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Questionnaires were developed in 1999 after a LCIE (Euro- RIHITERI AT
pean Large Carnivore Initiative) meeting in Cuneo, Italy. In [[[[EHLLET{E
2000, after the first meeting of BLCI (Baltic Large Carnivore
Initiative), they were made compatible with Polish data at
the logical level. Unfortunately, to achieve compatibility with
Latvian and Estonian data was not possible due to extreme
differences in questioning methodology.

The Lithuanian questionnaire consists of several parts. The
two main parts are almost identical — one for wolf and the
second for lynx. Each part contains four chapters. The first
chapter reveals personal attitudes towards a species (in a
range from “hate” to “admire”), then to the existence of the
species in Lithuania (positive, neutral, negative). Next, there
are several questions about the need for species protection,
the existence of the species and its role in the ecosystem, dam-
age made on wildlife and domestic cattle and finally human-
predator attitude. All these questions are answered by choos-
ing one of five answers (definitely disagree — disagree — no
opinion — approve — definitely approve).

The second chapter is devoted to the respondent’s knowl-
edge on species numbers, trends and biology. There are ques-
tions about the general population in the country and exist-
ence in the nearest surroundings, species weight, breeding
capabilities, feeding and pack size (some questions for wolf
and lynx are different).

The third chapter is devoted to personal views on popula-
tion management. Again, on a five-grade scale (definitely
disagree — disagree — no opinion — approve — definitely ap-



prove) questions are asked on species numbers and manage-
ment means (compensation of damage made for farmers, re-
wards for hunters, etc.) and personal attitude to the informa-
tion availability about species.

The fourth chapter contains questions about the emotional
evaluation of various characteristics of predator species. All
characteristics are expressed verbally, in five grades, for ex-
ample:

I'like very much —I like — I do not care — I dislike — I hate;
Very clean — clean — I do not care — unclean — dirty;
Sweet — friendly — I do not care — angry — aggressive.

Two more parts of the questionnaire are expected to be com-
pleted by all respondents. The first is about personal attitude
to nature protection and nature reconstruction according to
human needs (was included for the compatibility with Polish
questionnaires). The second one is about personal informa-
tion: sex, age, education, social status, well being, hunting and
place of living. No personal identification data were asked.
It was expected that only persons who suffered from large
carnivores would answer the last three parts of the question-
naire.

To be sure about the quality of information, in the case of cattle
damage, personal data are required — at least name, address
or phone number (answers without personal data were re-
jected as defective, unless there was additional information
about the conflict provided by other respondents). We asked
for the place of the conflict and a description of the surround-
ings as well as distances (pasture from the forest, place of the
conflict to the nearest forest, etc.). Next, respondents were
asked to identify the breed of the cattle suffered and answer
questions (with choice of possible answer) about the circum-
stances — guarding of the cattle, etc.

Three questions of the next part are about the farm — the num-
ber of cattle, insurance and damage compensation.
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The very last part is again about personal attitude — damage
compensation and possible financial sources, opinion about
carnivore hunting /extermination, etc.

Several persons responded to the last parts without having
suffered from carnivore damage. Excluding the answers from
youngest age group (up to 16, especially living in big towns),
all other information was processed.

Non-selective questioning was mainly done in 2000, spread- fUHUNT [ RETTGE)
ing questionnaires through Lithuania by means of personal
contacts, conferences and meetings, nature-oriented youth
camps and through arrangements with the Lithuanian Orni-
thological Society, schools etc.

In 2001, wide questioning was done through Siauliai Univer-
sity, reflecting the attitudes of extramural students in peda-
gogics and their relatives from the north-west Lithuania. The
third round, including mostly farmers and hunters, has just
started.

Data are organized as the database in Paradox (150 fields),
and processed through a series of queries and statistical meth-
ods, based on chi-square statistics.

The total size of the processed sample was 810 answers (ac- KUTATH N
tual number for separate parts or questions varying). Some J{ L[]8
respondents failed to answer the questions about lynx, or pre-
sented incomplete personal data.

