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Preliminary Chronic Wasting Disease 
Test Results Indicate Continued 
Spread
	 For those who missed it, Alberta Environ-
ment and Sustainable Resource Development 
(AESRD) updated the 2012 Chronic Wasting 
Disease (CWD) test results in late March 2013. 
Preliminary results confirmed CWD in 35 mem-
bers of the deer family (26 mule deer, 8 white-
tailed deer, and one moose) (See http://srd.
alberta.ca/fishwildlife/WildlifeDiseases/Chron-
icWastingDisease/CWDUpdates/Default.aspx). 
This marks the first time CWD was detected in 
moose in Canada.
	 Previous cases of CWD in moose have been 
reported in Colorado and Wyoming. There in-
fected moose were only found in areas where 
moose occurrence overlaps infected deer range. 
This information, combined with the more soli-
tary nature of moose, may be somewhat good 
news. It may suggest that transmission in moose 
populations will likely be restricted and/or slow. 
It does not, however, diminish the gravity of the 
situation. CWD transmission to other herding 
ungulates, such as elk and Alberta’s threatened 
caribou populations, remains a real threat and 
could spell disaster for the latter given recent 
population trends. 
	 Kahn, Dube, Bates, and Balachandran wrote 
in 2004 that CWD appears to have originated 
in Canada after infected South Dakota elk were 
imported to a Saskatchewan game farm. They 
suggested that transmission of CWD to wild 
members of the deer family may have been an 
unforeseen and unfortunate result of interac-
tions between infected farmed populations and 
wild animals. For some Albertans concerns run 
deep that domestication or commercialization 
of wildlife could transmit disease or parasites to 
wild populations. One only needs to remember 
the mass cull undertaken during Alberta’s initial 
efforts to control CWD outbreaks to understand 
the risk this disease poses. 
	 While the province has invested considerable 
time and resources to stem CWD transmission, 
March’s test results indicate that the battle has 
yet to be won. Confirmed cases of CWD con-
tinue to be clustered around the northern portion 
of the Battle River watershed and the Red Deer 
River, including its southern tributaries. Since 
testing commenced in 2005, infection has been 
confirmed in 162 wild deer, primarily in these 
two areas of the province. There is evidence of 
the continuing spread of the disease in these re-
gions as well as in the South Saskatchewan river 
basin. Results suggest cull programs are unlike-
ly to provide a final solution, as the disease has 
resurged in Wildlife Management Units (WMU) 
150 and 163.
							     
                                                 - Wonnita Andrus

The future of Alberta’s 
grizzlies should be informed 
by science, not fear
	 In 2008, the Alberta Grizzly Bear 
Recovery Strategy was approved and 
published, the culmination of years of 
research and hard work by scientists 
across the province and North Ameri-
ca. Adopted as a precursor to designat-
ing the grizzly as threatened in Alberta, 
the recovery strategy contains good 
science and should be a strong guiding 
document. Now, however, there have 
been calls to essentially throw that sci-
ence out and resume the grizzly hunt. 
This rash proposal would defy the re-
covery strategy’s required.	
	 A small number of landowners in 
southwestern Alberta have recently 
raised concerns about safety risks 
posed by grizzlies on their properties. 
By way of justification they have cited 
anecdotal reports of increased grizzly 
sightings in that area during the sum-
mer of 2012. They’ve gone on to sug-
gest that bear-human conflicts could be 
resolved by permitting the shooting of 
“problem” bears, effectively re-intro-
ducing the hunt.
	 While AWA understands and sym-
pathizes with the concerns faced by 
these landowners we cannot agree that 
allowing the shooting of bears is in any 
way an appropriate preventative re-
sponse to potential conflicts.
	 First, one thing these reports have in 

common is the inability to address the 
reasons why people are seeing more 
bears.
	 Traditional grizzly habitat in Alber-
ta’s forests and public lands is under 
well-known pressures from logging and 
other industrial development. The lands 
where these bears used to forage, hunt, 
and mate is becoming severely degrad-
ed. It shouldn’t be surprising then to see 
grizzlies wander onto relatively well-
kept private ranches instead.
	 This highlights the importance of the 
provincial government taking a strong 
stance and properly managing our for-
ests so that grizzlies aren’t pushed onto 
private lands. It should not be up to the 
ranchers, farmers, and other landown-
ers to deal with concerns arising from 
the government’s negligent approach to 
managing public lands.
	 We might also be seeing more griz-
zlies here because the species is doing 
much better in Montana; it makes sense 
that some would be wandering north 
across the border. 
	S econd, regarding the reports of in-
creased grizzly sightings, they remain 
for now simply that: reports. They do 
not constitute any sort of proper, sci-
entific study by which one can make 
an informed population estimate. Nor 
do they mean that conflict necessarily 
follows. In Appendix 1 to the recovery 
strategy, the Government of Alberta 
made it a policy that provincial popula-
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