Wolf Remntroduction

PoINT

The Draft Environmental Impact
Statement {DEIS) on the reintroduction
of the endangered gray wolf to Yellowstone
National Park and Central [daho has cre-
ated rather strange bedfellows. Opposing
the reintroduction are some members of the
livestock industry and some members of
groups such as Earth First. Most conserva-
tion organizations support the
reintroduction of wolves; some hunters sup-
port reintroduction, others oppose it. Asa
hunter and biologist, I support this plan to
restore wolves to the Greater Yellowstone
Area under an experimental, non-essential
designation, and describe below why.

The wolf is asymbol to many peaple.
For some, it is a symbol of wilderness or
untrammeled areas. For others, the wolf is
akiller, a species that will cause unconscio-
nable harm to livestock and big game
populations. In reality, wolves are one
member of our native biotic community.

Predation is the killing and subse-
quent consumption of one species by
another. This natural process has occurred
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Ficure A

THE CHART BELOW GIVES THE
BREAKDOWN OF THE PERCENTAGE
OF TOTAL KILL FOR EACH PREDA-
TOR IN GLACIER NATIONAL
PARK. THE PROJECT HAS BEEN
ONGOING SINCE 1990,

THERE WERE A TOTAL OF 26
WHITETAIL MORTALITIES, 20 ELK
MORTALITIES AND 9 MOOSE MOR-

Ll on planet Earth for millions of years. It is
this process that led to the speed of the
cheetah, the alertess of a herd of red deer,
the protective coloration of deer fawns and
elk calves, and, some would argue, coap-

som eration among humans. Wolves and
humans preyed upon deer, elk,

and moose for millennia in

7 North America; it has only
been in the past

208 few hundred
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of desire and technological know-how to
eliminate their most significant competi-
tor for these species, a process that was
essentially completed in the western
United States about 60 years ago.
Anti-hunters and hunters alike have
made the argument that predation is some-
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how evil. Anti-hunters have argued that
it’s okay for wolves to kill and eat deer and
elk, but not for humans to do so. Some
hunters have argued that its okay for hu-
mans to kill and eat deer and elk, but not
for wolves. Asa hunter, I reject both argu-
ments. Hunters {who are, after all,
predators) should be the first to recognize
that predation is not evil, The ideaof hunt-
ets opposing predation is confusing to the
majority of people in North America who
are neither hunters nor anti-hunters, but
whoare concerned about the environment.
All predators need the support of this group
of peaple.

Wolves and other predators have
the potential to reduce the number of prey
available to humans as predators. The U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service provided fund-
ing to the University of Monana to
examine the impacts of a population of
wolves that re-colonized Glacier National
Park, Montana, and nearby areas on white-
tail deer, elk, and moose. We have
maintained approximately 30 radio collars
on females of each of these species since
1990 (mortalities occur throughout the
vear, and collars are replaced the following
winter). Motion sensitive transmitters
have alerted us when moralities have oc-
curred, and we have then examined
carcasses Lo determine cause of death.

I this study area, wolves killed ap-
proximately 7% of the female whitetail deer,
3% of the female elk, and 4% of the female
moose annually. (See Figure A for related
information) Survival of fawns and calves
to recruitment age is, of course, also impor-
tant; we hope to examine cause-specific
mortality rates in this important component
of prey populations when funding is avail-
able. In otherareas in North America, beats
are the primary predator of fawnsand calves,
and this could be the case in Montana.

Wolves will, at times, reduce the

number of prey available to humans as
predators, though the impact will be vari-
able and somewhat difficult to predict.
While stability is something we humans
often strive for, it is not common in na-
ture. A long-term wolf-moose study on Isle
Royale, Michigan, partially funded by the
Boone and Crockett Club, has shown that
predator and prey populations fluctuate

widely withour the direct influence of hu-
mans. With wolves back in the
inter-mountain west, managers will need
to respond quickly to changes in the prey
populations upon which humans and other
predators depend, but wolves will not elimi-
nate hunting,

Livestock have been killed by the
population of approximately 70 wolves cur-
rently occupying Montana, and though the
total number killed has been relatively low,
the impact can affect some ranchers.
Wolves that kill livestock have been re-
moved by managers. The experimental
population designation proposed in the
DEIS for the Yellowstone area would al-
low even greater flexibility in dealing with
problem wolves. A compensation program
for ranchers who have livestock killed by
wolves has been set up by Defenders of
Wildlife and will continue.

