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Who Manages alberta’s wolves? 
hunters and foreign special 
interest groups
 The Alberta government seems to have 
lost control of wolf management in the 
province according to documents from 
a recent AWA Freedom of Information 
(FoIP) application. In response to pres-
sure from local livestock operators, a 
number of local authorities – including 
the Municipal districts of big lakes and 
bonnyville plus Clearview County – are 
offering bounties to kill wolves. In some 
cases wolf cubs are “fair game.” These 
actions are misguided;  Alberta Fish and 
Wildlife staff have made it clear there is 
no evidence suggesting that wolf bounties 
work in any way to reduce livestock pre-
dation. 
 To make matters worse, local chapters 
of the Fish and Game Association are also 
offering bounties for hunters to kill wolves 
in the sundre, rocky Mountain House, 
drayton Valley, and Grande Prairie ar-
eas. Funding for some of these programs 
comes primarily from a Wyoming-based 
organization, the Wild sheep Foundation. 
so a foreign special interest group is pay-

ing for Alberta’s wolves to be killed with-
out any scientific justification. Alberta 
environment and sustainable resource 
development appears unable or unwilling 
to do anything about the situation. 
 Fish and Wildlife staff continue to wash 
their hands of the issue of private wolf 
bounties, insisting that it is out of their 
hands and that such bounties are “not il-
legal.” even when bounties are offered 
on public land (under a grazing lease), the 
government refuses to take action. AWA 
believes that it is ludicrous to suggest that 
a person with a grazing agreement on pub-
lic land can authorize any hunter to kill 
wolves on that land for financial reward, 
yet the province refuses to do anything 
about it.
 If there is an issue of wolf predation on 
livestock, then there are ways to address 
the problem without resorting to random 
wolf killing. other options include better 
carcass management (dead livestock are 
an attractant to wolves), improved live-
stock oversight at sensitive times of year, 
and tools such as electric fencing and 
fladry (defined by Wikipedia as “a line 
of rope mounted along the top of a fence, 

from which are suspended strips of fabric 
or colored flags that will flap in a breeze, 
intended to deter wolves from crossing the 
fence-line”). 
 Indeed, unregulated wolf kills can have 
the direct opposite of the intended ef-
fect and actually increase wolf predation 
on livestock. As Fish and Wildlife staff 
noted in documents obtained through the 
Freedom of Information and Protection 
of Privacy Act: “It is possible for wolves 
to coexist with livestock without causing 
many problems and when this occurs it 
is important to maintain that pack in the 
area rather than kill it off, which creates a 
vacant territory for a pack which may kill 
livestock.”
 AWA believes that, irrespective of 
whether or not wolves need controlling in 
some parts of the province, this should be 
a clear and public decision made by the 
provincial government and not, as is the 
current case, a decision encouraged by 
foreign special interest groups.
      
                - Nigel Douglas

the Banff Marathon: 1,500 racers 
to run right through 
Cub-rearing Season
 It is somewhat disappointing to alert 
you to the upcoming banff Marathon, to 
be held along the bow Valley Parkway on 
June 23 of this year.
 AWA only learned of this event due to 
a story in The Banff Crag and Canyon of 
March 12. It reported that the public feed-
back window would be open until March 
18… right… March 18, 2013. needless to 
say, although AWA put out a call to our 
Wilderness and Wildlife defenders list, 
this incredibly short time frame did not 
provide much of an opportunity for con-
cerned citizens to make their voices heard. 
We nevertheless thank and appreciate all 
those who responded to the call and wrote 
letters to concerned officials at Parks Can-
ada, registering the many many reasons 
why this race was ill-advised.
 It probably wouldn’t have mattered. The 
entire event was already proceeding as if it 
were fait accompli. The marathon website 
was already up and going full swing and 
the organizers were already taking regis-
trations… all before official approval had 

been given or an environmental assess-
ment performed!
 “Mitigative” measures proposed by 
lifesport Coaching, the race organizers, 
include the use of “interpretive” signage 
along the route to inform participants 
about the natural values of the areas they 
are passing through. such measures are 
frankly laughable: it is hard to imagine 
many runners will pause in the middle of 
their race to take in this information.
 of more concern yet is the timing of 
the race: at this time of year, the chances 
of encountering a grizzly bear along the 
route, as per the Marathon’s own research 
and documentation, is 61 percent – over 
half! As was the case in last year’s Gran 
Fondo race, when the course was changed 
due to the presence of bear 64 and her 
three cubs along the bow Valley Park-
way, wildlife/athlete interactions may be 
very hazardous. one would have hoped 
Parks Canada would have learned from 
last year’s cycling event and turned down 
any subsequent proposals such as for this 
marathon.
 Apparently not.
 Instead the marathon will go ahead with 

a questionable – and convoluted – wild-
life avoidance system: If wildlife are seen 
near the course, a course status will flip 
from “Green” to “red” and any runners 
who have not yet entered that stretch will 
be turned back. Have the organizers fully 
considered this potential disruption to 
their event that by their own admission 
has an over-50-percent chance of occur-
ring? And what of the racers that have al-
ready passed this point in the course?
 And forget the disruption to their event: 
what of the disruption to the wildlife? In a 
national park, no less!
 Concerns such as the above barely 
scratch the surface of everything wrong 
about this race. Perhaps most worrisome 
is that every year we keep seeing more 
and more such events being held in the 
bow Valley. Perhaps this is what we have 
to look forward to in twenty years’ time: a 
“wilderness” area with a packed summer 
social calendar that begins to resemble 
that of edmonton’s Whyte Avenue?
      
                  - Sean Nichols
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