FOOD CITIZEN PROJECT POLL RESULTS:
MARYLAND POULTRY PRODUCTION
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Table 1. Percentage of Voters in Support of Poultry Regulations Across Maryland Regions
Region

Making poultry
companies
responsible for
excess poultry
waste

Limiting
construction
of new and
expanded poultry
facilities

Limiting the
overall number
of chickens
contained in one
area

Supporting local
public health
laws to limit the
number of new
poultry houses
and the number of
chickens

Statewide

86%

64%

77%

76%

Eastern Shore

84%

65%

82%

71%

Border Region*

86%

57%

74%

73%

Baltimore Region**

87%

70%

75%

74%

Prince George’s County

75%

64%

72%

79%

Montgomery County

96%

71%

83%

78%

Central/South Region***

87%

56%

82%

76%

*The border region includes Allegany, Carroll, Frederick, Garrett, Harford, and Washington counties.
**The Baltimore region includes Baltimore City and County.
***The Central/South region includes Anne Arundel, Calvert, Charles, Howard, and St. Mary’s counties.
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Table 2. Favorability toward Governor, MD Department of the Environment, and MD State Legislature Among
Voters Across MD Regions
Region

Favorability rating of
Governor Larry Hogan

Favorability rating of the
MD Department of the
Environment

Favorability rating of
the Maryland State
Legislature

View
Positively

View
Negatively

View
Positively

View
Negatively

View
Positively

View
Negatively

Statewide

48%

28%

36%

23%

30%

36%

Eastern Shore

60%

25%

41%

28%

36%

35%

Border Region*

57%

24%

33%

19%

30%

37%

Baltimore Region**

48%

26%

33%

19%

36%

22%

Prince George’s County

31%

42%

25%

31%

30%

34%

Montgomery County

43%

35%

42%

16%

40%

28%

Central/South Region***

55%

19%

40%

26%

27%

37%

*The border region includes Allegany, Carroll, Frederick, Garrett, Harford, and Washington counties.
**The Baltimore region includes Baltimore City and County.
***The Central/South region includes Anne Arundel, Calvert, Charles, Howard, and St. Mary’s counties.

Table 3. Favorability toward State Legislator Who Supports Increased Industry Oversight Among Voters Across MD Regions
Region

View State Legislator
more favorably

View State Legislator
less favorably

Makes no difference

Statewide

58%

10%

32%

Eastern Shore

58%

16%

26%

Border Region*

51%

13%

37%

Baltimore Region**

51%

14%

35%

Prince George’s County

74%

1%

25%

Montgomery County

69%

9%

22%

Central/South Region***

53%

9%

38%

*The border region includes Allegany, Carroll, Frederick, Garrett, Harford, and Washington counties.
**The Baltimore region includes Baltimore City and County.
***The Central/South region includes Anne Arundel, Calvert, Charles, Howard, and St. Mary’s counties.
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