CAMPER OF THE WEEK — A rustic, wooden footbridge
over the Little Popo Agie river captured the fancy of
this young camper at the Taft Ranch Campground, nine
miles south of Lander, Wyoming. i
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Bear Attacks Tw:

(See editorial ‘“The Mysterious
Garbage Pit” on page 2)

Fishing Bridge Camp-
ground in Yellowstone Na-
tional Park was the site of
another bear attack on cam.-
pers this week. Park offi-
cials reported that two men
were mauled by what was
probably the sames grizzly
bear early Wednesday morn-
ing.

David Lou, 22, of Los
Angeles, was sleeping in a
tent with his sister when the
bear apparently tried to
climb into the tent. Lou suf-
fered cuts to the face and
head, but succeeded in
frightening the bear away.
This incident occurred about
3:00 a, m. Wednesday morn-
ing.

About a half-hour later an-
other camper, Michael Rock
23, of Carnegie, Penn., was
mauled by a bear in asimi-
lar incident in the same
campground. Rock had been
sleeping on the ground near
his car and was awakened
by the commotion of the first
incident. He had gotten out
of his sleeping bag and was
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standing up when he was at
tacked, Park officials be
lieve that it was the sam
bear and that it “‘just cuffe
Rock as it went by.”’

Lou was taken to Par
Hospital for treatment of hi
head wound and was reporte
to be in satisfactory con
dition. Rock was given
stitch and a band-aid” an
dismissed,

Gary Everhardt, assistai
superintendent for opera
tions in Yellowstone was at
loss to explain why the bea

Gorge Hac

‘“Pleasant, warm days
following several weeks ¢
cold and rain drew approx
mately 33,000 people to
Flaming Gorge for the Inde
pendence Day Holiday,’’ re
ports Flaming Gorge Fore
est Ranger, Richard Ber
jamin. ‘‘These people mac
about 95,000 visits to re
creation facilities in the are
representing a 259 increag
over Memorial Day Weelk
end.”

During the 4th weeke1
4,586 visits were made
Flaming Gorge Dam Visitc
Center and 2,010 to Re
Canyon Visitor Ceater
These figures are about the
samz2 as thos for last year’s
4th weekend. ‘““However,”’
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by Pat Hall
The Mysterious Garbage Pit

Is there is or is there isn’t a garbage pit
in Yellowstone National Park where bears
can still forage for food?

That question seemed to be officially un-
answered Thursday after another bear in-
cident in the park had left two adult campers
slightly injured,

After a five-year old girl was mauled by a
grizzly last month, Dr, Frank Craighead, Jr,
of Moose, Wyoming, criticized the Park Ser-
vice for getting rid of the garbage pits and
replacing them with incinerators, Craighead,
one of the world’s great authorities on the
grizzly, said that the pits should have been
slowly phased out over a five-year period,
thereby lessening the chance of attacks on
tourists by hungry bears foraging for food.

Assistant park superintendent Vern Hen-
nasay told CAMPING NEWS WEEKLY that
Craighead was wrong, Hennasay said that the
park was using an incinerator to burn paper
waste, but that ‘‘wet garbage (food) is still
being placed in a pit for the bears,””

Then, on July 3rd, a story in the Jack-
son Hole Guide quoted Yellowstone superin-
tendent Jack Anderson as saying that the park
had replaced the garbage pits with incinera-
tors. Anderson explained that this was done
in an attempt to keep hungry bears away from
campgrounds.

So far, three reports from three different
people, each saying someathing different about
those garbage pits. Now, following the bear
incident in Yellowstone this week, CAMPING
NEWS WEEKLY tried again to find out if there
was a garbage pit left in Yellowstone.

