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GRIZZLY DANGER  
AND GRIZZLY SURVIVAL 

by Yorke Edwards 

When the g r i z z l y k i l l e d Barbara that J u l y day high 
i n the S e l k i r k s , . i t was a tragedy of the f i r s t order. No 
one could doubt t h i s , and anyone who knew Barbara must 
agree that the l o s s brings a s p e c i a l sorrow because 
Barbara was a s p e c i a l person. The Gods too, s u r e l y grieved 
on that day, because one of t h e i r favoured few was 
suddenly no more. 

But Barbara was part of a double tragedy. The other 
s e t t l e d upon a l l g r i z z l i e s , a l i v e and unborn. 

The species c a l l e d " g r i z z l y bear" i s now moving down 
what may be the l a s t few decades of i t s perhaps twenty-
f i v e m i l l i o n years on Earth. I f present trends p e r s i s t , 
the m i r a c l e c a l l e d " g r i z z l y bear" w i l l soon be at worst 
only specimens i n museums, or at best, half-tamed sur
v i v o r s i n a few h a l f - w i l d b i t s of land yet to be e x p l o i t e d 
f o r t h e i r wealth by commerce. The g r i z z l y needs f r i e n d s . 
A double tragedy occurs when someone i s i n j u r e d or dies 
under a g r i z z l y , f o r i n e v i t a b l y the r e s u l t i s a unique 
and never to be replaced species of specta c u l a r mammal 
l o s i n g some of the human support that i t must have to 
sur v i v e now that Earth's l i f e i s dominated by man. 

COVER 
THE YOUNG NATURALIST 

B.C. Parks Branch Photograph by the l a t e B i l l R e i t h 
(Can anyone identify the young N a t u r a l i s t ? ) 
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1 am not sure why, but when a w i l d animal_attacks 
and k i l l s a person, we respond w i t h a s p e c i a l h o r r o r . I t 
must be a r e a c t i o n harking back to stone age ancestors. 
A human k i l l e r of humans i s deprived of only some of 
h i s freedoms. Automobiles k i l l us by the thousands, so 
we make more every year. But when a w i l d mammal k i l l s 
one of us, the immediate r e a c t i o n i s to avenge the 
k i l l i n g by k i l l i n g the k i l l e r . This urge i s automatic 
and powerfully motivated, and I f e e l sure would be mine 
too, f o r we a l l have t r a i t s i n h e r i t e d from stone age 
caves. I t i s beyond our i n s t i n c t s , and perhaps beyond 
most of our i n t e l l e c t s as w e l l , to understand that a bear 
can only behave as a bear i s programmed to behave, and 
that q u i t e probably when a bear a t t a c k s , i t i s a l o g i c a l 
bear r e a c t i o n to the v i c t i m q u i t e unconsciously s i g n a l i n g 
a g g r e s s i v e l y by bear standards. We judge the bear by 
our standards, which i s r i d i c u l o u s . The need i s f o r us 
- "the smart ones" - to understand bears so that aggression 
can be avoided. 

One p u b l i c response to people being i n danger from 
w i l d bears i n w i l d places i s to advocate the death of a l l 
g r i z z l i e s . This i s a growing cause i n some North American 
c i r c l e s . I t i s hardly a b r i l l i a n t s o l u t i o n to t h i s danger 
i n wilderness r e c r e a t i o n being, as i t probably i s , much 
the same s o l u t i o n that men turned to long before they had 
enough b r a i n to be r e a l l y men. I t i s a l s o part of a 
completely uninformed p u b l i c pressure to destroy what 
l i t t l e wilderness we s t i l l have by making i t safe and 
"comfy". When a l l the c l i f f s that people might f a l l over 
are fenced o f f , and a l l the trees that might f a l l on 
people are cut down, when a l l the i n s e c t s that b i t e people 
have been k i l l e d by poisons, and a l l the poison i v y 
eradicated because i t f i g h t s back, when a l l the creeks 
have been bridged so no one w i l l get wet or be dumb 
enough to get drowned, and a l l the g r i z z l i e s are dead 
because they were o c c a s i o n a l l y dangerous to people, then 
the wilderness w i l l not be made sa f e , r a t h e r the s a f e t y 
w i l l have destroyed the w i l d e r n e s s . I f land i s to be 
wilderness, i t must have i t s wilderness dangers. J u s t 
p o s s i b l y the dangers are i t s most important p a r t s . 
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G r i z z l y country i s one of the most e x c i t i n g p a r t s 
of Canada. Walking there, one has a keen awareness of 
surroundings rare now i n most of our urbanized l i v e s . 
Danger, and watching out f o r i t , makes you e x t r a o r d i n a r i l y 
a l i v e , and n o t h i n g can be more important than that. L i f e , 
and an awareness of i t , i s man's greatest i n h e r i t a n c e . 
To me, the small r i s k from g r i z z l i e s i n t h e i r w i l d places 
i s a major b e n e f i t of the experience of being there; and 
I know too, of course, that I am i n l e s s danger i n 
g r i z z l y country that when I am d r i v i n g on a Canadian 
highway. 

But w i t h people i n danger, and w i t h a magnificent 
species i n danger, and w i t h wilderness i n danger too, 
p a r t l y because of bears, we need a c t i o n ; and w i t h a w i l d 
mammal species at stake a f t e r twenty-five m i l l i o n years 
of t r i a l and e r r o r f u n c t i o n a l designing to create a 
s u c c e s s f u l masterpiece, s u r e l y the only acceptable approach 
i s to set the most b r i l l i a n t research minds a v a i l a b l e i n 
the f i e l d of animal behaviour to work at what makes a 
g r i z z l y a t t a c k , and at how to d e f l e c t or reverse that 
a t t a c k , w h i l e p r e f e r a b l y l e a v i n g the bear unharmed. 

More and more people are pouring i n t o our w i l d 
country, and most do not know much about what they are 
doing; more and more of these are destined to meet 
g r i z z l i e s . The pressure to "remove" the bears w i l l grow 
unless we can reduce the hazard i n other ways, f o r most 
of these people are c i t y s l i c k e r s who take the dangers 
of town i n t h e i r s t r i d e , but they want the "wilderness" 
safe - at l e a s t from bears. 

I t i s not j u s t a matter of saving bears; i t i s a 
matter of saving some b i t s of wilderness somewhere, 
for even today much of what North Americans c a l l w i l d e r 
ness i s not. By d e f i n i t i o n , wilderness cannot be tamed, 
i t can only be destroyed. 