The geographical distribution of information represents al-
most all the country, with less emphasis on southern and east-
ern regions (Fig. 1). The biggest number of answers were re-
ceived from Vilnius city and Siauliai town, including its sur-
roundings.

On the district level, there were districts without information
(Molétai and Zarasai districts). The rest of the districts were
classified as either having insufficient information (up to 10
answers), elementary information (11-20 answers, Silale,
Radpviliskis, Plunge, Mazeikiai, Raseiniai, TelSiai, Joniskis and
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Fig. 1

Distribution of respon-
dents (legend — number
of answers)

Klaipéda districts) or rather good information (21 and more
answers — Siauliai, Kédainiai, Vilnius, Kretinga, Siluté, Birzai,
Kelmé, Kaunas and Taurage districts). This map (Fig. 2) helps
to orient focus future investigations.
Fig. 2
Distribution of the
respondents according
districts. The darkest
color corresponds to the
highest number,
gxclamation mark — no
answers at all (see text
above).

Sex structure of respondents was biased towards woman (243
men: 542 woman accordingly, i.e., proportion of 1:2.2). The
age of the respondents was from 10 till 74 years, with the
median near 21-22 (Fig. 3). This bias depended on the high
number of respondents from Siauliai University, where peda-
gogical disciplines are mainly attended by young woman. The
second distinguished age group (15-17 years) is formed by
schoolchildren of higher grades.
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For the same reasons (high proportion of students among re- R
spondents), a bias could also be observed in educational level,
with a prevalence of secondary education (Fig. 4):

higher elementary Fig. 4
18% i IR Proportion of educational

19%
groups among respondents

secondary
56%

The sample was quite diverse, reflecting the various catego- IIHEIREITH

ries of social status of the respondents. The biggest groups

were:

1. Schoolchildren (n=193), representing all age groups from
5th form to the last class of gymnazium

2. Students (n=285), representing a range of specialities, for
example, biologists, ecologists and foresters, philologists,
medical students, lawyers, economists and others. Never-
theless, the main student body (more than 80%) was rep-
resented by various specialities of pedagogical profile, by
students studying in Siauliai University and coming from
almost all the country. Extramural students were included
into this group, too.



@

Workers (n=31), mainly from rural/countryside popula-
tion

Employee/white collar (n=146)

Businessmen (n=10)

Officials/functionarys (n=12)

N o g

Unemployed (30) — this social group requires special at-
tention in the future, because part of them actually may be
classified as small-scale farmers, and some other are stu-
dents or house-wifes.

8. Retired (9)

9. Other (9)

RN Well-being was assessed subjectively, according to recipient’s
own view. Three categories were singled out — “good”, “av-
erage” and “bad”. Distribution of answers was as follows,
showing that “average” group makes 76% of the total (Fig. 5):

Fig. 5
Distribution of subjectively
assessed well-being of Bad
respondents A
Good

0 200 400 600

HECEVRITILEY Place of living was subjectively categorized as town or village
by respondents themselves. Totally, out of the 180 responces,
70 named the place as “town” (401 answer) and 110 named as
“village” (304 answers).

LMIGE Hunters were 25 persons out of 810 total respondents, thus
making only about three percent. Hunting experience was as
follows: up to 5 years — 6 cases, 5-10 years — 14 cases, 11-20
years — 13 cases, 21-30 years — 6 cases and more than 30 years —
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4 cases. This means that knowledge of large carnivores among
hunters should be sufficient. Some of them even managed to
hunt lynxes (hunting in Lithuania has been forbidden since
1976). The next stage of this research will be oriented specifi-
cally to this group and will reveal differences of hunter per-
ception of large carnivores.

Generally, large carnivores are believed to be dangerous. [:F¥31[t3
Excluding a very small number of controversial opinions (all
of them dangerous — none of them dangerous in the same an-
swer, n=2) statistically more respondents stated that all three
species, including bear, which is just a visitor in Lithuania,
are dangerous to human (Fig. 6).

