From: Servheen, Chris

To: Froschauer, Ann
Subject: Re: Bitterroot EIS
Date: Wednesday, August 19, 2015 10:11:02 PM
Attachments: PG1.PDF
PG2.PDF
PG3.PDF
PG4.PDF

I think I can bing over a box of them so everybody gets their own!

Here are some useful FAQ's:

http://www.fws.gov/pacific/news/grizzly/glizzlyQandA .htm

Also, we published an informational insert in all the local Sunday newspapers when the ROD
was signed. Attached are all the files that were in this insert. It was very effective in getting
the full story out to the public.

Chris

On Wed, Aug 19, 2015 at 12:12 PM, Froschauer, Ann <ann_froschauer@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Chris,
Do you have a copy of the Bitterroot EIS we could take a look at prepping for the meeting
next week?
Ann

Ann Froschauer

Public Affairs Supervisor
Washington Fish and Wildlife Office
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
360-753-4370 (o)

360-561-2018 (¢)

Check out our official Washington Fish and Wildlife Office Facebook page!

On Mon, Aug 17, 2015 at 2:30 PM, Froschauer, Ann <ann_froschauer@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Chris,
We are trying to find the EIS docs for the Bitterroot EIS, and the new R6 website is set up
differently. The only docs I can locate there are the recovery plan chapter and the FR
notice for the 5 year review...

If you can copy Brad Thompson and Mark Miller if you can email a copy, that would be
great.

Thanks, Ann

Ann Froschauer

Public Affairs Supervisor
Washington Fish and Wildlife Office
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
360-753-4370 (o)
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he grizzly bear is a native species of thend the last tracks were observed in 194
Bitterroot Ecosystem and was once coithough occasional unverified reports o
mon there. Grizzly bears were extermirizzly sightings persist in the Bitterroot

.

nated in the Bitterroot by the mid 1940s. Theicosystem, no verified tracks or sightings ha
extermination resulted from hunting and oth&een documented in more than 50 years.

Based on the best scientific evidenc]
available, and the lack of verified evidence fa

QZ Were grizzly bears ever common imore than 50 years, there are no grizzly bea
the Bitterroot Ecosystem? in the Bitterroot Ecosystem.

A Historically, the grizzly bear was a
widespread inhabitant of the Bitterroot QZ Why reintroduce the grizzly bear to
Mountains in central Idaho and westerthe Bitterroot Ecosystem?
Montana. When Lewis and Clark traveled Between 1800 and 1975, grizzly beg
through the Bitterroot country in 1806, grizzlpopulations in the lower 48 states decreas
bears were abundant. They killed at leastfrdm estimates of more than 50,000 to less th
grizzly bears including 1 female and 2 culis000 individual bears.

purposeful human actions.

while camped near present-day Kamiah, The grizzly bear was listed as a threatengd

Idaho. species in the lower 48 States under th
Grizzly bears were common in centrdindangered Species Act in 1975. As such, t

Idaho until the early 1900s. William Wright, 4).S. Fish and Wildlife Service was mandated

hunter and naturalist, wrote of killing dozenisy Congress to conserve this listed species §
of grizzly bears over several years at the tufme ecosystems upon which it depend
of the century in the Bitterroot MountainsRestoration of the grizzly bear within this
Conservative estimates indicate trappers goaftion of its historical range will contribute]
hunters killed 25 to 40 grizzly bears annualkignificantly to long-term conservation ang

aaraleadwathepubiccanexpedastheitpomentin
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| was born October 19, 1917 at the logging, rail-
road and farming village of Florence, Montana ... By 1922,
our family had settled on an 80-acre homestead in the
Lolo Creek Valley where we lived until the early 1930s.
We made our living by limited agriculture, logging, and
wood cutting, and hunting and trapping. The then wild
expanse of the Bitterroots stretched from our pasture fenc
westward over 100 miles to the Camas Prairies of Idaho’
Clearwater Country. Prominent among that land’s natur.
virtues, it was, in the 1920s, grizzly country.