Superintendent Anderson and Hennasay
both were out of the office, so the official
word had to come from assistant superinten-
dent for operations, Gary Everhardt,

“I can’t comment for Mr. Anderson,”’
Everhardt said, “andI can’t explain why he
said there no more garbage pits--IF he did
say that,

‘I do know for a fact that garbage is still
being dumped into the same pitat Trout Creek
that we have used for years,

“The bears still forage there for food,””
Everhardt said, ““and only the dry waste and
paper is burned in the incinerators.’’

Everybody likes to blame someone else for
unpleasant happenings and the Park Service
has taken their share of the licks recently.
Quite often the criticism has been unde-
served.

The Park Service is attempting tooperate
Yellowstone this year with 35 people LESS

than they had last year. Severe cuts in the
Park Service budget have curtailed their
operational abilities. But, the politicians in
Washington are to be blamed for this, notthe
Park Service.

However, it does seem that Park Service
officials in the same area should be able to
agree on whether or not they have a garbage
pit for bears to forage in. And, if there is a
garbage pit, why does Frank Craighead say
there isn’t?

Hey, fellahs, would you please take a
run over to Trout Creek and take a look? Is

. that garbage pit r=2217v there?
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June 18, 1969

To: Supervisory Research Biologist, Yellowstone Natiomal Park
From: John J. Craighead
Re: Processing of grizzly bear material for scientific purposes

I recently learned that female grizzly No. 128 was captured at
Canyon Campground on the night of June 16th. Jim Claar, a biologist repre-
senting the Wildlife Research Unit was present and helped the rangers im-
mobilize the animal. When he left, the animal was coming out of the ef-
fect of the drug and he was led to believe that the bear would be released.

Not until the afternoon of June 17th did he learn that the rangers
had decided to kill the bear. Mr. Claar was not notified of this that even-
ing nor did he receive word of this action until late in the afternoon of
June 17th. This in spite of the fact that Mr. Claar was in residence at
Canyon. Neither Ken Greer nor I received a phone call. The bear was al-
lowed to remain in the trap in the sun throughout the day and the soft
tissues could not be preserved as biological specimens.

This bear was captured and marked in 1961 and was known to be over
20 years old. Ve have a complete reproductive history for nine years. It
was an especially valuable bear because it was providing information on the
productivity of very old female grizzlies.

Glen, I wish you would investigate why this animal was not properly
taken care of by Park Service persomnel. I recognize the need to kill griz-
zly bears when they become troublesome in campgrounds but I can see no excuse
for the loss of extremely valuable scientific data. For your information,
this is the first record of this animal visiting a campground.

In conformance with your memorandum of July 2, 1968, Ken Greer and
I worked out a plan for processing and disposition of grizzly bear material,
If there are problems in carrying out these plans,vhich have been agreed to
by all parties, then let's try to determine where the difficulties lie. Ve
simply cannot afford to lose extremely valuable scientific specimens due to

vhat appears to be negligence.

John J. Craighead
JJC:AB
c¢c Ken Greer, F. C. Craighead
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Oﬁce Memomndum * UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

TO : Chief, Division of Wildlife Research DATE: ~ December 17, 1968

FROM : Unit Leader
Montana Cooperative Wildlife Research Unit

SUBJECT:  Purchase of Trailer for Research Work at Yellowstone National Park

The Montana Cooperative Wildlife Research Unit has been carrying out
research projects in Yellowstone National Park for the last ten years.
These research projects are:

1. Migratory study of the northern Yellowstone elk herd.

2. Behavior study of the Mirror Plateau elk.

3. Radio tracking studies of non-migratory elk.

4. Ecological study of the grizzly bear and biotelemetry studies
of the grizzly and black bears.

In conducting these projects over the past ten years we have expended
considerably in excess of $500,000.00. This funding has been almost
entirely from research grants and contracts. The results of the work
have been of direct value to the National Park Service and to the
Montana State Fish and Game Department. A number of theses, reports,
and publications have developed from the work, and there are numer-
ous publications pending.

