| Craigﬁead Challenges Yellowéi&?w Bedr Policy

By FRANK C. CRAIGHEAD, JR.
The National Park Service with the
aid of special appropriated funds |
has been making an all out effort to |
maintain naturalness in Vellowstone |

over 80 years) while simultaneously
developing a management plan for

the grizzly bear consistent with the
hanged conditions, As commendapic

as these efforts are, the presentbear
_control policy is not ‘“working beau- |

tifullv’? as stated by Park officials
Jackson Hole News, perhaps because

it is based on several false assump-
tions,
. To begin with there are not two sep-
arate populations of grizzlies; wild
ones, and semi-domesticated ones
_ ““hooked” on garbage that come to |
dumps and enter campgrounds. Prac-
tically 21l of the Yellowstone grizz-
lies feed at open-pit garbage dumps
sometime during their lives. Thus,
ja ‘““wild population’’ cannot be made
by killing the so-called semi-domes-
ticated grizzlies until only wild bears |
remain. i
It has also been erroneously as- |
¥ sumed that the earth-filled dumps
% can be abruptly closed before Park
campgrounds and garbage disposal
~sites outside the Park are sanitized.
The assumption is that grizzlies sud-
denly deprived of garbage will turn
immediately to natural food rather i
than to easily available food incamp- |
grounds within the Park and to gar- |
bage disposal areas outside.
The recommendations of Dr. John
J. Craighead and myself in 1967 after
eight years of studying the grizzly
\in Yellowstone (1967 -- Management |
of Bears in Yellowstone National |
‘Park) were that, though it would |
be desirable to eliminate these dumps,
they should be phased out very slowly,
Otherwise, with the abrupt removal
of this food supply and consequent |
altering of foraging habits developed |
over the years, grizzlies would move “
into campgrounds, Here they would
cause trouble with resulting injuries |

to humans and consequent stepped-up |
¢¢control.’’ |

4--JACKSON HOLE NEWS, Thursday, October 1, 1970

Marked ¢‘semi-domesticated” grizzly feeding in the wild,

Photo by F, Craighead

| curring over the last three years

Park by eliminating the earth-filled| ped and released two or more times.
garbage dumps (some have existed for = Such a bear is then a candidate for

| e

This is exactly what has been oc-

with the change in grizzly bear man-
agement, The grizzly is generally
considered troublesome or dangerous
if it enters a campground and istrap- |

a death sentence or is sent to a zoo. |
The present Park management of
grizzlies is encouraging more and
more of them to enter campgrounds.
According to Park Service figures, |
the grizzly bear control killaveraged |
about three per year for about forty |
years. Since the instigation of new
Park Service management practices,
the average number of grizzlies dis-
patched each year by control meth-
ods (killing, or removing to zoos)
has averaged 12 animals per year.
In 1970 with the abrupt closing of
the Rabbit Creek dump 20 grizzlies
or approximately 1/10 of the Yel-
lowstone grizzly bear population has
been eliminated through control mea-
sures. This management program has
been in effect for three years inspite
of research evidence from marked and
radio - instrumented bears showing |
that all or most grizzlies within
and from far beyond the Park sooner
or later visit the earth-filled dumps
for varying periods of time, It is|
obvious that if a policy of abruptly |
closing dumps thus forcing grizzlies
into campgrounds and then eliminat- |
ing the two-time offenders is con-
tinued the Yellowstone grizzly pop-
ulation will be reduced to a point“
of near extermination in a shorttime,
How low the population can be re-
duced and still maintain itself is
not known. However only about 15|
mature -sows out of a population of
200 grizzlies give birth to cubs each
year, If the present management is
continued, survival of the species in
Yellowstone and adjacent areas could
pe seriously threatened. We might
just be around after the grizzly is

NOW might be the time to listen
to ¢Some people’s good intentions

1
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izzly Story
Continued from page 1
letter which I received only yester-
day, between May and September of

Gr

this year 20 grizzly and eight black
“In view of the concern that has

bears were killed or sent to zoos as
a part of the bear management pro-

gram in Yellowstone,
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management program in Yellowstone,
in that millions of
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a news report on this
President, my colleague has

expressed

tant matters.”’
There being no objection, the art-

les were ordered tobe printed

““Record,”’

My colleague from Wyoming (Mr.
McGee) has asked that I place in the
the bears and other animals are

‘‘Record”’

