 
other people are standing.

Farmers note that lights left on every night lose value. Lights are more useful when switched on 
only when elephants are reported nearby, or when torches are moved along paths to show 
active human presence.

C. 2 What sounds farmers actually use

Farmers use simple, loud sounds that can be produced quickly and without special equipment. 
These include shouting together, beating drums, striking metal sheets or plates, banging empty 
tins, blowing whistles, and in some places using firecrackers.

Drums and metal sounds are commonly used because they carry over long distances and alert 
both elephants and other people. Farmers say sound works best when several people make 
noise together from different points, especially when elephants are still at the edge of fields.

Firecrackers are sometimes used, but farmers say they are risky. Used repeatedly, elephants 
stop reacting. Used too close, they increase panic and danger.

Farmers avoid using sound alone or suddenly at close distance. They say this can provoke 
unpredictable movement and increase the risk of injury.



C.3 How farmers use fire and smoke

Fire is used carefully and for limited purposes. Farmers light small fires or carry burning torches 
mainly to improve visibility and signal human presence.

Fire helps people see one another at night and gather quickly when elephants are reported. In 
some areas, smoke is used near entry points, but farmers say it works only briefly and mainly as 
a warning signal.

Farmers repeatedly say fire should not be used to chase elephants directly. Aggressive use of 
fire increases confusion and risk.

C.4 How farmers use early warning

Farmers say early warning is often more important than any device. As soon as elephants are 
seen, people inform others through phone calls, messages, shouting, temple bells, whistles, or 
sending someone on a bicycle or motorcycle.

Early warning allows people to stop night movement, avoid entering fields, bring livestock closer
to houses, and gather guarding teams safely. Farmers say many accidents happen simply 
because people did not know elephants were nearby.

When these methods help

Farmers say lights, sound, fire, and warning systems help most when elephants are passing 
through or testing fields, not when they are already deep inside crops.

They are most useful during nights close to harvest, during dry months when elephants follow 
water, and after the monsoon when movement increases.

Used together, these methods reduce confusion and help people respond calmly.

Where these methods stop helping

Farmers say these methods fail when used by one person alone, used aggressively at close 
range, or used in the same way every night.

Fixed lights, repeated sounds, and constant noise lose effect quickly. Elephants learn patterns.

Farmers also warn that relying only on lights and sound creates false confidence. Elephants may 
still enter fields even when people are present.



What farmers learn over time

Farmers conclude that lights, sound, fire, and warning systems are support tools. They help 
people stay safe and organized, but they do not stop elephants.

They work best when combined with fencing, trenches, and shared guarding, and when the 
focus is on reducing surprise rather than chasing animals.

Method D: Smell-Based and Natural Deterrents (Elephant Context)

Why farmers try smell-based deterrents

Farmers say smell-based and natural deterrents are used mainly when elephants first begin 
testing fields or when farmers want something that can be put in place quickly without night-
long effort. These methods are not treated as stand-alone solutions. They are used to slow 
entry, discourage first visits, or support guarding and fencing.

Farmers are clear that smell works differently for elephants than for wild boar. Expectations are 
lower, and use is selective.

What farmers actually use

Farmers commonly mention:

 Chilli-based deterrents, especially chilli–grease ropes tied along field boundaries or 
known entry points

 Chilli smoke, created by burning chilli, dung cakes, or waste material near entry routes

 Bee-related deterrents, including beehive fences in a few areas or the use of recorded 
bee sounds during guarding

 Strong natural smells, such as crushed neem leaves or other locally known irritants, 
used in limited ways

These are placed along known elephant paths, forest edges, or boundary lines, not scattered 
randomly across fields.

How farmers use these deterrents

Farmers say chilli ropes work best when they are fresh, well-coated, and placed continuously 
along likely entry points. Gaps reduce effectiveness quickly. Chilli smoke is used mainly at night, 
when elephants approach field edges, to create hesitation rather than force retreat.

Bee-related methods are used carefully. In places where beehive fences exist, farmers say 
elephants avoid these stretches, but maintenance and cost limit wider use. Recorded bee 



sounds are sometimes used during guarding, but farmers treat this as experimental and short-
term.

Smell-based methods are most often combined with lights, sound, or human presence. Used 
alone, they have limited effect.

When these methods help

Farmers say these methods help most:

 during early crop stages or first visits

 along clearly defined elephant routes

 when combined with guarding or fencing

 when used for short periods with regular renewal

They are more useful before elephants become confident in entering a field.

Where these methods usually fail

Farmers say smell-based deterrents fail when:

 crops are close to harvest and highly attractive

 rains wash away chilli or smoke disperses quickly

 elephants have already established regular feeding routes

Elephants learn quickly. Once they realise that smells do not cause harm, they begin to ignore 
them.

Farmers also warn that relying only on smell creates false confidence and delays stronger 
responses.

Cost and effort

Material cost is moderate to low, but effort is high. Chilli ropes need frequent re-coating. Smoke 
needs constant attention. Bee-based methods require investment and upkeep.

Farmers say these methods are worth trying only when effort can be sustained and expectations
are realistic.

What farmers learn over time

Farmers conclude that smell-based and natural deterrents do not stop elephants. They can 
delay entry, discourage early visits, and support other methods.



Used early and carefully, they buy time. Used late or alone, they fail.

Method E: Technology-Based Monitoring and Early Warning (Elephant Context)

Why farmers talk about technology-based systems

Farmers say that many of the most dangerous encounters with elephants happen because 
people do not know where elephants are until they are very close. Technology-based systems 
are used by Forest Departments, NGOs, and research groups to track elephant movement and 
share information earlier.

Farmers do not see these systems as replacements for guarding or fencing. They see them as 
tools that can reduce surprise and give advance warning, especially in areas with repeated 
elephant movement.

E.1 Radio collars and GPS tracking

In some landscapes, elephants are fitted with radio collars or GPS collars by Forest 
Departments or research organisations. These collars allow tracking of elephant movement over
large areas.

Farmers say these systems are most useful when tracking information is shared in time. In 
places where alerts reach villages early, people avoid entering fields, stop night movement, and 
prepare guarding teams before elephants arrive.

Farmers also note the limits. Not all elephants are collared. Sometimes collars stop working, fall 
off, or data is delayed. Farmers say tracking helps most when combined with local knowledge of 
routes and seasons.

E.2 Drone-based monitoring

Drones are used by Forest Departments and NGOs mainly:

 to locate elephant herds in difficult terrain,

 to monitor movement near villages and plantations,

 and to guide ground teams during high-risk periods.

Farmers say drones are helpful for short-term monitoring, especially during harvest or when 
elephants are moving close to settlements. They allow officials to see herd position without 
people entering dangerous areas.

Farmers also point out that drones do not operate every night and cannot cover all areas. Their 
value depends on how quickly information reaches villages.



E.3 Sensor-based and alert systems

In some areas, NGOs and government agencies have installed sensor-based systems along 
known elephant routes. These include infrared sensors, motion sensors, and trip-wire alerts 
that trigger sirens, lights, or phone messages when elephants pass.

Farmers say these systems work best when:

 sensors are placed along well-known routes,

 alerts are reliable and not triggered repeatedly by cattle or people,

 and villagers trust the system.

False alarms reduce confidence. When alerts are accurate, farmers change routines and avoid 
risky movement.

E.4 Mobile phone alerts and information sharing

Where tracking or sensors exist, information is often shared through phone calls, messaging 
groups, or automated alerts.

Farmers say phone-based alerts are useful because they reach people directly and quickly. Even 
simple messages such as “elephants near canal” or “movement seen near plantation road” help 
people decide whether to step out or stay back.

Farmers stress that alerts must reach everyone, not just a few people. Delayed or partial 
information limits usefulness.

Where technology helps most

Farmers say technology-based systems help most by:

 reducing sudden encounters,

 allowing people to avoid risky areas and times,

 supporting collective guarding and response,

 reducing the need for risky night patrols.

They are especially useful near villages, plantations, roads, and canals where surprise 
encounters are common.



Where technology has limits

Farmers are clear that technology does not stop elephants. It tracks or detects them.

Technology fails when:

 alerts are delayed,

 systems are poorly maintained,

 power or network coverage is weak,

 information does not reach farmers in time.

Farmers also say technology works best when combined with local observation, not when it 
replaces it.

What farmers learn over time

Farmers say technology is helpful when it supports decisions, not when it promises control.

When alerts are timely and reliable, people stay safer. When systems fail or information does 
not flow, farmers fall back on traditional guarding and vigilance.

Farmers say the most useful technology is the one that:

 gives early warning,

 is easy to understand,

 and fits into how villages already share information.

Method F: What changes when farmers act together – why community efforts is important

Farmers say that when elephant movement starts, handling the problem alone becomes 
difficult very quickly. One field guarded, one fence repaired, or one warning passed helps only 
for a short time. When neighbours act together, effort lasts longer and risk reduces.

When farmers coordinate, elephants face fewer quiet gaps. If several adjoining fields are 
watched during the same weeks, elephants spend less time testing fields again and again. 
Guarding becomes safer because people are not alone. Small fence breaks are noticed earlier 
and repaired before elephants learn new entry points.

Sharing information is one of the biggest advantages of acting together. When one person sees 
elephants near a canal, road, or plantation edge, others avoid stepping out unnecessarily. 
Livestock is brought closer to houses, and guarding teams prepare before elephants arrive. 
Farmers say many injuries could be avoided simply by knowing in advance.



Farmers also say working together reduces exhaustion. Night guarding becomes manageable 
when people take turns. Costs of fencing, maintenance, or hiring watchmen can be shared. No 
one household carries the full burden every night.

Farmers are clear that acting together does not stop elephants permanently. What it does is 
make losses more predictable, reduce panic, and make it possible to keep farming without 
constant fear. Protecting one field helps for a while. Protecting many fields at the same time 
helps for longer.

Section3: Harmful Deterrents That Farmers Do Not Recommend

Farmers living with elephant movement say that when fear is high—especially after crop loss or 
a close encounter—people sometimes use methods that seem strong or immediate. Over time, 
farmers have learned that many of these actions increase danger instead of reducing it. They 
either fail to stop elephants or make encounters more unpredictable and riskier.

Note: Under the Wildlife (Protection) Act, wild animals are protected by law. Farmers are 
allowed to defend human life and prevent immediate danger, but harming, killing, trapping, or 
poisoning wild animals is prohibited, even when crops or livestock are damaged. 

Methods such as illegal electric fencing, poisoning, shooting, or setting lethal traps can lead to 
legal action and often result in compensation being denied. Farmers say it is important to know 
these limits, because actions taken in desperation can create long-term problems. 

Compensation is usually considered only when damage occurs despite lawful and non-lethal 
measures, and when incidents are reported through the proper process.

3.1 Chasing Elephants on Foot

What people sometimes do
People shout, run toward elephants, throw stones, wave torches, or try to drive herds away on 
foot, often at night.

Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers say this is extremely dangerous. Elephants have poor visibility at night and react 
strongly to sudden movement. When people run or chase, elephants may charge blindly. Many 
serious injuries and deaths happen during chasing, not while elephants are feeding or moving 
away.

What farmers advise instead
Maintain distance, stay visible to others, and allow elephants a clear path to leave.



3.2 Illegal Electric Lines and Live Wires

What people sometimes do
Household power lines are connected directly to fences or wires are left live around fields.

Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers say this causes elephant deaths, severe injuries, and legal trouble. Surviving elephants 
become more aggressive and unpredictable. Illegal electric fencing also kills cattle, dogs, and 
sometimes people.

What farmers advise instead
Only use approved, low-voltage solar fencing where supported and properly maintained.