It has been possible for the Montana Unit to conduct research on
public land in Yellowstone National Park because the Yellowstone
Park Company made available laboratory and housing facilities for
staff and graduate students. This company, which operates as a
private concessionaire within the Park, also paid for all utilities
and charged no rental fee. During the past ten years we have aver-
aged a staff and student crew of between eight and twelve persons
each summer at the Yellowstone lab.

This fall the laboratory and all adjoining housing facilities were
destroyed by the National Park Service in a "clean up" operation.
The laboratory and housing facilities will thus no longer be avail-
able in Yellowstone Park.

We still have a contract with the Atomic Energy Commission and with
the National Science Foundation to conduct research within Yellowstone
National Park, and the Memorandum of Understanding with the National
Park Service to conduct such research is still in effect. In order
to continue the work in Yellowstone it will be necessary to make
arrangements for housing and laboratory facilities. The National
Park Service has trailer space available at a rental fee of $1.00

per day, but no trailers are available. For the Montana Unit to



Chief, Division of Wildlife Research
December 17, 1968
Page 2 - Memorandum

continue working in Yellowstone National Park it will be necessary for
us to have at least one 50' x 10' or 50' x 12' trailer. I would like
to request that consideration be given to providing the Montana Unit
with such a trailer. We believe that it is in the interest of the Unit
and its students, the University of Montana, Montana State Fish and
Game Department, and the National Park Service to continue our research
effort there.

Cooperative effort is being made between the University of Montana, the
State University at Bozeman, the University of Indiana, State University
of New York, and the University of Wyoming to establish a research
center in West Yellowstone. Such a research center would encourage a
wide range of disciplines and would provide adequate operational facili-
ties within Yellowstone National Park. This development will not mature
for several years, and in the interim it will be necessary for the Unit
to continue operating within the Park itself.

I wish to reemphasize that if the Division of Research wishes to en-
courage Montana Cooperative Wildlife Research Unit to conduct research
on public lands as in the past, it will be necessary to provide funds
for a trailer.

John Craighead



Yellowstone Notional Park, Wyoming 83020
July 11, 1968

N1é

Memorandum

To: Superintendent

From: Supervisory Research Biologist

SubJject: working hypotheses relating to grizzly bear distribution, 1968

General Hypothesis L: Lessened garbage at the Trout Creek dump has
resul ted fn grizzly having scattered distributions. EBEears coming into
certain developed areas before July 2 was a response to non-bearproof
cans; since July 2 late evening gerbage pickups, a response te enough
food from ice cheste end other e@mper sources to keep the enimals linked
to campgrounds.

Comment: The number of beer ¢ieylng linked to caupgrounds since

y © do not appesr to be obtaining emoush gerbage or camper food
to Lave the cunpgrcund reprezent a greater food source ther the
Trout Creek dumpl TFrom 80 to 100 cens of sepsrated "edible™ garbage
are reportad to go Lo Trout Creek dally. The inclneration of
separated combustiblas end caupground garbege is considered to
amount to & smell reduetion iz "edible" focod im comperlcon with
previous dumring of all garbege. The appsrent failure of the
animals to coucentrate et the Trous Creoit dump thus fer does not
saem attributable to a lack of edible garbage. If strongly developed
hablts were a factor, 1t would seem that the eniimals would be most
accustoumed to feed at the Trout Creck dump by midsummer.

General HypothesisII: Seattered distributions of grizzly uey be in
response to iate spring and sufficlently abundant natwral foodn providing
an alternative to the animals concentration on the Trout Creek d ump.
Vidsummer links to certein developed areas are undoudbtedly due to their
location within the naturel spring (and fall) habitat of the grizzly

and just enough food frowm sloppy camping hapits to keep the animals
making nightly visits.

Comment: This is condidered a fairly plausible hypotihesis.
Tonitoring records show wa have maintained a widespread and CormmiewO
conspicuous distribution of grizzly from Pelican Creek to Canyon
since the animals came out cof hibernation. Natursl fcodz must

have been, and possibly still are, sufficiently adequate to

maintain scattered dlotricutions. Coindiding high visitors use
ecould be providing ercugh other food to cause some animals to
regulerly visit developed srsas Incldental tc thelr natural foraging.



