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A. Topic: Wildlife Management and sustainability in Wisconsin 

 

B. Issues: 

a) What is wildlife? 

 Is wildlife really wild? 

 How does wildlife fit into the greater scheme of things? 

 What is the relationship between wildlife and people, past and present? 

 What are the values of wildlife?  

 What is nature and how does wildlife fit into nature? 

b) What is wildlife management? 

 Is there a difference between wildlife management and wildlife caretaking? 

 How does management compare to conservation/ preservation? 

c) What is wildlife sustainability? 

 What definition of sustainability best fits wildlife sustainability? 

d) What is the difference between wildlife management and wildlife sustainability? 

e) What is being done around the state of Wisconsin to manage and/or sustain wildlife 

(public and private lands)? 

 Do these procedures seem adequate and do they address sustainability? 

 Do the techniques being used look at wildlife from all angles, while trying to 

answer questions and maintain them in the best possible ways? 

 Do the methods being introduced come from an anthropocentric or wildlife 

viewpoint? 

 Are the wildlife being managed just big, billboard species or are the smaller 

organisms being looked at as well? 

 Are the wildlife being maintained in a natural way, the way things would have 

been years ago before human intervention? 

 Could the methods being used to sustain one type of wildlife be hurting another? 

 Are the management techniques having an affect on the environment? 

f) Are there better techniques for maintaining wildlife than methods that are already being 

done? 

 What are some possible solutions that are better for maintaining wildlife now 

and for years down the road? 

g) Is there a solution that all people can agree upon? 

 Do all groups of people view wildlife the same? 

 How many animals do we want to save? 
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C. Sources: (APA) 

Journals 

Allaby, M. (Ed.). (2006). Leopold, Aldo. In A Dictionary of Ecology. Oxford: Oxford 

 University Press. Retrieved February 15, 2007, from Oxford Reference Online.  

Allaby, M. (Ed.). (2006). Sustainability. In A Dictionary of Ecology. Oxford: Oxford 

 University Press. Retrieved February 15, 2007, from Oxford Reference Online.  

Alverson, W. S., Waller, D. M., & Solheim, S. L. (1988). Forests Too Deer: Edge Effects 

 in Northern Wisconsin [Electronic version]. Conservation Biology, 2(4), 348-358. 

 from JSTOR.  

Applegate, R. D., Williams, C. K., & Manes, R. R. (2004). Assuring the future of prarie grouse: 

 dogmas, demagogues, and getting outside the box [Electronic version]. Wildlife Society 

 Bulletin, 32(1), 104-111. from a BioOne Search.  

Heberlein, T. A. (2005). Wildlife caretaking vs. wildlife management--a short lesson in 

 Swedish [Electronic version]. Wildlife Society Bulletin, 33(1), 378-380. from a 

 BioOne Search 

Lamb, O. (2004). A dangerous game [Electronic version]. Geological, 76(2), 52-57. from 

 Wilson Web (200403306150011).  

McFarland, D. (2006). Conservation. In A Dictionary of Animal Behavior. Oxford:   

 Oxford University Press. Retrieved February 15, 2007, from Oxford Reference Online.  

McKean, E. (Ed.). (2005). Management. In The New Oxford American Dictionary. 

 Oxford: Oxford University Press. Retrieved February 15, 2007, from Oxford 

 Reference Online.  

Meretsky, V. J., Fischman, R. L., & Karr, J. R. (2006). New Directions in Conservation for the 

 National Wildlife Refuge System [Electronic version]. BioScience, 56(2),  135-143. from 

 Biological &Agricultural (200603204220012).  

Nixon, W. (1995). Can we make our forests last? [Electronic version] American Forests,  101, 

 14-15. from Wilson Web (199512104672011).  

Rasker, R., Martin, M. V., & Johnson, R. L. (1992). Economics: Theory versus Practice in 

 Wildlife Management [Electronic version]. Conservation Biology, 6(3), 338-349. from 

 JSTOR.  

