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Controlling Predators

by George Dovel

Huntlng cougar in rugged terrain like the Frank Church Wilderness The low price of coyote pelts, coupled with the high incidence of

is expensive and requires considerable stamina. mange in some areas, offers little incentive to trap or snare them.
Few people are aware of the many functions In 2001, predators killed a reported 12,000 sheep

performed by federal Wildlife Services, but most know thatand lambs in Idahafter WS reduced the percentage of

it controls coyotes committing depredations on livestock inpredator losses from 4.5% to 1.3% for adults and from 17%

the wesern states. From FY 199802, WS killed an to 4.4% for lambs. This represented a 3:1 direct benefit

average of 5,255 coyotes in Idaho each year, with 6@&ost ratio and a multiplier beneff 17:1. In Idaho,

percent of those shot from the air. The cost per coyoteooperators pay more than ettérd of the costs.

varied by state but it generally exceeded $100. GOA reported that killing predators is often crucial
The Congressional Committee on USDA to the survival of game species. It cited 2001 Utah studies

Appropriations inFY 2001directed the General Accounting where coyote control increased fawn survival from nine

Office to conduct an investigation into (1) the nature andpercent to 42 peent and red fox control decreased adult

severity of threats posed by wildlife, (2) what WS has donesage grouse mortality from 82 percent to only 33 percent.

to reduce those threats, (3) WS analysis of eosbenefits, Utah biologists provided the following cesénefit

and (4) nodethal predator contto analysis on three mule deer herds using WS costs for
The GOA interviewed many government and controlling coyotes and the $300 civil value assigted

private individuals and groups, including Defenders ofeach mule deer:

Wildlife and the Humane Society of the United States. It Henry Mountainsi 19971998 aerial and ground

concluded that wildlife damage from all sources amounts tsemoval of coyotes cost $15,841 but produced 600 extra

several billion dollars annually and W$ograms are both  surviving mule deer worth $180,000. Net gain $164,159.

efficient and cost effective. Bookcliffs T cost $11,100 but produced 667 extra
It also found that compliance with NEPA, filing animals worth $200,100. Neig $189,000.
Environmental Impact Statements and Environmental Pahvanti three years cost $27,480 but produced

Assessments to satisfy environmental opposition have,073 extra deer worth $621,900. Net gain $594,420.
significantly increased the cost of assistance programs. continued on page 2
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continued from page 1 Coyote bounties provide an extra incentive for
In 1998 WS programs in the Western Regspent sport hunters anttappers to get outdoors and help restore
$2,936,068 (federal and cooperative combined) to achievehealthy game populations, and give professional trappers a
benefits that ranged between $5,872,136 and $66,355,137. $20 or so subsidy to overcome low pelt prices. There are
GOA concluded that the arguments made by countless examples of the successful use of bounties to
Defenders of Wildlife and HSUS (that WS predator control reduce populations of other predatorsgiag from wolves
failed to target specific predatyrsvere invalid. It also to pikeminnows (formerly squawfish).

determined that none of the numerous-teshal methods Rattlesnake Bounties
of predator control have achieved success. Concern for public safety and the desire to
Why Not Let WS Solve the Problem? minimize injuries to livestock and pets prompted several

It is generally agreed that predation on livestock eastern states, and counties within those states, to offer

increases whenever wild prey species deciioevhy not bounty on the timherattlesnake. In Wisconsin, bounty

just hire WS to control specific predators of wild game in records show a 780% decline over a sevgear period.

situations where recruitment indicates a predator pit? The In Crawford County the number of rattlesnake

answer involves a budget that is limited and a cost that is bounties collected dropped from more than 10,000 in 1965

still higher then necessary. to 2,000 in 1973. In one Minnesota county, bounties paid
Livestock owners depend on the rel@ahistory of for rattlers declined from 4,955 in 1980 to 191 in 1987.

WS working with them to solve their specific problems. Despite | DFG biologists

Hunters and game managers have a better option that igo bounties, they remain the most effective biological tool

substantially cheaper, and complements the WS control to correct predateprey imbalance when increased seasons

program. and bag limits fail to accomplishhat goal. Recent
Bounties were used effectively in every state to successes in Utah and Wyoming cannot be ignored.

reduce a variety gbredators and rebuild game herds to the

highest level in the 20th century. F&G controlled lions and

predatory birds with bounties from the 1920s through the WOIf De“Stlng Plans

early 1950s and paid up to 36 full time trappers to control By George Dovel
coyotes and bobcats, along with tkeddral trappers.
Bounties CheaperMore Efficient A 1995 scientific arti

In 194344 IDFG compared the relatively highcost pr emi er e wo | f expert, L.
of state and cooperative federal trappers with the lower Challenge and Opportunity of Recovering Wolf
cost of bounty predator control in other states and Canada.Populat ons, 6 outl ines the hist
It was paying three times as much peyate killed so it to wilderness in North America, and to the least developed
began a tweyear experiment. parts of the rest of the world.