500 - Fig. 6
400 - General threat evaluation of
large carnivores
300
200
100 -
0,

Wolf Wolf & Wolf & Lynx Lynx& Bear All  None of
lynx  bear bear Species species

Thus, 630 respondents out of 749 have the opinion that large
carnivores are dangerous (84.1%), and 149 not dangerous
(15.9%). Most people (67.3%) think that all three species are
dangerous. Respondents are mostly afraid of bears (8.8%),
while wolf and lynx are considered as less dangerous to hu-
man (2.7% and 4.3%, respectively).

Knowledge on wolf and lynx population numbers and popu- M EECIRILEESELL
lation trends is quite far from the real situation (Table 1, 2). k&4t

According to several expert opinions, there are 500-800 wolves
in Lithuania, and an increase in the population has been ob-
served in the last decades. Lynx, on the contrary, is newly



Table 1

Assessment of wolf and
lynx numbers by respon-
dents

included into Red data species list as a rapidly decreasing
species. According official surveys, the last number of Iynxes
in Lithuania is less than one hundred (halved in the last few

years).
Wolf
0-100 101-500 501-1000 1001-5000 >5000
N 32 164 124 73 62
% 7.0 36.0 27.2 16.0 13.8
Lynx
0-10 11-50 51-150 151-500 >500
N 19 65 103 120 96
Y% 4.7 16.1 25.6 29.8 23.8

119 of respondents clearly indicated that they did not know
the number of wolves and 153 respondents did not know the
number of lynxes in the country. Assuming that blank fields
in the questionnaire mean the same lack of knowledge, we
may conclude that 355 respondents do not know wolf num-
bers, and 407 respondents lynx numbers.

Only about a quarter of respondents have a sufficient knowl-
edge on wolf numbers, while more than 40% of them are un-
derestimating and about 30% overestimating and highly over-
estimating the wolf population. For lynx, knowledge is not
better. About a quarter of respondents have a sufficient knowl-
edge on lynx numbers, about 20 percent are underestimating
and more than 50 percent overestimating the lynx population.

Knowledge on population trends of these species is also far
from sufficient (Table 2). For the wolf, it is worse, because about
a quarter of respondents think that the species is decreasing.
More than quarter of respondents knows about the right, i.e.,
decreasing, population status of lynx, and less than ten per-
cent think that the number of lynxes is stable or increasing.
Half of respondents indicated, that they do not know popula-
tion trends.
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I do not know REII[W4

Increasing Stable Decreasing
Wolf 135 (16.9%) 67 (8.4%) 222 (27.8%) 374 (46.9%)
Lynx 27 35%) 50 (6.4%) 280 (36.0%) 421 (54.1%)

What do respondents think about the presence of large carni-
vores in their neighborhood? For the countryside dwellers
the answer means knowledge about population status in the

nearest vicinity, but for the cities the answer is more or less

rhetoric. Almost all respondents answered these questions
(796 answers about wolf, 780 about lynx). As the distance of
neighborhood was not indicated in the question, we may con-
clude that about half of respondents know the wolf situation
quite precisely (Table 3). Of course, we should doubt answers

about 10 or more wolf individuals present in the neighbor-

hood, though in some cases even some of these answers may
be truthful (of course, not 30-100 individuals). As for the pres-
ence of lynx, the expected number of negative answers should

be close to one hundred percent, because we did not cover

single farms situated in deep forests in our questioning. It

seems that lynx presence and number is much overestimated.

I do not know Absent Present
Number <10 >10
unknown ind. ind.