Ripple, W. J., & Beschta, R. L. (2005). Linking Wolves and Plants: Aldo Leopold on 

 Trophic Cascades [Electronic version]. BioScience, 55(7), 613-621. from a 

 BioOne Search 

Sanderson, E. W. (2006). How Many Animals Do We Want to Save? The Many Ways of Setting 

 Population Target Levels for Conservation [Electronic version]. BioScience, 56(11), 911-

 922. from a BioOne Search 

Sanderson, E. W., Jaiteh, M., & Levy, M. A. (2002). The Human Footprint and the Last of the 

 Wild [Electronic version]. BioScience, 52(10), 891-904. from Biological &Agricultural 

 (200227404220010).  

Schultz, R. N., Jonas, K. W., Skuldt, L. H., & Wydeven, A. P. (5005). Experimental use  of dog-

 training collars to deter predation by gray wolves [Electronic version]. Wildlife Society 

 Bulletin, 33(1), 142-148. from a BioOne Search.  

Smith, D. W., Peterson, R. O., & Houston, D. B. (2003). Yellowstone after Wolves 

 [Electronic version]. BioScience, 53(4), 330-340. from Biological &Agricultural 

 (200309104220008).  

Thinking sustainably [Electronic version]. (1996). American Forests, 102, 7. from Wilson 

 Web (199610604672001).  
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Vercauteren, K. C., Lavelle, M. J., & Hygnstrom, S. (2006). Fences and Deer-Damage 

 Management: A Review of Designs and Efficacy [Electronic version]. Wildlife Society 

 Bulletin, 34(1), 191-200. from a BioOne Search.  

Williams, R. N., Rhodes Jr, O. E., & Serfass, T. L. (2000). Assessment of Genetic 

 Variance Among Source and Reintroduced Fisher Populations [Electronic  version]. 

 Journal of Mammalogy, 81(3), 895-907. from a BioOne Search.  

Yahner, R. H. (1988). Changes in Wildlife Communities Near Edges [Electronic  version]. 

 Conservation Biology, 2(4), 333-339. from JSTOR.  

 

Scholarly Books 

Claggett, H. D. (1997). Wildlife Conservation. In The Reference Shelf (Vol. 69). Dublin:  The H. 

 W. Wilson Company. from a Polk Library wildlife subject search 

Coates, P. (1998). Nature: Western Attitudes since Ancient Times. Berkeley and Los 

 Angeles: University of California Press. from a Polk Library keyword search 

Gray, G. G. (1993). Wildlife and People. Urbana And Chicago: University of Illinois. from a 

 Polk Library keyword search 

Hargrove, E. C. (1992). The Animal Rights/ Environmental Ethics Debate. Albany: State 

 University of New York Press. from a Polk Library wildlife subject search 

Hull, R. B. (2006). Infinite Nature. Chicago: The University of Chicago Press. from a Polk 

 Library keyword search 

Matthews, L. H. (1975). Man and Wildlife. New York: St. Martin's Press. from a Polk Library 

 keyword search 

Norton, B. G. (2005). Sustainability: A Philosophy of Adaptive Ecosystem Management. 

 Chicago: The University of Chicago Press. from a Polk Library keyword search 

Reed, N. P., & Drabelle, D. (1984). The United States Fish and Wildlife Service. Boulder  : 

 Westview Press. from a Polk Library subject search 

Torrance, J. (1992). The Concept of Nature. Oxford: Oxford University Press. from a Polk 

 Library keyword search 

Varner, G. E. (1998). In Nature's Interests? Oxford : Oxford University Press. from a Polk 

 Library nature subject search 

 

Governmental Documents 

Cobb, Jr, J. B. (1992). Sustainability: Economics, Ecology, and Justice. Maryknoll, NY: Orbis 

 Books. from a Polk Library keyword search 

Funding Fish and Wildlife Programs. (1998). Madison: Wisconsin DNR. from a Polk Library 

 keyword search 

Restoring America's Wildlife. (1995). Washington: U.S. Department of Interior. from a Polk 

 Library subject search 

Strategic Plan - September 30, 1997 - September 30, 2002. (1997). Washington: U.S. 