Grizzlies were common in the backcountry but, in
retrospect, not as abundant as we thought they wereg\WgMooreis author of The Lochsa Stony
rarely saw or heard of one in the settled valleys but wolthd Ethics in the Bitterroot Mountains.
find their tracks and occasionally encounter grizzliestie grew up in the shadow of the Bitter-
the more remote mountains. ... the grizzlies showed [ifets, and spent a large part of his 40-ye

inclination to venture near the farms and hamlets of figeeer With the U.S. Forest Service at thg
Bitterroot Valle owell Ranger Station of the Clearwater
G- Y.

National Forest.
f

om Bud Moor e

... As the family hunter, | killed several bears but
never a grizzly. Perhaps due to the local woodsmen’s talk, | feared the grizzlies at first b
dearned that if | left them alone they would leave me alone. In a way, they became for me frien
respected as the dominant life in the Bitterroot Mountains. | thought | was destined to grow U
hese big bears when, in truth, | was witnessing their last stand in the Bitterroots. They were
rthe mid 1940s.
irs  With the grizzlies gone the Bitterroots became a diminished ecosystem for me and ma|
ers, a lesser place than the vibrant web of life that inspired me to cross the mountains from N
into the Clearwater Country. | miss those grizzlies. The Bitterroot Ecosystem needs them to
whole again. And now we have a chance to bring the big bears home.

... | am excited about the potential return of the bears to this place long degraded f
rabsence. Yet, | am also aware of the fears, frustrations and forthright resistance of some
ealgencies and institutions to restoring grizzlies to the Bitterroots. Some of us want the bears
Bfo not. And | hope that we- those for, against and interested - can ... reason together to
common ground needed to successfully implement this plan.
| favor Alternative 1... because it would, like the Bitterroot Ecosystem did for me so manyj
@go, generate a positive sense of friendship and stewardship between the people, the bea
'€cosystems. Grizzlies would become maoue bears, less government bears. Their habitat (ecq
m) would be moreur responsibility, managed by positive partnership withgovernment. Local
 €conomies and various activities of the citizens in the ecosystem could be addressed morg
Pcally. And the principles of democracy at the grassroots are more apt to flourish when grizzly
again show in the Bitterroots under joint citizen-government stewardship.

... My wife Janet and | live in Montana’s Swan Valley where grizzlies remain respected fi

in the Bitterroot Mountains during the earlyecovery of the grizzly bear in the lower 4
1900's. states.

much like they were years ago in the Bitterroots. We don't fear the bears. Quite the oppos
steward our personal forestland with first priority to sustain the integrity of the ecosystems ing
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A major influx of hunters, trappers, and The Bitterroot Ecosystem is one of th a friendly place for bears. For us, the ecological, economic and spiritual benefits of living witl griz-

settlers at the turn of the century, and latergest contiguous blocks of undevelop
sheepherders resulted in the elimination t&deral land remaining in the lower 48 Unite
grizzly bears from the Bitterroot EcosystemStates. Of all remaining unoccupied grizzI
bear habitat in the lower 48 States, this area

Q3 Do grizzly bears reside there today’t’he Bitterroot Mountains has the best potenti
A" The last verified death of a arizzlv b for recovery of a healthy population of grizzl
oA gnizzly befo4rs with minimal impact to humans. This i
in the Bitterroot Ecosystem occurred in 193‘?ﬂmarily due to the large wilderness area.

lies outweigh by far the few constraints needed to protect the bears from drawing too o

people, property and human foods.

Beyond that, our community, small private and industrial land owners and government

igies collaborate in managing bear-friendly ecosystems. ... To help apply and sustain ecosyst
hgement in the grizzly country remains for me a fulfilling destiny. | am grateful.

Bud Moore, Condon, MT, 59826 6/14/2000
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Summary ofthe Plan
b RecoverGizzyBearshn
the Biienoot Eoosysiem

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, with the support of the Interagency Grizzly Bear Com
and a Citizen Management Committee (CMC), is preparing to reintroduce the grizzly bear
historic range in the Bitterroot Ecosystem of central Idaho and western Montana. Bears will N0

actually be relocated to this area for a year or more. We plan to accomplish grizzly bear reco@riy‘mho will manage the grizzly bears reintroduced into the Bitterroot Ecosystem?