The latter hypothesis is tentatively favored because of the writer's
research experience on pronghorn, mule deer and elk studies where arti-
ficlel foodf sources were being utilized. These animals did not require
these food sources, but variously used them in relation to variable naturs
food conditions, Conspicuously variable and different distributions of
beaer in relztion to sueh natural fcods =8 fisk runs znd berry or pine nut
crops are documented in the literature. Such distributions are not
without behaviorel, territorial or home range ecupliications, but a
characteristic of rood respounss distridbutions seems toc be that they

cen he axtremely varlable.

Glen F. Cole



July 11, 1968

Mr. John X. Anderson, Superintendent
Yellowstone Mational Park
Yellowstone Park, iyoming 83020
Dear Jack:

T am enclosing a eopy of a memorandum I sent %o Glen Cole. I
hope that Glen will not misinterpret owr motives.

We feel this snaring technique is very dangerous and believe that
you would want this information in order to appraise the situation. Cer-
tainly, if I were in your position, I would wvant to get as many opinions
asz possible.

Very sincerely,

John J. Craighead
JJCIAB

D




July 11, 1968

To: Mr. Glen Cole, Yellowstone National Park, Wyoming
From: John J. Craighead, Mont. Coop. Wildlife Research Unit

Subject: BSnaring of Grizsly Bears in Campgrounds

In 1959 and 60 we experimented with snering grizzly bears. Ve found
the technique to be extremely effective but also very risky.

On one oecasion we smared an 800-pound boar thet finally managed to
break free and escaped with the snare on ite foot. BSeveral months leter
it twned up ia the Thoroughfare country raiding hunters' camps and was
shot. The bear had lost a good many hundred pounds over this period of
time, wes in extremely poor condition, and completely lacked the use of
its right forepaw which was practieally amputated by the snare.

On another occasion, a cub of & sow grizzly wes snared, and the ex-
tremely dangerous situation that this presented even in the back eountry
alerted us to the danger of smaring of & cub and having s rampand sow
grizzly in the area.

Accordingly we discontinued the u e of snares and suggested to
the Yellowstone biologist staff that careful consideration be given to
authorization for the use of snares in the future. It was obvious that
the use of snares in heavily-populated campgrounds could be dangerous
and disastrous.

We then developed a system of immobilizing campground grizziles
by shooting them with drugs. Over a #én-year period we immobilized for
the Natiomal Park Service most of the grizzlies that entered campgrounds.
Ve never had a serious incident and except on one occesion never lost a
beer. With this system there was no danger to the visitors and we ex-
perienced no problem in immobilizing troublesome grizzlies.

On July 6th I inspected a trap snare in the @anyon campground set
by Horton Miner of the Wildliife Services and learned in detall of the
problem encouwntered when a cub had been snared in & heavily-populated
campground during the height of the tourist sesson.

In the interest of being helpful to the Yellowstone administration,
I respectfully suggest that the practice of smaring grizzly bears in con-
gested campgrounds be very carefully evaluated. I persomally feel it is




far more dangerous than methods used in previous years and that the chances
of a serious accident occurring with this technique are far greater than
with the technique of shooting and immobilizing.

I offer this suggestion after a background of ten years of working
with the grizzly in Yellowstone and with a personal record of having cap-
tured and immojilized over 400 individual animals. Both my brother and I
and our colleagues would be more than happy to discuss this with you and
your staff in some detall and to give you the benefit of our experience.

