USFWS - Comment on The USFWS Rule - To Delist the Grizzly Bear From
ESA Protection.

May 9, 2016

The Rule to Delist the Grizzly Bear from protection pursuant to the Endangered
Species act was published in the Federal Register 81(48): 13174-13227;
additional related materials was obtained from the Service’s web site under
Docket no. FWs-R6-ES-2016-0042: FXES111309000000C6-156-FF09E42000.
These additional materials include the Draft 2016 Conservation Strategy plus
appendices (hereafter the CS) and the Draft Grizzly Bear Recovery Plan
Supplement: Revised Demographic Criteria (hereafter the RP).

Together, these materials comprise over 675 pages; 54 pages are triple column,
9-point font. The Rule provides a mere 60 days within which to submit any
comments. | oppose this limited, albeit too short period of time, for the public to
review such a large amount of highly complicated material. 1 object that | have
not been allowed more time to participate fully in this process. In fact you have
denied me the opportunity to fully participate in this process. Concurrently within
this same 60 day period | was allowed only limited time to review and comment
on the MOA and the Wyoming Game and Fish Department Grizzly Bear
Management Plan.

| preface this comment with grave concern, | believe from scientific review that
the Grizzly Bear in the GYE/GYA is far from recovered and on the decline due to
habitat change, which is related to the climate. | oppose de-listing the Grizzly
Bear from ESA Protection due to lost food sources, which has resulted in a
forced march of the Grizzly Bear mainly south and southeast into
Wyoming. This is an expansion of habitat into unsafe territory in search of
food and not the population growth expansion, which is loudly purported,
while not scientifically supported.

The PCA carrying capacity for the Grizzly Bear has declined substantially
due to depleted essential Grizzly Bear food. The traditional foods of import
for the Grizzly Bear, particularly in terms of the caloric value for
reproduction are: elk, bison, cutthroat trout, whitebark pine and army
cutworm moths. The PCA lost a significant amount of those foods other
than the army cutworm moth, of which many sites naturally occur outside
of the PCA, and in turn has turn the Grizzly Bear has turned to meat and
livestock as ultimately the elk populations are drastically reduced due to
climatic conditions, limited snow pack for forage, predation and also
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mismanagement, issuing too many cow/calf tags to hunters for too long,
both in Montana wherein admitted by Ron Asheim, of Montana Fish,
Wildlife and Parks for Region 3 and in Wyoming where WGFD complicit
with USFWS and GTNP continue to reduce the Jackson Elk Herd in
violation of NEPA and the Bison Elk Management Plan 2007 ROD.

Fact: The government for the most part admits that the Yellowstone grizzly
population has not increased much if at all since the early 2000’s. The latest
official claim is no increase in population in 15 years. While the population
remained static the distribution increased by 30-40% again mainly east and
southeast into Wyoming. The same number of bears spread over a larger area
beginning in about 2,000. Density is determined by the number of bears divided
by the extent of their distribution. Clearly density has not increased.

This also requires a look at the death rate, which is the number of deaths divided
by the number of live bears for a given period.

There has been and increase in the deaths of both males and females at the
same time that the population has remained static or fiat.

In addition the death rate has been increasing at an alarming rate of 9-11% per
annum from 2002-2011.

See:
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These triptyches of graphs each repeat the same trend lines for total grizzly bear
deaths (the top red line), differentiating those from natural causes (bottom red
line). The gray lines show trends in numbers of elk in the ecosystem (left),
numbers of cutthroat trout in Yellowstone Lake (middle), and levels of drought
(according to the Palmer Drought Index, inverted). (Graph Courtesy of Dr. David
Mattson)

The trends are striking. Deaths started to increase at about the same time as we
began to see major declines in trout and elk numbers. The sharp uptick in deaths
starting around 2007 further correlates with major declines in availability of pine
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seeds. We can explain over 70% of the annual variation in numbers of grizzly
bear deaths in Yellowstone simply on the basis of food availability. As simple as
that, and in stark contradiction to the government’s assertion that food has
played no role.