Wolf 268 (33.7%) 197 (24.7%) 206 (25.9%)

70 (8.8%) 55 (6.9%)

Lynx 327 (41.9%) 374 (47.9%) 55 (7.1%)

18 (2.3%)

6 (0.8%)

What do people think about the former species range in the

country? To a question “did the species earlier occurrence

cover all country?” three possible answers were proposed —
yes, no, and I do not know. For the wolf, 521 respondent out
795 answered positively, 55 — negatively, 219 — that they lack

this knowledge. For the lynx, corresponding numbers were
259, 102 and 418 out of 779. This definitely shows that people
think of wolves and lynxes as being more abundant and

widely distributed in the past.
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Assessment of wolf and
lynx population trends
(n, % of total answers)

Table 3

Assessment of wolf and
lynx presence and/or
population number in the
neighborhood of
respondent (n, % of total
answers)



LUETHERUE Next, some aspects of the personal attitude to species are pre-

UEN S EIENTTEY sented (Tables 4, 5). Out of 17 questions about the need for
species protection, existence of species and its role in the eco-

Table 4

Personal attitude of
respondents towards
wolf existence (n)

system, damage made on wildlife and domestic cattle, and

finally human-predator attitude, we singled out seven, which

seems to us most informative. A full analysis of personal atti-
tudes will be done later.

Definitely Disagree

disagree

No Approve Definitely

opinion

approve

Wolves in Lithuania
should be under

strict protection

21

194

102

418

67

Existence of
wolves should be
secured for the

next generations

38

34

517

210

Hunting of wolves
is required, but not
in the period

of raising young

21

99

83

408

189

Wolves kill many

domestic cattle

40

302

177

247

38

Hunting of wolves

should be year-round

150

387

174

75

20

Where wolves are
abundant, they attack

humans

118

332

229

105

20

Wolves must be extermi-

nated by all possible means/

ways, including killing

of their cubs

439

285

42

22

17

Data in both tables show us that, in general, the personal atti-

tude of people towards large carnivores is positive. In some

cases it even goes too far, for example, approving the need
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for strict protection of the wolves, or believing that being abun-
dant, both wolves and lynxes attack humans. Some people
believe also that lynxes kill domestic cattle. This is obviously
false, and we have not got any report of lynx made damage
from our respondents. Attitude for the direct extermination
of both species is mainly negative, though some respondents
would like year-round hunting of both species (11.8% - wolf,
5.5% - lynx), or even extermination of the species by all pos-
sible ways, including kill of their cubs underground (4.8% and
2.8%, respectively).

Definitely Disagree No Approve Definitely QEIICE
disagree opinion EYgseazg Personal attitude of
Lynxes in Lithuania respondents towards lynx
should be under existence (n)
strict protection 17 75 124 380 189

Existence of lynxes
should be secured

for the next generations 1 27 46 513 197

Hunting of lynxes is
required, but not in

the period of

raising young 71 185 127 310 89
Lynxes kill many
domestic cattle 115 348 264 49 6

Hunting of lynxes

should be year-round 197 384 159 39 4

Where lynxes are abundant,
they attack humans 107 301 286 75 10

Lynxes must be
exterminated by all possible
means/ways, including

killing of their cubs 396 298 66 9 13
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UL EURUER Knowledge of species biology is key for a correct point of view
SR of a species, because knowledge of biology means also an un-
derstanding of the role of a species in an ecosystem, appre-
hension of damage and, last of all, correct calculations. Here
we present just a general situation of this field. For us, it is
quite strange that more respondents answered questions about
biology, not about the number and trends of population. The
knowledge of biology is always more specific, and this infor-
mation, as a rule, is not presented in mass media.

The average weight of an adult wolf by respondents was speci-
fied as:

up to 30 kg —in 51 case (6.4% of answers)

31-60 kg — in 383 cases (48.1% of answers)

61-90 kg — in 205 cases (25.8% of answers)

and over 90 kg —in 31 case (3.9% of answers)

126 respondent (15.8% of answers) answered “I do not know”.

The average weight of an adult lynx by respondents was speci-
fied as:

up to 15 kg —in 99 cases (12.7% of answers)

16-25 kg — in 210 cases (27.1% of answers)

26-35 kg — in 180 cases (23.2% of answers)

and over 35 kg —in 107 cases (13.8% of answers)

180 respondents (23.2% of answers) answered “I do not
know”.