3.3 Poisoning Crops or Bait

What people sometimes do
Pesticides or toxic substances are mixed with food or left near fields.

Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers say poisoning rarely works as expected. It causes prolonged suffering, kills non-target 
animals, contaminates land and water, and spreads conflict to nearby villages. It also brings 
severe legal consequences.

What farmers advise instead
Avoid poison completely. It increases long-term danger rather than stopping elephant visits.

3.4 Firecrackers, Burning Objects, and Aggressive Noise

What people sometimes do
Firecrackers are thrown, tyres are burned, metal is beaten loudly, or flaming objects are waved 
at elephants.

Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers say sudden loud noise at close range causes panic. Elephants may charge, change 
direction suddenly, or run through villages. Repeated noise also loses effect, as elephants learn 
to ignore it.

What farmers advise instead
Use sound only as a warning tool from a safe distance and as part of group action, not sudden 
confrontation.

3.5 Blocking Elephant Routes or Surrounding the Herd

What people sometimes do
Groups gather to block paths, surround elephants, or prevent them from moving out.



Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers say elephants must have clear exit routes. When routes are blocked, elephants panic, 
break into houses, or attack in confusion. Many fatal incidents occur when herds are cornered.

What farmers advise instead
Identify and keep exit paths open so elephants can move away safely.

3.6 Digging Unsafe Trenches or Pits

What people sometimes do
Deep pits or poorly designed trenches are dug around fields.

Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers report calves falling into pits, leading to panic in the herd and increased danger for 
nearby villages. Poorly maintained trenches also collapse or become easy crossings.

What farmers advise instead
Use trenches only where properly designed, maintained, and planned at community scale.

What Farmers Learn Over Time

Farmers say that many accidents happen not because elephants are aggressive, but because 
people respond in fear. Avoiding harmful deterrents is the first step toward safer coexistence. 
The next sections describe methods that reduce damage without increasing risk to people or 
elephants.

Farmers consistently say that harmful deterrents share common outcomes:

 they increase panic and confusion,

 they raise the risk of human injury or death,

 they make elephant behaviour more unpredictable,

 and they create long-term conflict instead of reducing it.

Because of this, farmers emphasize that the goal is not to fight elephants, but to reduce 
surprise, stay alive, and protect crops using safer, coordinated methods.



Living With Leopards and Tigers – What Reduces Risk, What Doesn’t, and Why

Section 1: How Risk from Leopards and Tigers Enters Daily Farming Life

Farmers living near forests, plantations, canals, and large stretches of tall crops say that danger 
from leopards and tigers does not feel constant. Most days pass normally. People go to fields, 
graze animals, cut fodder, fetch water, and return home. Risk enters daily life suddenly, during 
routine activities, without warning.

Across regions, farmers consistently say that most injuries and deaths happen because of 
surprise encounters, not because people provoke animals. In most cases, people do not see the 
animal first. The animal appears suddenly, often at close distance. Panic follows. In panic, 
people run, slip, fall into canals, shout, or move in the wrong direction. Farmers emphasize that 
it is this moment of panic, rather than prolonged attack, that turns encounters serious or fatal.

Farmers say that an important change in the landscape explains why such encounters have 
become more common over time. Leopards and tigers are no longer animals that live only 
inside forests and occasionally pass through farmland. In many areas, they now live at the edges
of plantations and large blocks of tall crops and treat these areas as part of their regular home 
range.

Plantations and tall crops such as sugarcane, banana, cotton, tall grass, and thick plantations 
provide conditions similar to forests. They offer cover, shade, and quiet resting places during the
day, as well as connected routes for movement. Farmers say leopards and tigers now rest inside 
these areas for long periods and move out at night through fields, canals, and village edges 
without being seen.

Because of this adaptation, forests are no longer the only spaces where these animals live and 
move. In some landscapes, plantations and tall crop areas function as extensions of forest 
habitat. Farmers observe that animals return to the same plantation edges season after season, 
even when crops change, because the overall structure of cover and movement remains 
familiar.

Most dangerous encounters happen during ordinary work rather than deliberate action. 
Farmers describe injuries occurring while walking to fields early in the morning, returning at 
dusk, cutting fodder, grazing cattle, checking irrigation lines, or stepping out at night for daily 
needs. Risk increases when visibility is poor and people move quietly, especially at night or 
before sunrise.

Farmers say risk becomes higher when tall crops are fully grown and visibility inside fields is low,
during harvesting when animals resting inside fields are disturbed suddenly, and during cooler 
months when leopards and tigers move more and travel longer distances. At these times, 



animals pass through farmland more frequently and use plantation paths and canal edges 
regularly.

While leopards and tigers differ in frequency and severity of encounters, farmers say the way 
risk enters daily life is often similar for both. Encounters happen not because people enter 
forests, but because animals now live and move within the same agricultural landscapes where 
people work every day.

Across regions, farmers stress that attacks do not happen because people provoke animals. 
They happen because people and animals meet suddenly, without time to react. Because of 
this, farmers say reducing surprise matters more than chasing animals away. Knowing where 
animals have been seen, avoiding risky paths and hours, moving with others, and changing 
routines during high-risk periods reduce danger far more than aggressive action.

Section 2: Why Leopards and Tigers Keep Returning to the Same Areas

Farmers often ask why leopards and tigers return to the same places again and again, even after
livestock is lost or people are injured. From experience, they say this does not happen by 
chance. Once an animal finds an area that offers cover, prey, and easy movement, it begins to 
treat that place as familiar. Animals remember where food was available, where people were 
less active, and where they could move without being seen. Even if they are disturbed once or 
twice, they return to check again.

2.1 Familiar Cover and Resting Places

Farmers say both leopards and tigers depend heavily on cover. Tall crops such as sugarcane, 
banana, cotton, and thick plantations provide shade, hiding space, and quiet resting areas 
during the day.

When these crops are grown close to forests, canals, or scrubland, they create continuous cover.
Animals can move from forest to field without crossing open ground. Over time, leopards and 
tigers begin to rest inside fields during the day and move out at night.

Farmers say once animals start resting in these places, they return season after season, even 
when crops change, because the overall structure of cover remains.

2.2 Prey Availability Keeps Animals Returning

Farmers observe that areas with regular livestock presence attract repeated visits. Dogs, goats, 
calves, sheep, and sometimes pigs provide easy prey, especially when they are kept near 
houses, cattle sheds, or field edges.



Once a leopard or tiger succeeds in lifting livestock from an area, it often returns. Farmers say 
the first successful kill makes a significant difference. Animals begin to treat the area as a 
reliable hunting place.

Even when livestock numbers reduce, animals may continue visiting for some time, checking for 
opportunities.

2.3 Repeated Movement Along the Same Routes

Farmers say leopards and tigers follow familiar paths that allow them to move quietly and 
quickly. These commonly include:

 canal banks,

 plantation roads,

 field bunds,

 dry stream beds, and

 edges of tall crops.

Over time, the same routes are reused across seasons and years. Farmers begin to recognize 
these paths after repeated sightings, livestock loss, or tracks. Once such routes are established, 
animals keep using them unless the landscape changes significantly.

2.4 Low Disturbance and Predictable Human Activity

Farmers say leopards and tigers learn human routines. They observe when people go to fields, 
when villages are quiet, and when movement reduces.

Animals return more often to areas where:

 night-time movement is low,

 people tend to walk alone, and

 human activity follows fixed and predictable patterns.

Farmers say that if animals are disturbed early in the night but find the area quiet later, they 
adjust their timing and return during safer hours.

2.5 Why Repeat Visits Become Hard to Stop

Farmers say stopping repeat visits becomes difficult once animals are comfortable using an area.
Cover remains, prey remains, and familiar routes remain.



Chasing animals away once does not change this. Unless cover is reduced, movement patterns 
change, or risk to animals increases, leopards and tigers continue returning.

This is why, in some places, farmers say these animals no longer feel like occasional visitors. 
They begin to behave as if fields, plantations, and village edges are part of their regular range.

Section 3: What farmers do during high-risk periods

Farmers say that once they recognize these patterns, they change behaviour. They avoid certain 
paths, delay work, move in groups, or wait for information before stepping out.

They say risk is not constant, but predictable if patterns are understood.

Below are some of the methods adopted by farmers to avoid or mitigate damage caused by the 
large cats. 

Disclaimer:

Farmers say that animals do not follow a fixed calendar or fixed hours. The times mentioned in 
this chapter are based on patterns seen in some places, not rules that apply everywhere. 

In different areas, risk can begin earlier or later depending on rainfall, crop stage, nearby land 
use, and how animals move locally. Because of this, farmers advise watching the field closely 
and responding to the first signs of entry, repeat paths, and quiet hours, rather than following 
dates or clock time exactly. 

Deterrents work best when they are used at the right moment for the local situation, not when 
they are applied mechanically.

What Methods Should a Farmer Choose Based on Cost and Effort

Listed below are several methods, some long term and cost heavy methods and others short 
term and less capital intensive. 

Farmers say the first step is to understand what kind of cost a method involves. Some measures 
need a high one-time investment, such as permanent fencing or structures, but require less 
daily effort once in place. 

Other measures cost little at the start but must be repeated many times through the season — 
guarding, lights, chilli ropes, repairs, fuel, or hired labour. 

Farmers advise first estimating how long the crop will be at risk and how often each method will
need to be repeated. 

This helps compare long-term investment against repeated short-term effort. The choice of 
method then becomes clearer when this cost and effort is matched with how often animals are 



entering, how much damage they are causing, and whether the response can be sustained 
safely over time.

Method A: Avoidance, Timing, and Changes in Daily Practice

Why farmers rely on avoidance and timing

Farmers say that with leopards and tigers, avoidance is the first and most reliable response. 
Unlike wild boar or elephants, these animals cannot be safely chased, blocked, or confronted at 
close range. Farmers learn that reducing contact matters more than reacting after an encounter 
begins.

Avoidance does not mean stopping work. It means changing when, where, and how work is 
done during periods of higher risk.

How farmers change timing of work

Farmers say many dangerous encounters happened because work continued at the same time 
every day, even when animal presence increased.

Over time, farmers adjust timing by:

 delaying early-morning field visits when animal movement is reported,

 avoiding late-evening return from fields during cooler months,

 shifting grazing to later in the morning when visibility improves,

 postponing fodder cutting in dense crops until others are present.

Farmers say these small shifts reduce surprise encounters without stopping work completely.

How farmers change routes and movement

Farmers learn which paths are riskier. Canal banks, plantation roads, field edges with tall crops, 
and shortcuts through sugarcane or banana fields are avoided during high-risk periods.

Instead of walking alone, farmers move in pairs or groups, especially early in the morning or at 
night. People choose longer but open routes over shorter paths with cover.

Farmers say walking together and staying in open areas reduces sudden encounters.

Changes around night-time movement

Farmers say night-time movement is one of the biggest risk factors. Over time, families reduce 
unnecessary movement after dark.



People avoid stepping out alone at night, especially for long distances. Tasks such as checking 
fields, grazing animals, or visiting neighbours are delayed or done together. When movement is 
unavoidable, people carry torches and inform others before leaving.

Farmers say these changes come not from instruction, but from experience.

Adjusting work near tall crops and plantations

Farmers say extra caution is needed around sugarcane, banana, cotton, and plantation crops. 
Visibility inside these fields is poor, and animals may be resting during the day.

People avoid entering tall crops alone. Harvesting and fodder cutting are done with more 
people present. Farmers say many attacks happened when someone entered dense crops 
quietly, assuming the field was empty.

How effective avoidance and timing are

Farmers consistently say these changes reduce risk more than any single deterrent. Avoidance 
does not stop animal movement, but it reduces direct encounters, which is where most injuries 
and deaths occur.