The whitebark pine loss factor:

Grizzly bears made a major shift to eating more meat in compensation for losing
pine seeds—and while meat is an energy-rich nutritious food, there are two big
problems with meat. First, wild meat on the hoof has declined substantially (e.g.,
elk), which leaves bears scrambling for other sources. Second, meat is a
particularly hazardous food for bears when it brings them into contact with
hostile, albeit claiming to be frightened, (scared) and well-armed people...which
is precisely what's happened since roughly 2007. Meat as a food source exposes
the Grizzly Bear to more humans and eighty-percent of all dead adult bears were
killed by a human.

The graph below, also courtesy of Dr. David Mattson, shows trends in numbers
of grizzly bears killed by humans because of conflicts associated with meat (the
red dots), with numbers killed by big game hunters in the top graph and numbers
killed because of conflicts over livestock in the bottom. Parenthetically, hunter
kills have increased at the same time that numbers of hunters afield have
declined (the gray dots), with lethal encounters often arising from surprise
encounters or because bears are contesting possession of a hunter-killed elk. So
there is no particular mystery about where bears are increasingly turning to find
meat; its livestock, largely on the ecosystem’s periphery, in areas only recently
colonized by bears and it is because they are looking for food. The government
technocrats fail to acknowledge a connection between loss of pine seeds and the
hazardous consequences of eating more meat.

Figure2. The graph below shows trends in numbers of grizzly bears killed (the
red dots) in conflicts with hunters (top) and over livestock (bottom). The gray dofs
at top further illustrate the declining numbers of hunters afield in Yellowstone and
the pink dots at bottom, numbers of livestock-related conflicts, as such. The black
dotted lines illustrate the terminal decline in abundance of whitebark pine seeds
that began around 2007.
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What does all of this indicate in terms of science and common sense?

The Grizzly Bear,
carrying capacity in the Yellowstone ecosystem, is declining, and has declined

since the mid-1990s, triggering a spread of the grizzly bear population out over
an ever-larger area in search of food. Declines in carrying capacity, largely in the
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core of the ecosystem, commenced with losses of elk and cutthroat trout, were
amplified by a period of drought during 19998-2009, and further escalated by
declines in availability of whitebark pine seeds beginning around 2006. These
losses triggered an increase in death rates that has been amplified in recent
years by an increasing reliance of bears on meat in situations that bring them into
contact with intolerant and well-armed people. As a consequence, the population
has reached a tipping point. Future prospects are not good.

This is a population of grizzly bears that's in trouble. Now is not the time to
lessen protections and contemplate any increases in mortality—certainly not to
accommodate the motivations of those who want to trophy hunt Yellowstone’s
grizzly bears or the alleged wildlife managers aka Wyoming Game and Fish
Department, who claim that trophy hunting the Grizzly Bear is the only way to be
reimbursed for all the cost of contributing to the cost of Grizzly Bear recovery. In
fact it is explained below. That is simply the only way WGFD chooses to be
reimbursed, there are other more appropriate avenues to funding which are more
aligned with promoting continued grizzly bear recovery, conservation and
adequate regulatory mechanisms conservation strategy.

In terms of discussing “The Rule” and Grizzly Bear foods and availability a study
and discussion of the integration of hazards with nutrition needs to occur if for no
other reason than the overwhelming evidence for variation of the hazards
incurred by adults when using foods of otherwise similar nutritional quality: e.g.,
much lower for bears eating whitebark pine seeds and trout compared to bears
consuming a diet of meat from ungulates, or any other food that brings bears
near and into conflict with people.

At a minimum, the Service needs to differentiate major grizzly bear foods
according to some sort of matrix that distinguishes high-quality foods entailing
characteristically high hazards from high-quality foods entailing characteristically
low hazards, and furthermore differentiate whether the hazards are born primarily
by dependent young, independent bears (adults and adolescents), or both. This
latter distinction is important to any assessment because 80-90% of all
independent-aged grizzlies die from human-related causes and many dependent
young, orphaned by hunters, are left in the field attempting to nurse dead mom,
to die a slow arduous death rather than be counted mortality. See Appendix, A
which includes a sampling of sows killed by hunters with cubs left to die
uncounted in the mortality reports maintained by IGBST study team.