For a correct answer we may refer to “Fauna of Lithuania.
Mammals”, the only book which is available, though very lim-
ited and outdated in print. Here the weight of an adult wolf
male is referred to as 45 (31-65) kg, wolf female — 37 (24-51) kg.
The body weight of an adult lynx is referred as 23 (15-38) kg.
In this case, we may conclude that correct answers comprise
ca. 50 percent for the both species. An estimation of the weight
shows us respondent’s imagination about animal’s size, and
at the same moment, the possibility of threat. Quite a large
percentage of the respondents answered that they have seen
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both predator species in freedom or in a zoo, thus their knowl-
edge of body size may be based also on their personal im-
pression.

The second aspect in the knowledge of species biology may
be the number of the cubs born. We may suppose that num-
ber of imagined cubs reflect respondent’s opinion on the spe-
cies capability to reproduce and spread. Thus, average num-
ber of cubs per wolf female by respondents was specified as:
1-2 cubs — in 69 cases (8.7% of answers)

3-5 cubs — in 473 cases (59.3% of answers)

6-8 cubs — in 103 cases (12.9% of answers)

ca. 10 cubs — in 15 cases (1.9% of answers)

12 and more cubs — in 3 cases (0.4% of answers)

134 respondents (16.8% of answers) answered “I do not
know”.

Average number of cubs per lynx female by respondents was
specified as:

1-2 cubs — in 195 cases (25.2% of answers)

3-5 cubs — in 273 cases (35.2% of answers)

6-8 cubs — in 41 case (5.3% of answers)

ca. 10 cubs — in 4 cases (0.5% of answers)

12 and more cubs — in 3 cases (0.4% of answers)

259 respondents (33.4% of answers) answered “I do not
know”.

Average litter size of the wolf in “Fauna of Lithuania” is re-
ferred to as 5.2 (1-9 cubs in the litter with most cases of 3-7
cubs) and of the lynx as 1-4 (most cases 2-3) cubs. Based on
these data, almost all answers about litter size of both species
are correct. Only 2.3% of respondents indicated overestimated
litter size of wolf and 6.2% of respondents of lynx.

Several questions let us form an image, what do people think
about the food of large carnivores, their appetites and influ-
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ence on other species. First of all this is an answer to a ques-
tion, how much meat do wolves and lynxes consume per day.
The same scale for both species was given as a choice. For the
comparison or possible correct answer, we again may refer to
“Fauna of Lithuania”. The largest volume of meat found in
the wolf stomach was 4.5-4.7 kg (2 cases) and the average is
referred to as about 1.8 kg. For the lynx, a considerable less
amount of food is required. The largest volume of meat found
in the lynx stomach is referred to as 0.6 kg, and for Bialowieza
forest 1.1 kg.

Answers about daily volume of the wolf diet were as follows:
less than 0.5 kg of meat — 24 cases (3% of answers)

1-2 kg of meat — 214 cases (26.9% of answers)

5-10 kg of meat — 265 cases (33.2% of answers)

more than 10 kg of meat — 41 cases (5.1% of answers)

253 respondents (31.8% of answers) answered “I do not know”

Answers about daily volume of the lynx diet were as follows:
less than 0.5 kg of meat — 70 cases (9% of answers)

1-2 kg of meat — 255 cases (33% of answers)

5-10 kg of meat — 132 cases (17.1% of answers)

more than 10 kg of meat — 32 cases (4.1% of answers)

285 respondents (36.8% of answers) answered “I do not know”

Thus, we may conclude that in general lynx appetites are over-
estimated in a larger proportion of answers. About one third
of respondents gave the correct opinion on wolf diet, more
that one third overestimated it and a less than one third are
unaware of this answer at all. Only about a tenth of answers
are correct about the lynx diet, more than half of respondents
overestimated lynx’s appetite (and in more than 20 percent of
answers this overestimate is enormous), and more than one
third of respondents are unaware of this answer.