These methods cost no money but require constant attention and coordination.

Where avoidance and timing fail

Farmers say avoidance fails when daily pressures override caution — during urgent work, 
emergencies, or when people underestimate risk.

Risk also remains high where toilets, water sources, cattle sheds, or paths lie very close to cover,
making avoidance difficult.

What farmers learn over time

Farmers conclude that for leopards and tigers, knowing when not to go is as important as 
knowing where to go. Avoidance, timing, and shared movement become part of everyday 
farming, especially during high-risk seasons.

Method B: Protecting Livestock and Reducing Attractants

Why farmers focus on livestock protection

Farmers say that with leopards and tigers, livestock loss is often the first sign of risk. Once 
animals begin lifting dogs, goats, calves, or sheep from an area, visits usually increase.



Because leopards and tigers return to places where they succeed, farmers learn that protecting 
livestock matters not only for saving animals, but for reducing repeat visits.

How farmers change livestock housing

Farmers say that livestock kept close to houses and cattle sheds are safer than animals tied in 
open fields or near crop edges.

Over time, farmers move cattle sheds closer to homes, repair broken walls, and close gaps 
where animals can enter. Doors are secured at night, and weak roofing or fencing is 
strengthened to prevent entry.

Where sheds are close to tall crops or plantations, farmers try to clear some space around them 
to improve visibility.

What Farmers Mean by “Good” and “Poor” Livestock Housing

Farmers say that livestock housing plays a major role in repeat leopard and tiger visits. The 
difference between a good shed and a poor shed often decides whether animals return again 
and again.

A good livestock shed

Farmers describe a good shed as one that:

 Is close to the house, where human presence is constant.

 Has solid walls or strong fencing on all sides, not just partial barriers.

 Has doors that can be closed securely at night, without gaps at the bottom or sides.

 Has a roof that cannot be climbed or pushed through easily.

 Is well lit at night, so people can see clearly when checking animals.

 Has clear space around it, with bushes and tall grass removed to reduce hiding cover.

 Keeps all livestock inside at night, including calves, goats, and sheep.

Farmers say such sheds reduce surprise encounters, prevent easy lifting of animals, and make 
predators less confident about approaching.

A poor livestock shed

Farmers warn that a poor shed is one that:

 Is far from the house or near crop edges, plantations, or canals.



 Has open sides, weak fencing, or broken walls.

 Is left open at night, or has loose doors that animals can push through.

 Has gaps near the ground, allowing animals to reach in or pull livestock out.

 Is surrounded by thick vegetation, giving animals cover close to the shed.

 Leaves some animals tied outside, especially dogs, goats, or calves.

Farmers say such sheds invite repeat visits. Once a leopard or tiger succeeds in lifting livestock 
from a poorly protected shed, it often returns to the same spot.

A clear warning from farmers

Farmers consistently say that poor livestock housing creates long-term risk. It not only leads to 
repeated livestock loss, but increases danger to people who come out at night to respond. 
Because of this, farmers prioritize strengthening sheds and moving animals closer to homes 
before trying any other deterrent.

They emphasize that protecting livestock is not only about saving animals, but about 
preventing repeat visits and reducing risk to human life.

Managing dogs and small livestock

Farmers say dogs attract leopards strongly. In many areas, dogs roaming freely at night increase 
risk.

Farmers reduce risk by keeping dogs tied or indoors at night and avoiding feeding dogs far from 
houses. Goats, sheep, and calves are brought inside sheds at night instead of being left in fields.

Farmers say even small changes in where animals sleep reduce repeated visits.

Changes in grazing practices

Farmers say grazing patterns matter. Risk is higher when cattle are grazed near forest edges, 
canals, or dense cover, especially early in the morning or late in the evening.

To reduce risk, farmers graze animals in open areas, avoid known animal routes, and keep 
people together during grazing. Grazing alone near cover is avoided during high-risk months.

Handling livestock loss

Farmers say that after a livestock lift, extra caution is needed. Animals often return to the same 
area to hunt again.



People avoid entering the site alone. Remaining livestock is moved closer to houses. Night 
movement near the location is reduced for several days.

Farmers say ignoring early livestock loss leads to bigger problems later.

How effective livestock protection is

Farmers say livestock protection reduces repeat visits and lowers pressure around houses and 
fields. It does not stop animals from moving through the landscape, but it reduces hunting 
opportunities.

Farmers emphasize that this method works best when neighbours act together. Protecting one 
household alone has limited effect if nearby animals remain unprotected.

Where livestock protection fails

Farmers say livestock protection fails when sheds are poorly built, animals are left unattended 
at night, or dogs roam freely.

Risk also remains high where livestock shelters lie close to tall crops or plantation edges, making
complete protection difficult.

What farmers learn over time

Farmers conclude that leopards and tigers return where food is easy. Reducing attractants 
reduces visits.

Livestock protection becomes a daily responsibility rather than an occasional response.

Method C: Lights, Sound, and Night Awareness

Why farmers use lights and sound

Farmers say that with leopards and tigers, lights and sound are not used to chase animals away.
They are used to reduce surprise, help people see clearly, and signal human presence during 
night movement.

Farmers learn quickly that sudden noise or aggressive action at close distance is dangerous. So 
these methods are used carefully, mainly to support safe movement and awareness.

How farmers use lights

Farmers use simple light sources that are already part of daily life. These include hand-held 
torches, rechargeable lanterns, solar lamps near houses and cattle sheds, and sometimes 
vehicle headlights.



Lights are most often used when people step out at night — to relieve themselves, check cattle, 
respond to noises, or walk short distances. Farmers say light helps them see the ground, canals, 
and vegetation clearly and notice eye shine or movement early.

Fixed lights left on all night lose usefulness. Farmers prefer carrying torches or switching lights 
on only when needed. In some villages, solar streetlights or lights near temples become 
gathering points when animal movement is reported.

Lights are not expected to scare leopards or tigers away. Their main role is to help people avoid 
walking blindly.

How farmers use sound

Sound is used mainly as a signal, not a weapon. Farmers shout to alert others, call out when 
moving at night, or speak loudly so that animals are aware of human presence.

Some farmers use whistles or strike metal objects to alert people nearby. This helps others stop 
movement or join together.

Farmers avoid sudden loud noise when an animal is very close. They say shouting or making 
noise at close distance increases panic and unpredictable movement.

Unlike with elephants, drums, firecrackers, or aggressive noise are used very rarely with 
leopards and tigers, and only when animals are at a distance.

How farmers change night awareness

Farmers say awareness matters more than any device. When animal presence is reported, 
people stop unnecessary movement at night. Children and elderly people stay indoors. Tasks are
postponed until morning if possible.

When night movement cannot be avoided, farmers move in pairs or groups, carry torches, and 
inform others before stepping out. People avoid shortcuts through tall crops, plantation edges, 
or canal banks.

Farmers say many injuries happened simply because someone stepped out quietly, assuming it 
was safe.

How effective lights and sound are

Farmers say lights and sound reduce risk by helping people see, hear, and coordinate. They 
reduce surprise encounters, which are the main cause of injury.

These methods do not stop leopards or tigers from being present. They help people move more 
safely in shared space.



Where these methods fail

Farmers say these methods fail when:

 people walk alone without light,

 movement continues at the same time every night despite warnings,

 noise is used suddenly at close distance, causing panic.

Lights and sound also fail when people assume that visibility means safety. Animals may still be 
nearby, even if not seen.

What farmers learn over time

Farmers conclude that for leopards and tigers, lights and sound are tools for people, not 
deterrents for animals.

Used calmly, they reduce fear and accidents. Used aggressively or carelessly, they increase 
danger.

Method D: Barriers, Fencing, and Physical Separation

Why farmers use barriers

Farmers say that for leopards and tigers, barriers are not used to block animals from fields. 
They are used to protect people and livestock close to homes, and to reduce surprise 
encounters near sleeping, resting, and routine work areas.

Farmers learn that barriers work only in small, specific spaces. Trying to fence large fields or 
movement routes is not practical for these animals.

Where farmers use barriers

Farmers focus barriers around:

 cattle sheds,

 goat and sheep enclosures,

 poultry areas,

 house compounds,

 paths between houses and sheds.

These are the places where people and animals meet most often.



Types of barriers farmers use

Farmers commonly use stone walls, brick walls, wooden doors, metal grills, and chain-link 
fencing around sheds and compounds. In some areas, barbed wire is added on top of walls or 
fences to discourage climbing.

Doors are secured at night, and gaps under doors or between walls are closed. Farmers say even
small openings invite repeat attempts.

Where sheds are temporary, farmers use thorn fencing or wooden poles as a short-term 
measure, but say these require frequent repair.

How farmers make barriers effective

Farmers say barriers work best when they are:

 tall enough to block easy entry,

 tightly closed at night,

 well-lit so people can see clearly around them.

Clearing thick vegetation around sheds improves visibility and reduces hiding space near 
barriers.

Farmers also avoid storing fodder or waste close to sheds, as this attracts dogs and rodents, 
which in turn attract predators.

Where barriers usually fail

Farmers say barriers fail when:

 sheds are poorly built or left open at night,

 livestock is tied outside instead of being enclosed,

 vegetation grows right up to walls or fences,

 people assume barriers alone provide full safety.

Leopards are good climbers. Tigers are strong. Barriers slow entry, but do not guarantee 
protection if maintenance is poor.



Cost and effort

Farmers say building strong barriers requires money and labour. Because of this, they prioritize 
protecting livestock shelters and sleeping areas, not entire farms.

Shared investment helps. In some villages, neighbours help each other strengthen sheds or 
compounds before high-risk seasons.

What farmers learn over time

Farmers conclude that barriers help most when they separate people and livestock from 
animal movement, not when they try to control animals directly.

Barriers reduce night-time risk and repeat livestock loss, but only when combined with 
awareness, lighting, and careful movement.

Method E: Community Coordination, Information Sharing, and Response

Why farmers rely on community action

Farmers say that with leopards and tigers, acting alone increases risk. One person walking, 
guarding livestock, or responding to a sighting alone is more vulnerable than a group acting 
together. Over time, farmers learn that coordination matters more than individual effort.

Community action does not stop animal movement. It changes how safely people live and work 
around it.

How farmers share information

Farmers say the most important community response is quick sharing of information. When an 
animal is seen, people inform others through phone calls, messages, shouting, temple bells, or 
word passed through neighbours.

Simple information — where the animal was seen, which direction it moved, and what time — 
helps others decide whether to step out, delay work, or move together.

Farmers say many injuries happened because people did not know an animal was nearby.

Coordinating daily activities

In villages facing regular leopard or tiger movement, farmers coordinate routines during high-
risk periods. Grazing, fodder cutting, and forest produce collection are done at similar times, 
with people moving together rather than alone.



Night movement is reduced collectively. When one household hears of animal presence, others 
also stay indoors. Children and elderly people are kept inside, and unnecessary movement is 
avoided.

Farmers say coordination reduces panic because people are not surprised.

Collective response after livestock loss

Farmers say that after a livestock lift, the whole area becomes risky for some time. Animals 
often return to the same place.

In these situations, neighbours help move livestock, strengthen sheds, and watch the area 
together. People avoid visiting the site alone. Farmers say ignoring early signs leads to repeat 
loss and higher danger.

How community action reduces exhaustion

Farmers say shared effort makes difficult measures possible. Night awareness, checking sheds, 
and watching movement become manageable when responsibility is shared.

When effort is spread across households, people rest better and remain alert. This reduces 
mistakes caused by tiredness.