The Service fails to adequately frame and address the many environmental
changes that have occurred in Yellowstone’s grizzly bear range during the last 15
years. As a result, the Service has no basis for judging the effects of any single
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change, including loss of whitebark pine.

Also, the Service has failed to address in any sort of integrated way the effects of
on-going increases in use of army cutworms and the sites where these insects
aggregate; the effects of losing virtually all of the cutthroat trout spawning in
streams tributary to Yellowstone Lake since the mid-1990s; the effects of major
declines in most elk and some bison herds, also since the mid-1990s; the effects
of a severe drought between 1998 and 2008; the effects of a short-term masking
trend towards increased per tree cone crops on whitebark pine since roughly
1997; increasing exploitation of livestock and the remains of hunter-killed elk
since roughly 2006; and the extent to which trout losses, ungulate herd declines,
losses of whitebark pine, increases in cone crops, increases in availability of
moths, and putative increases in bear density were highly correlated in time,
sometimes in space, and sometimes as an interaction of both. This multitude of
tangled effects probably constitutes as severe an analytic challenge as any
analysts have faced trying to divine cause and effect in an ecological system.
This is a quote from Dr. David Mattson.

The Service repeatedly states in both the Rule and the CS that maintenance of a
select number of GIS-delineated spatial habitat attributes at 1998 levels within
the PCA will insure that rates of human-caused mortality will be no higher in the
future than those that occurred during roughly 1988-1998. These spatial
attributes include road densities, the extent of areas >500m away from human
infrastructure (so-called “secure” habitat), and numbers of livestock allotments.
Likewise, the Service argues in its many claims for the efficacies of its ESA-
mandated management that declines in human |ethality were a result of better
garbage management, food storage, and education.

In truth, bear mortalities resulting from conflicts with elk hunters have
skyrocketed since roughly 2007, again, mostly located in what the Service is
calling “secure” habitat. And with absolutely no adequate regulatory mechanisms
in place to deter hunter causes mortality through proper forensic investigation
and prosecution. See below.

The Service needs to account in its habitat management prescriptions for all of
the social and dietary changes since 1998 that have resulted in increased
exposure of grizzly bears to human hazards synchronous with no net change (or
increase) in livestock allotments and human infrastructure. Or to put this way, the
service needs be thoroughly account for climate changes as per Executive
Orders. This results in the understanding that changes in cub and yearling
survival rates can be explained by changes in foraging behaviors of female bears
due to lost food sources, whitebark pine seeds from drought conditions and
cutthroat trout also from warming waters and climate change, and without
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needing to resort to poorly conceptualized and unsubstantiated claims regarding
density. Survival rates of cubs and yearlings have probably declined simply
because adult female grizzlies are eating more meat and incurring substantially
more hazards for their dependent offspring; hazards primarily, but not solely,
related to increasing odds of predation by other adult bears and wolves and
hunters who currently have no legal deterrent or adequate regulatory mechanism
to prevent killing the Grizzly Bear in their midst and claiming “Self-Defense”.

The Service needs to upgrade it conceptualization of density effects; recognize
deficiencies in the science it currently invokes to justify its density-related
arguments; adopt, instead, the best available science; and, finally, realize that
changes in demography and trend of Yellowstone’s grizzly bear population are
almost certainly a result of changes in food availability, diet, carrying capacity,
and distributions—not increasing densities and presumed “density-dependent”
effects.