the Bitterroot Ecosystem by reintroducing the species as a nonessential experimental poPU'?{&?”NlS-member Citizen Management Committee (CMC) will be appointed by the Secretary of
e

central ldaho and a portion of western Montana in accordance with provisions in section 1 :
the Endangered Species Act. Section 10(j) provides authority to implement special measu E%r based on recommendations of the Governors of Mofaaad Idahd(7) and the Nez Perce

reintroduction of threatened or endangered species to address local concerns. This designatid) [111)‘ The Montana and |daho members will include one representative each from their respective
allow for flexible and responsive management to address local concerns about excessive % sh and game agency. There will also be one member representing th.e US F'Sh and V_V|Idl|fe
ment regulation on private lands, livestock depredations, negative impacts to big game an BIMEE and one representing the USD.A Forest Servllce. Additionally, two scientific a_tdwsors will be
wildlife populations, and lack of State government and local citizen involvement in the prog@RPinted by the Secretary of the Interior, as non-voting members, to attend all meetings of the CMC
The CMC will manage the Bitterroot grizzly bear experimental population. and to provide scientific expertise to the CMC.

Highlights of the Program Q: What management responsibilities will the CMC have?
. A 5785 square-mile Bitterroot Grizzly Bear Recovery Area will be designated to consie\a: The Committee Management Committee will develop management plans and policies, as neces-
R0y, ’ - . . . . , .
El%% of the Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness and the Frank Church - River of No Return WiIder%e for the management of grizzly bears in the experimental population area. The CMC's actions

will fely on the best scientific and commercial data available to meet the grizzly bear recovery goals

E%éé The designated Experimental Population Area will surround the Recovery Area ano‘(er\]/ma minimizing social and economical impacts.

encompass approximately 25,140 square miles. . _ ) _ _

. Q What agencies will be responsible for day-to-day management activities?

E%% A 15-member Citizen Management Committee comprised of local citizens and agéxicyThe Idaho Department of Fish and Game, and/or the Nez Perce Tribe, the Montana Department

- representatives, will be tasked with management of the reintroduced grizzly bear p , Wildlife and Parks, and the orest Service, in coordination with the U.S. Fish an

' i illb ked with f the reintroduced grizzly b Fash, Wildlif d Park d the USDA F Service, i dinati ith the U.S. Fish and
tion. Wildlife Service, will jointly carry out on-the-ground management of the grizzly bears with guidance

. from the CMC.

0w A minimum of 25 grizzly bears will be reintroduced into the Recovery Area over a period _ N _
of 5 years. The first bears will be reintroduced 1 - 2 years from now, at the earliest. @es\é/hen will the Citizen Management Committee be formed?

bears will come from areas in Canada and the United States that presently have h@althyhe Secretary of Interior will organize the CMC by requesting nominations of citizen members

populations of grizzly bears living in habitats similar to those found in the Bitterroot Egém the Governors of Idaho and Montana and the Nez Perce Tribe and nominations of agency mem-

system. bers by represented agencies over a 60-day period. The Committee will be formed as soon as recom-

mendations are made by the parties involved, the Secretary of the Interior appoints the members.

m‘g% Reintroduced grizzly bears will be radio collared and monitored for research and to keep
> the public informed. QZ How will the Citizen Management Committee represent local concerns?

c’:éé% . . ) o . A: Except for the representatives from Federal agencies, the CMC will be selected from communi-
(> GCrizzly bear management will allow for resource extraction activities to continue.  ies within and adjacent to the Experimental Population Area. Members will consist of a diverse cross-

. o ) ) section of interests.
oo, People can kill grizzly bears in self-defense or in defense of others. Interagency Grizzly

Bear Committee nuisance grizzly bear management guidelines will be applied to pro@¥emynat is the overall mission of the Citizen Management Committee, and how will it operate?

bears. e o . . . .
A Mission Stéement: The mission of the CMC is to facilitate recovery of the grizzly bear in the
oo, The Fish and Wildlife Service could issue a permit to allow a livestock owner to hard2iig[root Ecosystem by assisting in implementing the Bitterroot Chapter of the Recovery Plan. The
™ grizzly bear attacking livestock. A livestock owner may be issued a permit to kill a gri will make recommendations to land and wildlife management agencies that it believes will lead
bear killing or pursuing livestock on private lands. to fecovery of the grizzly bear. Decisions on, and implementation of, these recommendations are the
responsibility of the land and wildlife management agencies.