Where community action fails

Farmers say community action weakens when information is delayed, when only a few 
households respond, or when people assume others will act.

Coordination also becomes difficult in scattered settlements or where trust between neighbours
is low.

What farmers learn over time

Farmers conclude that leopards and tigers are safest to live with when people act together, 
move carefully, and share information early.

Community action does not remove risk, but it reduces surprise, panic, and repeated loss. 
Farmers say this makes daily life safer and more manageable in areas where animal movement 
has become regular.



Method F: Technology-Based Monitoring and Early Warning (Leopard and Tiger Context)

Why farmers talk about technology

Farmers say that many dangerous encounters with leopards and tigers happen because people 
do not know the animal is nearby until it is very close. Technology-based systems are used by 
Forest Departments, NGOs, and research groups to track movement and give advance warning.

Farmers do not see these systems as replacements for their own caution. They see them as 
tools that help reduce surprise, especially in areas with repeated movement.

F.1 Camera traps and monitoring

Camera traps are widely used by Forest Departments and NGOs to understand where leopards 
and tigers are moving. Farmers say these cameras help confirm animal presence in plantations, 
along canals, and near villages.

Camera traps are mainly used for monitoring, not for immediate alerts. Farmers say their value 
lies in showing patterns over time — where animals pass repeatedly, which paths they use, and 
how close they come to daily work areas.

How Farmers Use Camera Trap Information in Practice

Farmers say camera traps are useful only when the information is explained clearly and shared 
in time. A camera photo by itself does not reduce risk. What matters is how farmers interpret 
what the camera shows.

Farmers use camera trap information to understand patterns, not single events. Repeated 
images from the same place tell farmers that an animal is using that path regularly. Images at 
similar times over several days help farmers identify high-risk hours. Photos taken close to 
houses, cattle sheds, canals, or plantation roads signal areas where people should avoid walking
alone.

Farmers say the most useful camera trap information answers simple questions:

 Where is the animal passing repeatedly?

 When does it usually move — early morning, night, or before dawn?

 How close is it coming to daily work areas or livestock shelters?

When these patterns are understood, farmers adjust behaviour. They avoid certain paths, delay 
work, move in groups, strengthen sheds near repeated locations, and reduce night movement 
during peak hours.



Farmers also note limits. Camera traps do not show where the animal is right now. They show 
where it has been. Because of this, farmers treat camera information as a warning for planning,
not a signal to approach or investigate.

Farmers emphasize that camera traps help most when findings are shared openly with villages, 
explained in simple terms, and combined with local observation. Used this way, cameras reduce 
surprise encounters. Used without explanation, they create confusion or false confidence.

F.2 Radio collars and GPS tracking

In some landscapes, leopards and tigers are fitted with radio or GPS collars. These collars allow 
officials to track animal movement across large areas.

Farmers say this helps most when tracking information is shared quickly. In places where alerts 
reach villages in time, people avoid risky movement, delay work, and move in groups.

Farmers also note limits. Not all animals are collared. Sometimes signals fail or updates come 
late. Farmers say tracking helps reduce risk, but cannot be relied on fully.

F.3 Sensor-based alerts near villages and plantations

In a few areas, NGOs and government agencies have installed motion sensors or infrared 
sensors along known animal routes. When an animal passes, sirens sound or phone alerts are 
triggered.

Farmers say these systems work best when sensors are placed on well-known routes and when 
false alarms are limited. Repeated false alerts reduce trust and lead people to ignore warnings.

F.4 Mobile phone alerts and information sharing

Where tracking or sensors exist, information is often shared through phone calls, messaging 
groups, or automated alerts.

Farmers say even simple messages — “leopard near canal”, “tiger seen near sugarcane” — help 
people decide whether to step out, wait, or move together.

Farmers stress that alerts must reach everyone, not just a few people. Partial information 
reduces usefulness.

Where technology helps, and where it does not

Farmers say technology helps most by:

 reducing surprise encounters,



 allowing people to avoid risky times and places,

 supporting community coordination.

Technology fails when:

 information is delayed,

 systems are poorly maintained,

 power or network coverage is weak,

 or alerts do not reach farmers in time.

Farmers emphasize that technology supports safety only when it fits into how villages already 
share information.

What farmers understand over time

Farmers say technology does not remove leopards or tigers from the landscape. It helps people 
know when to be careful.

When information comes early and clearly, people stay safer. When systems fail, farmers fall 
back on shared vigilance and routine changes.

Section 4:

Harmful Methods Sometimes Used — and Why Farmers Do Not Recommend Them

Farmers living with leopards and tigers say that when fear and anger are high—especially after 
livestock loss or a human injury—people sometimes turn to methods that seem immediate or 
forceful. Over time, farmers say many of these actions increase danger rather than reduce it. 
They either fail to stop animal movement or make encounters more unpredictable and riskier.

Note: Under the Wildlife (Protection) Act, wild animals are protected by law. Farmers are 
allowed to defend human life and prevent immediate danger, but harming, killing, trapping, or 
poisoning wild animals is prohibited, even when crops or livestock are damaged. 

Methods such as illegal electric fencing, poisoning, shooting, or setting lethal traps can lead to 
legal action and often result in compensation being denied. Farmers say it is important to know 
these limits, because actions taken in desperation can create long-term problems. 

Compensation is usually considered only when damage occurs despite lawful and non-lethal 
measures, and when incidents are reported through the proper process.



4.1 Chasing Animals on Foot or in Small Groups

What people sometimes do
After spotting a leopard or tiger, people shout, run toward the animal, throw stones, or try to 
drive it away on foot—often at night or in poor visibility.

Why people try it

 Panic and fear after a sudden sighting

 Belief that showing aggression will scare the animal away

 Pressure to “do something immediately”

Why farmers do not recommend it
Farmers say this is one of the most dangerous responses. Leopards and tigers react 
unpredictably when cornered or surprised at close distance. Chasing increases the chance of 
sudden charges, wrong turns, falls, and fatal encounters. Many serious injuries happen during 
such attempts, not during calm avoidance.

4.2 Setting Traps, Snares, or Hidden Sharp Objects

What people sometimes do
Wire snares, metal loops, sharpened stakes, or concealed traps are placed along paths, near 
livestock sheds, or inside fields.

Why people try it

 To injure the animal so it avoids the area

 To stop repeat livestock loss without night effort

Why farmers do not recommend it
Farmers say these methods are extremely dangerous. Traps do not selectively stop animals; 
they cause severe injuries, prolonged suffering, and sometimes death. Injured leopards or tigers 
become more aggressive and unpredictable. Traps also injure people, dogs, and livestock. These
methods are illegal and often lead to severe legal consequences.

4.3 Poisoning Bait or Carcasses

What people sometimes do
Poisoned meat, pesticide-laced carcasses, or contaminated water sources are placed near fields 
or livestock areas.

Why people try it



 Seen as a “silent” solution

 Belief that the animal will disappear permanently

Why farmers do not recommend it
Farmers say poisoning rarely works as intended. It causes prolonged suffering, kills non-target 
animals, contaminates the environment, and often spreads conflict. Surviving animals shift 
routes and return elsewhere. Poisoning is illegal and treated as a serious wildlife crime.

4.4 Firecrackers, Explosives, or Aggressive Noise at Close Range

What people sometimes do
Firecrackers are thrown, loud noises are made suddenly, or burning objects are waved near 
animals, especially at night.

Why people try it

 Quick reaction during panic

 Influence of videos or past stories

 Belief that loud shock will drive animals away

Why farmers do not recommend it
Farmers say sudden noise at close range increases panic—for both people and animals. 
Leopards and tigers may charge blindly, change direction suddenly, or retreat into dense cover 
where visibility is poor. This increases the risk of fatal encounters, especially in plantations and 
tall crops.

4.5 Blocking Exit Routes or Surrounding the Animal

What people sometimes do
Groups gather to surround an animal or block known paths, hoping to trap or force it back.

Why people try it

 Belief that cutting off escape will end the threat

 Pressure from crowds or community anger

Why farmers do not recommend it
Farmers say leopards and tigers need clear exit routes. Blocking movement causes panic and 
desperate behaviour. Animals may jump into houses, run through villages, or attack in 
confusion. Many fatal incidents occur when escape routes are blocked.



4.6 Using Dogs to Chase Leopards or Tigers

What people sometimes do
Dogs are sent ahead to chase or alert when an animal is nearby.

Why people try it

 Dogs are readily available

 Belief that dogs will warn people early

Why farmers do not recommend it
Farmers say dogs strongly attract leopards. This increases risk near houses and cattle sheds. 
Dogs are often killed, and their presence encourages repeated visits. Using dogs to chase 
predators increases danger rather than reducing it.

What Farmers Conclude Over Time

Farmers consistently say that harmful or aggressive methods share common outcomes:

 They increase panic and unpredictability

 They raise the risk of human injury or death

 They spread conflict to new areas

 They invite legal trouble and long-term stress

Leopards and tigers are not stopped by fear alone. Farmers emphasize that calm avoidance, 
early information, shared action, and reducing surprise are far safer and more effective than 
force.

Because of this, farmers say these harmful methods should be avoided—not for moral reasons 
alone, but because they make daily life more dangerous.



Living With Monkeys, Peacocks, and Birds - What Reduces Damage, What Doesn’t, and Why

Section 1: Living with Monkeys

A. How monkeys damage crops and trees

Farmers say monkeys cause the most visible and frequent damage, especially in villages and 
farms where fruit trees, field crops, and houses exist close together. Damage is spread across 
orchards, homesteads, and fields, not limited to one place.

Monkeys pull out young plants, break stems and branches, climb onto crops causing trampling, 
and eat selectively while throwing away much of what they take. Even when they eat little, the 
physical damage is high.

A large part of monkey damage happens on fruit trees grown near houses and along field 
boundaries. Farmers commonly report damage to mango, guava, banana, papaya, sapota, and 
other soft or ripening fruits. Monkeys often pluck fruit before it is fully ripe, damaging both yield
and branches.

Farmers also note that not all fruit trees are equally attractive. During discussions, some 
farmers said monkeys tend to avoid sitaphal (custard apple). Because of this, some plant 
sitaphal near homes or boundaries as a lower-risk fruit option. Farmers treat this as a 
preference, not a guarantee.

In fields, monkeys damage maize, vegetables, pulses, groundnut, and crops close to harvest. 
They prefer ripening produce. Loss is high because plants are broken, pulled down, or trampled.

Over time, farmers say fruit trees and nearby fields begin to feel like monkey feeding areas, 
turning protection into a daily task rather than an occasional response.

Why monkeys keep coming back to the same fields

Farmers say monkeys return because they learn quickly. Once a group finds food in a field or 
orchard, they remember where it was, how people reacted, and how quickly chasing stopped.

Monkeys watch human behaviour closely. If people guard only for short periods, monkeys wait 
and return. If people leave for meals or rest at predictable times, monkeys enter then. Once 
monkeys feel confident, they return daily, often at the same hours.

Farmers also observe that monkeys use familiar routes — trees, compound walls, electric lines, 
and field edges — to enter and leave. These routes are reused across seasons.



When farmers know monkey risk is highest

Farmers say monkey damage peaks near harvest. Risk increases when crops are almost ready, 
when guarding drops because people assume the season is ending, or when harvesting is 
delayed due to labour or weather.

Monkeys also cause heavy loss during midday hours, when people leave fields for meals or 
other work. Many losses happen not because fields are unguarded all day, but because they are 
unattended for short, predictable periods.

Farmers say even a few days of repeated monkey visits at this stage can undo an entire season’s 
work.