 Department of Interior. from a Polk Library subject search 

Wildlife Economics and Productivity Analysis Guide. (1994). Bureau of Land Management. from 

 a Polk library subject search 

Your Investment in Wisconsin's Fish and Wildlife - 2003- 2004. (2005). Madison:  Wisconsin 

 DNR. from a Polk Library subject search  
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Governmental Websites 

A Fisheries, Wildlife, and Habitat Management Plan for Wisconsin - 2001 - 2007 (2000,  June 

 1). Retrieved February 22, 2007, from 

 http://www.state.wi.us/org/water/fhp/fish/management/fwhplan.htm>.  

Calling All Wildlife (2006, June 15). Retrieved February 22, 2007, from 

 http://dnr.wi.gov/org/land/wildlife/publ/callingwildlife.pdf 

Clam Lake Elk Herd Updates (2007, January 12). Retrieved March 1, 2007, from 

 http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/elk/Latest_CL_Update.htm 

Elk Management Plan and Establishment Protocol (2006, August 4). Retrieved March 1,  2007, 

 from http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/elk/Plan.htm 

Feral Pig Hunting Information (2007, February 22). Retrieved March 1, 2007, from 

 http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/HUNT/Pig/Pig_Hunting.htm 

 Interior department announces delisting of western great lakes wolves; proposed 

 delisting of northern rocky mountain wolves (2007, January 29). Retrieved March  1, 

 2007, from http://www.fws.gov/ 

Frequently Asked Questions Elk in Wisconsin (2006, August 4). Retrieved March 1, 2007, from 

 http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/elk/questions.htm 

Mission (2006, May 23). Retrieved February 22, 2007, from 

 http://dnr.wi.gov/org/land/wildlife/ 

Resource Inventory and Stategic Planning Project Summary (n.d.). Retrieved March 1, 2007, 

 from http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/rushlake/index.htm 

Rush Lake (2006, January 20). Retrieved March 1, 2007, from 

 http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/rushlake/index.htmRestoration Update 

 (2006, June 30). Retrieved March 1, 2007, from 

 http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/rushlake/rushlake_update.htm 

Rush Lake Facts (2006, January 20). Retrieved March 1, 2007, from 

 http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/rushlake/rushlake_facts.htm 

To Cut or Not to Cut (2006, June 15). Retrieved February 22, 2007, from 

 http://dnr.wi.gov/org/land/wildlife/publ/tocutornot.pdf 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Mission Statement. (2006, December 29). U.S. Fish and 

 Wildlife Service. February 1, 2007, from http://www.fws.gov/help/mission.cfm 

Wildlife Services (2004, January 1). Retrieved March 1, 2007, from 

 http://www.aphis.usda.gov/ws/pdf/wisconsin.pdf 

Wisconsin Wildlife Surveys (2006, May 31). Retrieved March 1, 2007, from 

 http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/harvest/preface.htm 

 

Other Websites 

Wildlife. (2007, January 27). In Wikipedia, The Free Encyclopedia. Retrieved February 1, 

 2007, from http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wildlife 

 

D. Abstracts: 

Heberlein, T. A. - Wildlife caretaking vs. wildlife management--a short lesson in Swedish 

In the Swedish language there is no name for the word management. Instead of using the word 

management the Swedes use a word that would translate to nursing or caretaking. Rather than 

trying to control nature the Swedes would like to think of themselves as taking care of nature and 

what it does best. The Swedes would like to work with nature and not control or change it. This 

sort of outlook puts humans and nature on the same level instead of in a hierarchy. The word 

management or control makes us Americans believe that we can do what we want with nature. 