How many roe deers are eaten by an adult lynx per year?
This answer goes in pair with the previous one. As most re-
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spondents overestimated the appetite of the lynx, in the same
way the number of prey animals was overestimated. Out of
520 respondents who answered this question at all (blank
spaces do not included), only about one third said, “I do not
know” (184 answers). The rest of answers were: 10 and less
roe deer per year — 136 (26.2%) answers, 11-25 roe deer — 86
(16.5%) answers, 26-100 roe deer — 92 (17.7%) answers and
over 100 roe deer — 22 (4.2 %) answers. In fact, this answer is
very important. First of all, we may conclude that people are
unaware of the population number of roe deer. Secondly,
overestimating lynx appetites helps to form a negative image
of the species.

Are the large carnivores a big threat to domestic cattle? Indi-
rect answer to this question may be obtained by analyzing
answers to the question: “Wolves (lynxes) kill domestic cattle
only in the case when there is lack or no natural prey — wild
animals”. A positive answer means that most of the prey is
supposed to be wild game, while a negative answer that cattle
form a part of predator foods. There was no statistically reli-
able difference between species (chi-square=0.43, NS), but a
fairly large number of respondents see wolf as a “cow-killer”
(ca. 25% of answers), and lynx as “sheep-eater” (almost 20%
of answers).

What are personal attitudes to current numbers of large car-
nivores and their perspective? Could we stand bigger num-
bers of wolves and lynxes? Should these numbers be dimin-
ished? Or maybe we should exterminate both species, leav-
ing a few specimens in the deepest forests? Distribution of
the opinions is presented in Table 5 for wolf and Table 6 for
lynx.

From the presented answers we conclude that in general our
respondents were quite tolerant to large carnivores, and the
tolerance of lynx is higher. Current wolf numbers are consid-
ered as appropriate by one third of respondents, and about
the same proportion of them even suppose that our country
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Table 6

Personal attitude of
respondents towards
wolf population numbers
and management (n)

Definitely Disagree No Approve Definitely
disagree opinion approve

Lithuania could bear
more wolves than
it has now 51 307 220 192 26
Current wolf number
is appropriate/sufficient 17 248 269 242 18
Wolf numbers are
evidently too high
and should be
diminished 100 364 223 84 24
Wolves must
be exterminated,
leaving only a few in
deepest forests 295 366 63 58 12

could maintain a bigger wolf population. On the other hand,

13.5 percent of respondents urge wolf numbers to be dimin-

ished and about a tenth of them will support extermination

of this species.

Current lynx number is considered as insufficient by 43.6 per-

cent of respondents, and about a fifth of them consider cur-

rent lynx number as appropriate. Only 5.5 percent of respon-

dents will support diminishing of lynx numbers, but about

7.5 percent may approve lynx extermination.

How many of respondents have seen large carnivore in free-

dom or in the zoo? Proportion was surprisingly high, espe-

cially of the observation in the wild (Fig. 7).

And as the last item of analysis, some emotional valuations of

the large carnivores are presented (Table 8). For both species

these valuations are quite similar. Wolf and lynx are consid-

ered as quite familiar, valuable and useful species. Familiar-

ity is expressed in 60% of answers for about both species. As
a valuable species, wolf and lynx is treated by almost 70% of
respondents. Usefulness of the wolf is indicated in 75% of

answers, of the lynx in 68% of the answers.