The Services needs to account for the declining elk populations, throughout the
GYE. It cannot be ignored. They can claim that the cow/calf ratio's are down due
to bear predation as they do in The RULE and ignore their own, USFWS and
WGFD actions in decimating the Jackson Elk Herd and the Grand Teton National
Park summering etk herd with continued type 6 cow/calf tags in the face of low
cow/calf ratios and drastic population decline. There is no attempt with WGFD
and USFWS to manage the Jackson Elk Herd to meet their own population
segment objectives in the 2007-ROD. There is certainly no concern in
maintaining the habitat by protection the elk herds for bear biology and ecology
e.g. food. Also, wolves have been and will probably continue to be a detrimental
feature of Yellowstone’s grizzly bear habitat, thereby constituting a threat; and
the Service at the IGBST meeting in Jackson last fall admitted to the Public that
wolf predation has very likely played a part in very real declines in spring carrion,
especially because of selection by wolves for the older and weaker elk that
almost certainly would have otherwise died overwinter and been available to
female grizzlies as carrion. The IGBST admits there is far fewer carrion from
ungulates on the landscape for the Grizzly Bear spring food, also due to fewer
ungulates in general. That is not rocket science but common sense and my
observation. As a bottom line, weight of evidence supports concluding that
natural predation on especially cubs and yearlings has increased at the same
time that survival rates of these younger bears has substantially declined, all with
demonstrable effects on population growth rate. As such, weight of evidence
would support concluding that natural predation does, in fact, pose a “threat” to
the population, especially given that weight of evidence further supports

~
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the population, especially given that weight of evidence further supports
concluding that increases in natural predation and human mortality are due
primarily to a deteriorating environment—shifts in diet driven by losses of key
foods such as whitebark pine seeds.

in Short, The Service, In This Rule, inflates estimated population size and trends
with high estimates of survival rates for male and female bear, 2+ years of age.
These inflated survival rates are insensitive to rapidly changing conditions.
Together these failings result in the methodological threat to the Yellowstone
Grizzly Bear population. | oppose the Rule because it is based on faulty facts and
science.

In the comment on this CS | include my comment on the Wyoming Game and
Fish Department Grizzly Bear Plan due to time limits, | do not have time to fully

and meaningfully participate in the public process, and the fact that the
conservation strategy in the WGFD -GBP is modeled after the USFWS - CS.
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In this CS comment | include in appendix 1a, grizzly bear mortality
reports maintained by the IGBST, including a number of sows with
cubs shot by hunters with little if any action by WGFD or USFWS,
Self-Defense has its own special category in both the WGFD-GBMP
CS and USFWS -CS.

Also in terms of the adequacy of regulatory mechanisms presently in
place to conserve the Grizzly Bear, it is apparent little if any action is
taken against the mistaken ID hunter. WGFD and the USFWS do not
have Regulatory Mechanisms in place, which are adequate to protect
the Grizzly Bear from mortality due to hunters. The regulations are
void of detail in terms of a deterrent and in terms of legal aid and
direction for the potential prosecution. Importantly in terms of the
USFWS, the “McKittrick Policy” promoted by the DOJ when
Wyoming Governor Mead was at the Helm in 1998, precludes the
DOJ and USFWS from investigating and prosecuting mistaken ID
Grizzly Bear killings by a hunter. It usurps ESA Protection for the
Grizzly Bear. This McKittrick Policy over-rides the ESA prescriptions
for prosecution and deprives the bear killed by mistaken ID the
protection of prosecution and the corresponding deterrence of
prosecution. This is addressed in the Comment on Regulatory
Mechanisms in the CS below.