%o, Because of the low reproductive rate of grizzly bears, estimates indicate that it will take aOReeting Guidelines: The CMC will meet a minimum of two times per year. These meetings

3 minimum of 50, and likely more than 110 years for the reintroduced population to reaclytj,ge open to the_ publi<_:. Addi_tionally, the CMC will _provide reasonable publi_c notice of meet_ings,_
recovery goal of 280 bears for the Bitterroot ecosystem. produce and provide written minutes of meetings to interested persons, and involve the public in its

decision-making process. This public participation process will allow members of the public and/or

%, The first year of implementation will be a “phase-in” year in which sanitation equipnificial interest groups to have input to CMC decisions and management actions.

will be installed in key areas, and information and education outreach programs will be

initiated. . How will the public know if the Citizen Management Committee is accomplishing its goals?

. A The mission of the CMC will be to facilitate recovery of the grizzly bear in the Bitterroot ecosys-
ooy, A proactive public outreach and information and education program will be initiategefn. If the Secretary of Interior determines that CMC actions are not leading to recovery, he or she has
= increase knowledge of grizzly bear biology and management, and awareness of the feg@vithority to resume management responsibility. This action could occur only after a formal review
ery program. and negotiation process between the Secretary of Interior and the CMC and involving the Governors

. o ) ) _of Idaho and Montana. This process would attempt to resolve any disputes and to provide scientifi-
oo, CMC management decisions must lead to recovery of the grizzly bear in the Bittegs@itbased corrective measures to the CMC.

-2 Ecosystem while considering social and economic impacts.

Projecied Implemeniation T imeine

QZ When will implementation begin?

A: Grizzly bears will not be relocated to the area for a year or more. There are several steps that need to be accomplihed|fsegin by asking the Governors of Idaho and * =
Montana to nominate members of the Citizen Management Committee. After the CMC is operating, we will discuss bear mandgemiémieito conduct educational efforts @y e
better inform citizens about living with and managing bears. We will also need to work with the USDA Forest Service te brgainaittractants such as garbage, and install bea
garbage cans. The actual capture and movement of grizzly bears into the Bitterroot area will not begin until at leafilmveng#ne signature of the Record of Decision and
rule, which would be 2002 at the earliest.

QZ How will the program be implemented in the first few years?

A: Implementation will be initiated in 3 stages:

Stage 1: Formation of the Citizen Management Committee.

Stage 2: Public outreach and education campaign, and sanitation improvements.
The second stage will be simultaneous with CMC formation and will include efforts to decrease the availability of humdoedsaieaiildlife by increasing the availabilit
of bear-proof garbage storage containers in campgrounds and facilities in and around the Recovery Area. The sanitatioill pnogrdenefforts by the USDA Forest
Service, permittees, conservation organizations and others. The second stage will also include development and distrilrnifemoéd outreach and education effort to
inform people who recreate in the area how to minimize their chance of encountering bears.

Stage 3: Reintroduction of grizzly bears.

The third stage will be placement of bears, which will begin after the CMC has been established and the sanitation aieh ipfogreahs have begun.

The Recovery Area

QZ Where will grizzly bears be reintroduced?

A we plan to reintroduce grizzly bears only into the Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness, unless it is later determined

L = that reintroduction in the River of No Return Wilderness is appropriate. Specific remote relocation sites that have
I high quality bear habitat and low likelihood of human encounters will be identified and recommended by the
R P ELTI RN management agencies.

II -:-I.-III

AT Q: How many bears will be released?
! Ir" rl'_. - A: The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and partner agencies in consultation with the CMC will release a minimum
|

R | N e e . . . . . . .
k of 25 bears over a five-year period. Grizzly bears will be reintroduced to establish a small colony of bears from which
a population can grow over time. In order to increase the probablity of survival of the initial colony, we will consider

. increasing the number of bears in the first few years, as appropriate, and in coordination with the CMC.

| . - e Q: what will be the ESA status of the reintroduced bears?

