The Bitterroot Plan: issues and Impacts

sued a permit to kill a grizzly bear killing or pur-Q: Will source grizzly bear populations be
<suing livestock on private lands if it has not beemegatively impacted by removal of grizzly bear
possible to capture such a bear or deter depreéta-reintroduction into the Bitterroot?
ans through agency efforts. Bears will only be removed from source
populations if there is no significant impact tq
. Could recreation be impacted by grizzlypopulation health or recovery. Potential sourd
ears? populations could include existing population
ﬁ%Z Trail and road closures are not expectdd the Northern Continental Divide and
lely for grizzly bears. However, there could b&ellowstone Ecosystems, and the Kootenay R
re instances in which a grizzly bear is frequengiion of southeast British Columbia. The origi
g an area used by recreationists or other foresftbears for placement will include areas mo
users where the safety of the people or the bahan 10 miles beyond existing recovery zon
é's at risk. In such cases, temporary closures lifies in the Yellowstone and Northern Continen
the area may be instituted until the safety risk tal Divide Ecosystems, and interior Rocky
uses and assure that resource management st. In the Northern Continental Divide EcoMountain, non-salmon eating bears from Brit
tivities will be maintained at levels consisten?y,Stem’ where 4(_)0-500 grizzly bears currentigh Columbia. All requirements (_)f the Grizzly
with grizzly bear recovery. The CMC will be EXist, only one trall\_/vas closed_on national foreﬁe_:ar Recovery Plan and the British Columbi
responsible for recommending changes in Iang—nds bgcause of grizzly bearsin t_he last 10 yeagsizzly bear management criteria will be me
use standards and guidelines to land and wilG"Y trail, road, or area closure will be based obefore removal of bears is pursued.

life management agencies, as necessary, for gfj 90m(3endat|ons of the Citizen Management
zly bear management. ommittee.

QZ Will grizzly bear recovery in the Bitter-
root Ecosystem affect current public land-use
such as timber harvest and mining?
A: This program proposes no changes to e
isting land management practices or plans. R
introduction of a nonessential experiment
population of grizzly bears into the Bitterroo?b
Ecosystem is not expected to impact current la
uses such as timber harvest, livestock graziﬁ
and mining, as long as they meet the existir]
standards and guidelines of the USDA Fore
Service Forest Plans.

The Citizen Management Committe
(CMC) will review any potential impacts to land

How much will this reintroduction pro-
ram cost?
QZ Will hunter opportunity be reduced due to A The annual cost for the 5-year reintrodug
rizzly bear predation on ungulates?
}\Z Grizzly bears are omnivores, but feed priThis includes the cost of capturing and tran
éparily on vegetation. Studies indicate that a griplanting bears, monitoring and management
&Iy bear diet consists of about 90% vegetable atttk population, expenses of the Citizen Manag
sect matter. Studies also indicate that becausent Committee, and cost for sanitation, ou
their eating habits, 280 grizzly bears may eatach, and law enforcement activities. The tot
cant conflicts occur between grizzly bears ar@® Many elk_ as would 20 adult cougars overcast for the initial 5-year reintroduction periog
livesock, managers may capture or eliminate tfphe year period. A population of 280 bears woulig apprQX|mater_$2,168,160. Annual costs fg
bears involved. be expected to prey upon 504 ungulates per yemonitoring and citizen management will be ap
Projections indicate that at a population levE8FToss the Bitterroot Ecosys_tem. The loss of S(MOX|matt_aly $193,QOO for. each year beyond th
of 280 grizzly bears, (50 - 110+ years in future ngulates to a recovered_ grizzly bear populatlc_ﬁ’}year reintroduction period.
yearly livestock losses to depredation by beal ould represent approxmately 0.38% of esti ] o .
could range from 4-8 cattle and 5-44 shee __ated pre-harvest populations of ungulates mtl@. Is there adequate habitat in t_he Bltterroot
Livestock losses would be minimal during th itterroot area. It should not be necessary to adeosystem to support a population of grizzly
first few decades and until the grizzly bear pop ust huntmg_ seasons to compensate for grlzzlye_ars? . . .
lation increases appreciably. ear predation on ungulates. A The Bitterroot is one of the_Ia_Lrge_st contigu
ous areas of federal land remaining in the low
Q: Will there be a compensation program forQ: Will restrictions be placed on black bear48 United States, and contains the largest blo
livestock losses? hu.ntlng in the Bitterroot Ecosystem? _of designated wilderness in the Rocky Moun
A There will be no Federal compensation prdé" The States of Idaho and Montana establishins south of Canada. The habitat quality of tf
gram for livestock losses, but compensatio gulat|0n§ on hunting of black bears. I_n centr@itterroot has been studied extensively gnd é
from existing private funding sources will bebdaho, bamng of bIa(_:k b(_aars and pursuing bIa01esearch. has concluded t_he area contains s
encouraged. ears with hounds_l_n wilderness areas may _Iable habitat to support a grizzly bear populatio
evaluated by the Citizen Management CommiFhe most recent scientific analysis indicates tH
tee to assure that these activities do not hindesibitat in the Bitterroot Ecosystem is capable
grizzly bear recovery. The CMC may recommengupporting a population of 308-321 grizzly bear
Jestrictions on black bear hunters or other hunt-Although habitat quality varies throughout th
dng opportunities to reduce the likelihood of misecosystem, scientific studies indicate that a wig

