Introduction

Re p re S e n tat I O n Of p re d a tO ry Predatory animals were historically systematically eliminated in the western United States, largely in an effort to protect livestock. A

2015 study found that in a typical ecosystem, the predator:prey biomass ratio is equal to 0.74, on average (Fig. 4).! If predatory
S e C I e S a n d re S e C I e S I n species were represented accurately by the National Park Service, we could expect to see a similar visibility score ratio when it comes
p p y p to deliberate representation of animal species by the National Park Service. This project aims to understand how the National Park
Service is representing animal species and determine if the representation of predator and prey species is congruent with the typical

RO C ky I\/I O u n ta | n N a t I O n a | P a r k predator:prey biomass ratio as determined by Hatton et al. By analyzing the educational information and products being presented to

visitors to Rocky Mountain National Park, | hope to determine if the historical attitude towards predatory species is still present in the
way that the National Park Service provides information and resources to the public.
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Visitor Guide Results/Findings
MEthOdOIOgy A total of 6 mammals were discussed in the visitor e G

All data was gathered from public displays, handouts, guide, including elk, bighorn sheep, and pika. : L (.;I t Shop . .
placards, and visitor centers in Rocky Mountain Notably, the two predatory species listed in the h q . ,B,'S,Pass Vs V|5|'b|I.|ty .Sc.ore Ther mc:lit irj\é?leﬁtbsperc$§ riptr.ese]rc\terd (;n:hretgl trshops
National Park; Rocky Mountain National Park is visitor guide, the mountain lion and the black bear, © pre ator:prey visib |jcy score ratio in V',S'tor CENters was were ere el aclt beal. ThE Tatio of precaror 1o prey

: : . . . determined to be 0.26 (Fig. 5), a notable discrepancy between the merchandise was 0.6, a number significantly closer to
managed by the National Park Service (NPS), an were listed on the Safety Guide page of the Visitor ted biomass ratio and the actual visibilit ‘e of predators in the tvpical predator:prev biomass ratio
agency within the U.S. Dept. of the Interior. Birds, Guide. Discussion of the biology of either of these —PECEEC DIOTIESS TaHO @ = AEtHal VBIDHIEY SEOTE OF PIECEtons yPIEATP PIEY |

: : - : : : : any given visitor center.
reptiles, fish, and amphibians were omitted from the animals or where to view them was not included and e

data set in order to focus on mammals, as apex instead guests were educated on predator safety.

Merchandise available at Visitor Centers
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on the safety guide page of the visitor guide.
Conclusion
Why does it matter?
. : £ orod : : - Predators are vital to ecosystems for a variety of reasons. By
s the re:resedntatlon o Ere atory SPe?ues con.5|s;cent with t ;e controlling prey populations, they prevent habitat damage due
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the park, they are not as prominently displayed in visitor centers,
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to ecosystems, these animals receive less attention,

conservation efforts for these species are harmed, and
ecosystems as a whole along with them. Fig. 10: Merchandise in a gift shop.
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