! ‘ | A: The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will designate this reintroduced population of grizzly bears as “non-

1 essential experimental”.
= 'II WIIaLE P
| |

! A QZ What is a nonessential experimental population?

d .l'l'l A: In1982, Congress amended the Endangered Species Act to permit greater management flexibility for species
- B that are reintroduced to their historic range. Such populations may be designated as “experimental” and managed

et Ll | q'l within a delineated area according to special rules designed to balance the need of both people and listed species.
The biological status of the grizzly and the need for management flexibility resulted in the Service designating the
X s " grizzly bears reintroduced into east-central Idaho as “nonessential experimental.” The nonessential designation

allows the Service to establish a more flexible and less restrictive special rule, rather than applying the general

i m - prohibitions of the Act that otherwise apply to threatened species. For instance, these grizzly bears may be treated as
species “proposed for listing” rather than “threatened” for the purpose of ESA section 7 (Interagency Coordination).

QZ What is the difference between the Recovery Area and the Experimental Population Area?

m E""-"l | A The 3.7 million acre Recovery Area will consist of the Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness and the Frank Church-

LA River of No Return Wilderness. This is the area where recovery will be emphasized. Grizzly bear management
decisions in the Recovery Area will favor bear recovery so that the area can serve as core habitat for survival,
reproduction, and dispersal of the recovering population.

The 16.1 million acre Experimental Population Area, which includes most of east-central Idaho and part of
western Montana, is the area within which the experimental population of grizzly bears will be managed. Grizzly
' bears moving outside the Recovery Area onto public land in the Experimental Population Area will be accommo-
dated through the management plans and policies developed by the CMC. Such bears will not be disturbed unless
I " M #I they demonstrate a real and imminent threat to human safety or livestock, in which case they will be relocated or
e destroyed.

QZ What will be the Endangered Species Act status of grizzly bears found outside the experimental area?
A: Grizzly bears outside the Experimental Population Area will be considered as threatened.







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.

\172

D

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

11

Il
bk

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]

d
d

=

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







The Bear Facts...
~ Grizzly Bear Life History

" Home Range:Grizzly bears need a large home range (50 to 300 square miles for females
200 to 500 square miles for males), encompassing diverse forests interspersed with moist meaddg
and grasslands in or near mountains. The size of a grizzly bear’s home range depends on its age
sex and the quality and quantity of available habitat. Female cubs often establish home rang
within or next to their mother’s, but male cubs must disperse farther to establish a new home rang
In the spring, bears usually range at lower elevations and go to higher altitudes for winter hibern
tion.

"g‘ Physical Characterisitcs:Larger than the black bear, the average male grizzly bear is about
4 feet tall at the shoulder and weighs from 350 to 500 pounds. Females are smaller, usually weid
ing between 250 and 350 pounds. Unlike the black bear, the grizzly bear has a rather concave fa| =
high-humped shoulders, long, curved claws and short, rounded ears.

The distinctive hump over the grizzly bear’s front shoulders is a mass of muscle. That and itF
long claws enable the grizzly to dig for roots or bulbs or small burrowing mammals. Grizzlies arg
strong and agile; they can move boulders weighing hundreds of pounds and can sprint up to
miles an hour for short distances. The grizzly bear’s coat color varies from blondish brown tg
nearly black, often with silver or blonde-tipped guard hairs that make the coat appear frosted ¢
“grizzled”. Grizzly bears usually live to be 15 to 20 years of age, and a few survive for up to 30+

9%
years. " Reproduction: Grizzly bears have one of the lowest reproductive rates among terrestrial
pres mammals. Females do not breed until age 5 or 6, and then breed at intervals of 3 years or longer,

" Behavior: Except for mating and caring for the young, grizzly bears primarily lead solitaish an average litter size of 2 cubs, and a 50% cub survival rate to adulthood.

lives, spending most of their time in constant search for food. They are extremely shy and usualljating season is from June through July. Males compete with each other for breeding oppor-

choose to be alone, or in small family groups, rather than with other bears. Grizzly bears donitis and seek females each year. Grizzly bear embryos do not begin to develop until the mother

defend territories, and instead rely on a social linear hierarchy that permits freedom of travekgiits her winter hibernation, although mating may have taken place up to 6 months before. As

maximum exploitation of food resources. Grizzly bears avoid humans. Although a standing gwatkother bears, if the mother has not accumulated enough fat to sustain herself as well as develop-

is commonly perceived to be a threatening pose, bears stand when they are simply curipigscabs, the embryos may not develop.