Further at the Grizzly Bear Plan (GBP-WGFD) meeting in Jackson
WY on April 5, 2016 WGFD through Dan Thompson state that the
PCA, Core recovery area is experiencing far fewer conflicts than the
more populated areas of expansion. Thompson said it is not because
there are fewer bear in the PCA it is because of all the work that has
been accomplished to remove and abate the conflict attractant. Al
that work is a success. | have debated above in my comment on The
Rule the reduced carrying capacity of the PCA with three of the main
food sources necessary for reproduction nearly if not thoroughly
depleted and the 4™ not found in the PCA. Lets assume for the sake
of argument that the Thompson statement to the public is true, the
bear are densely populated in the PCA and the conflict is down
because of all that the Grizzly Bear Managers for Recovery have
learned and instituted in the last 40 years. What did you learn? What
deterrent action did you learn? No garbage yes, anything else? You
state to the Public at the Jackson GBP Meeting on April 5, 2016 that
you were right in there the USFWS to manage the grizzly bear to
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alleged recovery and you are now a team of professionals ready to
manage the bear. Where is what you have learned to protect the
Grizzly Bear from human contact and conflict? What is your
conservation strategy in this regard? It is not in this outline of a plan
in both USFWS CS and WGFD-GBMP. At page 25 of the GBP-
WGFD you state that IGBST 2006 report includes 33
recommendations to abate human grizzly bear conflict. What are they
and where are they incorporated into this GBP-WGFD?

The Comment includes Appendix 1, which is just a sampling of 50
Grizzly Bear Mortality Reports maintained by the IGBST from 1988-
2014. The reports are separated into categories. 1a Grizzly bear
many sows with cubs killed by hunter in alleged self-defense, 1b
Sows with cubs killed by hunters with the cubs left on the landscape
to die a slow tortuous death rather than counted mortality, 1c Bears
killed by hunters at bear bait sites, 1d Bears killed by hunters in
mistaken ID, 1e Removal Deaths, 1f Prosecution refusal by County
Attorneys, 1g The snare death trapping of a cub by US official,
intended wolf trap.

On a number of these mortality reports | have asked what did you
learn? Where is what you have learned in the USFWS-CS and the
GBP-WGFD in terms of Grizzly Bear Conservation Management?

COMMENT ON BOTH CS:

The plan is generalized in language and lacks detail concerning

intentions and management practices. It is only an outline and a
very incomplete outline of management potential. It is not a plan
of any context or meaning.

The plan includes Appendix Il: Regulatory Mechanisms Related to
Grizzly Bear Management in Wyoming. (W.S. Sec. 23-1-103) is
quoted as stating: “For the purpose of this act, all wildlife is the
properly of the state. It is the purpose of this act and policy of the
state to provide an adequate and flexible system of control,
propagation, management, protection and regulation of all
Wyoming Wildlife. For the record, the state is the people of the
state of Wyoming. It is not WGFD, nor is it the Governor of the State
of Wyoming. It is the people of Wyoming. This plan is drafted as if
you are the State according to W.S. Sec. 23-1-103. States have a
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trust responsibility to manage public resources including wildiife for
the Benefit of the Public for whom they belong. This is in your WGFD
Mission Statement.

At the Cheyenne Meeting Grizzly Bear Plan, Dan Tompkins’s advised
that WGFD manages according to the North American Model. He
can’t really be concerned with economics and what value the live
Grizzly Bear has to the general economy. That is not his area. If you
truly embrace the N American Model be admonished it applies to all
N Americans even the non-hunter as conservationist and friend of the
wild. There is a place for all in conservation according to the North
American Model:

History

As early settlers made their way West, North America’s wildlife
populations diminished due to market-hunting and habitat loss. Many
Species were on the brink of extinction. EIk, bison, bighorn sheep,
black bears—even whitetail deer—had all but disappeared across the
country. Hunters and anglers realized they needed to set limits in
order to protect what they loved and assume responsibility for the
stewardship of our natural resources.

Hunters like Theodore Roosevelt and George Bird Grinnell rallied
fellow sportsmen. They pushed for hunting requlations and
established conservation groups to protect habitat.

Basic Principles

Their efforts are the backbone of the North American Wildlife
Conservation Model. The model has two basic principles — that our
fish and wildlife belong to all Americans, and that they need to be
managed in a way that their populations will be sustained forever.
The principles of the North American Wildlife Conservation Model are
explained more fully through a set of guidelines known as the Seven
Sisters for Conservation.

