Return of the grizzly

This time, ordinary folk will be involv
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Some in the timber industry are concarned that the return of the grizzly bear will mean less access to the traes they need to harvest

By Ken Milter

Gannett News Service

ROFINO - Talk to
o most people in this tim-

her town about federal
plans to return the grizzly to
the neighboring wilderness,
and sooner or later the conver:
sation turns to such things as
gunpowder and shovels.

Bur scratch a little deeper
and pour another cup of coffee.
and something remarkable
happena.

Yes, the grizziv's return
could mean that vast stands of
trees badly needed hy the mar-
ginal mills may remain off lim-
1ts as bear habitat. But the
bear is coming, and maybe
there's a way to live with it
and still hold onto a way of life
that spans generations.

Unfelding thi= summer in
rightened [

timber towns

Bill

Mulligan, of
haeuser's Kamlah operations,
likes that the plan calls for citi-
zen involvement.

Weyer-

and across the spectacular Sel-
way-Bitterroot Wilderness in
Hamilton, Mont., 18 an experi-
ment that eould change forever
the wav America deals wath en.

dangered species.

If it works — 1f a fragile ¢o-
alition of environmentalists
and timber operators can prove
the Bitterroots are big enough
for bears and people — it
would be the first time in'the
history of the Endangered Spe-
cies Act that regular citizens
have been trusted to manage a
protected species to benefit the
gpecies, as well as humans.

If it doesn’t, the plan's sup-
porters say, grizzly bears may
never be returned to the Bitter-
root. And if they are, they may
not survive.

Under the plan, seven bear-
committee members would be
nominated by the governor of
Idaho, four by the governor of
Montana, and one each by the
secretaries of Interior and Ag-
ricujture. The Fish and Wild-
life Service could retrieve con-
trol if the citizen panel was nat
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W Of six grizly recovery areas,
Idato's Selway-Bitterroot IS
among the most suitabte for the
bears. Page 5A.

helping recover the bear.
““Girizzly bears are incredibly
adaptive, ' said Seth Diamond.
wildlife program manager for
the Intermountain Forest [n.
dustry Association. "There's
no reason why you cannot
huve them in rural communi-
ties without bringing the re-
source to a halt.”
Coming from the group that
represents the region's forest
roducts industry, that would
ave been heresy just two
years aga. Timber operations
and bears don't mix: Biologist:
gay bears, especially grizzlies.

Sae Grizzly/s
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Selway-Bitterroot area best for bears

By Ken Miller
Gannett News Service

IN THE SELWAY-BITTER-
ROOT WILDERNESS -— If
Weyerhaeuger resource manag-
er Bill Mulligan has his way,
grizzly prints scon will join
those of the black bear in the
largest chunk of virgin wilder-
ness in the Lower 48.

Of six grizzly recovery areas,
the Selway-Bitterroot Wilder-
ness ta among the most suitable
by virtue of its size and amount
of undisturbed habitat.

“The lack of a grizzly bear on
this habitat, it's not because of
the way it's managed,” Mulligan
said. "'It's not a habitat issue.
People killed the bear. What
wa're trying to do is allow the
bear to return and still have
business.”

There is no logging here, and
that's why the US8. Fish and
Wildlife Service decided in 1993
that the Selway-Bitterroot was
worthy of consideration among
a handful of sites for grizzly
bear recovery.

The Fish and Wildlife Service
is sifting through public com-
ments and by June 1996 will
recommend the terms for the
grizzly's return. The options
range from no recovery to an
aggressive transplant program
involving Canadian bears to re-
atore a Bitterroot population.

- Other sites are in various
stages of recovery: Yellowstone
National Park is fabled for its
bears; the Northern Continental
Divide has robust bear popula-
tions in Montana’s Glacier Na.
tional Park and Bob Marshall
Wilderness, known around here
simply as "The Bob."”
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Additional sites include the
Northern Cascades in Washing-
ton; the Selkirks in North Idaho
and Canada, and the Cabinet-
Yaak system in northern Idaho,
western Montana, and Alberta.

The overwhelming obstacle to

Gannett News Service

full grizzly recovery in the Low-
er 48, however, is that those
recovery zones are islands in
themselves. Cut off from each
other by interstate highways,
clear-cut foresta and towns and
cities, they might as we]l be sep-
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wildernesa.

The Intermountain West, from
the Rockies to the Cascades, is
criss-crossed with logging roads
that have sharply limited grizzly
habitat.