In 1945 IDFG paid salaried trappers $14,000 to kill Mech asserted that, prior to the development of
802 coyotes and paid bounty trappers $19, 713 to kill 4,243 firearms, poisons and traps, wolves were distributed
coyotes. The sal aried tr aphmpeghostéhe noothem themssphere mtanyl atek Ghetk ]
each but the bountied coyotes costyd.65 each. large ungulates were found. Reintroduced wolves that had

In 1946 IDFG established the coyote bounty at been considered wilderness animals now occupy a variety
$3.00 and bounty trappers turned in 7,293 coyotes. Cost ofof habitats in the U.S. and in European countries.
the 600 coyotes taken by salaried trappers averaged $30 In Minnesota one radio collared wolf came out of
per coyotd ten times as much. the northern forests where it was raised, and spent severa
It was rumored, but never verified, that a fegltp weeks roaming the farm lands 18 miles south of the center
had been turned in from neighboring states but, if true, the of St.Paul. In Italy, Spain and Portugal, where much of the

amount was negligible and the practice preventable. wolves6 food is garbage, tl
Both the coyote bounty and salaried trappers were day and come to rural villages to scavenge at night.
replaced in the next biennium due to the federal 1080 In Spain wolves live like coyotes in wheat and

program. That poison, manufactdrm Pocatello, was the  sunflower fields where human densities are as high as 500
most effective coyote killer ever used but its use was soon per square mile. In Idaho at least one wolf pack has
limited and finally banned for predator control on federal already moved into desert farmland but the wolves were

lands by presidential order. only detected by the dead cattle they killed.
Although bounty systems are rarely selective Expanding wolf packs are expensive
enough to target individual predatoms¢luding those that Mech pointed out that from 198893 Minnesota

are especially travise or gumshy, they accomplish the  wolves expanded by only 15 percent but the number killed
goal of temporarily reducing excessive predator numbers to annually by Wildlife Services (WS) because of increased
allow an unhealthy prey population to restore itself. livestock depredtion jumped from 59 to 139. From fiscal
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year 1996 through FY 2002, the number of Minnesota His analysis pointed out that an annual public take
wolves killed annually by WS has averaged 154. of 12001500 wolves in Alaska brings little or no protest.
None of the wives were killed from aircraftand But t he st db0aevéles toiacnetse big gamef
steel leghold traps and snares accounted for all of the 152herds brought vehement protests and legal action.
Minnesota wolves killed in FY 2002. Yet the cost totaled He suggested that allowing hunters, pet owners and
$262,657, an average of $1,728 per wolf. livestock owners to kill wolves anywhere outside of the
Mech pointed out that neither négthal methods Protected Wolf Zones will be far cheaper and far more
of control na relocation of wolves work. Despite all of the acceptable tahe public than any other delisting proposal.
optimistic reports, he said that guard dogs are not He said that wolves could be zoned out of entire states or
economical and only somewhat effective in small flocks zoned into only large national parks or nature preserves.
(bands) of sheep. Idaho and Montana Plans
Mech said that translocated wolves normally either Mec hos wol f zone propo:
return to the same area or coingimilar depredations in  followed in the recen recolonization of wolves in
their new location. He insists lethal control remains the Wisconsin and Michigan. However the state wolf plans
only means of curbing wolf damage to livestock and pets. submitted by Idaho and Montana require delisted wolves to
DOW fiRei mbur sement 0 be protected on all public and private property in each
The highly publicized program by Defenders of state, subject only to the unlikely event of witnessing a
Wildlife (DOW) to compensate ranchers for comed probable wolf attack.
livestock losses was simply bait used to get ranchers to Unless the special predator classification is
accept living with wolves until wolf numbers increased. r est ored in Il dahodés plan, \
The necessity for discovering a carcass and having WSof imminent threat to life or property, will be limited to
specialists examine it within 24 hours effectively prevents restricted seasons, areas and bag limits. In an interview
compensation in mosases. published in the June 20, 2004 edition of The Idaho
Also, a joint cooperative study, involving the Statesman, IDFG Large Carnivore Coordinator Steve
University of Idaho, Wildlife Services and the Nez Perce Nadeau ignored the documented loss of 57 percent of the
Tribe, on the impacts of wolf predation to cattle on summer northern Yellowstone elk herd since wolves were
grazing allotments in Lemhi County provided disturbing introduced there.
conclusions. The study indieat that for every calf killed He blamed the declining elk reporte¢ Idaho
by wolves and found by the rancher, as many as 5.7 outdoorsmen in areas where wolves are thick on the theory
additional wolf kills may have occurred without ever being that wolves have trained the elk not to reveal their
detected. presence. Nadeau ignored the significant reduction in deer
Who Will Compensate? and el k on snow covered Wwi
DOW is already reneging on its commitment to research is needed befdtee agency (IDFG) can justify
compensate all ranchers for livestoclsdes by claiming killing wolves to help el k.
that many substandard federal ranges allow cattle and Wyoming Wolf Plan
sheep producers to exist where they could not otherwise Despite the criticism o
make a profit. It is actively pursuing removal of some both Idaho and Montana, it is the only plan based on best
historical grazing allotments with FS and BLM and available science and facts. Ten of 11 wolf biologists