While some extremists on either
side of the pro-wolffanti-wolf debate have
objected to the plan to reintroduce wolves
into Yellowstone National Park, most pro-
fessional wildlife biologists have been
supportive. The Wildlife Sociery wrate to
support the plan and to congratulate the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on “..ex-
cellence in biological and socioeconomic
assessment,..the DEIS process has been
exemplary in its attention to the public
involvement.” L. David Mech, the worlds
leading autharity on wolf biology, and 12
co-signets, all wolf biclogists, wrote that
“We believe it is a practical plan that meets
the needs of state governments and local
residents while facilitating prompt, effec-
tive, and economical wolf recovery.” |
concur. The Fish and Wildlife Service did
an excellent job compiling the available
information on wolves and the plan should
work.

Recavery of wolves will require hu-
mans to again share ungulate populations
with the wolf, a situation that existed for
most of the last 10,000 years in North
America. Yellowstone National Park and
the surrounding areas are large enough for
wolves. The only question remaining is
whether the hearts and minds of humans
are large enough to accommodate wolves
in this region. [ hope the answer is yes.



No-Wolf Option

OUNTER

The No-Worr OpTioN CoMMITTEE
is a coalition of concerned Wyoming citizens
opposed to artificial wolf introduction into
the Yellowstone ecosystem and central Idaho
wilderness. Our opposition centers around
States Rights, predation, economics and the
Endangered Species Act, which impedes mul-
tiple use on our public lands.

The public has been duped into be-
lieving that wolf introduction is desirable
and necessary, when quite the opposite is
true.

Qur organization, which networks
with a host of others throughout the country,
has asked for the complete nullification of the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement cov-
ering the reintroduction of gray wolves to Yel-
lowstone National Park and central Idaho.
Some of the reasons follow:

1) Wolves are not endangered or
threatened. There are 7,000 wolves in
Alaska, 2,000 in Minnesota and 60,000
wolves in Canada. How can the federal gov-
emment justify the high priority and expen-
dirure (up to $130 million) for wolf introduc-
tion over other more needy species? The fed-
eral government has basically ignored its own
Endangered and Threatened Species Recov-
ery Guidelines, which specify a priotity ac-
tion for species threatened with extinction
or irreversible decline in the foreseeable fu-
ture. [n fact, the walf is doing quite well in
Montana and there have been scores of veri-
fied sightings in Wyoming and [daho.

2) The DEIS does not include a valid
compensation program to ranchers who lose
livestock to walves. The Defenders of Wild-
life compensation program promoted
throughout the DEIS is basically coercion by
Defenders tofurther their own agenda. Their
compensation program is subject to the
whims of the organization and can be with-
drawn at any time. Since proposed wolf in-
troduction is a government sanctioned pro-
gram, the feds should be footing the bill with
just settlements to the rancher or other in-
jured parties.

Animal Damage Control officers have
stated that confirmed kills are often 10% or
less of what a predater actually kills, mean-
ing that 90% of livestock lost to wolves will
never be compensated under any program.
The government pays $400 a head for veri-
fied livestock losses in Minnesora, Actual

market value is closer to $1000 for a mature
animal, and the program doesn't take into
consideration the cost of purebred stock, in-
cluding horses or pets.

3) Among many other seriously
flawed and selectively utilized reports in the
DEIS, Boyce and Gaillard's 1992 study of wolf
impacts on ungulates, should be relegated to
the circular file. Boyee and Gaillard's model-
ing didn't factor in big horn sheep, antelope
or moose, and did not consider the cumula-
tive impacts on prey by all predators in the
Yellowstone ecosystem.