“‘Mr

asked that I point out that this is no

I ask unanimous consent that the
small matter,

complete text of the article be print-

ed in the Record
alist Frank Craighead and published

in the Casper Star-Tribune.
safety and, indeed, their right to
enjoy the wonders of nature, includ-

Americans use and appreciate our

article,which was written by Natur-
national parks every year.
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the Jackson
Hole Guide

P.O. Box 619
Jackson, Wyoming 83001

Mareh 12, 1970

Dr. Frank C, Craigheasd Jr,
Box 156
Moose, Wyo,

Dear Frank,

At your request, I am hapony to confirm that your bylined story
on the grizzly bears in the Nov. 6, 1969, issue of the Jackson Hole
Guide was printed because I felt the information it contained needed
to be made public.

You had asked that it not be orinted, but in my editorial
Judgement, I felt the public's need was too great for the story
to be left in the files.

Sincerely yours,

AN

Thomas A. Hough,
Editor
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tion" and much "cxpcxvt" advice has been

STATEMENT

In recent months the news mdia mi d-f

information and statements aononrning, *ﬁhﬂ

magazines, Both the press and the public a@n ccnfuwud lu
illustrated by such statements as, "Is therg ‘or is thirt 1‘$w’,
a garbage pit in Yellowstone National Park where btaru can ufill
forage for food"? Some of the concern has taknn a hﬂnﬁrwﬁﬁ ?
vein - "Have you heard about "0ld Faithful®, thc Yallduntbaq

Grizzly? He bites a camper every night".
statements reflect a deteriorating aitaati

happcnlng to the grizzlies - Just what is the grizzly h’lt aitn‘-
tion in Yellowstone"™? The following cnuyait is md on ultm '

Park, : o ‘ b .

Right now, the grizzly bear in th. ua contigﬂoul atctol 3;
probably as much an endangered species as he has Qnr h«n '!hi.a;
deplorable situation stems largely from poor nanagcnoat praetieuif
in Glacier and in Yellowstone National Parks which hlvu 1narea.‘d
bear-man contacts resulting in injury or death to humans, Exalplﬂn-
of these are the 1967 killings in Glacier National Park and th. &
Park officials have

recent maulings in Yellowstone National Park,




and continue to minundorstand the ;riznly bcar probltl.*[   i
have equated the situation at Glacier with that.in !ollnulhdyt;A
and have tailored statements to the pwinl* ‘ %
tion. The two situations are différcnt. fﬁiﬂ‘h}thc bnlib‘p -t

is poor management and particularly ill d;aéiivod pmoeadﬁm.u'ﬁéﬁv
lated to food souyrces for the grizzly. In Glacier, difficulties
have #rison due to actual feeding of bears either through 10;513'
or hand-outs that have conditioned the bears to feeding iy hq-q@l}l”ﬂ
This association of food with man has caused some bears to léﬂbi
their fear and respect for humans, eventually proﬂnﬂina id
resulting in death, This is not the q‘lﬁ in Ycl&owatolﬂ. %ﬂ;‘
apparently the Yellowstone adninistrltidl\ii of the opingaﬂ ﬁh&k
the same situation exists. A Park adniniotrator told thQ ptnsl
that, "There were no garbage dumps in operation il the Park lﬁ‘
that garbage was being disposed of by iaeinqmueorl"“‘Rcutvtv;m,r
this is just the wrong management in Yellowaton.-lnmionil Paﬂk o
where food sources such as the oarth-fillcd duupa hatu for years,
congregated the grizzlies and tended to lonc them fnon hmnan: iu
the caapgauiuda. Abruptly removing this faod lﬂﬂ%ﬂc has faracd :
the grizzlies to disperse in order to ﬁbrnsc in sc.kiu; fcod.
they have been enticed to tho=uanp(maund.. Here the chance of
grizzly encounters has increased and accidents have occurred.
In a 1967 report to the Park Service, "Management of Bears
in Yellowstone National Park", Dr. John J. Craighead, and I
recommended that if incinerators were used to replace the earth-
filled dumps, th§ latter should be phased out slowly, and that 1!%
this were not done, the bears would in all likelihood move into i

I -2‘.




