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Introduction Conceptual Frameworks
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. . &morep . Figure 2. Understanding drivers of familiarity Figure 3. Testing the familiarity hypothesis
emerging coexistence framework considers both positive and
negative human-wildlife interactions (Figure 3). RQ1a: Does the predicted occupancy of wildlife increase exposure to RQ1b: Does increased experience with wildlife attenuate perceived
« Familiarity hypothesis: Increased exposure to wildlife may and experiences with wildlife (i.e., familiarity)? risks and amplify perceived benefits?
reduce perceived risks and increase perceived benefits but H1a: Higher ecological presence increases exposure to wildlife. H1b1: Greater exposure to wildlife will decrease perceived risks and
has not yet been tested in urban human-wildlife systems. Increase perceived benefits.
° We WIU. use Survey data, camera trapS, and Occupancy data c . H1 b2: Greater eXpeI’IenCGd COnf“CtS InCI‘eaSG perce|ved I‘ISkS.
to identify determinants of familiarity and test the familiarity Xperiences
hypothesis in four U.S. cities. :
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* Our focal species are coyotes and raccoons, which are
both prevalent in cities across North America (Figure 1).

* Camera trap and occupancy data are provided by UWIN. Survey Implementatmn & Analy3|3

Figure 1. Camera trap photos from Dr. Jeffrey Haight * Surveys were mailed to 4 focal cities: Phoenix, AZ, g Chicago, IL
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* We obtained a stratified random sample with two

filters to increase the chances of sampling where &7
HWI had occurred:
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