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We have been asked by members of the public, media, policy-makers and fellow scientists for our
perspective regarding any proposed reintroduction of grizzlies to California. We want to make it
clear that we are not taking an official position on any legislation, as that is in the purview of the UC
Office of the President. This includes the newly proposed SB 1305, or the “California Grizzly
Restoration Act. We are stating our views as experts in this field and not as a representation of the
university’s position.

At UC Berkeley’s California Wolf Project, we are committed to a future where healthy and diverse
wildlife communities thrive across California through science-based wildlife and habitat management
and meaningful collaboration with communities that support conservation yet often shoulder
disproportionate costs.

At this time, we do not believe California should consider reintroducing grizzly bears. Our
perspective is informed by our first-hand experiences working with rural communities living with
wolves and the daily hardships created by the chronic underfunding of carnivore management in
California. Moreover, we are concerned that the conversation regarding a grizzly bear reintroduction
sends an ill-timed message to our essential partners working on the front lines of wolf recovery and
conflict—wildlife managers, livestock producers, and extension specialists—that their repeated
calls for assistance with other predators have gone unheard.

Over the past year, California has experienced significant economic and social impacts associated
with wolf recovery. The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has spent over $2 million
on mitigation strategies for a single wolf pack, in addition to compensation for livestock
depredations and staff time dedicated to monitoring and conflict response. At the same time,
legislative and sustained financial support for wolf management and research has been limited and
inconsistent, constraining CDFW’s ability to adequately monitor populations and proactively reduce
conflict. In order to assess suitable habitat for grizzlies, CDFW would be required to devote
additional staff time and already limited funding to assess the ecological and financial implications of
grizzly bear restoration—likely diverting resources from an already understaffed predator
management team.

For these reasons, we cannot support the return of another large carnivore to these regions without
a firm commitment to the substantial and sustained financial and human resources required for
effective management. The state risks the further erosion of trust, jeopardizes existing predator
recovery efforts, and places unfair burdens on rural communities if they move forward the
conversation about grizzly bear reintroduction without addressing unresolved questions regarding
California’s readiness and lack of social license. Any consideration to reintroduce grizzlies should be
contingent on establishing a dedicated funding mechanism—such as a large carnivore endowment—
to ensure long-term, cohabitation with large predators. This funding structure should be in place and
demonstrated to be effective before any grizzly reintroduction is pursued, ensuring sustainable
outcomes for both wildlife and the communities who live alongside them.


https://legiscan.com/CA/text/SB1305/2025
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