surveying their surroundings. Otherwise they generally remain on all fours. In January, one to four cubs (usually two), each weighing one pound or less, are born in the

oy snow-covered den. The cubs gain weight quickly and often have reached 20 pounds by the time
Y Food Habits: The grizzly is North America’s largest omnivore, meaning it eats both plagigy come out of the den in April or May. Cubs remain dependent upon their mother’s milk for

and other animals. More than 90% of their diet is green vegetation, roots, tubers, pine nutsafiiist a year and stay with their mother for to 2 to 3 years until she breeds again.

and berries, and insects. Grizzlies eat a great deal of insects, sometimes tearing rotten Iogs,g art

and turning over heavy stones in search of the insects themselves or their larvae. Most of tl‘ueaﬁreats to Grizzly Bears:At the top of the food chain, adult grizzly bears have little to fear

in the grizzly’s diet comes from animal carcasses, or carrion, of big game animals, althoughflegarsther wild animals. Grizzly cubs may fall prey to mountain lions, wolves, and other bears if

will sometimes prey on elk or moose calves or smaller mammals. In some areas, fish are antivagastray too far from their mother.

tant seasonal food source. The grizzly bear must eat enough food to store huge amounts of fatany of the current threats to the survival of grizzly bears are associated with degradation of

needed to sustain it through its long winter sleep. habitat due to rural or recreational development, road building, and energy and mineral explora-

tion. Habitat destruction in valleys bottoms and riparian areas is particularly harmful to grizzlies

45 Hibernation: Early in the fall, grizzly bears begin looking for a proper place to dig their defiscause they use these “corridors” to travel from one area to another when they are searching for

and may travel many miles before finding a suitable area. Generally, they seek a high, resodte

mountain slope (usually above 6,000 feet elevation) where deep snow will cover the den untiSome grizzly bears are accidentally killed by hunters who mistake them for black bears,

spring to serve as insulation. Grizzlies often dig beneath the roots of a large tree to create theirliehsare legal game. But the biggest threat to the grizzly is human-caused mortality. Grizzlies
The grizzly bear will generally enter its den in October or November. During the next Sdedome habituated to humans because of what biologists call “attractants,” which include garbage,

months, the grizzly will get no water or nourishment of any kind but will use up its accumulategéatfoods, livestock carcasses, and improper camping practices. This can eventually lead to con-

Male grizzly bears usually emerge from the den in March or April, while females emerge irfllete between people and bears -- not only in populated areas of the grizzly’s range but also in back

April and May. When a grizzly comes out of its den, the first food is sometimes carrion feantry recreation sites. Such conflicts often result in the death of the bear. Remember: “A fed bear

animals that did not survive the winter. After den emergence, bears will usually travel to IgneHead bear.”

elevations to reach vegetated areas.

Know Your Bears: Rer ednSYTT [5

Grizzly Bear Black Bear

L] Distinctive shoulder humpis a muscle mass| [] No distinctive shoulder humpmuscle mass.
that enables powerful digging. Rump is lowgr ~ Rump is higher than front shoulders. When
than shoulder hump. head is down, mafalselyappear to be a hump.

[ Dished-in face profilebetween the eyes and | [ Straight face profile; muzzle is relatively long
end of snout. and has a “roman” profile.

[ Front claws are 2-4 inches long, usually ligh{ [] Front claws are less than 2 inches long, dark
colored, slightly curved and good for digging.  colored, sharp, curved and good for climbing

Claw marks are usually visible in tracks. Claw marks do not always show in tracks.

[ Ears are round and proportionately small. [] Ears appear longer and are more prominent.
Color varies from blond to black. Often Color varies from blond to black, including
medium- to dark-brown legs, hump, and black, brown, cinnamon, rust and blond. The
underside with light-tipped (grizzled) fur on most common snout color is light brown.

head, face, and upper body.
Height is 2.5 - 3 feet at shoulder when standipg

Height is 3.5 - 4 feet at shoulder when on all fours, and 5 feet when standing upright.
standing on all fours, and 6-7 feet when
standing upright. Weight average in the West is 100-300 poungls,
with males usually larger than females. Maleg
Weight averages 500 pounds for males and may weigh up to 400+ pounds.
350 pounds for females. Males may weigh up Q: Is recreation compatible with grizzly bears?

to 800 pounds.