B. Living with Peacocks and Other Birds (sparrows, parakeets (green parrots), pigeons, mynas, 
crows, and munias)

How peacocks and birds damage crops

Farmers say peacocks and birds cause damage that is less dramatic but constant. Loss happens 
in small amounts every day and is often noticed late.

Peacocks damage crops mainly at early stages. They peck at seeds and seedlings, uproot young 
plants, and damage soft shoots. Crops such as groundnut, pulses, oilseeds, vegetables, and 
nursery beds are commonly affected. Damage is often patchy, making it hard to detect early.

Other birds damage crops by eating freshly sown seeds and pecking grains during flowering and 
grain-filling stages.

Crops frequently affected include paddy, millet, wheat, sorghum, maize, pulses, and oilseeds. 
Damage is highest when crops are soft, milky, or close to harvest.

Even when each visit causes little loss, repeated visits over many days reduce yield noticeably.

Why peacocks and birds return repeatedly

Farmers say peacocks and birds return because there is very little risk. They are active during 
the day, when people cannot guard continuously.

Birds and peacocks quickly learn:

 which fields mature early,

 where guarding is weak,

 and which times fields are left unattended.



Once a field becomes known as a food source, birds return repeatedly until the crop stage 
changes.

Peacocks and birds also follow familiar paths, bunds, open ground, and low vegetation. Once 
these routes form, they are reused across seasons.

When farmers know risk is highest

Farmers say risk from peacocks and birds peaks at two stages.

The first is just after sowing, when seeds and seedlings are easy to pull out and eat. This stage is
especially risky when sowing is done earlier than neighbouring fields or when guarding reduces 
after the first few days.

The second peak is during flowering and grain filling, when birds return daily to peck at soft 
grain heads. Damage is slow and spread out, and yield loss becomes clear only at harvest.

Farmers also say time of day matters.

Birds and peacocks visit early in the morning and again in the late afternoon, often when people
move away for other work.

What farmers notice across all three

Across monkeys, peacocks, and birds, farmers say damage is not random. It follows crop stage, 
timing, and gaps in human presence.

Animals learn quickly. Fields that are easy to enter and poorly guarded become repeat targets. 
The biggest challenge is not a single loss, but the effort needed day after day.

Farmers say damage reduces when effort is focused on the most vulnerable days and hours, 
instead of trying to guard continuously through the entire season.



Section 2: How these observations shape what farmers actually do

Because damage follows timing and habit, farmers say responses are not about stopping 
animals completely. They are about being present at the right time, in the right way.

Farmers explain that guarding and other field responses begin only after they understand when 
loss is happening, not just that it is happening. Instead of trying to protect fields all day, they 
focus effort on the hours and crop stages when animals return most often.

Over time, farmers say this changes how they respond. Effort shifts from constant watching to 
short, targeted action — guarding during peak hours, reacting quickly when animals enter, and 
combining presence with simple disturbances. These field responses are shaped by daily 
routines, available labour, and how long effort can be sustained without exhaustion.

It is from this understanding that farmers turn first to daytime guarding and human presence, 
before trying other methods.

Disclaimer:

Farmers say that animals do not follow a fixed calendar or fixed hours. The times mentioned in 
this chapter are based on patterns seen in some places, not rules that apply everywhere. 

In different areas, risk can begin earlier or later depending on rainfall, crop stage, nearby land 
use, and how animals move locally. Because of this, farmers advise watching the field closely 
and responding to the first signs of entry, repeat paths, and quiet hours, rather than following 
dates or clock time exactly. 

Deterrents work best when they are used at the right moment for the local situation, not when 
they are applied mechanically.

What Methods Should a Farmer Choose Based on Cost and Effort

Listed below are several methods, some long term and cost heavy methods and others short 
term and less capital intensive. 

Farmers say the first step is to understand what kind of cost a method involves. Some measures 
need a high one-time investment, such as netting or fencing, but require less daily effort once in
place. 

Other measures cost little at the start but must be repeated many times through the season — 
guarding, lights, repairs, fuel, or hired labour. 



Farmers advise first estimating how long the crop will be at risk and how often each method will
need to be repeated. 

This helps compare long-term investment against repeated short-term effort. The choice of 
method then becomes clearer when this cost and effort is matched with how often animals are 
entering, how much damage they are causing, and whether the response can be sustained 
safely over time.

Method A: Daytime Guarding and Human Presence

Why farmers rely on guarding first

Farmers say guarding is the first response they turn to when monkeys, peacocks, and birds 
begin damaging crops. It does not require money, permissions, or special equipment. It can start
the same day damage is noticed.

Across regions, farmers describe guarding as necessary but exhausting. It works for short 
periods, then weakens as animals learn routines and people tire.

How farmers actually guard fields

Farmers guard fields in simple ways. People sit on bunds, under trees, or on small raised 
platforms. They walk through fields, clap, shout, throw stones, wave cloth, or chase animals 
away by running toward them.

Farmers said guarding often happens during specific hours, not all day. People guard early 
mornings and late afternoons for birds and peacocks, and midday for monkeys, when animals 
are most active.

Some farmers take turns within the family. Others move between fields, especially when plots 
are close together. Guarding is often combined with other work — weeding, irrigation, or 
watching livestock — rather than done as a separate activity.

How guarding works in the beginning

Farmers say guarding works best when it starts early. When animals first enter a field and are 
chased immediately, they hesitate and leave. Repeated strong response in the first few days can 
delay further visits.

Monkeys, especially, respond to strong early resistance. Birds and peacocks move away 
temporarily when disturbance is frequent and unpredictable.

Farmers say early guarding is more effective than guarding later, after animals become 
confident.



Why guarding becomes difficult over time

Across regions, farmers say guarding becomes hard to sustain after days or weeks. People have 
other work, children to care for, and limited labour.

Animals learn patterns. Monkeys watch when people leave for meals. Birds return when fields 
are unattended for even short periods. Peacocks wait at field edges and enter as soon as people
move away.

Farmers say guarding one field alone often fails. Animals simply move to the next plot or return 
later the same day.

Guarding by rotation and shared effort

Farmers say guarding works better when effort is shared. In several discussions with farmers, 
they revealed that rotating guarding duties within families and between neighbouring fields.

Some farmers guard together during peak hours and then return to other work. Others 
coordinate informally — one person watches several adjacent plots and alerts others when 
animals enter.

Shared guarding reduces exhaustion and keeps response stronger for longer.

Where guarding usually fails

Farmers say guarding fails when:

 effort drops after the first few days,

 guarding is done by one person alone,

 fields are left unattended during predictable hours,

 animals have already learned that disturbance is temporary.

Guarding also fails when fields are large or far from homes, making constant presence 
impossible.

Cost and effort

Guarding has no cash cost, but a high human cost. Farmers say it affects rest, health, and other 
farm work.

Because of this, farmers treat guarding as a short-term and targeted response, not something 
that can be sustained for an entire season.

What farmers learn over time



Farmers conclude that guarding is unavoidable, but it must be used carefully. It works best 
when:

 started early,

 focused on high-risk hours,

 shared among people,

 and combined with other methods.

Guarding alone does not stop monkeys, peacocks, or birds. It slows damage and buys time.

Method B Scarecrows

What farmers do

Farmers make scarecrows using old clothes, sacks, or plastic sheets tied to bamboo poles or 
wooden frames. These are placed inside fields or along boundaries so that they resemble a 
standing person.

How it is used

Scarecrows are usually put up when crops are young or close to harvest. Some farmers change 
clothes or position to make them look different. A few combine scarecrows with hanging tins or 
cloth so there is some movement.

Where it helps

Farmers say scarecrows can reduce bird damage for a short time, especially when they are 
newly placed. Birds hesitate initially, and damage may reduce for a few days.

Where it fails

Farmers are clear that scarecrows stop working quickly. Birds realise there is no movement. 
Monkeys are not deterred at all and often climb on scarecrows or pull them down.

If scarecrows are left in the same place, animals completely ignore them.

What farmers learn over time

Farmers treat scarecrows as a temporary and symbolic measure, not real protection. They may 
help briefly when combined with other disturbance, but on their own they do not prevent 
damage.

Method C: Use of pellet guns or air guns

Pellet guns and air guns



Some farmers say they use pellet guns or air guns as a way to scare monkeys and birds. These 
are usually not used to kill animals, but to create a sudden sound and shock that makes animals 
run away.

Farmers say this works mainly when:

 animals are new to the field,

 shots are fired occasionally, not repeatedly,

 the person using the gun is visible and active.

Monkeys and birds react strongly at first and move away quickly. However, farmers also say 
animals learn fast. If pellet guns are used every day or from the same place, monkeys begin to 
judge the distance and return once the person leaves.

Farmers are careful to point out limits:

 pellet guns require constant human presence,

 misuse can injure animals and create legal trouble,

 effectiveness drops once animals get used to the sound.

Because of this, farmers treat pellet guns as a short-term scare method, not a solution on their 
own.

Method D: Recorded sounds and loud noise playback

Some farmers use recorded sounds such as:

 dogs barking,

 firecrackers,

 shouting or alarm sounds that are played through mobile phones or small speakers kept 
near fields.

These sounds are usually played:

 during peak activity hours,

 for short periods,

 and often combined with human movement.



Farmers say these sounds can delay entry and create hesitation, especially for birds and 
monkeys during early visits. However, if the same sound plays repeatedly from the same spot, 
animals quickly realize there is no real threat.

Farmers say recorded sounds work best when:

 used irregularly,

 shifted between locations,

 combined with someone being nearby.

Used alone and continuously, they stop working.

Method E: Keeping dogs for guarding

Many farmers keep dogs to help with guarding fields. Dogs increase noise, movement, and early
warning. Farmers say dogs are especially useful for:

 alerting people when monkeys enter,

 chasing birds and peacocks,

 supporting daytime guarding.

Dogs help most when they are:

 active and healthy,

 trained to stay near fields,

 used along with human presence.

Farmers also point out limits:

 monkeys learn to avoid dogs over time,

 dogs get tired quickly in heat,

 dogs cannot guard large fields alone.

Some farmers also say uncontrolled dogs can push animals into neighbouring fields, shifting the 
problem rather than reducing it.

Method F: Visual Deterrents and Crop Covering

Farmers say visual deterrents and crop covering are used mainly to protect small areas or early 
crop stages. These methods are labour-intensive and rarely suitable for large fields, but they can
reduce losses when used carefully.



F.1 Covering nursery beds with nets or cloth

What farmers do

Farmers cover nursery beds using fishing nets, shade nets, old sarees, cloth sheets, or plastic 
mesh.

How it is used

Covering is done tightly and close to the ground so birds cannot enter from the sides. Farmers 
secure edges with stones or soil.

Where it helps

This works well during the first few weeks after sowing, especially for vegetables, paddy 
nurseries, and small plots. Farmers say it is one of the few methods that reliably reduces bird 
damage at this stage.

Where it fails

It becomes impractical for large areas. Nets tear easily and need repair. If edges are loose, birds 
enter quickly.

F. 2 Individual plant protection

What farmers do

Farmers cover young plants using inverted baskets, thorn branches, or locally available 
materials.

How it is used

Used only for high-value plants or very small areas.

Where it helps

Protects seedlings from peacocks and birds during early growth.

Where it fails

Labour requirement is very high. Not practical for field crops.

F.3 Boundary cloth screens

What farmers do

Farmers tie old cloth, sarees, or plastic sheets along field boundaries to block visual entry.

How it is used



Cloth is tied at low height along edges where birds and peacocks usually enter.

Where it helps

Reduces bird entry for short periods, especially when combined with guarding.

Where it fails

Cloth loses effect once animals get used to it. Wind damage and tearing are common.