http://dnr.wi.gov/org/land/wildlife/publ/callingwildlife.pdf
http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/elk/Latest_CL_Update.htm
http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/elk/Plan.htm
http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/HUNT/Pig/Pig_Hunting.htm
http://www.fws.gov/
http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/elk/questions.htm
http://dnr.wi.gov/org/land/wildlife/
http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/rushlake/index.htm
http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/rushlake/rushlake_update.htm
http://dnr.wi.gov/org/land/wildlife/publ/tocutornot.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/help/mission.cfm
http://www.aphis.usda.gov/ws/pdf/wisconsin.pdf
http://www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/land/wildlife/harvest/preface.htm
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wildlife
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Heberlein would like wildlife professionals to look at themselves as caretakers instead of 

managers. Looking into the way that other societies deal with wildlife can make us Americans 

better understand nature and the wildlife that comes along with nature.  

>> This journal article was very interesting to me. It brings up some very interesting points about 

wildlife management and how it is viewed by others. 

 

Ripple, W. J., & Beschta, R. L. - Linking Wolves and Plants: Aldo Leopold on Trophic Cascades 

Wolves were once thought to be bad for other wildlife by many people including Aldo Leopold. 

Once it was too late and wolves were hunted until almost extinction Leopold realized that there 

may be a need for wolves in ecosystems. Leopold began doing research on how wolves and other 

top predators affect an ecosystem. His work greatly contributed to the modern understanding of 

healthy ecosystems. It is now understood that wolves help control predation of plants by 

lowering the populations of herbivores. This article takes a deeper look into the lethal and 

nonlethal effects that wolves have on keeping ecosystems healthy. 

>> This article was interesting in that it showed that management practices in the past have been 

incorrect and that we need to strive to make the correct decisions in the future.    

 

Sanderson, E. W. - How Many Animals Do We Want to Save? The Many Ways of Setting 

Population Target Levels for Conservation 

In this journal article Sanderson looks into eighteen different approaches at settling population 

target levels for animals and provides recommendations for each of the approaches. He makes 

the argument that we need to look at historic populations of animals for references in setting 

practical population target levels. In his system of conservation he would like to use a four-tiered 

system that starts at the common minimally viable populations of today, and eventually restore 

the populations to historic numbers. Historic numbers are the numbers of animals before human 

beings had an impact.  

>> The ideas behind Sanderson’s work sound excellent in theory, but may be almost impossible 

in today’s world. They may be possible in some exclusive areas, but would not be practical 

worldwide. I do like how Sanderson looks as historic populations as ideal. 

 

Cobb, Jr, J. B.- Sustainability: Economics, Ecology, and Justice 

Sustainability in this book is looked at through an environmental and Christian loom. The 

outlook on the environment is that there is a need for drastic change in order for things to 

become sustainable. Cobb realizes that there has to be a willingness from people to change in 

order for anything to be done. He discusses some of the elements of sustainable societies and 

feels that there is a need for decentralization. The environment needs to be healthy, so ecology 

and economics need to work hand in hand. Industrial policies and economic polices need to be 

changed in order for sustainability to a reality. Cobb then takes a look beyond anthropocentrism 

to envision a world that could be sustainable and livable.  

>> This book was a bit different than I thought it was going to be. I have been looking for more 

clear cut definitions of sustainability in the context of wildlife, but have been unsuccessful so far.  

 

Hull, R. B.- Infinite Nature 

Nature is described as socially constructed. Nature can only be described as it is seen and felt. 

Nature is indefinitely complex and there are many aspects to it. This book tries to look at the 

many dimensions of nature and purposely bring out opposing views of nature. The types of 

natures covered are anthropogenic, evolving, ecological, (in)finite, economic, healthy, fair, 

spiritual, human, rightful, aesthetic, and moral. For the purposes of my thesis I looked the most 
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closely at anthropogenic, evolving, and ecological nature. Anthropogenic nature looks at how 

people have and still interact with their environment. Humans have changed the landscape so 

much that nature is hardly understood by many people. Evolving nature looks at how nature has 

changed over time. This aspect looks at evolution and how its creativity and power need to be 

respected. Ecological nature views nature as a system that can be altered. People need to be 

careful about removing “weed” species that could change functioning ecological systems.  