This has oc&urfia. llumunt to md,,,
only uggravt“d ﬂu

no attempt has been ilb to immobilize the mmn dlth,-\
tranquilizers and thus remove them. In most cases th. bears
have not actually been belligerent animals, Incidents have M
encounters uthu ‘than attacks and the bears have mmd hﬁﬁvi. i
duals in the mmn of either protecting thmnlvu
for food., When a grizaly gets within nhont m ot of
appears to feel thmmd and his im ‘_
than flee. Gﬂzsﬂn do ubt fear man, m
to avoid him whenever poaou’h. i

M’Q m been
experimentally tﬁ.ﬁﬁ .and works. This uﬁm m m problm%.
officially turned m by the Park Servios - . Sult thoy‘
have had midomﬁly more uudom bw' v
“the past two years than in any one o m meﬂdiag cuht m
In our Management chort, we mmdod. "Memn phasing o\m of
refuse dumps will disperse the grizzlies by destroying an atumd.w
if not .ssential food source, the transition from pit‘ to 1!!%‘.1”&
tors must proceed gradually, enabling the gmxm to dtnlop new
feeding habits as n}l as altered social Mﬂ' and mmn

patterns. If the tm!.ﬂma is tlw, and foi“lm a recommended

;.'EL i

~and hold bears in areas away from cnpgmdwc

h that no umo ehmgn in population

procedure, it is
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level, distribution or behavior will result. If, on the contrary,

‘the phasing-out oﬁeration is abrupt, and a cardfully planned pro-

cedure is not followed, the result most certaihly will be in-
creased grizzly incidents in campgrounds, accelerated dispersal
of bears to areas outside the park, and greater concentrations of
grizzlies at the public dumps in Gardiner and West Yellowstone,
where food will still be available but where adequate protection
will not. The net result could be fragic personal injury, costly,
damages, and a drastic reduction in number of grizzlies".

An official Park Service reply to this particular suggestion
represents present Park Service policy in regard to grizzlies and
is quoted, "The recommended phasing-out of the Trout Creek dump
represents an impossible research design for evaluating a practice
which must either be eliminated or continued. I am apprehensive
that phasing-out would at some point hold animals on limited food
supplies (as in Glacier), actually encourage incidents and lead to
a restoration of garbage feeding before the no garbage feeding
situation was tested".

This policy is not working out in practice and to make matters
worse and more confused, misinformation has repeatedly been given
to the press. There has been no official agreement as to whether
food is being supplied to the grizzlies or how much. The number
of bears that have been killed has not been accurately reported.
It has been stated that the objective is to immobilize grizzlies
in campgrounds when the instructions are actually to shoot to kill
any grizzly seen, Bears that have been shot and wounded, then

later killed, have been falsely described as bears that have been

ke
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wounded in fights with other bears. This tends to throw the en-
‘tire blame of bear attacks on the grizzly rather than on the
poorly conceived bear-management now being conducted in Yellow-
stone National Park,

In a letter to Sports Illustrated, Dr. John J. Craighead
expressed our joint opinion on grizzly bear management in Yellow-
stone National Park: "To manage grizzlies and people will require
some drastic changes in National Park Service management procedures
and a willingness to accept new ideas. It will require sufficiept
funds so that rangers may keep as close a watch on grizzlies as
on people and fires and traffic., It will require an expanded
ranger and interpretive service, and objective research by qualified
personnel.

Zoning areas for grizzlies and others for visitors will be
necessary., Ultimately visitor use must be reguiated if the parks
are to be maintained as natural areas. Equally important, the
public will have to accept a calculated risk. We must be willing
to meet the challenge of co-existence. The grizzly is dangerous--
though it is not normally a man-eater--but it is a minor hazard to
life and limb in national parks compared to traffic, boating,

swimming, and climbing".

Dr, Frank C. Craighead, Jr,

FCCdr/p
July 1969




nmm months the news
2 have carried
and statements
“the grizzly bear
- situation” and much “expert"
¢ © advice has been appearing in
naﬂmxal magazines.
' Both the press and the public
are confused as illustrated by
- such statements as, “Is there
or isn’t there a gari)age pit in
Yellowstone National Park
where bears ean still forage
for food?”
©  Some 0: the concern has
. humorous vein
: Hsvn you heard about “Old
Faithful”, the YeHowstone
Grizzly? 'He bites a camper
. e¢very night.”’ Far more ser-
;. jous are statements just men-
- tioned indicating a complete
¢ lack of undnrstmding of grizz-

* ly bear ecolog
. These ‘similar state-
.. ments reflect a deteriorating
+ situation for the grizzly bear,
intactsomuchsothatlha;(el
ma-zui:f}y concern
amngxe survival of the grizz-
* ly and am aﬁ)rehensive about
= uwwaty welfare of Park