F.4 Shade nets or fencing with mesh

What farmers do

Some farmers use shade nets or wire mesh fencing around small plots or nurseries.

How it is used

Installed around the perimeter, with the bottom secured tightly.

Where it helps

Effective for vegetable patches, seed production plots, or high-value crops.

Where it fails

High cost and maintenance. Not feasible for large farms.

F.5 Tying ribbons, flags, or cloth strips above crops

What farmers do

Farmers tie ribbons, cloth strips, or plastic tape above crop height.

How it is used

Movement in wind is meant to deter birds.

Where it helps

Works briefly in the early stage of bird visits.

Where it fails

Birds habituate quickly. Effectiveness drops within days.

What farmers learn over time



Farmers say visual deterrents and covering work only when the area is small and effort is high. 
These methods are useful for protecting nurseries, seed plots, and small vegetable areas.

They do not scale to large fields. Over time, farmers use them selectively, not as general 
solutions.

Method G: Crop Choices, Timing, and Field Layout

Farmers say crop and field decisions are usually changed after one or two bad seasons. These 
choices are not quick fixes. They are ways to reduce pressure, not stop damage completely.

G.1 Planting less-preferred crops along field boundaries

What farmers do

Farmers plant crops that monkeys and birds show less interest in along the outer edges of fields,
while keeping more attractive crops further inside.

Common boundary crops mentioned by farmers include castor, chilli, turmeric, lemongrass, and 
in some places marigold.

What this method is actually trying to do

Farmers say this method is not meant to stop animals physically. Birds can fly over it, and 
monkeys can jump across it.

The purpose is to make the first contact with the field less rewarding. When animals enter 
from the edge and do not immediately find preferred food, they are less likely to linger, feed 
heavily, or return repeatedly.

How it is used

Boundary crops are planted as a strip along field edges, especially near:

 trees used as perches,

 village paths,

 scrubland or open areas from where animals usually enter.

This method is usually planned before the season and works only as part of a larger strategy.

Where it helps

Farmers say this method helps most with birds and peacocks, especially during early crop 
stages. It slows early entry, reduces repeated pecking along edges, and buys time before 
damage spreads inward.



Some farmers say monkey movement reduces slightly when the field edge does not offer 
immediate food, though monkeys are more persistent.

Where it fails

Farmers are clear that boundary crops do not stop monkeys once they decide to enter. 
Monkeys will cross boundaries if attractive crops lie inside.

Farmers also point out that income from boundary crops is often lower, and the method does 
not work when neighbouring fields grow highly attractive crops right up to the edge.

What farmers learn over time

Farmers treat this as a pressure-reduction method, not protection. It works only when 
expectations are realistic and when combined with guarding or other deterrents.

G.2 Avoiding early or isolated sowing

What farmers do

Farmers delay sowing so their fields do not mature earlier than neighbouring plots.

How it is used

Planting is timed to match nearby fields, especially for cereals and pulses.

Where it helps

Bird and peacock pressure reduces when food is spread across many fields.

Where it fails

Delays can affect yield or irrigation schedules. Not always possible.

G.3 Staggering sowing within the field

What farmers do

Some farmers stagger sowing dates within the same field or across plots.

How it is used

Crops do not reach vulnerable stages at the same time.

Where it helps

Reduces peak damage on any single day.

Where it fails



Labour-intensive and complicates management.

G.4 Changing crop type after repeated losses

What farmers do

After heavy losses, some farmers shift temporarily to crops less preferred by monkeys and birds.

How it is used

High-risk crops are avoided for one or two seasons.

Where it helps

Reduces repeated visits when animals associate fields with food.

Where it fails

Income loss is common. Animals adapt over time.

G.5 Clearing perches and access points

What farmers do

Farmers cut branches, remove perches, and reduce tree cover near field edges.

How it is used

Trees near boundaries or bunds are pruned.

Where it helps

Bird pressure reduces when resting points are removed.

Where it fails

Tree removal is not always allowed or socially acceptable.

What farmers learn over time

Farmers say crop and layout changes help spread risk, not eliminate it. These methods work 
best when neighbours coordinate and when expectations are realistic.

They are long-term adjustments, not immediate solutions.

G.6 Planting crops that farmers say monkeys avoid

What farmers do

During discussions, some farmers mentioned planting sitaphal (custard apple) along field edges 
or near homesteads, saying that monkeys tend to avoid these trees.



How it is used

Sitaphal is planted as a boundary or mixed tree crop, not as a main field crop. Farmers say they 
rely on it more as a long-term landscape choice than a seasonal deterrent.

Where it helps

Farmers who mentioned this said monkey movement reduced near these trees, especially 
compared to areas with fruit trees that monkeys prefer. They see it as a way to make boundaries
less attractive over time.

Where it fails / limits

Farmers are also clear that this does not stop monkeys completely. Monkeys may still cross 
these areas to reach food elsewhere. The effect, if any, is gradual and depends on what other 
crops are nearby.

Method H: Community Coordination and Shared Action

Farmers say that damage from monkeys and birds becomes hardest to manage when each 
household acts alone. Individual effort is intense but short-lived. When farmers coordinate, 
even loosely, outcomes change.

Community action does not stop animals permanently. What it does is reduce exhaustion, 
spread effort, and prevent damage from shifting endlessly from one field to the next.

H.1 Coordinated watching and response

What farmers do

Farmers take turns watching fields during peak risk periods. Instead of each person guarding 
their own plot, neighbours cover adjacent fields together.

How it is used

Watching is done during early morning and evening hours when monkeys are most active. 
Shouting, running toward animals, and coordinated noise push animals away from a wider area.

Where it helps

Animals retreat more quickly when multiple people respond at once. Fields are less likely to be 
singled out repeatedly.

Where it fails

Coordination breaks down when effort is uneven or when only a few households participate.



H.2 Sharing scare devices across fields

What farmers do

Instead of each farmer installing separate scare devices, communities share and rotate tins, 
flags, cloth strips, and noise-making materials.

How it is used

Devices are moved across fields every few days so animals do not learn fixed locations.

Where it helps

Rotation extends effectiveness and reduces individual labour.

Where it fails

Requires trust and communication. Without movement, devices lose effect.

H.3 Aligning crop choices at the boundary level

What farmers do

Neighbouring farmers discuss boundary crops and try to avoid planting highly attractive crops in
isolated patches.

How it is used

Boundary decisions are informal and based on past damage.

Where it helps

Reduces edge pressure and slows entry.

Where it fails

Market prices often override coordination.

H.4 Changing daily routines together

What farmers do

Farmers share information about animal movement and adjust work timing collectively — 
avoiding early morning or late evening activity when animals are active.

How it is used

Information is shared verbally or through phone calls.



Where it helps

Reduces surprise encounters and panic.

Where it fails

Relies on constant communication.

What farmers learn over time

Farmers say community action makes effort feel worthwhile. Losses become more predictable. 
Exhaustion reduces.

No single field can solve the problem alone. Acting together does not remove animals, but it 
changes how much damage they cause and how much effort farmers must spend.

Farmers say there is no single method that works on its own or forever. Animals learn. Fields 
change. Seasons shift. What works one year may fail the next.

Over time, farmers stop looking for a perfect solution. Instead, they combine methods — some 
noise, some covering, some crop changes, and some shared effort. They focus more on when 
damage starts, not just on how to stop it.

Farmers also say working together matters as much as the method itself. When neighbours act 
at the same time, effort lasts longer and losses feel more manageable. Acting alone makes 
people tired quickly.

In the end, farmers say living with these animals is about reducing surprise, sharing effort, and 
choosing where to spend energy. The goal is not to stop animals completely, but to protect 
crops and families without exhausting themselves season after season.



Section 3: Harmful Practices That Farmers Do Not Recommend

Farmers say that when crop loss becomes frequent and exhausting, people sometimes turn to 
methods that feel strong or immediate. Over time, many farmers have learned that some of 
these practices either stop working quickly or make the situation worse by increasing effort, 
conflict, or risk. These methods are therefore not recommended.

Note: Under the Wildlife (Protection) Act, wild animals are protected by law. Farmers are 
allowed to defend human life and prevent immediate danger, but harming, killing, trapping, or 
poisoning wild animals is prohibited, even when crops or livestock are damaged. 

Methods such as illegal electric fencing, poisoning, shooting, or setting lethal traps can lead to 
legal action and often result in compensation being denied. Farmers say it is important to know 
these limits, because actions taken in desperation can create long-term problems. 

Compensation is usually considered only when damage occurs despite lawful and non-lethal 
measures, and when incidents are reported through the proper process.

3.1 Excessive or Aggressive Chasing

What people sometimes do
People run repeatedly through fields, throw stones aggressively, shout continuously, or chase 
animals far beyond field boundaries.

Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers say aggressive chasing quickly exhausts people but does not stop animals. Monkeys 
often retreat briefly and return as soon as people leave. Birds and peacocks simply shift to the 
next unattended area. Continuous chasing also disrupts farm work and increases fatigue, 
making guarding harder to sustain.

What farmers advise instead
Short, strong response during peak hours works better than constant chasing throughout the 
day.

3.2 Poisoning Seeds, Grain, or Bait

What people sometimes do
Poisoned grain, pesticide-coated seeds, or toxic substances are left in fields to kill birds or 
monkeys.

Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers strongly caution against poisoning. It kills non-target birds, livestock, and sometimes 



pets. Poison spreads through the environment and creates long-term problems. Legal 
consequences are severe, and poisoning rarely stops repeat damage.

What farmers advise instead
Avoid poison completely. It increases harm without solving the problem.

3.3 Fixed Scare Devices Left Unchanged

What people sometimes do
Scarecrows, flags, tins, or sound devices are installed once and left in the same place for long 
periods.

Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers say monkeys, birds, and peacocks learn very quickly. Once they realise a device does 
not move or change, they ignore it completely. Fixed deterrents give a false sense of protection 
and delay stronger responses.

What farmers advise instead
If scare devices are used, they must be moved, changed, or combined with human presence.

3.4 Playing Loud Sounds Continuously

What people sometimes do
Recorded sounds, alarms, or radios are left playing all day or night from the same location.

Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers say constant noise loses effect quickly. Animals learn there is no real threat. Continuous
sound also disturbs people, creates tension with neighbours, and increases fatigue.

What farmers advise instead
Use sound briefly, irregularly, and only during peak activity hours, preferably with someone 
nearby.

3.5 Keeping Dogs Alone as a Primary Deterrent

What people sometimes do
Dogs are left to guard fields without regular human presence.

Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers say dogs get tired quickly, especially in heat. Monkeys learn to avoid or harass dogs. 
Birds and peacocks ignore them. Dogs may also chase animals into neighbouring fields, shifting 
the problem rather than reducing it.

What farmers advise instead
Dogs work only as support to human presence, not as a stand-alone solution.



3.6 Expecting One Method to Work for the Whole Season

What people sometimes do
Farmers rely on a single method—guarding, scarecrows, sound, or nets—expecting it to work 
continuously.

Why farmers do not recommend this
Farmers say monkeys and birds adapt quickly. What works for a few days or weeks stops 
working if effort is not changed. Relying on one method leads to disappointment and 
exhaustion.

What farmers advise instead
Combine methods, change tactics, and focus effort on the most vulnerable crop stages and 
hours.

What Farmers Learn Over Time

Because of this, farmers emphasise that the goal is not to fight animals, but to reduce daily loss 
without exhausting families. Safer methods focus on timing, movement, and shared effort 
rather than force.

The next sections describe approaches that farmers say reduce damage without increasing risk 
or long-term burden.

Farmers say harmful practices share common problems:

 animals learn and adapt quickly,

 effort becomes exhausting,

 damage shifts rather than stops,

 legal and social risks increase.