Very sincerely,

John J. Craighead
JJCIAB

ee Mr. John K. Anderson
Mr. Norton Miner
Mr. Jay Sumner
Dr. Frank C Craighead



July 11, 1968

Mr. Glen Cole
Yellowstone National Park
Yellowstone Park, Wyoming 83020

Dear Glen:

I felt that our talk at your office on July 6th was most comstrue-
tive. The fact that we both recognized the need for better communicatlon
and more cooperation waeg certainly a step forward - also the mutual recog-
nition that the Park Service needs to kmow our long-range plans for research
and that we need to know about Fark Service management plans that will have
a direct effect on our research program.

In line with our discussion, I would like to suggest the type of
gooperation we would like to see at Trout Creek and outline owr research
objectives. You may recall that last fall we indicated we would supply
personnel and funding to evaluate management suggestions that we made in

our report of July, 1967.

In view of the fact that the administration has installed an incin-
erator and is in the process of shifting from open-pit garbage dumpé to in-
cinerators, we suggest:

1. That, if possible, the Rabdbit Creek, West Thumb, and other
Park Service open-pit garbage dumps be phased out, leaving the Trout
Creek dwap in operation.

2. That & quota of at least 60 cans of garbage be dumped at
the Trout Creek ares through August, 1963,

3. That the National FPark Service keep close check on the amount
of garbage to make certain that there 1s ample food to prevent the
Trout Creek grizzlles from dispersing widely and entering campground
AYXeas.

We will continue to census the Trout Creek area as we Mave in the
past and from our observations of marked and wmerked grizzlies, we will
be able to determine:

1. The degree of dispersion, if any, of Trout Creek grizzlles,

2. The movement, if any, of West Thumb and Rabbit Creek grizzlies
into the Trout Creek area,

3. The length of time that the grizzlies are held at Trout Creek
within the geographic center of Yellowstone by food dumped in
the area, and

4., We will record, with the help of the ranger staff, the number



of grizzlies visiting campgrounds and the number of grizzlies
captured in campgrounds.

5, We will continue to monitor the general distribution of grizzlies
throughout the Park as we have done over the last nine years.

From these and behavioral data, we should be able to determine the
general effects of the phasing out of the Rabbit Creek, West Thumb, and
other open-pit dumps. This program should be carried on during 19569 with
a wal reduction of food at Trout Creek, providing the data gathered in
1968 indicates this would be desirable.

Complete or near complete elimination of food at Trout Creek by 1970
o be eceomplished, again providing that data gathered in 1968 and 1969
supports this as a wise management decision.

As in the past, the results of this evaluation will be made available
to the Natiomal Park Service. In addition %o the evaluation of phasing out
of open-pit dumps, we would continue to gather information on the reproduc-
tive success, family history, and date on age specific mortality rates.

Marking of new animals would be held to a very minimum or non-existent
except in the case of problem bears.

Radio tracking would continue on a 1imited scale during the fall of
the year, with special emphasis on the instrumenting of sows to gather ad-
ditional data on breeding biology and the movement of bears in amaround

campgrounds.

Considerable work has already been done in these two areas, but
more is necessary for conclusive results.

As you ¥now, we have spent a great deal of time and money on the
study of the grizzly bear in Yellowstone and all of the effort has been
of direct benefit to the Nationmal .ark Service. By the end of 1968, the
total expended in iatensive investigation of the grizzly bear will ap=-
proach nearly a million dollars.

Therefore, if we continue the research supported by private and
agencies, we will need to have the full cooperation of the
Park biologist and ranger staff. Full support of the project by the ad-
ministestion, and full and detailed lknowledge of research and managenent
plans conducted by your department which would have & direct bearing on
our resesrch activities ls necessary.

I am confident that we can work successfully toward a common objee~
tive. The genersl procedurs for doing thie is pretty well spelled out in
the memorandum of understanding between the Mational Park Service and the
Pureeu of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, and also in a memorandum between
the Yellowstone Park administretion and the MHontana Cooperative Wildlife
Research Unit.
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T think that we both must

work. As I

randum to all district and subdistrict
support for owr long-term research
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife,
to Congress for conducting research on

recognize that misunderstandings wi

be for the Superintendent to

11
indicated to you on July 6th, I
can be made toward reaching a
eirculate a memo-
rangers, indicating administration

projects under the auspices of the

which has a direct responsidility

wildlife species on publie lands.