And then there is the fear not
only of the bear's mythical fe.
rocity — its scientific name is
ursusg arctos horribilis — but of
the regulations, restrictions and
bureaucracy that will follow it
to these mountains.

“Everybody in this area. ex-
cept for a few groups, are op-
posed to grizzly bears in the
area because they are an endan-
gered animal said Alex Irby,
resource manager for Konkol-

ville Lumber Co., which since
, 1947 has carved itself a notch
- alongside Cow Creek.

Fears still remain

Around the corner inside the
Konkolville Steakhouse, a resi-
dent attending a public meeting

refrain that has been uttered in
this region ever since the Fish
and Wildlife Service announced
plans to restore the grizzly to
the Bitterroots.

"There's a lot of people that
feel they're being crammed

down their throats,” the man

‘warned Herb Pollard of the Ida-

ho Department of Fish and
Game. “They'll shoot 'em just to
shoot 'em.”

“If this is forced on us,” added
Clearwater County Commission-
er Jim Wilson, "it's going to be
shoot and scoop. That simple;
nothing's going to change. It
isn’t a fear about the bear. It's
the land use. There could not be
a human use that would not be
impacted.”

Who's In charge?

Bill Mulligan, a leading tim-
ber advacate of the citizen-con-
trol, plan, remains concerned

that Fish and Wildlife will de.
mand control.

"If the agency insists on limit-
ing (timber) to an advisory role,
we're out of here,"” he said of the
delicate agreement that brought
timber into the fold.

The FWS hasn't commented
on the newest propasal, hut
many national environmental
groups are adamantly opposed
to letting citizens, particularly
those involved in logging, deter-
mine the bear’s fate,

Hamilton is separated from
the bear recovery area by the
Bitterroot Range, but it is ex-
pected that a healthy bear popu-
lation will venture out and into
the foothilla around a town that
has become a destination for
transplanted Californians.

"You are, like it or not, rein-
troducing the bear on the horder
of the fastest-growing county in
Montana,” warned Ravalli
County Commissioner Allen
Horsfall Jr. "The bear needs iso-
lation and a large habitat.”

With the Bob Marshail bears
465 miles away, the Cabinet-Yaak
bears at least 37 miles away and
Yellowstone's 240 miles away, 1t
is unlikely many bears will mi-
grate from one recovery area to
another. They will have to be
ghipped around to avoid in
breeding and other genetic
problema.

But, leaning against a cedar
high above the Selway River,
Mulligan said there may be few
batter places for the grizzly than
the Selway-Bitterroot,

"Logging doesn't have a damn
thing to do with it,” he said of
the bear's future here. "I don't
think there's an Idahoan that
I'm aware of that says the Sel-
way-Bitterroot set-aside ig not a
good idea. This ia a jewel.

“It's a huge area, especially
when you run the Selway-Bittar-
root into the Frank Church,” he
said of an adjoining wilderness
to the south, the famed Frank
Church River of No Return Wil-
derness, where a collection of
Canadian wolves was set free in
January in another high-risk en.
dangered-species rescue plan.

The Selway-Bitterroot is s0
wild that only a single whitewa-
ter raft trip is allowed every day
in an effort to keep the untamed
nature of the wilderness intact.
But it has changed over the
yeara. ldaho’s salmon popula-
tions are disappearing, and with
them a staple in the bear's diet.

Mulligan said transplanted
bears from Canada will not rely
on salmon to survive and should
find plenty to eat in this wilder-
nesa. Deapite concerns about im-
pacts on wild game, an estimated
90 percent of the grizzly's diet
here is expected to be vegetation.

"I think it's just plain stupid-
ity to introduce it into the Bit-
terroot,” said Harold Maus, who
has lived in Hamilton 83 years.

"“They're a big, vicious animal,
and anyone who has a conflict
with them comes in second,” he
said,

Questions the intent

Maue then questioned the gov-
ernment’s motivea in restoring
the bear to an area where it was
exterminated before 1840.

"“You folkes are using endan-
gered species ta lock the Ameri-
can people out of our public
lands,” he seolded bear recovery
leader John Weaver of the Fish
and Wildlife Service at a public
meeting. "This ia why people are
turning against the U.8. gov-
ernment.”

