I want to do today is touch on biggame management and some of the
complexities we face and touch on several examples of the collaborations
formed to address some of the issues we face as the wildlife management
agency.

We are very fortunate in Wyoming to have the Wildlife resources that are found
here — nothing comes close to their value

We have iconic species that represent Jackson Hole and Wyoming
Longest Migrations — Elk 65 miles

Moose 40 — 50 miles

Pronghorn 150 miles

Migration corridors span the distance between summer and winter ranges and
along the course animals using multijurisdictional lands that often include
private lands during portions of the year.



Over the years we have fostered relationships with landowners, local
governments and conservation groups dealing with damage, fencing
recommendations, subdivision layout and animal movement patterns and
seasonal distribution.



When it comes to deer and elk most residents are OK with low numbers, but
when it comes to bison, moose and carnivores there is less tolerance. When
there is more development there is more conflict.



With carnivores it is critical in urban planning not to allow attractants such as an
abundant prey population or artificial attractants. That is why the conflict
priority areas for garbage storage and the wildlife feeding ban developed with
Teton County became crucial for us.






Of all the species | handle in Wyoming my favorite is the moose. We have
learned some things about moose and residential development — bottom line is
there is going to be conflict and through planning conflicts can be minimized-
allow for filtered movement.



If there is a rope or a swing out there they will find it.






We have had moose in this swimming pool three different times. Now the
resident leaves it almost full late into the fall.
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With development comes increased traffic volume - a moose calf orphaned
from a vehicle collision.
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Shifting gears now to managing on a herd unit scale with private lands, federal
and local governments and conservation groups. Our agency has long prided
ourselves in the ability of our personnel to build relationships with landowners
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Scale of a herd unit shows the distribution and the size of the area we often deal
with.

Aerial surveys TW and YNP
Ground Surveys in the private land dominated HA78

Calf Ratios - Spike Ratios for migratory elk influenced by exposure to high
densities of predators and limited hunting on bulls. EIk reproduce at two times
the rate in the south as they do in the north.
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This elk migrated into Area 75 on Oct. 7 2009 then back west to
the Moose Wilson Road until Nov. 23, 2009
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This elk migrated along the west side of Blacktail Butte
to the south end of the NER on Dec. 7, 2009
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GPS data points from an elk in
Southern GTNP March 2009 —
March 2010.

Typical migration pattern from a southern Grand Teton elk through the north end

of Hunt Area 78 where there is a lot of development.
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| to the Refuge used Hunt Area 74 (late November early December) or
| through the center of Antelope Flats

This slide shows four different elk migrating through two national parks the
National Forest private land and the NER. From a population management
stand point these last few slides depict the difficulty we face in managing elk.
We have a set number to manage for but the elk that are easiest to manage
reproduce at the lowest rate. Without hunting the southern elk begin to make up
a larger portion of the herd unit. Adequate planning to maintain lands open to
hunting with less development helps to avoid growing subdivision elk. Large
numbers of elk will eventually attract predators and overuse summer ranges.
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Land ownership showing the density of the area. Early planning attempts left
open corridors for elk to shift east toward HA 77 from 78. Migration patterns
show elk selecting for vegetation characteristics on the horizon. Animals still
move through the subdivisions. In hindsight it would have been better to cluster
development on large lots to maintain open space and some hunting instead of
dense subdivisions with corridors and no hunting to control numbers.
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Over grazed/browsed private lands where no hunting is allowed.
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Elk shifting from the west toward the National Elk Refuge.
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A black bear moved from a subdivision
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