More recent studies concerning the
Peace River Bison, indicate that a pack of
eight to 10 wolves will readily kill one (150
Ib.} bison calf per day. In ten years (1981-
1991), the bison population of Wood Buf-
falo National Park had declined from 5600
to 3300. !

The American peaple deserve an ac-
curate, scientific proposal. The DEIS is sci-
entifically flawed, uses outdated reports and
is contradictory in many areas.

4) There is no mandated number for
wolves in the Yellowstone ecosystem (20
million actes) or central Idaho wilderness (15
million acres). In fact, 300 wolves are con-
sidered the low end of the minimum viable
population level. The resultant difference be-
tween 300 wolves and 2000 or more wolves
(stated by Project Leader, Bangs, as a distinct
possibility), brings a myriad of troublesome
management problems, raises objective costs
and redefines the Environmental lmpact
Study.

Minnesota papers have published ar-
ticles and lettess detailing the Eastern timber
wolf controversy. Because the State has had
no control over the timber wolf for the last
20vears, a majority of these letters voiced frus-
tration with over-population, lack of man-
agement, lack of funds, the killing of beloved
pets and former access areas now barricaded,
to protect wolf and eagle habitat.

The Eastern timber wolf will not be
removed from the Endangered Species List
until the year 2005, and only if Wisconsin,
Michigan and possibly three Eastern Stares
have established populations. Meanwhile,
Minnesota has soughly 2000 wolves. The re-
covery plan goal was 1200 1o 1400 wolves.
We have leamed from our neighbor to the
East and our Canadian and Alaskan friends.

Need Wyoming, Montana and Idzho suffer
the same vexarion!

5) We must support common sense
amendments to the Endangered Species Act,
to better manage existing predators, prior to
more wolves becoming a part of the ecasys-
tem. Under current terms of the ESA, Inte-
rior Department management decisions will
favor the needs of the gray wolf when wolves
or wolf habitat needs and other land use val-
ues compete.

6) The DEIS was deceptively written
with respect to Alternative #3, the
No WoLr ALTERNATIVE. Alternative #3
does not require an amendment 1o federal law.
The Department of [nterior has complete au-
thority to de-list the wolf, without any ac-
tion from Congress.

7) Thete will be fewer, not more ben-
efits, with wolf introduction. The DEIS re-
ports that wolves will increase visitation to
Yellowstene, and bring additional revenue to
surrounding areas. This contradicts recent
press reports, in which Park officials urge cuts
in Park visitation, to reduce ungulate and
habitat stress. Further, there will be less
watchable wildlife
with wolf preda-
tion in the Park.

8) Finally,
the DEIS does not
document  the
concerns of the
people whowill be
impacted most by
wolf introduction,
as required under
the National Environmental Policy Act, and
trivializes the food, fiber and enerpy indus-
tries, which judiciously use and enhance our
public lands and wildlife resources. There is
no doubt that animal activist groups want to
stop all hunting and multiple use on public
lands. The wolf, like the spotted owl, is a
convenient surrogate to this end.

Incanclusion, the No-WoLr OrTion
CoMMITTEE, in partnership with other re-
source users and providers, supports the No
WoLF ALTERNATIVE. It is time we remove
predasors from the pedestal and et back w
the reality of scientific game management,
in which the people of Wyaming, Montana
and ldaho play a large part.

PoINT
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PLEASE CONTACT YOUR REPRE-
SENTATIVES IN WASHINGTON
AND LET THEM ENOW YOUR
FEELINGS ON THIS ISSUE,
SUPPORT THE GOALS OF YOUR
HUNTING ORGANIZATIONS AND
BY ALL MEANS, STAY ACTIVE AND
[NFORMED.

FOR INFORMATION CONTACT:
ARLENE Havson
No-Worr Oprion CoMMITTEE
Box 104
Warim, Wyosing 82450.
TeLepHONE - 307.587-5796
Fax - 307.587-4212.

FOR AN UPDATE ON THE FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL [MPACT STATE-
MENT TURN TO PAGE 32.

PWoLves, BISON AND THE
DynaMics RELATED TO THE
Peace-ATHARASCA DELTA IN
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