22

2001.04.30, 08:28



Definitely

disagree

Disagree No

opinion

Approve Definitely

approve

Lithuania could bear
more lynxes than it

has now 15

157 268 254

85

Current lynx number

is appropriate/sufficient 32

278 299 154

14

Lynx numbers are
evidently too high and
should be diminished 155

370 205 38

Lynxes must be
exterminated, leaving
only a few in deepest

forests 307

341 71 44

14

800 -

600 -

400 -

200 -

0- Il
wolf

lynx

Observations in the wild

800 1

600 -

400 -

200 1

wolf

Observations in the zoo
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Table 7

Personal attitude of
respondents towards
lynx population
numbers and manage-
ment (n)

Fig. 7

Proportion of the
respondents, which
answered positively
about observations of the
large carnivores




ILUICRN Very familiarQuite familiar I do not care Not familiar Alien

HylEN N MIRTATRON Wolf 55 365 171 100 16

some characteristics of R E—.Y! 365 185 80 10

the large carnivores (n)

Very valuableQuite valuable I donotcare Of no value Worthless

Wolf 55 431 137 76 8

Lynx 60 423 171 29 7

Very useful Useful Idonotcare Not useful Harmful

Wolf 74 470 97 39 40

Lynx 38 440 158 B5 30

WMDY This is the first presentation of results of questioning made
in 2000-2001. After preliminary analysis of 810 answers, sev-
eral conclusions may be drawn:

1. Territorial embracement of this study is insufficient. While
northwest Lithuania and the vicinity of the biggest cities
are adequately covered, southern and eastern regions were
investigated inadequately. Two administrative districts,
Molétai and Zarasai, were not covered. The number of re-
spondents in 25 more districts was limited to less than ten.

2. Two age groups — schoolchildren of age 15-18 and 20-23
year old students, dominate the sample. The middle-aged
population is obviously under-investigated. Sex structure
of respondents is biased towards woman. Urban and ru-
ral inhabitants are investigated adequately. At least three
social groups — farmers, foresters and hunters — desire spe-
cial attention in the future.

3. 85% of respondents consider large carnivores as danger-
ous, stressing, that all three species (wolf, lynx and bear)
are threatening to human. Despite this, wolf and lynx are
considered as quite familiar, valuable and useful species.
Familiarity is expressed in 60% of answers about both spe-
cies. As a valuable species, wolf and lynx is treated by al-
most 70% of respondents. Usefulness of the wolf is indi-
cated in 75% of answers, of the lynx 68% of the answers.
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Population numbers of wolf and lynx is known to about a
quarter of respondents. The lynx population size is mostly
overestimated. Population trends of wolf and lynx are un-
known to about 50 percent of respondents. In general,
knowledge on lynx estimates is better than on wolf. When
speaking about the existence of large carnivores in the
neighborhood, respondents gave quite truthful estimates
of wolf. Lynx was highly overestimated. Most respondents
suppose that both species in former times inhabited all
the country.

Body size of wolf and lynx is known to about 50 percent
of respondents. Most people, who responded to question-
naires, know litter size of these species. About one third
of respondents gave a correct opinion on wolf diet, more
that one third overestimated it. Lynx appetites are overes-
timated in a larger proportion of answers. About ten per-
cent of answers about the volume of lynx diet are correct,
more than half of respondents overestimated lynx’s appe-
tite (and in more than 20 percent of answers this overesti-
mate is enormous), and more than one third of respon-
dents are unaware of this answer. The number of roe deer
eaten by one adult wolf per year is also overestimated.
Fairly large numbers of respondents (20-25 percent of
answers) regard wolf and lynx as cattle killers. Despite
this, in general, our respondents were quite tolerant to
large carnivores, and the tolerance of lynx is higher. Cur-
rent wolf numbers are considered as appropriate by one
third of respondents, and about the same proportion of
them even suppose that our country could maintain a big-
ger wolf population. Current lynx number is considered
as insufficient by 43.6 percent of respondents, and about a
fifth of them consider current lynx number as appropri-
ate. 13.5 percent of respondents would support diminish-
ing of wolf numbers, and about a tenth of them will sup-
port extermination of this species. For lynx, these propor-
tions are 5.5 and 7.5 percent respectively.
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Linas Baléiauskas LIETUVOS STAMBIYJY PLESRUNU SOCIALINIAI ASPEKTAI -
1999-2001 METY APKLAUSOS REZULTATY APZVALGA

Pirma sykj spaudoje pateikiami dvejus metus vykdytos
apklausos btidu gauti Lietuvos stambiujy plésrtiny socialiniy
aspekty tyrimo rezultatai. Atlikus preliminaria 810 atsakymu
analize, paaiskéjo, kad Salies teritorija tyrimu apimta
nepakankamai. Geriausi rezultatai yra i$ Siaurineés ir vakarinés
Salies dalies bei didziuju miesty regionu. Menkai istirta pietiné
ir rytiné Salies dalis. Visai néra atsakymu is Moléty ir Zarasu
rajonuy.

