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vidual in order that economically efficient herd management be achieved. 

Unfortunately, the costs and the effectiveness of habitat management -are 

not avail abl e for the Oak Creek deer herd nor for ' most other wildl ife 

management situat;ons. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Many economists have been providing the wrong value information on 

which to base decisions about recreation-related �r�e�n�e�w�a�b�l�~� resources, par-

ticul arly wi 1 dl ife. Since managers generally are 1 imited to either habitat 

manipulation or constraints on consumption, it is necessary ,to focus valu-

ation on the 'marginal value of those .efforts. This requires analysis of 

the value of changes in the stocK of wildlife, rather than on total 

visitor-days. Furthermore, the optimal management must invol ve consider-

ation of the effectiveness of habitat manipulation, or other controls, on 

the stocK of wildlife and of the cost of those practices. Given that 

publ ic agencies will 1 ikely continue to be the major provider of publ ic 

recreation activities, it is essential that biologists and economists 

cooperate in research which will lead to the appropriate information being 

coll ected and analyzed in a theoretically correct way. 
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