>> This source had a lot of good ideas, but takes a lot of time to read and understand. Overall, I 

think it is good to look at nature for all of these angles in trying to reach an understanding of 

what nature really is. 

 

Gray, G. G.- Wildlife and People 

Wildlife and people have existed together for many years. The relationships between humans and 

wildlife have changed over time. Many wildlife came to North America from a Southeast Asia 

on a land bridge. Humans came to North America shortly after and began hunting North 

American wildlife. Wildlife at that time were mainly used for consumptive purposes. Today 

wildlife are viewed a bit differently. Hunting of wildlife has become more of a sport than for 

bare necessity. Wildlife values include recreational value, scientific value, educational value, 

aesthetic value, ecological value, social value, and negative value. Wildlife also have an 

economic value in which money is made through recreation, sight-seeing, and hunting. The book 

makes the case that all animals need to be looked at with importance. A few animals may be 

looked at with priority, but all animals are important in keeping ecosystems healthy. Therefore, 

laws need to be put and kept in place in order to protect them from self oriented people.  

>> This book provided a lot of good information on the relationships that people have with 

wildlife and why there is a need for wildlife management.  

 

Hilary D. Claggett- Wildlife Conservation 

Wildlife conservation is a type of management aimed to preserve a threatened or endangered 

species. Extinction is unforgiving, and has dramatic effects on wildlife. Biodiversity on the other 

hand is something that conservation is intended to strengthen. In theory, the more biodiverse an 

ecosystem is the healthier that it probably is. According to Edward O. Wilson, more than a fifth 

of the world’s species could be gone or close to extinction by 2020. The idea of wilderness 

separates humans from the wild. This book tries to show that humans need to get over this 

separation and realize that people and wilderness are not two separate entities but wilderness is 

our home. Endangered species are now being threatened by global warming, humans and our 

practices, and many other factors mainly created by humans. In order to conserve wildlife, 

congress needs to pass legislation that helps to protect the environment. Remaining wilderness 

cores need to be held intact with buffer zones and biological corridors. South America uses 

ecotourism as a way to help conserve wildlife while helping out the people who live nearby. 

Habitat restoration and using zoos for captive breeding of endangered species are helping to 

conserve many of the endangered species that once flourished.  

>> This book had a lot of scholarly information on wildlife conservation and what needs to be 

done in order to keep wildlife around forever. 

 

Rasker, R., Martin, M. V., & Johnson, R. L.- Economics: Theory versus Practice  in Wildlife 

Management 

Wildlife management in North America has long used commercialized methods to increase 

revenue and manage wildlife. The commercialization of hunting has been controversial for the 

reason of using economics to manage wildlife. This paper raises discussion about privatizing 
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land to people, like in Zimbabwe, so that people in return care more about conserving existing 

wildlife. The pros and cons to fee hunting are looked at by looking into specific case studies in 

the United States. If the United States had a shift to fee hunting it would probably lead to market 

failure. This study indicated that in conserving and protecting wildlife, commercialization of 

hunting works best for some areas and privatization works better in others. Policy makers need to 

remain open to both ideas and make the best decisions for managing wildlife.  

>> This journal article is interesting because it brings economics, the driving force of our 

society, into wildlife management. Economics do and will continue to have an effect on the way 

that wildlife is managed. 

 

Sanderson, E. W., Jaiteh, M., & Levy, M. A.- The Human Footprint and the Last of the Wild 

The human footprint, the effects that people have had on the earth, has become so persuasive that 

humans have obligated themselves to be stewards of the environment. It is up to us to assume the 

position as steward in order to determine the long-term impact of humans on wildlife. 

