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VALUE OF THE BOUNTY SYSTEM IN PREDATCR CONTROL

At the second session 15€4 Council discusscd briefly the desirability of
re~introcucing the bounty system, nore pariicularly a bounty on wolves,
Council asked for a paper on the effectiveness of the btounty system in predator
control., This paper confines Itseif tc the question of the usefulness of a
bounty on wolves as this predator fcrms the prineipal threat ic gare and fur-
bearing animals in the Northwest Territories,

The suggesticn has considerable attraction for mary pcople; it seers
simple, on the surface it seems tc solve the problen and it injects more
(Government) funds into the trappers! eccnomy, Hewever, nct all the argue
ments are favourabtle, This paper reviews then,

. Prior History in the Northwest Territories

From 1524 to 1932, a wolf tounty of 330 waz paid in *he Northwest
Territories and from 1$32 to 1933, $20 was paid. Eountles were discontinued
on wolves killed after August 1, 1933, They were resurmed Ifrom 1936 to 1SLC
durirg which period a bounty of $5 was paid,

The indicated average take cf wolves in the Northwest Territories during
a fourteen~-year period when tounties were paid was 1,004 per year, The in-
dicated average take during a fourteen-year period when bounties were not paid
was 58C wolves per year. The figures for the years when bounties were not
paid relate only to pelts exported as the take and consumption within the
Territories is unknown.

It is obvicus that under the bounty sysiem payments made on all wolves
which would have been taken anyway are wasted, The above figures show that
beunty was paid on 380 wolves annually which in the normal course of events
would have been taken withou: the additional incentive of a bounty, At an

average bounty paymert of $22, this represerted an urnecessary annual outlay
of $12,760.

Difficulties
One of the difficulties with bounties is fraud. Waile it could never be

proven during the period when tounties were in force in the Northwest
Territories, there was reason to believe that som2 tra rs were raising
, Epe

' wolves in pits and maintaining them by feeding caribou meat. There i3 also

the procedure of visiting wolf dens, taking the pups fer bounty purpeses and
leaving the female to rear a new batch of pups for the follewing year's

narvest, The other avenue of fraud is to smuggle pelis from an area that
pays a lower, or ro bounty.

Effectiveness of Bounties

Studies mede in Canada and the Urited States have shown that the payment
of wclf bounties is not an effective rethod of diminishing a wolf populaticn.

In several North Arerican areas where geod statistics are availabie, wolf
populations have not appreciably diminished in spite of a subtstantial bounty
paid over pericds such as fifty years, The explanmiticn cf this phenomenon lies
in the facts of natural mertality among wolves., & female wolf gives birih to
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one litter of seven pups annually, on the average, or 5O pups in her lifetime,
In a level populatior of wolves only twq of those SO pups survive. From this
statistic it is clear that death comes to wolves from natural causes at an
apnalling rate (appalling to wolves)., Hy matural causes one refers to all
causes other than those created by marn, i.e., injury, disease, parasites and
starvation, To bte effective, a bounty system must get through this tremendous
margin of wolves that nature has condemned and will k11, This is the reason
that erdinary bounty systems have nct reduced wolf populatiocns, - because the
killing is overwhelmingly upon the 48 that mecet carly death anyway and does
not touch the tiny segment necessary for continuation of a level population.

In f~et, there is reason <o believe that the killing resulting from
bourties :ay be beneficial to the wolf population because more food may te
available for survivors and it reduces the likelihood of disease transmission,

Conclusions

The evidence indicates that bounties are ineffeciive as a cenirol measure
and are a waste of public funds, Where bounties are being paid in tne United
States and Canada, it is chiefly because they have consicerable appeal to the
Fublic,

If tounties must be considered for sociolcgical reasons, for exar-le, as
a dispuised relief measure, it should be understooc¢ that this is the . ary
purpose, as bounties are not sound as an instrument in wildlife management.
There are more effective ways of conirolling wolves.

In spite cf the vast amcunt cf time, efort and money which have been
:xpended both in Carada and the United States or predator centrol, methods
which are efficient and at trne same tinme eccncmical, require further develop~
ment. Control through a well-organized wolf poisoning program undertaken by
trained personnel would seem toc be the best method cdeveloped to date.