Both Frank and I would welcome further discussions on subjecte and

" metters where we may now now be in full
in the future.
must work effectively together.

I feel thet there is every reas

War.ynotbemaccord
m to believe we can and

Sincerely,

John J. Craighead,
leader

JJCIAB

ce Mr. John K. Anderson, Superintendent




MONTANA COOPERATIVE WILDLIFE RESEARCH UNIT

UNIVERSITY OF MONTANA
MONTANA FisH AND GAME COMMISSION
WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT INSTITUTE
FiSH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE, UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

UNIVERSITY OF MONTANA

MISSOULA, MONTANA 59801
July 23, 1968

To: Supervisory Research Biologist
From: Leader, Montana Cooperative Wildlife Research Unit

Subject: Comments on Cole's hypotheses relating to grizzly bear distri-
bution, 1968

I have read your memorandum of July 1l with considerable interest and
will comment as requested.

General Hypothesis I: "Lessened garbage at the Trout Creek dump has resulted
in grizzly having scattered distributions. Bears coming into certain devel-
oped areas before July 2 was a response to non-bearproof cans; since July 2
late evening garbage pickups, a response to enough food from ice chests and
other camper sources to keep the animals linked to campgrounds.

Comment: During a nine-year period from 1959 through 1967 we have
recorded observations of grizzly bears throughout Yellowstone Park
from April through mid-November. During this period of .time there
have been slight variations in the distribution of grizzly bears
throughout April and May in response to such natural food sources
as rodents, elk and buffalo carcasses, and vegetation. The distri-
bution during those years does not appear to me to have been essen-
tially different than during 1968.

Both Frank and I and some of our students made observations of the
distribution of marked and unmarked bears and although our level

of effort was not as great as other years, nevertheless all the

marked bears observed were within their known home ranges. I

wonder if perhaps the fact that you alerted the ranger staff to record-
ing all bears sighted during the spring of 1968 has not reflected a
greater awareness on the part of rangers to the distribution of bears
rather than actual distribution.’

The situation from the First of June on is considerably different than
in former years and this, I believe, is due to the fact that very little
or no garbage was dumped at Trout Creek. From June 1 to June 14 I had
a man making our usual observations at Trout Creek and at this time he
estimated the maximum amount of garbage at the Trout Creek dump was

8 cans daily, with no more than 2 cans of edible garbage. This is
considerably less food than our records show was dumped in former

years.



The bears move into Trout Creek at tais time from distant parts of
the rark. When food is available, they remain in the vicinity as
we have pointed out in our management report. We also pointed out
that if food was not available, there was every reason to believe
that many of the bears would not remain in the viecinity of Trout
Creek but would move into campgrounds or into such large disposal
areas as Rabbit Creek and West Yellowstone. Our observations from
June 3 to the present indicate that this is very probably what has
happened. Only a fractiong of the bears normally censused at Trout
Creek have been observed and some of these marked bears have been
observed at Rabbit Creek and others at West Yellowstone and in the
campgrounds.

According to our records, on June 13 only 5 cans of garbage were
being dumped daily at Trout Creek but from this time there was a
gradual increase in the amount of garbage being dumped. Periodic
visits to Trout Creek by our personnel to count bears and to esti-
mate the amount of garbage being dumped showed that at no time were
more than 4O cans of garbage being dumped and many of the cans were
half filled with water. We estimated that probably only 10 to 15
cans of garbage were available to the grizzlies during this period.

It appears that in the sorting process, not all of the garbage is
being dumped at Trout Creek and it is being dumped in such a way that
it is failing to hold the grizzlies in the area. In order to inves-
tigate the situation in greater detail, I requested two men to make
continuous observations at Trout Creek.