Management and conservation organizations have found solutions that will allow people and 

wildlife to coexist. Unfortunately for humans, this is only possible if we use our natural 

capability to modify the environment to support natural values. The first step to do this is to 

recognize our footprint on earth, and then to work to minimize our effects on the earth biome.  

The human footprint is something that does need to be seriously looked at and acknowledged. I 

feel that this is the only way that people and wildlife can be sustainable. Changing the human 

footprint is something that will not be an easy task. 

 

Wisconsin DNR- Calling All Wildlife 

The purpose of this article is to educate the average citizen in wildlife management basics under 

the supervision of the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources. According to this article 

seventy four percent of Wisconsin’s land area is privately owned. This means that the public 

needs to help and be educated in properly managing their land. Wildlife includes more animals 

that just the mega fauna.  Wildlife includes birds, mammals, reptiles, amphibians, fish and 

invertebrates. Wildlife management in practice is really habitat management. Wildlife habitat 

includes food, water, shelter, and open space. What is on the land determines what lives there. In 

managing the land, individual wildlife plans must complement the surrounding landscape. Any 

active wildlife management activity will affect wildlife either in a positive or a negative way. All 

land has a natural carrying capacity which can be altered by changing food, water, and cover. 

Succession is the natural changing in communities over time, like a forest changing its tree 

species composition. With this knowledge individual property owners can begin their own 

wildlife management plans. 

>> This article shows the concepts and ideas of a wildlife management plan which seems to be 

only the bare minimum. Managing is very complex and can dramatically affect an ecosystem. 

 

Wisconsin DNR- A Fisheries, Wildlife, and Habitat Management Plan for Wisconsin 

The management plan begins by explaining how its staff and the public are going to complete the 

plan. In order to sustain ecosystems there are both goals and objectives. The plan then looks 

closer at individual ecosystems like aquatic communities and terrestrial ecosystems and 

specifically states what it wants to accomplish. For example, in cold water streams the DNR 

wants to prevent further loss of habitat through regulation, watershed management, and land 

acquisition programs. Under sustaining ecosystems are also the species of concern (how they are 

going to be monitored), commercial activities, fish and wildlife health, exotic and invasive 

species, and also animal damage. Health and safety is another topic which includes contaminant 
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monitoring and recreational accidents. Under outdoor recreation goals and objectives are the 

topics of major sport fish and wildlife game species, wildlife viewing, managing conflicts, fish 

and wildlife opportunities, a fish production system, and the satisfaction objective for users. In 

the second part of the management plan are major issues, status and trends.   

>> This is a useful resource for my paper because it shows what the Wisconsin DNR is trying to 

accomplish in its management plan. Whether this plan is adequate is debatable. 

 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service- Restoring America’s Wildlife 

Wildlife survival has come a long way since the 1930s when forests were demolished, grasslands 

were plowed under, and wildlife slaughtering was depleting wildlife. On September 2, 1937 the 

Pittman-Robertson Act (or Wildlife Restoration Act) was signed into law which made a ten 

percent tax on firearms and ammunition be used for wildlife restoration. Progress of the P-R Act 

was not actually seen until about the 1950’s when population sizes were finally being rebuilt. 

The P-R Act has already put forth large amounts of money for wildlife conservation. One of the 

ideas is to use science to aid in conserving wildlife. Money from the P-R Act has been used to 

buy, develop, maintain, and operate wildlife management areas. Surveys and research money 

from the act is used to better understand wildlife. Non-hunters and non-game animals are also 

benefiting from the surplus of money being put into wildlife. Many people who just like to view 

animals are being met with the P-R Act as well. The R-P Act is helping in the education of 

hunters and working with the Migratory Bird Conservation Act and the Federal Aid in Sport Fish 

Restoration Act to provide benefits for wildlife.  