Sister #1 — Wildlife is Held in the Public Trust In North America,
natural resources and wildlife on public lands are managed by
government agencies to ensure that current and future generations
always have wildlife and wild places to enjoy.

Sister #2 — Prohibition on Commerce of Dead

Wildlife Commercial hunting and the sale of wildlife are prohibited to
ensure the sustainability of wildlife populations.

Lt
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Sister #3 — Democratic Rule of Law Hunting and fishing laws are
created through the public process where everyone has the
opportunity and responsibility to develop systems of wildlife
conservation and use.

Sister #4 — Hunting Opportunity for All Every citizen has an
opportunity, under the law, to hunt and fish in the United States and
Canada.

Sister #5 — Non-Frivolous Use In North America, individuals may
legally kill certain wild animals under strict guidelines for food and fur,
self-defense and property protection. Laws restrict against the casual
killing of wildlife merely for antlers, horns or feathers.

Sister #6 — International Resources Wildlife and fish migrate freely
across boundaries between states, provinces and countries. Working
fogether, the United States and Canada jointly coordinate wildlife and
habitat management strategies. The Migratory Bird Treaty Act of
1918 demonstrates this cooperation between countries to protect
wildlife. The Act made it illegal to capture or kill migratory birds,
except as allowed by specific hunting regulations.

Sister #7 — Scientific Management Sound science is essential to
managing and sustaining North America’s wildlife and habitats. For
example, researchers put radio collars on elk to track the animals’
movements to determine where elk give birth and how they react to
motor vehicles on forest roads.

What do we learn from the Seven Sisters in regard to this CS Plan
WGFD and USFWS? 1. Wildiife is held in Public Trust so the present
and future generations shall always have wildlife and wild places to
enjoy. 2. No Commerce of Wildlife. 3. Democratic Rule of Law, laws
are created through the public process where everyone, not just
hunters and ranchers, have the opportunity and responsibility to
develop systems of wildlife conservation and use. 4. Hunting
opportunity for all with the caveat of 5. Non-Frivolous Use in North
America, individuals may legally kill certain wild animals under
strict guidelines for food and fur, self-defense and property
protection. Law restricts against casual killing of wildlife merely for
antlers, horns or feathers. Rhetorically, in this regard killing the
Grizzly Bear for head, hide and claws is questioned.

The statement by WGFD Personnel on April 7, 2015 GBP-WGFD
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meeting that they Manage pursuant to the N American Model and
cannot be bothered with other public interests in the Grizzly Bear
Plan- CS such as the economics involved with tourism and the
enjoyment of all the folks traveling here to see a Grizzly Bear totally
controverts the N American Model. Pursuant to that model all citizens
and all citizen interest are embraced in the model with opportunity for
meaningful public process as it relates to conservation standards in
regard to each citizen’s interest in how to enjoy and appreciate the
wildlife and habitat. Also under sister 5, individuals may kill certain
wild animals under strict guidelines for food and fur and for self-
defense and property protections.

This GBP-WGFD is totally remiss in terms of the fifth sister. This plan
does not detail the strict guidelines for killing a Grizzly Bear legally.
The plan definitely fails and WGFD has failed for decades to
delineate the strict rules as to when an individual can kill a Grizzly
Bear in Self-Defense. This includes the USFWS and is addressed in
more detail below.

At best it can be argued this GBP-WGFD and USFWS-CS provides
an adequate and flexible system of control in assessing the grizzly
bear population segments. | am left with the question, what is
adequate? If a judge told me [ had just done an adequate job for my
client, | would be concerned. That means my work product had been
marginal and | would know that | had not performed well or done
enough for my client. Adequate is not enough for professional
service. It is not even okay. How do you define adequate? At the
outset your goal to be “adequate” is a failing disappointment. It
intends a marginal job and only what is absolutely necessary in terms
of minimal population numbers. | am left with the conclusion from
reading both plans that adequate and flexible is indeed no plan at all.
It is vague and ultimately meaningless. It is generalized in language
and lacks crucial conservation standards. This is an opportunity lost.
The opportunity to manage a very fragile species, one that is isolated;
genetic viability a key factor in management, one that is at a minimal
population level at the outset, one that breeds on average only every
three years by a sow who is not of age to reproduce until 5 years.
One that is keenly fragile due to climate and habitat change, with
three of the four key food sources necessary for fat stores and
ultimately reproduction gone or on a drastic decline. All of these
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factors are key in a real Management Plan to Conserve the Grizzly
Bear. They cannot be ignored and must be addressed to preserve the
bear population and not strain it to the point of extinction.

