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Senator Burns, Representative Hobbins, distinguished members of the Judiciary Committee, good 

afternoon. My name is Clark Granger. I'm a farmer and forest landowner from Woolwich testifying 

today on behalf of Maine Farm Bureau in support of LD 482, An Act To Prohibit Flying over 

Land with Drones without Written Permission from the Landowner. 
  

Maine farmers are not against drones. We view them as potentially very useful tools in monitoring 

the health of our crops. Properly deployed, drones have enormous potential to provide farmers with 

early warnings of insect and disease outbreaks and may also help in identifying developing nutrient 

deficiency problems in their crops. Such technology enables farmers to minimize their use of 

pesticides by catching problems early when they can be treated more effectively, and provides an 

opportunity for spot treatments to control problems before an entire field becomes affected. Drones 

also have potential to capture stunning aerial images of farms, useful in the promotion of agritourism 

opportunities for farmers.   

  

But it's the potential negative aspects of drone use by others that concern our farmers, especially 

those uses likely to result in a loss of privacy. Modern drones are now readily available to 

everyone; drone kits are selling for $60 all over the internet. Five hundred dollars will buy you a nice 

assembled drone with a high quality camera, and somewhat more will provide technology so 

powerful that an object on private land can be scanned, its dimensions digitally recorded, and 

relayed to a 3-D printer where the object's likeness can be recreated. Drones may be quite 

inconspicuous, as small as the size of your hand, and may travel as far as 100 miles. 

  

All this technology boggles this 73 year old mind, but I am not the only farmer that finds this 

alarming. Already in Maine companies are gearing up to collect and market remote sensing images 

of private property captured by drones. The Federal Aviation Administration has been dragging its 

feet developing and promulgating private and commercial drone regulations, but we are 

concerned that whatever regulations finally emerge will be targeted more at aircraft 

safety than privacy concerns. 

  

A couple of years ago Maine Farm Bureau successfully sought legislation to prohibit the placement 

of game cameras on private property without landowner permission, unless authorized by court 

order. But drones are much more invasive than game cameras because of their mobility. Farmers 

don't like to be spied upon, not because they're doing something wrong, but because the liabilities of 

drone surveillance are so insidious. Unauthorized drones over a farmer's property could be 

monitoring a farmer's activity, noting when when he or she is away, times when theft of crops, 

equipment, fuel or tools is easy. Foragers may be scanning a farmer's woodland property for 

mushrooms or fiddleheads to steal and sell to restaurants. Hunters may be using drones to find where 

game is concentrated, providing irresistable incentives to enter upon posted land. Drones with 

cameras may be hovering over backyard swimming pools, normally discreetly fenced from public 

view, collecting unauthorized images that subsequently may appear on social media pages.  

  

Maine Farm Bureau supports this bill, but suggests it be amended to require written permission 

for use of drones over private property by government authorities as well as by the private sector. 

This would provide constitutional protections against unwarranted search and seizure, with 

reasonable exceptions for court orders and emergencies. Warrantless collection and storage of close 



up aerial images of private property by government authorities not only constitutes an unreasonable 

invasion of privacy, but stored images may be subsequently published, released, or successfully 

FOIAed, effectively thwarting the protections this bill is designed to achieve. 

  

Thank you for this opportunity to testify. I'd be happy to answer questions. 