advising some ranchetisey will not be compensated. endorsed the Bh which exactly follows the guidelines
Mechds article points castablishedibaNMechndis Wolb Zofhing praposdd.e r s
continue to increase and expand their territory to include It sets aside 2,534,800 acres of National Park lands

all rural farming and ranching areas, both environmental where wolves will be totally protected and 2,043,520 acres
groups and government agencies are reluctant to pay forof wilderness areas where wolves will be classified as
increaing losses to livestock. Increased Kkiling of trophy animals with regulated take. In the rest of the state,
livestock and pets also increases public resistance towolves will initially be managed as a predatorless the

wolves and he predicted a return to thepodf recovery number of packs there fall below sevelm that event the
era unless protection of wolves in agricultural/residential predator classification will be eliminated in the wolf Data
areas is removed when they are detis Analysis Unit wiich will be enlarged, if necessary.

Wolf Management Zoning The written FWS rejection of the Wyoming Plan

Mech said that since some populations of wolves was based solely on potential objections from extremist
are flourishing in locations where they are not causinggr oups and from Ed Bangs wl
livestock damage, these areas should be zoned as protectestatus will make the delisting process more contentious,
areas. If wolf killing is allowed in the rest of the territory, expensi ve and fill ed with ha
Mech theorized that those moving through the unprotected filed a complaint against the Interior Department and FWS
areas at night would stand a reasonable chance of survival. on April 22, 2004 to force FWS to accept the plan.
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Degree of

Danger

by Georg Dovel

During the years | lived in the Idaho Primitive
Area | experienced five encounters with eight mountain
lions that were not pursued by dogs or caught in a trap.
Although all but one of them moved out of sight in typical
wild feline fashion, nonealisplayed any fear of me or of
others with me.

In that period, encountering even one Idaho lion in
a lifetime was considered extremely rare. Now, after 33
years of protection as a big game animal with strict limits
on female lion harvest, lion encountease no longer
considered newsworthy in the rural county where | live.

n trapped by Jess Taylor in
the ldaho Primitive area before lions were given big game status.

Following 199293 winter big game losses, Boise
Co u rstdeed population reached record lows. Lone
yearling lions that could not find a deer to kill and were
incapable of kiling adult elk, began killing smaller
animals, including domestic livestock and pets. Cougar
sightings became much more common througjtioes state.

Metropolitan Lions

From September 2003 through April of this year,
The Idaho Statesmapublished a number of news items
concerning two dozen reported sightings of lions within the
Boise city limits. Carriers refused to hand deliver
newspaperdo homes in a subdivision and some parents
were forced to drive their children to school for fear they
might be attacked waiting for the school bus.

TheStatesmap ar r ot ed |

DFG off

the encounters were
habitato and estimated
dozen cougars in the Treas
say theyo6re surprised we
one of the big cats. o

Although IDFG Director Steve Huffaker and

Region 3 Wildlie Manager Jon Rachael said F&G policy
is to catch and kill any lion that is not just passing through,

after multiple sightings in the same location for five
months they still had not captured any lions. Each time
they investigated a new sighting, the lidtvad already
returned to cover and could not be located without dogs.

On March 5, 2003 IDFG hired a hound hunter to
locate and tree a I#honthold lion that had been hit by a
vehicle on Warm Springs Avenue in Boise. Once the lion
wasitreedo in a culvert it
none of the other lions were removed from the Boise area.