The GBP-WGFD and USFWS - CS would benefit from increased
detail in all aspects of the plan. There are no detailed conservation
standards, which promote a viable grizzly bear population capable of
withstanding a changing landscape, in the plan.

Demographic Recovery Criteria

Demographic Recovery Criteria are at the heart of the GBP-WGFD
and USFWS - CS. This plan fails to be about sustaining and
maintaining an alleged recovered population.

DEMOGRAPHIC RECOVERY CRITERION 1:

Criteria 1, is intended to ensure “sufficient reproduction to offset
mortality to ensure population viability.” (GBP-WGFD, p2) (I do not
have time for reference page in USFWS — CS) Hereinafter both CS
plans are discussed in terms of WGFD-GBMP.

The GBP-WGFD commits to a minimum population of 500 grizzly
bears and at least 48 females with cubs in the Demographic
Monitoring Area (DMA).

If the estimate of total population size drops below 500 or counts of
females with cubs go below 48 unduplicated females with cubs in 3
consecutive years, this criterion will not be met.” (GBP-WGFD, p3)

The problem with this is, if the estimated total population falls below
500 there is no mechanism to prevent another two-year decline.
Given a record level of known and probable mortality in 2015, if such
high levels of mortality persist, the total grizzly population could fall
precipitously within a few years, especially if hunting is instituted, as
promoted by you. At the last Grizzly Bear Committee Meeting, WGFD
Director Scott Talbott remarked, “We just need to get Grizzly Bears
de-listed so we can manage them like every other species in the
State, with a hunting season.

| have commented repeatedly and at length to WGFD and WGFC my
concern that the WGFD does not follow the conservation standards
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that are in place to protect a number of species on behalf of the
public and this includes the Grizzly Bear. In a brief recap: WGFD
does not manage the GTNP Bison Herd Reduction according to the
best science requirements in the 2007 ROD/BEMP that the herd
reduction from 1000 to 500 must include management for a sex ratio
of one cow to one bull for genetic viability. Even now regardless of
this requirement to conserve the species the WGFD promotes a
hunting season for more adult bulls (trophy) next year 2016/2017
when the cow/bull ratio is at best 2 to 1 or more. They promote this
now by counting yearling bulls who are not old enough to compete to
breed for five years. That is not science it is to sell a trophy tag at the
expense of best science, bison conservation, the public interest and
the North American Model.

When asked about this discrepant cow/bull ratio in 2014, Doug
Brimeyer, WGFD biologist advised that he thought it was just a
recommendation. Assuming for the sake of argument that it is just a
recommendation, why not follow it for the genetic viability of the
remaining herd; it is a recommendation based upon the best available
science and of course the conservation of the Bison Herd.

In regard to managing the Jackson EIk Herd at 11,000 animals with
hunting regulations to promote certain herd segment populations,
2007 ROD/BEMP, WGFD ignores the plan. WGFD now states they
never signed it and it is not their plan and they ignore their own
targeted herd segments and advocate managing the elk herd for
5,000 on the refuge knowing full well they cannot manage for 5,000
wintering on the refuge with a total 11,000 in the herd. See.
hitp://www.fws.gov/policy/library/2007/07-2773.html