Section 1. Why compensation matters — and why farmers struggle to get it

Farmers say compensation becomes important only after something has already gone wrong. A
person has been injured or killed. A cow or goat has been taken. A crop has been damaged after
months of work. By then, the loss is already heavy.

Compensation does not remove the pain or the fear. But it helps families manage immediate costs
— hospital bills, funeral expenses, buying another animal, or surviving a bad season. For many
families, even a small amount makes a difference.

At the same time, farmers say getting compensation is not easy. Many people do not know what
can be claimed, who to approach, or how fast they need to act. Some are afraid of police or
paperwork. Others are not confident about visiting offices far from their village.

Farmers also say the process feels confusing. Different officers say different things. One office
sends them to another. Papers are asked for again and again. Because of this, some families do
not apply at all, or they apply too late and lose the chance.

Over time, farmers say compensation starts to feel uncertain. Some people get it, others do not,
even when the loss looks similar. This creates frustration and distrust.

That is why farmers say clear information matters. Knowing what is possible, what to do first, and
where problems usually happen can save time, effort, and stress during an already difficult period.

Section 1.A LEGAL RIGHTS & RESPONSIBILITIES IN WILDLIFE CONFLICT

Before discussing compensation for various kinds of losses we need to understand the legal rights
and responsibilities of the farmer. This is critical as it is important for the farmer to know what is
allowed by the law and what is prohibited. This knowledge becomes crucial while claiming
compensation. 

1. What the law protects

Under Indian law, wild animals are protected. This applies even when animals damage crops,
livestock, or property. The purpose of the law is to prevent harm to wildlife while allowing people
to protect human life and safety.

2. What farmers are legally allowed to do

Farmers are allowed to:

 Protect human life and prevent immediate danger.

 Use non-lethal, lawful methods to reduce damage, such as fencing, guarding, lights,
noise, chilli ropes, and community vigilance.



 Report damage, injury, or loss to the Forest Department, Revenue officials, or local
authorities.

 Apply for compensation through prescribed procedures.

 Seek help from local officials, NGOs, or village institutions for lawful mitigation measures.

3. What farmers are not allowed to do

Farmers are not allowed to:

 Kill, poison, trap, or injure wild animals.

 Use illegal electric fencing connected to live power lines.

 Set lethal traps, snares, or poison baits.

 Shoot animals without legal permission.

 Take revenge actions after damage has occurred.

Such actions can lead to legal cases, fines, or imprisonment, and often result in denial of
compensation.

4. How legality affects compensation

Compensation is usually considered when:

 Damage or loss occurs despite lawful and non-lethal efforts.

 The incident is reported promptly to authorities.

 Verification is done by authorised officials.

Compensation may be delayed or rejected when:

 Incidents are not reported in time.

 Illegal methods are used.

 Damage details are unclear or unverifiable.

5. What to do after an incident

Farmers advise the following steps:

1. Ensure safety of people first.

2. Inform local Forest or Revenue officials as soon as possible.

3. Do not disturb evidence (tracks, carcass, damaged area) until inspection.



4. Cooperate during verification and documentation.

5. Keep copies or records of all submissions.

6. A practical reminder from farmers

Farmers say that acting in panic can create bigger problems later. Knowing what the law allows —
and what it does not — helps protect both livelihoods and legal rights. When in doubt, it is safer
to report and seek help than to take risky action alone.

Section 2: Compensation for Loss of Human Life and Injury

What compensation is usually given

Farmers say that compensation for human loss is more clearly defined than for crop or livestock 
loss, though it still depends on the state. When a person dies due to a wild animal encounter, 
most states provide compensation in the range of Rs,8,00,000  – Rs. 10,00,000 (eight to ten 
lakh rupees.) This amount is paid to the family of the deceased person and does not depend on 
land ownership or income.

In cases of very serious injury or permanent disability, compensation is lower. Farmers say the 
amount usually ranges from Rs.50,000 – Rs. 2,00,000 (fifty thousand to two lakh rupees) , 
depending on how severe the injury is and whether the person can return to work. For minor 
injuries, some states reimburse part of the medical cost, while others do not give compensation 
at all. Families often learn this only after applying.

Farmers say these amounts are meant to help with immediate expenses such as hospital bills, 
funeral costs, or loss of income. They do not make up for the loss, but they reduce financial 
pressure during a difficult time.

Which department families usually deal with

Farmers say compensation for human loss does not come from one single office. Most cases 
involve more than one department.

The Forest Department plays the main role. They confirm that the incident involved a wild 
animal and prepare the official incident report. Without this confirmation, compensation does 
not move forward.

For death cases, the police are also involved. A post-mortem and an official death record are 
required. Families say this step is emotionally hard but unavoidable.



In some states, the final approval or payment comes through the Revenue Department or 
disaster relief authorities, even though the Forest Department handles the case initially. This is 
why families are often asked to visit more than one office.

What families are expected to do first

Farmers say the most important thing is to inform the right people as soon as possible. After an 
incident, families usually contact the local forest guard or forester. In death cases, they also 
inform the police.

Farmers say it is important not to disturb the site until officials arrive. This includes not moving 
the body or cleaning the area, even though it is distressing. Officers need to see the location 
and record details before preparing their report.

Delays create problems. If reporting happens late, officials may say they cannot confirm the 
cause, and compensation may be delayed or denied. Farmers say early reporting does not 
guarantee compensation, but late reporting almost always causes trouble.

Documents families are asked to submit

Documents families are asked for

For death cases, families are usually asked for:

 post-mortem report,

 police record,

 Forest Department incident report,

 identity proof of the deceased,

 bank details of the family member receiving compensation,

 proof of relationship.

For injury cases, documents usually include:

 medical certificate or hospital records,

 Forest Department report,

 identity proof and bank details.

Families say that even when the loss is clear, missing one document can stop the file from 
moving. Many people make repeated trips to offices because they were not told all 
requirements at the beginning.



Inspection and verification

After reporting, officials from the Forest Department visit the site. They check signs of animal 
movement, speak to people nearby, and prepare a report confirming wildlife involvement. This 
report forms the base of the compensation file.

Medical officers and police complete their own verification separately. Farmers say inspections 
usually happen quickly in death cases, but paperwork and approvals take much longer.

How payment is processed

Once all documents are submitted, the file moves through different levels of approval. This may 
include the Range Office, Divisional Office, and district authorities. After approval, the money is 
sent directly to the bank account of the family member named in the file.

Farmers say payment can take a few weeks in some cases, and several months in others. Regular
follow-up often makes a difference, but not all families are able to do this.

Where families face difficulties

Farmers say problems usually arise because of late reporting, incomplete documents, or unclear
instructions from offices. Some families are afraid of police procedures and avoid applying 
altogether. Others give up after repeated visits without clear answers.

There is also confusion because rules differ from state to state. What worked for one family may
not work for another, even in a nearby village.

What families learn over time

Families who manage to receive compensation say a few things help. Informing the Forest 
Department first, keeping copies of all papers, and asking clearly what is required at each step 
reduces delays. Patience and persistence matter.

Farmers say compensation does not reduce the pain of losing a family member, but clear 
information and early action reduce uncertainty during an already difficult period.

SAMPLE FORM FOR CLAIMING COMPENSATION

Compensation procedures, formats, and authorities differ by state and by type of damage. The 
forms shown below are sample templates, prepared only to help farmers understand what 
information is usually required and how applications are commonly filled. 

These are not official government forms. Farmers must submit claims using the formats 
prescribed by their local Forest or Revenue Department, while using these samples as 
guidance to avoid missing details that often lead to rejection or delay.



The information filled in below is indicative only – to be used as reference – change the details 
as per the actual events, date, time and place

Human Injury / Death Compensation Application (Illustrative)

(For injury or death due to wildlife conflict)

Applicant / Claimant Details

1. Name of Injured Person / Deceased: Shankar

2. Age: 46 years

3. Gender: Male

4. Village: Kottur

5. Taluk / Block: Alur

6. District: Hassan

Claimant Details (if different)
7. Name of Claimant: Saroja
8. Relationship to Injured / Deceased: Wife
9. Mobile Number: 9XXXXXXXXX

Incident Details
10. Date of Incident: 21 July 2025
11. Time of Incident: Around 6:15 am
12. Location: Footpath near sugarcane field
13. Animal Involved: Elephant
14. Nature of Incident:
Sudden encounter while returning from field. Victim fell and sustained injuries during escape.

Injury / Death Details
15. Nature of Injury: Fracture to leg and chest injury
(OR in case of death: Fatal injuries leading to death)
16. Hospital Treated: Government Hospital, Alur
17. FIR / Police Report Filed: Yes
18. Post-mortem Conducted (if death): Yes

Documents Attached (as applicable)
19. Medical Report / Death Certificate
20. FIR Copy



21. Identity Proof
22. Bank Details for Compensation Transfer

Declaration by Claimant
I declare that the information provided above is correct. The incident occurred due to wildlife 
movement, and the case has been reported to the appropriate authorities. I request 
compensation as per government norms.

Signature / Thumb Impression of Claimant
Date: 23 July 2025

Section 3: Compensation for Livestock and Cattle Loss

What compensation is usually given

Farmers say compensation for livestock loss is meant to help them replace animals that were 
killed by wild animals. This usually includes cows, buffaloes, goats, sheep, and calves. Poultry is 
covered in some states but not in others.

The amount paid depends on the animal and the state. Farmers commonly report that 
compensation for an adult cow or buffalo ranges from thirty thousand to seventy-five 
thousand rupees. Goats and sheep usually receive a smaller amount, often three thousand to 
ten thousand rupees per animal. Calves are compensated at lower rates than adult animals.

Farmers say these amounts rarely cover the full value of the animal, especially for high-yielding 
cattle, but they help reduce the immediate financial shock.

Which department handles livestock loss

For livestock loss due to wild animals, the Forest Department is the main department involved. 
They confirm that the animal was killed by a wild animal and prepare the official incident report.

The Veterinary Department is also involved in almost every case. A veterinary officer examines 
the animal and issues a certificate stating the cause of death. Without this certificate, 
compensation is usually not processed.

Farmers say this means coordination between forest staff and veterinary staff is necessary, and 
delays happen when one department is unavailable.

What farmers must do immediately after losing an animal

Farmers say quick action makes a big difference. As soon as an animal is found dead or injured, 
the farmer should inform the local forest guard or forester. The veterinary officer should also be 
informed as early as possible.



Farmers stress that the animal should not be buried, skinned, or removed before officials 
inspect it. Even though this is difficult, especially in hot weather, inspection is necessary to 
confirm wildlife involvement.

If the carcass is removed before inspection, officers may say they cannot verify the cause, and 
compensation may be denied.

Documents farmers are asked to submit

Farmers say livestock claims usually require fewer documents than human loss cases, but 
missing any one document can still delay payment.

Typically, farmers are asked for:

 a veterinary certificate or post-mortem report,

 a Forest Department inspection report,

 photographs of the carcass before disposal,

 identity proof and bank account details,

 and sometimes proof that the animal belonged to the farmer.

Farmers say requirements vary by state and district, so asking clearly at the start helps avoid 
repeat visits.

Inspection and confirmation

After reporting, forest staff visit the site to inspect the carcass and look for signs of wildlife 
attack. The veterinary officer examines wounds and confirms the cause of death.

Farmers say problems arise when:

 scavengers damage the carcass before inspection,

 the animal died far from the village,

 or there is disagreement about the cause of death.

In such cases, compensation may be reduced or rejected.