Tarp respondenty vyravo moterys bei dvi amziaus grupés —
15-18 metu moksleiviai ir 20-23 mety studentai, tuo tarpu
vidutinio amziaus grupé atspindéta nepakankamai. Kaimo ir
miesto gyventoju proporcija buvo tolygi. Triju socialiniy
grupiy — tkininky, medZziotojy ir miSkininky — apklausa
numatoma kitam tyrimo etapui.

Vilky ir lGsiy skaiciy pakankamai gerai zino tik ketvirtis
atsakiusiuju. Ypac daznai atsakymuose pervertinamas lasiy
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skaicius. Populiacijos kitimo pobtidzio nezino mazdaug puse
respondenty. Taciau vilku buvimas netoli gyvenamosios
vietos yra vertinamas gana realiai. LGisiy skaicius yra stipriai
padidinamas.

Net 85% atsakiusiuju stambiuosius plésranus laiko
pavojingais Zmogui, pabrézdami, kad pavojingos yra visos
trys ju rtiSys — vilkai, ltisys ir lokiai. Nepaisant tokio poZiiirio,
zmoneés vilka ir 1Gsj vis tiek laiko esant pazistamus (60%
atsakymu), vertingus (70% atsakymu) ir naudingus. Vilka
naudingu laiko 75% atsakiusiuju, 1tsi — 68% atsakiusiujy.
Mazdaug pusé respondentu pakankamai tiksliai apibtidino
vilko ir l@isies kino mase, o dauguma Zino abiejy risiy vados
dydj. Trecdalis atsakiusiuju zino, kiek maisto vilkui reikia per
para, kitas trecdalis §j kiekj pervertina. Didesné pusé
atsakiusiujy pervertina lGisies suédama maisto kieki.

20-25% atsakiusiujy pervertina naminiy gyvuliy reikSme vilko
ir lasies mitybai, tadiau nepaisant to, dauguma yra
pakankamai tolerantiski pléSriiny atzvilgiu. Trecdalis
atsakiusiujy mano, kad vilky skaicius Lietuvoje yra optimalus,
o kitas trecdalis — kad vilky galéty biiti netgi daugiau. Lasiy
skaiciy sSalyje nepakankamu laiko per keturiasdesimt procenty
respondentuy, o dvidesimt procenty mano, kad 1Gsiy yra tiek,
kiek reikéty. 13.5% atsakiusiuju pritarty vilky skaiciaus
sumazinimui, netoli deSimties procenty atsakiusiuju — ju
iSnaikinimui, paliekant tik keleta gyviiny misky gladumoje.
Lasiy skaiciu sumazinti pageidauty 5.5% respondentu, o jas
isnaikinti — 7.5%.

Uz pagalba rengiant anketas, jas spausdinant ir apklausiant
respondentus autorius dékingas Henrikui Okarmai (Lenkija),
Hariui Valdmanui (Estija) bei Egidijui Adomaiciui,
Aleksandrai Balc¢iauskienei, Giedrei Balc¢iauskaitei, Rimantui
Budriui, Grazinai Drasutienei, Idalijai Gasitinienei, Edmundui
Greimui, Aldonai Jatulevicienei, Rimvydui Juskaiciui, JGratei
Kuliesititei, Stasei Litvinaitei, Vidmantui Lopetai, Vladui
Naruseviciui, Vaclovui Stukoniui, Vidai Végélienei, Jonui
Végeélei, Aliui Uleviciui ir Henrikui Volodkai.
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