


management requires a more substantial
data base than currently exists inthe park.
Research plans therefore include some
major degree of attention through the
1980's. A program to address the most
pressing needs is expected to include the
following:

1. Continued efforts to monitor grizzly
bear population trends with an emphasis
on refinement of technigues for routine
collection and evaluation of biological
data.

2. Development of @ more comprehensive
data bank of park visitor statistics,
especially numbers and trends of hikers.

3. Completion of an inventory and
mapping of park habitats including



distribution and production trends of the
bears’ key foods.

4 Impravement in our understanding of
bear behavior, especially bear reactions to
human presence in their habitat, and
continued study of the potential for
behavioral conditioning of individual
bears.

5. Implementation of prototype visitor
management packages on an
experimental basis to determine if they are
effective in reducing confrontations with
bears.

Finally, avaitable information permits some
judgements and predictions about the
future of grizzlies and their managementin
the park environment, Current population

status may be described as healthy, witha
minimum but increasing human influence.
Since park visitation continuestorise, and
both confrontations and bear removals
correlate with visitation, an expanding
human impact on the grizzly population is
expected. Reversal of this anticipated
trend may not be easy but certainly is
within the realm of possibility. Park
visitors have been and continue to be a
significant element in the management
picture. An emphasis onthis element holds
the greatest promise for breaking the trend
of increasing losses.

Park management in the future will be
further complicated by expanding
development and use of adjacent lands.
It's likely that impacts on grizzlies will
expand there in much the same fashion as

has occurred in the park. Since many park
bears travel to adjacent habitats, it could
very well be that the park population
suffers from factors beyond direct
management contral. Thus, our ability to
conserve 200 bears is probably an
optimistic estimate. A more realistic
figure may be closer to 100, a value
thought by some authorities to be atbelow
minimum viable population size,

To assure full conservation potential,
the park obviously must pursue a regional
management plan for grizzlies. Progress
toward that goal is being made through the
recovery plan. Grizzlies have many human
friends and it is that relationship which
provides a hopefu! light for their future.

Martinka is Supervisary Research Biologist
at Glacier NP.



NPS Director Russell E. Dickensan, in
a major address at Oregon State
University on November 22, put the
plight of grizzly hears in the categary of
“do or die” situations that the Park
Science is facing.

“The grizzly #s alive and well in
Glacier,” he said, “even though
public/private planned and exisling
activities outside the park may have an
effect an the grizzly populatians.

“But the grizzly situation in
Yetlowstone is desperate. Only about 200
of the animals are estimated tc remain
there, and we are sure of only ahout 30
females. It would be an absolute tragedy
if irresponsible or thoughtless acticns
toward the grizzly, in the Yellowstene
area, were allowed to wipe out this
important population.”