How payment is processed



Once inspection reports and documents are complete, the file moves through the Forest 
Department for approval. After sanction, the amount is transferred directly to the farmer’s bank
account.

Farmers say payment may take several weeks or months. Regular follow-up sometimes speeds 
up the process, but not all farmers are able to do this.

Where farmers face difficulties

Farmers say common problems include delays in veterinary visits, confusion about documents, 
and long waits for approval. Some farmers are discouraged by repeated visits to offices and stop
following up.

Farmers with animals grazing far from villages or near forest edges say it is harder to prove 
wildlife involvement.

What farmers learn over time

Farmers who manage to get compensation say early reporting, keeping the carcass for 
inspection, and staying in touch with forest staff help the most. They also say community 
support matters, especially when officials need to be called quickly.

Farmers accept that compensation does not replace the animal fully, but they say a clear and 
fair process reduces hardship after a loss.

SAMPLE FORM FOR CLAIMING COMPENSATION

Compensation procedures, formats, and authorities differ by state and by type of damage. The 
forms shown below are sample templates, prepared only to help farmers understand what 
information is usually required and how applications are commonly filled. 

These are not official government forms. Farmers must submit claims using the formats 
prescribed by their local Forest or Revenue Department, while using these samples as 
guidance to avoid missing details that often lead to rejection or delay.

The information filled in below is indicative only – to be used as reference – change the details 
as per the actual events, date, time and place

Livestock Loss Compensation Application (Illustrative)

(For loss of cattle, goats, sheep, calves due to leopard, tiger, elephant, etc.)

Applicant Details

1. Name of Farmer: Lakshmi Devi



2. Husband’s Name: Raju

3. Village: Chikkur

4. Gram Panchayat: Chikkur GP

5. Taluk / Block: Gundlupet

6. District: Chamarajanagar

7. Mobile Number: 9XXXXXXXXX

Livestock Details
8. Type of Animal Lost: Cow
9. Breed (if known): Local
10. Age of Animal: 4 years
11. Colour / Identification Marks: Brown with white patch on forehead
12. Ear Tag Number (if any): Not available

Incident Details
13. Date of Incident: 4 August 2025
14. Approximate Time: Early morning (around 5:30 am)
15. Location of Incident: Near cattle shed behind house
16. Animal Responsible (as identified): Leopard
17. Description of Incident:
Cow was taken from the cattle shed during early morning hours. Carcass found 200 metres away
with clear bite marks.

Reporting and Verification
18. Date Reported to Authorities: 4 August 2025
19. Authority Informed: Forest Department / Range Office
20. Post-mortem Conducted: Yes
21. Officer Present During Inspection: Forest Guard

Declaration by Farmer
I confirm that the livestock loss occurred due to wild animal attack and was reported 
immediately. I request compensation as per applicable rules.

Signature / Thumb Impression of Farmer
Date: 5 August 2025

Section 4: Compensation for Crop Loss



Why crop compensation is the most difficult

Farmers say crop loss is the hardest loss to get compensation for. Unlike death or livestock loss, 
crop damage often happens slowly, in parts, and over many nights. By the time damage is 
clearly visible, it may already be too late to report.

Farmers also say crop damage is treated differently across states. In some places it is 
compensated, in others it is limited, capped, or not recognised at all for certain animals. 
Because of this, many farmers are unsure whether applying is even worth the effort.

What crop losses are usually considered

Farmers say crop compensation usually applies only when damage is clearly visible and 
significant. Partial damage, scattered damage, or repeated small losses are harder to claim.

Which crops are considered depends on the state. Some states compensate for damage by 
elephants, wild boar, or deer. Damage by nilgai, monkeys, peacocks, or birds may be excluded or
treated differently. Farmers often learn this only after applying.

Farmers say it is risky to assume that all crop loss will be compensated just because the damage 
was caused by a wild animal.

How crop compensation is usually calculated

Farmers say crop compensation is not based on how much income they lost, but on official 
assessment.

Assessment is usually done by:

 estimating the area affected,

 judging the stage of the crop,

 and calculating the percentage of damage.

The amount is often fixed per acre or hectare, with a maximum limit. Even when damage is 
severe, compensation may be capped at a certain amount.

Farmers say this means the payment often covers only a part of the real loss.

Which departments are involved

Crop compensation usually involves more departments than other losses.

The Forest Department confirms that damage was caused by wildlife.
The Agriculture Department or Revenue staff assess the crop damage and prepare the loss 
estimate.



Because more than one department is involved, farmers say crop cases move slowly and files 
often go back and forth.

Reporting crop damage

Farmers say reporting crop damage quickly is critical. In many states, there is a short time 
window to inform officials after damage is noticed. If reporting is delayed, officials may say the 
crop stage has changed or damage cannot be verified.

Farmers usually inform the local forest staff first. Some states also require intimation to the 
agriculture or revenue office.

Farmers say one common mistake is waiting until harvest to report damage. By then, it is often 
too late.

Inspection and assessment

After reporting, officials visit the field to inspect damage. They look at:

 the extent of damage,

 whether damage is recent,

 and whether signs match wildlife activity.

Farmers say assessment varies depending on who comes to the field. Two farmers with similar 
damage may receive different estimates.

Weather, regrowth, and delay in inspection often reduce the assessed damage.

Documents farmers are asked to submit

Farmers say crop compensation requires more paperwork than livestock loss.

Documents usually include:

 application forms,

 identity proof and bank details,

 land records or tenancy proof (varies by state),

 inspection and assessment reports,

 and sometimes photographs.

Tenant farmers and sharecroppers say they face more difficulty because land records are often 
in someone else’s name.



Why many crop claims fail

Farmers say crop compensation claims are rejected or reduced mainly because:

 damage was reported late,

 damage was partial or spread out,

 the animal involved is not covered under state rules,

 documents are incomplete,

 or assessment records underestimate the loss.

Because of repeated rejection, some farmers stop applying altogether.

SAMPLE FORM FOR CLAIMING COMPENSATION

Compensation procedures, formats, and authorities differ by state and by type of damage. The 
forms shown below are sample templates, prepared only to help farmers understand what 
information is usually required and how applications are commonly filled. 

These are not official government forms. Farmers must submit claims using the formats 
prescribed by their local Forest or Revenue Department, while using these samples as 
guidance to avoid missing details that often lead to rejection or delay.

The information filled in below is indicative only – to be used as reference – change the details 
as per the actual events, date, time and place

Crop Damage Compensation Application (Placeholder Data – Change according to your needs)

(For damage caused by elephant, wild boar, nilgai, monkeys, peacocks, birds, etc.)

Applicant Details

1. Name of Farmer: Ramesh Kumar

2. Father’s / Husband’s Name: S. Narayanappa

3. Village: Hosahalli

4. Gram Panchayat: Hosahalli GP

5. Taluk / Block: Sakaleshpur

6. District: Hassan

7. Mobile Number: 9XXXXXXXXX



Land and Crop Details
8. Survey Number / Plot Number: Sy. No. 112/3
9. Total Land Holding (acres/hectares): 2 acres
10. Area Affected (approx.): 0.75 acres
11. Crop Grown: Paddy
12. Crop Stage at Time of Damage: Flowering stage

Incident Details
13. Date of Damage: 12 September 2025
14. Approximate Time of Damage: Night (between 10 pm – 3 am)
15. Animal Responsible (if known): Elephant
16. Description of Damage:
Standing paddy crop trampled and eaten in patches across the field. Bunds broken. Damage 
noticed the next morning.

Reporting Details
17. Date of First Intimation to Authorities: 13 September 2025
18. Authority Informed: Forest Beat Office / Village Revenue Officer
19. Mode of Intimation: Phone call followed by visit

Declaration by Farmer
I declare that the above information is true to the best of my knowledge. The damage occurred 
despite lawful and non-lethal measures. I request inspection and compensation as per 
applicable rules.

Signature / Thumb Impression of Farmer
Date: 14 September 2025

What farmers do when compensation does not come

Farmers say when crop compensation does not come, they rely on other ways to manage loss —
changing crops, guarding more, sharing effort with neighbours, or reducing cultivated area near 
forests.

Many farmers say they continue farming not because losses are compensated, but because they
have no alternative.

What farmers learn over time

Farmers say crop compensation should be seen as support, not protection. It is uncertain, slow, 
and often incomplete.



Those who manage better are farmers who:

 report damage early,

 keep records,

 coordinate with neighbours,

 and do not depend on compensation alone.

Farmers say clear rules and timely information would help more than higher amounts.

A note on timelines and deadlines

Farmers say that time limits for reporting and applying for compensation are not the same 
across states. Some states require intimation within a few hours or days, while others allow 
longer periods. Deadlines can also differ by type of loss — human injury or death, livestock loss, 
or crop damage. Because of this, farmers advise not assuming a fixed time limit. The safest 
approach is to inform the local Forest Department or concerned authority as soon as possible 
after the incident, even if all documents are not ready. Early intimation keeps the case open, 
while delays often create problems that cannot be corrected later.

A note on PMFBY and wildlife crop damage

Farmers say crop insurance under the Pradhan Mantri Fasal Bima Yojana (PMFBY) is often 
confused with wildlife compensation, but the two are not the same. PMFBY mainly covers losses
due to weather events such as drought, excess rain, floods, pests, or disease, and is usually 
assessed at the area level rather than for individual fields. In many states, damage caused 
specifically by wild animals is not clearly covered under PMFBY, or is excluded in practice. 
Because of this, farmers say PMFBY should not be relied on for wildlife crop damage unless the 
local rules explicitly allow it. Farmers advise checking crop insurance terms separately and 
continuing to report wildlife damage to the Forest or Revenue Department, even when 
insurance is in place.

What Farmers Say Can Be Done at the Panchayat Level

Farmers say that while compensation rules are set at the state level, many of the problems they 
face happen much earlier, at the village level. Over time, farmers have identified a few practical 
steps that panchayats can take to make compensation easier, faster, and fairer for everyone.

First, farmers say panchayats can play an important role in early reporting and information 
sharing. When incidents happen, families are often distressed and unsure whom to contact. 
Panchayat members who know the local forest staff, veterinary officers, and revenue officials 



can help ensure that incidents are reported quickly and correctly. Even simple actions—such as 
calling the forest guard, informing the veterinary officer, or guiding families on what not to 
disturb—can prevent delays later.

Second, farmers say panchayats can help by keeping basic local records. A simple register 
noting wildlife incidents in the village—crop damage, livestock loss, injuries, or deaths—helps 
establish patterns over time. Farmers say such records strengthen compensation claims, reduce 
disputes, and make it easier to explain recurring problems to officials during inspections or 
meetings.

Third, farmers suggest that panchayats can support collective follow-up, especially for crop and 
livestock compensation. Individual farmers often give up after repeated visits to offices. When 
panchayat representatives raise pending cases together, officials are more likely to respond. 
Collective follow-up also reduces fear and confusion for families unfamiliar with paperwork or 
office procedures.

Fourth, farmers say panchayats can help by sharing clear information in advance, not only after
a loss. Knowing which animals are covered, what documents are usually required, and how 
quickly incidents must be reported helps families act in time. Panchayat meetings, notice 
boards, or simple announcements can prevent missed deadlines and rejected claims.

Finally, farmers say panchayats can act as a bridge between departments. Many delays happen 
because forest, veterinary, agriculture, and revenue offices work separately. Panchayats that 
facilitate coordination—by informing one department when another has visited—help reduce 
repeated inspections and confusion.

Farmers are clear that these steps do not guarantee compensation. But they say villages where 
panchayats are active face fewer delays, less confusion, and lower stress after a loss. In the end, 
farmers say compensation works best not when amounts are high, but when processes are 
clear, timely, and supported locally