On July 12, 1968, the garbage arrived at approximately 11 o'clock and
consisted of a pile 12' x 73' x 13'. By count, there were 1i plastic
pail liners full of garbage plus some garbage-not in containers. The
garbage was for the most part edible and a conservative estimate indi-
cated there were approximately 25 to 30 cans.

On July 16 similar observations were made and the amount of garbage
was approximately the same as on the 12th.

The amount of garbage being dumped has definitely increased since the
middle of July; however it seems clear from our observations of marked
bears that many bears that came in early to Trout Creek and found no
food available moved to other portions of the park and have not yet
returned to Trout Creek. They no doubt will do so later in the summer
if there is a continuous supply of garbage at Trout Creek.

I cannot help but conclude that your first hypothesis is incorrect and
that the failure to initially provide food at Trout Creek had a very
direct influence in distributing the grizzlies widely throughout the
Hayden Valley and beyond.

In our report MANAGEMENT OF BEARS IN YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK we em-
phasized the need to very carefully observe and monitor the Trout Creek
situation when garbage was withdrawn. Last year we offered %o provide



the funds and manpower to do this job. We have a detailed plan of
how we feel this should be done based on nine years of intensive
study and we would be happy to perform this task next year.

=]

In order to do this, certain conditions must be met and it will be
imperative to have the complete support and cooperation of National
Park Service personnel.

General Hypothesis II: "Scattered distributions of grizzly may be in response

to late spring and sufficiently abundant natural foods providing an alterna-
tive to the animals concentrating on the Trout Creek dump. Midswmer links
to certain developed areas are undoubtedly due to their location within the
natural spring (and fall) habitat of the grizzly and just enough food from
sloppy camping habits to keep the animals making nightly visits."

Comments: We have very little evidence to support General Hypothesis
II since we have found scattered distribution of grizzlies in other
years in response to availability of natural foods. However, each
year as food became available at Trout Creek, the early spring distri-
bution quickly altered and the grizzlies concentrated in the Trout
Creek area.

Thousands of observations of grizzlies during the nine-year period
do not support the hypothesis that this spring was an exception -
at least our data do not indicate sufficient difference in number
and distribution of grizzlies to support this hypothesis.

Our data on a ten-year distribution pattern for grizzlies is being
prepared and these data will be ready for a general discussion when
desired. :

There are several other factors that could be involved in the distri-
bution of the grizzly bears other than the total amount of garbage
available at Trout Creek. Admittedly it is difficult to compare the
amount of garbage being dumped now with other years because the dry
refuse material is being incinerated. The way in which the edibles
are being made available is undoubtedly a factor and I would like to
discuss this with you in greater detail when we have had an opportun-
ity to firm up a procedure for evaluating the changes that are oc-
curring.

As we have indicated at other times, it is a rather simple matter for
us to evaluate the changes at Trout Creek since we will be making reg-
ular censuses and since we have nine years of previous detailed census
data at Trout Creek and at all of the other disposal areas to use as a
basis of comparison. We can evaluate the changes on a basis of total
bears, of marked bears, and of unmarked bears.



An evaluation based on a census of individual bears is far superior to a
general monitoring of bears sighted since one bear can be sighted many
times by different individuals and thus give both an erroneous concep-
tion of distribution and use of a given area. We have maintained records
over the years of the distribution of the sightings of all bears as well
as The sightings of individually recognizable bears.

The latter type of data can be more precisely interpreted, and since we

are in a position to continue this type of observation we can, I am sure,
accurately evaluate what effect present management procedures are having
on the grizzly bear population.

JJC:AB

cc Supt. John Anderson
Dr. Frank C. Craighead
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July 23,

¥r. Glen Cole

Supervisory Research Biologist
Yellowstone National Paxk
Yellowstone Park, Wyoming 83020

Dear Glen:

I am enclosing a memorandum in response to your invitation to
comment on your memorandum of July 1l.