QZ Will grizzly bears kill livestock and how
many?

A Livestock grazing occurs predominant!
in the southern portion of the Experimental Are
While management activities will be taken t
preempt problems, there may be some confli
between grizzly bears and livestock. If signifi-0

QZ Will livestock owners be allowed to pro-
tect their stock from grizzly bears?

A’ Yes. Grizzly bears will be managed accor
ing to existing grizzly bear nuisance guideline
except in the case of grizzly bears on privalt@ . . .
land which are killing livestock and can not b onflicts, but the recommendations will have tpresent. The remoteness of the area and the s
captured by management authorities. In su
cases, landowners will be issued a permit by tl
appropriate authorities allowing them to haras
through non-injurious means, a grizzly bear at-
tacking livestock. A livestock owner may be is-

fpartment of Fish and Game and Montana Depathile adequate habitat is necessary for grizz
ment of Fish, Wildlife, and Parks.
' bear recovery program will likely be effective
management including limitation of human
caused mortality.

Grizzly Bear Recovery Program

Range

QZ Where were grizzly bears then and wher
are they now?

For thousands of years, grizzly bears live
in a variety of habitats throughout most of wes
ern North America. An estimated 50,000 grizz!
bears lived in the contiguous United States pri
to European settlement. However, due to loss
habitat and excessive and intentional killing b
people, grizzly bears have been eliminated fro
approximately 98 percent of their historic rang
in the lower 48 States.

Today, approximately 1,000-1,100 grizzly
bears remain in five scattered populations
Montana,
Only two areas in the country (the Yellowston
Ecosystem, and the Northern Continental Divid
Ecosystem which includes Glacier National Pa
and the Bob Marshall Wilderness) have popul

zly bears each.

Ecosystems

QZ Where will grizzly bears be recovered in
the lower 48 States?
Recovery of the grizzly bear involves es
tablishing prospering populations in the ared
where the bear existed or was thought to exist
1975 when it was listed under the Endangerg
Species Act, and that remain capable of suppo
ing viable numbers of grizzly bears.
The Grizzly Bear Recovery Plan is a docl
ment that outlines what actions the U.S. Fish al
Wildlife Service believes are necessary to resto
this listed species. The Recovery Plan focus

tion period is approximately $433,600 per yedr

ken identity kills or to address other potentialariety of preferred grizzly bear foods arg tial for grizzly bear-inflicted injuries in the
accepted and implemented by the Idaho Deity of roads provide important habitat security.

bear recovery, the key to success of this grizzyt

Idaho, Wyoming, and Washingtor).

tions of several hundred grizzlies. The other
three populations have approximately 5-50 griz

Er on six ecosystems where grizzly bears exist tp-

X r_":l'-"-" LAEhren day or were known to exist in the recent pas
: E'f""'”f and which still provide suitable habitat to sup
p L:I:"' - port a grizzly bear population.

ﬂ_ﬂ__;:;:&mvi " ; Five of the six ecosystems currently contajn
§ Emrmol ' 100 Mlles -_ tphopulaltions of g:izzly bearst.I ThethBittterrqot IL

— ‘ e only ecosystem currently without grizzly -
& Yellkeiione
bears. The table below lists the size in squard®@ckeountry campsites.