Replied Weaver: "The ulti-
mate goal is to get them off the
endangered species liat so they
can be managed like other popu-
lations.”
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A Envuonmenta]/mdustxy '
coalition works to  bring A
bears back to the B itterroot

By SHERRY DEVLIN
of the Missouflan > ]

A first- of-lts-
kind coalition of
industry and
environmental
groups is working
to restore the big
bears to the
Bitterroot
ccosystem with
minimal impacts on
local economies.

“This is unlike
anything [ have ¢
been involved with |
in endangered
species
management. It's a
big step into the
unknown,” said
Hank Fischer,
northern Rockies
representative for
Defenders of
Wildlife and author ~ Wikl

of a new book on
the reintroduction N
of wolves to the Yellowstone ecosystem. {

The coalition, which includes Defenders, the
Intermountain Forest Industnes Assocmtlon, Potlatch .

See GRIZZLIES, Page A-8
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Corp., National Wildlife Federation and
Resource Organization on Timber Supply, is
writing a proposal to bring back the
Bitterroot grizzlies under federal-state-
citizen management.

“For successful remtroducnon, we have to
have local support,” said Seth Diamond,
wildlife biologist for Intermountain Forest
Industries. “The single biggest threat to the
bears are people who don’t want the bears
there. Our concept gives control back to the
people who have to live with the bears

Theirs will be one of the pro
considered this summer, as the
Wildlife Service starts its study of
management alternatives for grizzlies in a
5,500-square-mile area that extends from the
Salmon River north to the North Fork of the
Clearwater River in western Momana and
central Idaho.

Public “scoping” mectings - designed to
identify issues and develop managemeat ;-
alternatives for a néw Bitterroot grizzly ~
g_hpulanon - begin this week, with sessions

ursday in Missoula and Hamilton. " *©

A draft environmental impact statement
will follow by year’s end, then public
hearings angl a final EIS by April of 1996 and
a decision by next June.

The Fish and Wildlife Service has three
preliminary alternatives for restoring the
population lost to the Bitterroots in the late
1930s. They are: -

- M No action. Grizzly bears could
naturally recolonize the Bitterroot
Mountains, moving down from northwestern
Montana and north Idaho - but no
extraordinary measures would be taken to
get the bears to the Bitterroots.

W Reintroduction of an experimental
population. The Fish and Wildlife Service's
proposed action, this alternative would bring
four to six grizzlies from British Columbia
(and possibly from recovered populations in
the U.S.) to the Bitterroots for each of five
years.

The released bears would be designated
an experimental, non-essential populnuon
under the Endangered Species Act.

M Accelerated reintroduction. In this
proposal, 10 grizzly bears would be
transplanted to the Bitterroots for each of
five years. A 9,000-square-mile area from
Interstate 90 south to the south end of the

S Fxsh and

_ manage
- have
. endangered species recovery.”

River of No Return Wilderness would be
delineated as a recovery zone.

The bears would be reintroduced as a
fully protected species under the
Endangered Species Act.

The coalition of conservation and
industry groups intends to add a fourth
alternative to the list by the July 20 deadline
for first-round comments. Its proposal would
create a state-federal-citizen commission
that would take responsibility for
management of an experimental Bmcn'oot
grizzly population.

“The commission would have to aclucve
recovery, but could use whatever means they
saw fit to respond to local needs,” said
Fischer. “As long as they achieved recovery.
That isn't negotiable.”

“I can’t underscore enough how
precedent setting this notion is of being able
to come up with a ctackage that meets both
sides,” Fischer said. “I am not aware of it
ever before happemng with endangered
species.

o ‘Diamond said industry sees the Bitterroot
reintroduction effort as an opportunity to

“create a new model for endangered species
ement - to demonstrate that we can
iving resource economies and

“This is the place we can demonstrate

* that it is not bears vs. people,” Diamond

md. *

' Tom France, an attorney at the National
Wildlife Federation, credited the timber
industry for its leadership in helpmg launch
the reintroduction analysis with minimal
controversy.

“Everyone is very pleased with the
amount of cooperation that has occurred
thus far,” France said.

“The Bitterroots would provide grizzly i
bears with a third major population in the ‘
Lower 48 states, with as many as 200 bears
possible in the long term. Only two other
populations have several hundred animals:
the Glacier/Bob Marshall and Greater
Yellowstone.

Historical evidence suggests that grizzlies

were once common in the Bitterroot
Mountains. But aggressive hunting and
trapping eliminated the population in the
late 1930s.