For thxs reason, I feel ob-

. liged to answer a question I
* am repeatedly asked. “What’s
,,‘* happening to the grizzlies -
* Just what is the grizzly bear

| situation in Yeﬂovmme?” The
4 following sis is based on

| ‘sleven years of intensive grizz-
ly bear researc'h in Yellow-

!ﬁght now, the grizzly bear

m ths 48 cﬂnhguous states is
probably as much an endan-
gee es as he has ever
n. T deplorable situa-
tion stems largely from poor
management practices in Gla-
cier and in Yellowstong Na-
tional Parks which have in-
creased bear-man contacts
resulting in injury er death
to humans. Examples of these
are the 1967 killings in Gla-
cier National Park and the
recent maulings ih Yellow-
stone National Park. Some
Park officials have and con-
tinue to misunderstand the
grizzly bear problem. They
have equated the situation at

Glacier with that in Yellow-
stone.

The two situations are dif-
ferent, though the basic prob-
lem is poor management and
particularly ill-conceived pro-
cedures related to food sources
for the grizzly. In Glacier,
difficulties have arisen due to
actual feeding of bears either
through garbage or hand-outs
that have conditioned the
bears to feeding by humans.

This association of food with
man has caused some bears
to lose their fear and respect
for humans, eventually pro-
ducing incidents resulting in
death. This is not the case in
Yellowstone, but apparently
the Yellowstone administra-
tion is of the opinion that the
same situation exists. A Park
administrator told the press
that, ‘‘There were no garbage
dumps in operation in the

T

V. Zeow
Park and that %arbage was
being disposed of by inciner-

ators.” However, this is just
the wrong management in Yel-
lowstone National Park where
food sources such as the earth-
filled dumps have for years
congregated the grizzlies and
tended to zone them from hu-
mans in the campgrounds.

Elimination of the unsightly
Fark Service garbage dumps
is a desirable long range goal,
but abruptly removing this
food source has forced the
grizzlies to disperse in order
to forage. In seeking food,
they have been enticed to the
campgrounds. Here the chance
of grizzly encounters has in-
creased and accidents have
occurred.

In a 1967 report to the Park
Service, ‘‘Management of
Bears in Yellowstone National
Park.” Dr. John J. Craighead,
and I recommended that if
incinerators were used to re-
rlace the earth-filled dumps,
the latter should be phased out
slowly, and that if this were
not done, the bears would in
all likelihood move into the
campgrounds and cause prob-
lems and bear-man incidents.

This has occurred.

Management to remedy this
situation has only aggravated
the whole problem. The offend-
ing bears have not always been
those that have been captured
or shot and often no attempt
has been made to immobilize
the troublemakers with tran-
cuilizers and thus remove

f([% /&44/4 E

&

theni. In most cases the béars
have not actually been bellig-
erent animals. Incidents have |
been encoxmters rather thul
attacks and the bgrs
mauled individuals in the :
cess of either protecting
selves or foraging for food.

When a grizzly gets within '
about 100 feet of man he ap-
pears to feel threatened and’
his instinct is to attack rather
than flee. Grizzlies do not fear
man, but they generally prefer
tob l;'=\=voxd him whenever DOSM
82

The solution to the problem
in Yellowstone is to continue
to put out food in some form,.
garbage or otherwise, that will
attract and hold bear: in areas .
away from campgrounds. This
has been experimentally trlad
and works.

This solution to the probllm i
was officially turned down by .
the Park Service. With current
management they have had
considerably more serious bear |
problems and maulings in the
past two years than in the pre-
ceeding eight years. In our
management report, we rec-.
ommended, ‘‘Because phasing
out of refuse dumps will dis-
perse the grizzlies by destroy- .
ing an attractive if not essen- -
tial food source, the transition
from pits to incinerators must
proceed gradually, enabling
the grizzlies to velop new -
feeding habits as well as al-
tered social behavior and
movement patterns. If the
transition is slow, and follows |
a recommended pr ure, it
is possible that no severe
changes in population level, -
distribution or behkavior wxﬁ
result. If, on the contrary, the
phasmg‘out operation  is .
abrupt, and a carefully plan-
ned procedur, is not followed.,
ihe result most certainly will
be increased grizzly énts
in campgrounds, accelerated
dispersal of bears to areas
outside the park, and greater .
concentrations of grizzlies at
the public dumps in Gardiner
and West Yellowstone, where
food will still be available but
where adequate protection will
not. The net result oould bé :
tragic personal inj
damages, and a dr
tion in number of grizﬂm