F&G Bologist Neil Johnson claimed the lions have
always been there but said the recent killing and mauling of
two bicycle riders in Califmia caused Boiseans to begin
noticing them. Experienced lion hunters disagree and point
out that rapidly increasing wolf numbers in Boise County
are forcing more lions to move to more densely populated
areas in Ada County to get away from the wolves.

Feds Dondét Confirm Wolf

Back in JanuaryStatesmamnvironmental reporter
Rocky Barker interviewed federal Wolf Recovery
Coordinator Carter Niemeyer concerning three packs of
wolves that have reportedly been seen in the Boise
foothills.  Despite the ightings, Niemeyer said no
(depredation) complaints had been filed so FWS made no
effort to confirm the wolyv
to have the man hours to f

The Statesmarpublished editorials praising the
fact tha Boise has lions on the Green Belt and wolves in
the foothills and denounced the 2001 Legislative request
for t he feds to remove W
necessary. o I't published F
which listed these dangers from the daling species:

i Mount at will dttdclo mumans and pets;
black bearg will attack if provoked; coyoté can attack
pets and kidsvhen they get used to people feeding thém
and i vanlattack pets 0 The transp
ignore unprovoked wblattacks on humans, especially
children, reflects the hidden agenda of this agency and its
supporters in the urban media.

The following information reflects extensive
research and many years of personal experience with large
and small predators. It istanded to replace the biased
information that is currently circulated, with facts about the

potentia] risksaf fajlingatd propearicgntrol four common

W

C

b e c @ru s epre@aiprs that pogea thegat to hunang, liviesiogktandpetss
there

Lierally thousanésadf Ihymana eneounters migh|
thesespredatois neyey reach amewspaper. Hundreds maoy

h aake enever trecaidgdy by avildiifey hiotpgist/statisticgns rande

other authors, whose research efforts are necessarily
limited to government agencies, the urban media and
eyewitness accounts. Withthisrmi nd | et 6 s e x
facts about the history of predator/human conflicts.
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Expanding Mountain Lion Populations They typically hunted along the trails from dusk

During the first twethirds of the 28 century until dawn, which resulted in that Iogj declared the period
predator populationgere strictly controlled throughout the  when humans are most at risk from lion attadkbile that
lower 48 states, and mountain lions were no exception. In may have been accurate in the study area, a significant
1969 wildlife biologists estimated there were only 6,500 number of the recorded lion attacks on humans and pets
mountain lions in the entire U.S. Ten years ago, in 1994, actually occurred during the day.
biologists estimated the U.S. lion poatibn had reached The few lion encounters | hav experienced
31,00050,000 and was still increasing. without dogs occurred from dawn to mid afternoon. They

When lions, wolves, coyotes and other predators included a small female that two of my sons and | observed
had been hunted, trapped, snared and poisoned for severdtilling a yearling mule deer buck on the Middle Fork of the
generations the survivors learned to avoid humans, as didSalmon River on January 15, 1972.
their offspring. This, combinedith an abundance of prey,
created a scenario where attacks on humans by these
predators became extremely rare.

U.S. and European wildlife biologists published
reports of 52 injuries and 17 deaths resulting from
mountain lion attacks in the U.S. and Caadcbm 1890
2001. Other more complete sources covering that same
period list several hundred incidents involving 22 deaths
and numerous injuries ranging from minor to serious
requiring reconstructive surgery.

Regardless of which source you choose, the
majority of attacks, injuries and deaths from lions in the
last 114 years have occurred during just the last 14 years
and the frequency of attacks continues to increase. Lions
have been allowed to expand far beyond the capability of
their prey, causing theno tkill more livestock, domestic
animals, pets and. e.m occasmngl human to survive. Cougar are equipped to kill deer by biting the neck and gripping

Not surprisingly, twethirds of the fatal attacks  yntilthe vertebrae separate and the spinal cord is severed.
were launched against children, many by young lions less
than two years old. Both yearling and adult lions have We first saw the lion crossing the corner of an
attacked md seriously injured or killed both men and open flat 100 yards beyond several deer, and disappear intc
women, including a mother and another woman who died a draw (ravine). The young buck headed up an opge sl

defending children. between us and the draw for about 10 minutes and the lion
$2 million awarded to lion victim suddenly burst out of the draw running toward the deer
In 1986 a lion attack on ayearold California girl (and us) at a high rate of speed.
in a regional park resulted in a $2 million cowtdgment The deer changed directions twice in its effort to