One report estimated that trappers killed
25 to 40 grizzlies in the Bitterroots every
{o" at the turn of the century. One hunter

asted killing 13 grizzlies on an nutumn tnp
in the Bitterroots one year.

Estimated time to recover the popuhhon
is between 40 and 60 years.

[
i

GRIZZLY TIMELINE

Significant events in the
history of grizzly bear
recovery in the Bitterroot
ecosystem:

1938 - Last recorded kill
of a grizzly bear in the |
Bitterroot Mountains. .

1975 - Grizzly bear listed
as a threatened species in the
contiguous United States.

1982 - Grizzly bear
recovery plan calls for
evaluation of Selway-
Bitterroot country as a
potential recovery area.

1986 - Status report
concludes that the Selway-
Bitterroot’s resident grizzlies
were eliminated 50 years
ago. '

1991 - Based on a five-
year study of the Bitterroot
ecosystem, bear scientists
estimate the area could
eventually support 200-plus
grizzly bears. Interagency
Grizzly Bear Committee
endorses the Bitterroot as‘a
grizzly recovery area.

1993 - An interagency
task force, working with a
citizen's group, drafts a
chapter on Bitterroot grizzly
recovery and calls for an
environmental impact
statement to evaluate the full
range of recovery
alternatives.

Here’s when you
can suggest issues
and management
alternatives for the
reintroduction of
grizzly bears to the
Bitterroot Mountains
of western Montana
and central Idaho:

M July 6, 4-8pm.,
Holiday Inn Parkside,
Missoula

BJuly 8, 48pm.,
Senior Citizen's
Center, Hamilton

W July 10,4-8p.m,,
Park Plaza, Helena
Written comments
will be taken at the
public scoping
sessions and also by
mail until July 20.
Send comments to
Bitterroot Grizzly
Bear EIS; P.O. Box
5127, Missoula,
Mont. 59806.
Questions? Call
John Weaver, team
leader, Bitterroot
grizzly bear
environmental
impact statement,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, 329-3254
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Disparate
sides join
to suggest

bear plan

Grizzlies would
be reintroduced
under program run
by local groups

By Jonathan Brinckman
The Idano Statesman

An unlikely coalition of envi-
ronmentalists and timber indus-
try representatives released -4

controversial plan Thursday for’

reintroducing grizzly bears to
Idaho without the supervision of
the federal government.

While the Endangered Species
Act calls for endangered species
efforta to be directed by the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, this

plan calls for the grizzly pro- -

gram in Idaho to be managed by
a committee made up mainly of
citizens and state officials.

The plan was developed by the

Intermountain Forest Industry
Association and ROOTS, both
timber groups, and two environ-
mental groups: The National

Wildlife Federation and Defend-‘

ers of Wildlife.

"We're pretty pleased that
such different interest groups
have come so far together,” said
Ted Koch, a biologist for the
U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service,
which has proposed returning
the large carnivore to the Sel-
way-Bitterroot Wilderness, “It's
a unique and unprecedented sit- -
uation.”

The plan, however, faces geri-
ous abstacles.
It is being sharply criticized

: by other environmental groups,

who worry that allowing local
groups to direct programs to
protect the bears could lead to
weakened efforts.

And, Koch said, implementing
it could require congressional
modifications to the Endangered
Species Act. -

“The question is, where do we
go from here?" he said.

Seth Diamond, wildlife pro-
gram manager for the Inter-
mountain Forest Industry, said
the proposed plan could be the
only way to return grizzlies to
Idaho. :

“For successful recovery,.
there has to be community ac-
ceptunce,” Diamond said. “We
believe for there to be communi-
ty acceptance, there has to be
community involvement.
There's no other choice.”

Tom France, an attorney for’
the National Wildlife Federa-
tion, called it an accomplish-
ment for environment and indus-
try groups to find common
ground. .

The plan would establish a
"Citizen Management Commit-
tee,” made up of 13 people; seven
from Idaho, four from Montana,;
one from the Fish and Wildlife
Service and one from the U.S:"
Forest Service.

"We can move grizzlies into
some of the best habitat in
North America,” France said.
‘We can also be innovative arid
learn if this type of cooperation
approach can work in other situ-
ations involving wildlife contro-
versies.” ALeE




	mg511_b02_f109-010_p001
	mg511_b02_f109-010_p002
	mg511_b02_f109-010_p003
	mg511_b02_f109-010_p004