An official Park Service re— 3
ply to this particular-
tion represents present’
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Service policy in regard to

grizzlies and is quoted, “‘The
recommended phasing-out of
the Trout Creek dump repre-
sents an impossible research
design for evaluating a prac-
tice which must either
eliminated or continued. I am
apprehensive that phasing-out
would at some point hold ani-
mals on limited food supplies
(as in Glacier), actually en-
courage incidents and lead to
= restoration of garbage feed-
ing before the no garbage
feeding situation was tested.”

This policy is not working S

out in practice and to make
matters worse and more con-
fused, misinformation has re-
peatedly been given to the
press. There has been no offi-
cial agreement as to whether
food is being supplied to the
grizzlies or how much. The
number of bears that have
been killed has not been ac-
curately reported. 1t has been
stated that the objective is to
immobilize grizzlies in camp-
grounds when the instructions
actually have been to shoot to
Kill' any grizzly seen. Bears
that are shot and wounded,
then later Kkilled, have been
described as bears that have
been wounded in fights with
other bears. This tends to
throw the entire blame of bear

T e s A

be trated, Dr. John J.

THURSDAY, NOV. &, 1969

attacks on the grizzly rather
than on the poorly conceived
bear- ement now being
conducted in Yellowstone
tional Park.

In a letter to Sports Illus-
Craighead
expressed our joint opinion on
grizzly bear management mn
Yellowstone National Park:

grizzlies and
will reguire some dras-
tic changes in National Park

Service man ement proced-
ures a willingness to ac-
cept new ideas. It will require

grizzlies as on
and traffic. It will require an
expanded ranger and interpre-
tive service, objective re-
cearch by qualified personnel.

Zoning areas for grizzlies
and others for visitors will be

hecessary. Ultimately visitor
use must be re if the
parks are to be maintained as
natural areas. Equ im-
portant, the public have
to accept a calculated risk. We

mnst be willing to meet the
challenge of co-existence. The
grizzly is dan&ero

it is not norma
—but it is a T
1fe and limb in national parks
compared to traffic, boating,
swimming, and climbing.”
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In recent months the news media have carried conflicting
information and statements concerning, "the grizzly bear situa-
tion" and much "expert" advice has been appearing in national
magazines, Both the preés and the public are confused as
illustrated by such statements as, "Is there or is there isn't
a garbage pit in Yellowstone National Park where bears can still
forage for food"? Some of thé concern has taken a humorous
vein - "Have you heard about "01ld Faithful", the Yellowstone
Grizzly? He bites a camper every night". These and similar
statements reflect a deteriorating situation for the grizzly
bear, in fact so much so that I have become increasingly con-
cerned over the survival of the grizzly and am apprehensive about
the safety and welfare of Park visitors. For this reason, I feel
obliged to answer a question I am repeatedly asked. "What's
happening to the grizzlies - Just what is the grizzly bear situa-
tion in Yellowstone"? The following analysis is based on eleven
years of intensive grizzly bear research in Yellowstone National
Park.

Right now, the grizzly bear in the 48 contiguous states is
probably as much an endangered species as he has ever been. This
deplorable situation stems largely from poor management practices
in Glacier and in Yellowstone National Parks which have increased
bear-man contacts resulting in injury or death to humans. Examples
of these are the 1967 killings in Glacier National Park and the

recent maulings in Yellowstone National Park. Park officials have



and continue to minunderstand the grizzly bear problem. They
have equated the situation at Glacier with that in Yellowstone
and have tailored statements to the press to fit this misconcep-
tion. The two situations are different, though the basic problem
is poor management and particularly ill conceived procedures re-
lated to food sources for the grizzly. In Glacier, difficulties
have arisen due to actual feeding of bears either through garbage
or hand-outs that have conditioned the bears to feeding by humans.
This association of food with man has caused some bears to lopse
their fear and respect for humans, eventually producing incidents
resulting in death. This is not the case in Yellowstone, but
apparently the Yellowstone administration is of the opinion that
the same situation exists. A Park administrator told the press
that, "There were no garbage dumps in operation in the Park and
that garbage was being disposed of by incinerators". However,
this 1s just the wrong management in Yellowstone National Park
where food sources such as the earth-filled dumps have for years
congregated the grizzlies and tended to zone them from humans in
the campgrounds. Abruptly removing this food source has forced
the grizzlies to disperse in order to forage. 1In seeking food,
they have been enticed to the campgrounds. Here the chance of
grizzly encounters has increased and accidents have occurred.