against Orange County for not posting warnings about avoid the lion and the lion instantly reacted, switghits
cougars that were known to be frequenting the area. Thetail like a rudder in the new direction and abruptly
girl, now 23, survived but remains blind in one eye and changing its course. We later paced the distance from the
partially paralyzed as a result of the attack. ravine to the point of impact as 109 feet and found the cat
The finnate featedtofargeh u el fef ne saté df tratkd in the snow.
predators by IDFG and@he Idaho Statesman a figment The deer was unable to avoid theuade as the cat
of the imagination of pe o pHit#andtheawb elid 3D et po& Btdpiinghe Snowwirsthe I
gained from personal experience. Wariness, like naturall i onds teeth sunk into the
camouflage, is a behavioral trait that species inherit. But appearing to change its original grip the lion dragged the
fear of humanss a learned behavior, which replaces the deer several yards and then lay down, continuing to bite.
natural curiosity displayed by wild creatures that have Later, when | inserted my finger into a single
never been exposed to humans. canine tooth wound in the front edge of one shoulder, |
In a threeyear California study completed on found three bone fragments aboutiri¢h long that had
December 31, 2003, 15 lions in the vicinity of a state park broken from the vertebrae under continued pressure from
were radiecollared ad tracked to learn their dailly t he l ionds |jaws. Mgd lionn i
movement. They remained concealed during the day 100biologists to discard their theory that lions killed deer by
yards or so away from the trails used by people, but moved grasping the head with their claws and breaking the neck.
closer by afternoon. Continued on page 6
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Continued from pagb Grizzly activist Timothy Treadwell, who spent 12

| included the foregoing incident to illustrate my summers living among grizzlies in the Katmai National
opinion that it is almost impossible for a human to escape aPark in Alaska, promoted the theory that grizzlies are
l'ionbés predatory charge, amisuntiehstodd. He pullishedtaibsok appdared dn ®avidl
neck area has helped some attack victims to survive. Letterman and was the consultant for a Dismeie, all
Attacks generally resultni severe damage to the head, of whi ch fAhumani zedo the be

which the lion usually grasps to drag its victim. He solicited donations to support his work, which
In 1991 an 18earold boy was attacked by a he ¢l ai med protected decl ir
mountain lion while jogging during high school track b| adder 0 poacher s. Al aska
practice in Idaho Springs, Colorado. The lion was found s ai d spor adi c poac hsiknagd si s3n5
three days later stifeeding on the boy. grizzlies. In Katmai Preserve, which supports the largest

Wounds in the boyds f or eoadentrationhod grigzites ia the wodldh onky,13 eases of
torn up brush over a | ar g e suspected poschirigihdvée lsedn dbchntentdd dnythe pasts3
to defend himself until the lion finally severed a jugular years.

vein and carotid artery. Events leading up to this attack Treadwell, 46, and his girlfriend, 3/&arold Amie
will be discussed in the summary at the end of this article. Huguenard, wre attacked and killed by a 1,6p6und
Bears Alaska grizzly last October. Most bona fide experts agree

Black bear attacks on humans result in more injuries but that mountain lions and grizzlies are not compatible with
fewer deaths than grizzly/brown bear attacks. Relatively civilization and should be killed when they invade human

few of the norfatal attacks are reported. settlements.

Through 2001,recorded black bear attack on Coyotes
humans averaged only 25 per year with an average of only Coyotes have expandetheir historical range to
one fatal attack every three years. include most of the lower 48 states and Alaska. Although

Grizzly bears are a different story. Grizzly/Brown nonrabid predatory coyote attacks on humans result in
bear attacks are responsible for the highest annual humarrelatively few deaths, they are currently considered a
death rate from large predators in North America significant menace to children in urban areas from Cape
| have observed and photographed grizzlies in Codto California.
Alaska, Wyoming and two Canadian Provinces, taking
some <chances that I | ater realized were foolish.
watched them chasing cow elk in May, quickly closing the
distance and dropping a preghant cow witingle blow.

The coyote ta versatile predator that has expanded its historical
range to include the eastern United States and Alaska.

The recent increase in the number of reported
predatory coyote attacks on children in southern California
is being blamed on the drought, which limits their food

Hollywood films showing a trained grizzly bear supply. In every incident during the pastot months,
lumbering after a running human are a fantasy. Grizziespar ent s or nei ghbors have
easily outrun elk and deer, crossing streams and otherhave been able to beat or pry the coyote loose from its
obstacles without even breaking stride. victim.

Thls female grlzzly bawled and E:harged Rob Donley whllé He was
photographing her, lunging at his feet as he climbed a tree.