>> This is the first item that I came across so far that includes legislation that pertains to wildlife. 

It’s nice to see that there are acts that help to conserve wildlife for years to come. 

 

Wisconsin DNR- Clam Lake Elk Herd Updates 

In the north central part of Wisconsin, in the Chequamegon-Nicolet National Forest near the 

Town of Clam Lake, twenty-five elk were reintroduced back in 1995. Since that time the elk 

have been strictly monitored through research done at the University of Wisconsin- Steven’s 

Point. In 1999, the management responsibility was then handed over to the Department of 

Natural Resources (DNR). The DNR created a Management Plan and Environmental Assessment 

for evaluating the Clam Lake herd. The assessment plan includes the important management 

topics including the reintroduction area, population management alternatives, elk biology and 

ecology, socio-economic impacts, ecological impacts, monitoring and management policies, and 

an evaluation of the project. As of September 30, 2006 the herd had grown to 113 elk. Much 

research has already been done and will continue to try to understand the implications of the 

project.   

>> This project seems very interesting to me. I hope that this native species continues to strive in 

Wisconsin. This is a very good example of a management project being done in Wisconsin. 

 

USDA- Wildlife Services- Wisconsin 

Wisconsin Wildlife Services (WS) is a service under the USDA intended for protecting crops 

and livestock, human health and safety, natural resources, and property from damage or threats 

posed by wildlife. The purpose of the WS is to provide assistance in wildlife conflict issues and 

also conducts research projects of interest to Wisconsin. WS tries to offer advice, equipment, and 

materials in order to help people resolve wildlife conflicts on their own. In instances where 

complex or safety issues arise, WS provides direct assistance in wildlife problems. The top five 

major assistance activities for WS are protecting crops from wildlife damage and livestock from 

gray wolf predation, resolving crop damage problems and safety problems with black bears, 
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protecting from beaver damage, protecting public safety and aircrafts from wildlife hazards, and 

assisting other state agencies with wildlife. The top five WS projects of interest in Wisconsin are 

to investigate causes of calf mortality in wolf range, assess the affects of an overabundance of 

Double-crested cormorants, investigate black bears and the use of crops, studying wildlife 

hazards and aviation, and finally to improve methods for wildlife management. 

>> It’s always good to know who to contact if there are certain wildlife issues in an area. 

Hopefully they can then be resolved in a peaceful means. 

  

Wisconsin DNR- Rush Lake 

A major restoration project in South-western Winnebago County is the Rush Lake project. Rush 

Lake is a 3,070-acre prairie pothole marsh, the largest pothole marsh east of the Mississippi, 

which is eventually drained into Waukau Creek. Before the invasion of cattails and hardstem 

bulrush, Rush Lake was home to a variety of aquatic plants and many water fowl including some 

threatened and endangered species. Over the last thirty years there has been a major decline in 

the number of aquatic vegetation, wildlife, and water quality due to higher water from dams, carp 

infestation, and area runoff. A committee was developed to face the lake’s problems and start a 

restoration plan. Government agencies are working with the local landowners and farmers to 

make the restoration project work. As of June 2006 the lake water has been drawn down so that 

approximately ten percent of the lake bottom is exposed.  The project aims to bring water levels 

down so that native vegetation can survive and also bring back some of the wildlife that used to 

thrive in the Rush Lake ecosystem. 

>> This is a perfect example of how habitat management is wildlife management.  

 

 

E. Internet Search Tools: 

ABI/INFORM Global, Academic Search Elite, Biological Abstracts, Biological & Ag Index, 

BioOne, Biological Abstracts, Environmental Science, General Science Full Text, JSTOR, 

Lexis-Nexus, Oxford Reference Online 
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F. Outline: 

I. Introduction 

 Overview of topics- Wildlife Management and wildlife sustainability in WI 

 Thesis: Wildlife management practices in Wisconsin need to ensure that both the 

techniques used for managing and the wildlife are sustainable.  