In a 1967 report to the Park Service, "Management of Bears
in Yellowstone National Park", Dr. John J. Craighead, and I
recommended that if incinerators were used to replace the earth-
filled dumps, the latter should be phased out slowly, and that if
this were not done, the bears would in all likelihood move into

i



the campgrounds and cause problems and bear-man incidents.

This has occurred. Management to remedy this situation has

only aggravated the whole problem. The offending bears have

not always been those that have been captured or shot and often
no attempt has been made to immobilize the troublemakers with
tranquilizers and thus remove them. In most cases the bears
have not actually been belligerent animals. incidents have been
encounters rather than attacks and the bears have mauled indivi-
duals in the process of either protecting themselves or foraging
for food. When a grizzly gets within about 100 feet of man he
appears to feel threatened and his instinct is to attack rather
than flee. Grizzlies do not fear man, but they generally prefer
to avoid him whenever possible.

The solution to the problem in Yellowstone is to continue to
put out food in some form, garbage or otherwise, that will attract
and hold bears in areas away from campgrounds. This has been
experimentally tried and works. This solution to the problem was
officially turned down by the Park Service and as a result they
have had considerably more serious bear problems and maulings in
the past two years than in any one of the proceeding eight years.
In our Management Report, we recommended, "Because phasing out of
refuse dumps will disperse the grizzlies by destroying an attractive
if not essential food source, the transition from pits to incinera-
tors must proceed gradually, enabling the grizzlies to develop new
feeding habits as well as altered social behavior and movement
patterns, If the transition is slow, and follows a recommended
procedure, it is possible that no severe changes in population

-l



level, distribution or behavior will result. If, on the contrary,
the phasing-out operation is abrupt, and a carefully planned pro-
cedure is not followed, the result most certainly will be in-
creased grizzly incidents in campgrounds, accelerated dispersal
of bears to areas outside the park, and greater concentrations of
grizzlies at the public dumps in Gardiner and West Yellowstone,
where food will still be available but where adequate protection
will not. The net result could be tragic personal injury, costly,
damages, and a drastic reduction in number of grizzlies".

An official Park Service reply to this particular suggestion
represents present Park Service policy in regard to grizzlies and
is quoted, "The recommended phasing-out of the Trout Creek dump
represents an impossible research design for evaluating a practice
which must either be eliminated or continued. I am apprehensive
that phasing-out would at some point hold animals on limited food
supplies (as in Glacier), actually encourage incidents and lead to
a restoration of garbage feeding before the no garbage feeding
situation was tested".

This policy is not working out in practice and to make matters
worse and more confused, misinformation has repeatedly been given
to the press. There has been no official agreement as to whether
food is being supplied to the grizzlies or how much, The number
of bears that have been killed has not been accurately reported.
It has been stated that the objective is to immobilize grizzlies
in campgrounds when the instructions are actually to shoot to kill
any grizzly seen. Bears that have been shot and wounded, then

later killed, have been falsely described as bears that have been
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wounded in fights with other bears. This tends to throw the en-
tire blame of bear attacks on the grizzly rather than on the
poorly conceived bear-management now being conducted in Yellow-
stone National Park,

In a letter to Sports Illustrated, Dr. John J. Craighead
expressed our joint opinion on grizzly bear management in Yellow-
stone National Park: "To manage grizzlies and people will require
some drastic changes in National Park Service management procedures
and a willingness to accept new ideas. It will require sufficient
funds so that rangers may keep as close a watch on grizzlies as
on people and fires and traffic. It will require an expanded
ranger and interpretive service, and objective research by qualified
personnel,

Zoning areas for grizzlies and others for visitors will be
necessary. Ultimately visitor use must be regulated if the parks
are to be maintained as natural areas. Equally important, the
public will have to accept a calculated risk. We must be willing
to meet the challenge of co-existence. The grizzly is dangerous--
though it is not normally a man-eater--but it is a minor hazard to
life and limb in national parks compared to traffic, boating,

swimming, and climbing".

Dr. Frank C. Craighead, Jr.

FCCJrip
July 1969
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