Lo miles and the current population estimate fgr

Human
"Health and
Safety

;_QZ What are the facts about human safety
hirisks from grizzly bears?
LA The Service will take all possible acf
--tions to recude the risk of human-bear co
hiflicts following Interagency Grizzly Bear
Guidelines (see next question).
¢ The potential of encounters betwee
-people and grizzly bears is extemely lo
egbased on past experience in areas whe
grizzly bears co-exist with humans. For e
ample, in northwest Montana (outside d
Glacier Park) and north Idaho, only two be
inflicted injuries have occurred in the la
50 years. In the Yellowstone Ecosystem oUt-
| side of the Park, there have been 22 injuries
bdue to grizzly bears (including 3 mortali
Lities) within the last 159 years, for an avef-
-age of 1 mortaility every 53 years.
e The number of human-bear conflict
\Iwithin national parks tent to be higher th
jithey are on public lands outside of parkp.
h. This is due to the greater densities of people
gand bears within national parks, and the gs-
hfsociated problem of bears losing their fegar
L of humans. The area where grizzly beays
b will be reintroduced is remote. Therefore
dt is not appropriate to compare the pote

'I_

L Bitterroot to national park statistics.

In the Bitterroot Ecosystem, during th
yfirst several decades following reintrodug
[\tion, chance of injury caused by grizzly

D

bears would be exceedingly small due to tihe
low density of bears in the area. Projectionfs
for human injury once bears are recovered
50-110+ years in the future, are less than
one injury per year and less than one griz-
zly bear-induced human mortality every fey
decades. Backcountry precautions, primp-
rily keeping human foods away from bears
dramatically reduces human-grizzly bear i
cidents.
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Q: What measures will be taken to reduc
jthe risk of human injury?
_A e The Citizen Management Committe
and federal, state, and tribal agencies W
prtake all possible actions to reduce the ri
obf human/bear conflicts.
y @ Within the Experimental Population
MArea, a person can Kill a grizzly bear in dé
E fense of their life or the lives of others.
e Only grizzly bears with no known
history of conflicts with humans or livestoch
Nwill be considered for reintroduction.
e Suitable bears will be released at rfe-
F mote wilderness sites to reduce the like
€hood of encounters with humans.
K o All released bears will be fitted with
“radio collars and their movements mon
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tored to keep the public informed of gen
“eral bear locations and recovery efforts.

o Bears that frequent areas of high hu-
man use, act aggressively toward humans,
or kill livestock will be relocated or de-
stroyed by management agencies.

o If a grizzly bear enters private lang
in the Bitterroot Valley area of Montana, i
L will be captured and returned to the Reco
)sery Area, or destroyed, or placed in capti
inty. Grizzly bears will be actively discour-
pcaged from this area.
- o If a grizzly bear occupies inhabite
human settlement areas on private la
-within the Experimental Population Are
Nchnd presents a clear threat to human safety
'St may be relocated by management aggn-
Eeies.
e A proactive public information an
Leducation program will be initiated to in
" form the public about the recovery progran
grizzly bear biology, and how to safely red
reate in the Bitterroot. Sanitation improve
ments will be made to campgrounds ar]
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each of the six ecosystems.

Q: 'How does the Bitterroot Ecosystem GRIZZLY BEAR ECOSYSTEM SIZE ESTIMATED
fit into overall grizzly bear recovery efforts? (square miles) POPULATION
| A: Bear biologists have estimated that the habitat in .
the Bitterroot Ecosystem can eventually support more Bitterroot Ecosystem 2,785 0
than 300 grizzly bears. This will increase the current Yellowstone Ecosystem 9,500 400 - 600
minimum number of grizzlies in the contiguous United _ —
States by 25-30%. The addition of a recovered Bitter- Northern Continental Divide 9,600 400 - 500
root population will reduce the probability of extinc- .
tion for grizzly bears in the lower 48 States by 88-99%. Cabinet/Yaak 2,500 80-40
Establishment of a third large population in the remote Selkirk 1,081 40 - 50
Bitterroot Ecosystem will contribute significantly to
long-term conservation and recovery of the grizzly bear|  North Cascades 10,114 fewer than 15
from threatened status in the conterminous 48 States. TOTAL 38,680 885 - 1.205