A Yes. Grizzly bears are shy and try to avoid people, acting aggressively only as a |ast

] Indicates this characteristic is useful for distinguishing a grizzly bear from a black bear in thelfield.resort if they feel threatened. An encounter with or even seeing a bear is unlikely. |As
long as people use common sense in bear habitat to keep clean camps and avoid sufpris-
ing bears along trails, there is little impact on either people or bears from recreatipn.
Hundreds of thousands of people hike, fish, hunt, camp and enjoy grizzly bear habjtat
every year with very few conflicts of any kind.

Here are a few tips to avoid conflicts with bears and other wildlife:

e Avoid camping next to trails or streams as bears and other wildlife use these as trayel
corridors.

® Avoid camping next to bear food sources such as berries, and never camp near an
animal carcass.

e Locate your cook area and food cache at least 100 yards downwind from your tent

® Keep a clean camp. Hang your food at least 10 feet above ground and 4 feet from jop
and side supports, or store it in bear-resistant containers. Treat livestock feed
similarly. Store garbage the same as food, and pack it out.

® Hang all other odorous items with your food and garbage including: toiletries,
cosmetics and cooking geatr.

e Do not sleep in the same clothes you cook in. Keep tents and sleeping bags complgtely
free of food and odorous non-food items (such as toothpaste and toiletries) at al
times.

® Travel in groups and only during daylight hours. Make noise as you travel to alert beprs
of your presence.

The Fires of 2000

Q: Will the recent fires in the Bitterroot Ecosystem impact the ability of the area to suppdr
grizzly bears?

A Habitat studies indicate the Bitterroot provides ample suitable habitat to support a populati Le:t- U S H ear
grizzly bears. The recent fires of 2000 will not change this conclusion. Fire is a natural process integral s
Rocky Mountain ecosystems and grizzly bears have been living with fire in their habitat for thousan
years. In many areas habitat capability will actually improve as regeneration after the fires increasgs F rO m YO U
distribution, abundance, and productivity of vegetative bear foods such as shrubs and forbs.

The 1988 fires burned 1.41 million acres of grizzly habitat in the Yellowstone ecosystem and pr¢
an example of the impacts of large files in grizzly bear habitat. The fires resulted in increased producti
bear foods such as berries and forbs through nutrient cycling and regeneration of burned vegetatiop.
overall impact of the 1988 fires on the Yellowstone grizzly population was beneficial and this grizzly p
lation has continued to occupy the burned areas, to increase in numbers, and to expand its range SinCefag of the Bitterroot project planning documents (including the

fires. Record of Decision and Final Rule) are available on the internet at
the Fish and Wildlife Service, Region 6 website:

. . . . . . http://www.r6.fws.gov/endspp/grizzly
Q: Will the fires impact the implementation of the Bitterroot recovery plan? If you would like more information about grizzly bears, or wish

A Grizzly bears will not be reintroduced into the remote Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness until 2002, therequest a copy of the Final EIS, Record of Decision, or the Final
earliest. The fires are expected to have minimal impact on the habitat support capacity of this area for béuie, please write:
especially since burned areas will have a chance to regenerate by the time bears are reintroduced. The fires . _— .

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

in the Bitterroot Valley of Montana will have no impact on grizzly bears or their management. Grizzly pear Bitterroot Grizzly Bear Information
presence will not be tolerated, and management agencies will actively relocate any bear on private lands ~ P.O.Box 5127
outside the National Forest boundary south of U.S. Highway 12 to Lost Trail Pass and west of Highway 93. Missoula, Montana 59806

Fax: (406) 329-3212
email: fw6_bitterroot@fws.gov







360-561-2018 (c)

Check out our official Washington Fish and Wildlife Office Facebook page!

Christopher Servheen, Ph.D.

Grizzly Bear Recovery Coordinator

Region 6 White Nose Syndrome Coordinator
Polar Bear Recovery Team

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

University Hall 309

University of Montana

Missoula, Montana 59812

406-243-4903

fax 406-329-3212

http://www.cfc.umt.edu/GrizzlyBearRecovery/
http://www.fws.gov/whitenosesyndrome/

"Try to learn something about everything and everything about something." - Thomas Huxley.


https://www.facebook.com/WashingtonEcologicalServices
http://www.cfc.umt.edu/GrizzlyBearRecovery/
http://www.fws.gov/whitenosesyndrome/