I feel that the entire sitwetion at Trout Creek has got to be
a lot more closely coordinated than it was this year 1if we are to get
scientific ansvers to the effect of withdrawing garbage from the Yellow-
stone grizzlies.

There are many ranifications that we were unable for lack of
time and space to incorporate into our management report. The manage-
ment report was concerned largely with broad aspects of management. The
details of menagement are equally important for an effective progrem and
we would like to discuss these with you in the future and determine how
they can be incorporated into the Park Service management program and
our research program.

Sincerely yours,

Jomn J. Craighead,
Unit Leader

JJC:AB



July 23, 1968

Mr. James R. Coutts, Chief

Division of Wildlife Research

Zureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife
777 lbth St., N.V.

Weshington, D. C. 20005

Dear Jinm:

We have been running into a great deal of difficulty with our grizzly
bear research program in Yellowstone. %he new supervisory biologist, Glen Cole,
has independently set up programs of rescarch and management without consulting
with us in any wey and unfortunately he has seen fit to disregard cur mnage-
ment recommendations. As a result, tac park is having far more trouble with

grizzlies in campgrounds than in any previous year.

We have found it almost impossible to carry on certain aspects of
our research work because the ranger staff has been glven orders not to co-
perate with us. This has been told by many of the rangers themselves who
are close friends. The general attitude is that we have got to cooperate

fully with the Park Service aduministration but that they will cooperate
with us only when they feel inclined. This has been told us face to face
by Glen Cole.

There is no question that the administration is trying to push our
research activities out of Yellowstone and other independent researchers as
rell. Since the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife has a cormitment and
responsibility to Congress to do research in national parks, I certainly
think thet our Bureau should take & strong stand that our personnel working

in a national park should get full cooperation from the National Park Service.

I realize that it is difficult to get this if the Service is deter-
mined not to be cooperative. However, I suggest thet a memorandum from John
Gottschalk to the Director of the Park Rervice requesting the fullest coopera-
tion and support for Bureau perscnnel workinggin nationsl parks would be in
order and re-emphasizing the basic responsibility of the Bureau to Congress
for research on public lands.

We recently received & letter from Superintendent Anderson stating
they were going to destroy our laboratory on August 5 and that we would have
to move out and find other quarters. This request was impossible to exccute
without completely disrupting our work. finally managed to stay the “day
of execution” until October. At that time we hope to have trailer units to
replace owr laboratory facilities.



Dr. Schaefer of the State University of New York has run into
similer problems as has also Dr. Brock of the University of Indiane and
other researchers. However, no consideration is being given us and the
Park Superintendent himself, although he talks cooperation, has made it
quite clear that he is not interested in research from outside organiza-
tions and that we can expect to experience continual harassment.

I believe we can effectively cope with the situation with the united
support of other independent researchers. If, however, the situation does nct
improve, I think that we should have a high-level conference in Washington some
time nexitfall where all the cards are 1laid on the table. The Park S:rvice
will not have a leg to stand on in a formal confrontation, but it is very dif-
fieult to cope with the situation at the field level.

At the present time it looks as though we can obtain trailers from
the State University of New Y rk and from the National Forest Service in or-
der to continue our work through the summer and fall. Should this support
not materialize, would it be possible for the Bureau to provide this Unit
with approximetely $1,500 for trailer rental? The Superintendent of Yellow-
stone has agreed to provide us with traller space and hookups when our lab-
oratory is destroyed.

The Fark S rvice really had no alternative to this solution since
both the AEC and the University contected the superintendent by phone and
indicated that any lesser cooperation on the part of the National Park Ser-
vice would completely disrupt the research and would be in violation of ur
contracts and memorandum of understanding.

As I have indicated, this memorandum is to keep you informed of the
situation. To date we still have the situation in hand and I am hoping for
an improving condition in the future.

Sincerely,

John J. Craighead,
Unit Leader

JJC:AB
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