II. Wildlife 

 Definition of Wildlife 

 History  

 How Wildlife Fits into the greater scheme of things: Invasive vs. noninvasive, Invasive 

 Relationship between wildlife and humans 

 Values of wildlife 

 How wildlife fits with nature 

III. Wildlife Management 

 What is wildlife management? 

 Management vs. Caretaking 

 How it compares to conservation/preservation 

IV. Wildlife Sustainability 

 What is it? 

 How can it be applied to management? 

V. Wildlife Management in WI 

 Public Management 

1. Elk Reintroduction 

2. Rush Lake 

3. Wolves 

4. Fishers 

5. Feral Pigs: Hunter vs. Farmer 

6. Whitetail Deer 

 Private Property Owners 

VI. Wildlife Sustainability in WI Wildlife Management 

 Are current practices creating sustainable Wildlife? 

 Are the techniques being used sustainable? 

VII. Creating Sustainable Wildlife in WI 

 What can be done to make wildlife more sustainable? 

 Is it possible for all wildlife to be sustainable? 

 Is there a wildlife management solution that everyone can agree upon? 

VII. Conclusion 

 Restate thesis 

 Overview of Wildlife management and sustainability in WI  

 Brief clarification of where the state is at and what needs to be done 
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G. Dimensions: 

Natural science 

The natural sciences involved in my paper are knowledge of the needs involved with wildlife, 

organisms that are closely related to wildlife, and the environment in which wildlife live. It is 

important to understand the relationship that wildlife have in their ecosystems with other biota 

and their physical environment. Wildlife management is not based solely on the wildlife; it is 

based on wildlife and everything around them. Understanding the habitats in which wildlife live 

is critical because habitat management is wildlife management.  

 

Social science 

There are a lot of social sciences involved with wildlife management. Social sciences include 

knowledge about how people view wildlife and the relationships that people have with wildlife. 

The economics involved in wildlife and wildlife management have affects on different policies. 

The economics of wildlife management plays a large role in making decisions on different 

wildlife policies. Different groups push to have policies made in their favor. Wildlife 

management affects different social groups much differently. Some policies may help forward 

one group’s ideals but hurt another. The social sciences of wildlife management and 

sustainability have a lot of complexity. 

 

Humanities 

The humanities of wildlife management and sustainability in Wisconsin bring a lot of 

philosophical questions to the surface. There are many different philosophies that could be used 

in managing and sustaining wildlife. Choosing which philosophy to use is debatable among 

different groups. Along with wildlife management is the intrinsic value of sustaining organisms. 

All animals have a right to be here and have their own individual value. The philosophy of nature 

is debated among different people. How wildlife fits into nature relies on an individual’s 

philosophy. The ethics, which include morals, values, and beliefs, of how people view wildlife 

and how they are treated are also included in the humanites.  

 

H. Workplan Schedule: 

W 3/14: Submit midterm summary 

Spring Break: Begin writing paper  

M 3/26: Introduction should be written 

W 3/28: Wildlife portion  

M 4/2: Wildlife management section  

W 4/4: Wildlife sustainability section  

M 4/9: Work on Poster 

W 4/11: Posters Due 

M 4/16: Presentation 

W 4/18: Wildlife Management in Wisconsin 

M 4/23: Wildlife sustainability and Wisconsin 

W 4/25: Creating sustainable wildlife through wildlife management, Conclusion 

M 4/30: First Draft and Earth Week Reflections 

W 5/2: Read and Comment on peers’ theses 

M 5/7: Revise Paper 

W 5/9: Final Paper Due 
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I. Concerns and Questions: 

The concern I have is writing my thesis, making a large poster, and putting together a 

PowerPoint presentation on time along with projects and tests in other classes. Getting the three 

projects from this class done all within a few weeks of each other may be a bit stressful. Luckily 

I don’t have this much work for all of my classes. 

 


