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The Committee and the Parks

The committee viewed the management objectives
for Nationa! Parks as generally compatible with con-
serving owls. They recognized the importance of main-
taining ecological processes {as opposed to preser-
ving particular biclogical states), and accepted single
species management as generally inappropriate.

The committee showed particular concern for the
welfare of NPS owls: parts of six Park Service units are
within proposed HCAs (1able 1). Additionally, an HCA
abuts the sguthwest corner of Crater Lake.

What does inclusion in an HCA mean to park man-
agement, given the commitiae’s apparent acceptance
of broad NPS cbjectives? Overall, in my view, HCA
designation will have relatively littie effect on park oper-
ations. Certain activites, however, are prohibited in the
management prescriptions for HCAs: 1} timber har-
vest. including firewood cutting and salvage of downed
lrees: 2) road construction. except when no feasible
alternatives exist.

Afire planis also to be prepared for each HCA, and
the NPS was asked by the committee to review existing
fire plans for compatibility with owl management obiec-
lives, Prescribed fire was recognized by the committee
as being important in maintaining the structural diver-
sity of some forest communities occupied by owls.
Intense stard-replacement fires obviously can do bad
things to ow! habitat in the short term. Cver the long
lerm. in my view. maintaining mosaics of different-aged
forest communities (which differ in fue! loading and
susceptbility to burning) may be imporiant in reducing
probability of large, catastrophic fires™.

I judge that the NPS will receive considerable pres-
sure to survey owls in parks. Monitoring the stalus of
owls annually will be required in some HCAs as part of
the adaptive management strategy. Inventary and
monitoring efforts will be closely coordinated among
agencies: this witf require NPS to develop Geographic
Information System capabilities that are compatible
with those of other agencies. Parks may also receive
more attention as owl research sites: Redwood NP. for
example. has a unigue opportunity to document the
stand structure and age at which owls first recolonize
second-growth redwood forests,

NPS Baseline Data

Overall. the quality of information that the NPS could
bring to bear on the owl issue was relatively pcor.
compared to that of other federal and state agencies
This included not only data on owls, but reliable.
accessible information on forest distribution and struc-
ture, {There were bright exceptions: Mount Rairer, for
example. has wonderful information on forests.) The
commitiee noted that the ".. inadequacies ol informa-
tion on the status of the owi and its habitat in the
National Parks. particularly the Olympic NP, have pre-
sented problems to us i developing the conservation
strategy” In response, it might be argued thal since
park management is generally compatible with owls,
and all parks certainiy have management issugs that
are seemingly more pressing, there was little need
heretofore lo acquire such information. This granted.
the counterargument still facks bite. and underscares
fundamental shortcomings. | believe, in our inventory
and manitering programs.

Implementation?
Whether or not the plan. or any part therecf. is imple-
mented remains to be determined. Two things are cer-
tain: 1) Watching this issue play out to resolution will be






