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The Alsek and Tatshenshini Rivers (red lines) flow through the largest http://www.crateinc.com/crate/page.php?page=aboutcrate&subsection=bearbox

protected terrestrial ecosystem in the world — a UNESCO World Heritage
Site encompassing Kluane National Park and Reserve (KNP), Tatshenshini-
Alsek Provincial Park (TAPP), Glacier Bay National Park and Preserve
(GBNP), and Wrangell-St. Elias National Park and Preserve. The Alsek and
Tatshenshini Rivers provide outstanding wilderness opportunities for river-
based recreation, primarily rafting. Grizzly bears (Ursus arctos) and black
bears (U. americanus) occur along both rivers with the former generally
being more common. Four agencies (Parks Canada, B.C. Parks, U.S.
National Parks Service [NPS], and Yukon Territorial Government [YTG]),
each with their own mandates and priorities, are responsible for conserving
grizzly bears and managing bear-human conflicts along these rivers, which
flow from outside to within park boundaries. Management of these rivers is »In 2007 a comprehensive bear sightings and interaction data form was developed and an incentive

challenging due to their remote location, limited access and multiple program to encourage response was initiated. So far, voluntary response rates have increased from 48 % to
jurisdictions through which they flow. 80%

Bear Observation Forms

»Bear reports from river users are essential for managers to respond to bear-human conflicts, reduce
conflicts through proactive management, and to gain biological information about bears along the river
corridor.
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»Prior to 2006, each agency had uniqgue ways of collecting this information and report return was low.

2007 and 2008 bear reports were entered and
analyzed in an Alaska Bear Human Information
Management System (BHIMS) database (Wilder et
al. 2007).

»Much of the success of this program can be attributed to having an NPS volunteer in Dry Bay all summer
collecting forms and distributing reward baseball caps developed for the program.

Timeline — Research & Management
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1989- Visitor Use Limited bear research assessing observation database awareness information, information on bear proof food container systems, and with bear management issues. VIS ISRl SERIVER:
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St. Elias and Kluane : : : : :
: - : : . suggested that implementation of designated to assess if changes to ratings needed and
2. Contl nue bear report IﬂCentIVG pl’Og Fam. National Parks in the sites had reduced the frequency of close review current bear-human interaction
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analyzing cam psi_te use, _bear sightings, from Canada and USA. »Management outcomes from these risk assessments have varied between parks reflecting the
and bear-human interactions. different management objectives, mandates, and priorities of each jurisdiction.

»Risk assessments of bear-human interaction at campsites on the Alsek and Tatshenshini rivers
were completed for all three parks between 1997 and 2000.
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watershed. *Requirement in Kluane prohibiting bear observation data from rafters.
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Bear-Human Conflict Plan.
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