... The final Plan/EIS was prepared in cooperation with

The U.S. Department of Agriculture Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service (APHIS); the U.S. Department of Agriculture
Forest Service; the Department of Interior Bureau of Land
Management (BLM); and the State of Wyoming Game and Fish
Department (WGFD). The WGFD is a cooperating agency and as
such bound by the 2007-ROD. Now, they are complicit with GTNP in
continuing an Elk Reduction in the park when the park herd
summering segment is well below target and actually counted at 700
with a target of 1600, down from 2300 animals prior to the 2007-
ROD. According to the GTNP biologist they need a better counting
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method but with other factors it could be 900-1200, great science. For
the sake of argument 1200 is not 1600. WGFD does not follow
conservation standards. In terms of the continued demise of GTNP
elk herd and the Jackson Herd in general, park elk are killed in area
78 by the 100’s, it is to the detriment of the Grizzly Bear in this region
of the DMA, because as provided in my comment on THE Rule
above, elk are a last high caloric food source and on the decline.
Should WGFD continue the elk reduction against law, regulation and
science? It is impossible to trust WGFD to manage the Grizzly Bear
with any Conservation Standards and in particular when they are not
detailed and specific. This vague and general Grizzly Bear Plan —
WGFD - CS and USFWS-CS is opposed in this regard.

Further in managing hunting to conserve the Grizzly Bear WGFD and
USFWS has already proved incapable and not concerned about
Grizzly Bear Conservation. The Biological Opinion Grizzly Bear in the
2007 ROD/BEMP described typical Grizzly Bear Behavior at the time
and spelled out when the hunt (EIk Reduction) should be reassessed
in terms of protecting the Grizzly Bear from Mortality and
Human/Bear Contact. In the event a Grizzly Bear was seen on the
NER the elk reduction on the NER was to be reassessed.

No reassessment in this regard was ever initiated. In terms of bear
behavior only one death by a hunter was expected in the park
because most of the terrain was open sage and Grizzly Bears were
not known to roam the open sage but seek the hide of the forest.

On October 14, 2014 Wyo File reported:

With regard to the ecosystem population, Fish and Wildlife said the
grizzly count stood at 593 in 2011 and was increasing or stable. It
also said grizzlies were wandering farther.

“As anticipated in the (Elk and Bison Management Plan) grizzly bear
distribution and numbers in the south end of the Park appear to have
increased,” Fish and Wildlife said. “Since 2007 several grizzly bears
have been observed seeking out gut piles left on the landscape
during the (elk reduction program) on Park lands and just recently on
Refuge lands. It is likely grizzly bears will continue this behavior,
resulting in a relatively high risk of hunter-grizzly bear contacts as
long as the (Grand Teton Elk Reduction Program) is necessary.”
Grand Teton's senior wildlife biologist Steve Cain has said the hunt
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will be needed as long as elk are fed in winter on the adjacent
National Elk Refuge.

In addition The Biological Opinion, 2007-ROD BEMP only allowed for
the death of two grizzly bear, incidental take from BTNF through
2015, long before the questionable decision of USFWS to remove the
incidental take in BTNF from the BEMP Biological Opinion Grizzly
Bear, that take of two grizzly bear by hunters had been exceeded.
Yet no action was taken by you or any agency to conserve the Grizzly
Bear from Mortality by hunters. USFWS and WGFD have not
managed to conserve the Grizzly Bear according to the Biological
Opinion of the BEMP, 2007-ROD and have in fact violated the
conservation strategies and recommendations and requirements in
the Biological Opinion Grizzly Bear. Again | have read every mortality
report maintained by the IGBST from 1988 through 2014, while | do
not have time to fully augment this comment | have counted the dead
in the Grizzly Bear by Hunters in the BTNF is excess of two prior to
the 2013 change in allowable take.

Clearly, when the Grizzly appeared to eat gut piles in the open sage
brush flats of Antelope Flats, GTNP, in or about 2011 or earlier and
continuing every year since with expansion into the neighboring areas
as the elk reduction has expanded to neighborhoods adjacent to
ranches in area 78, also where the Grizzly were not expected to
appear in the Biological Opinion BEMP, the elk reduction hunt should
have been reassessed in terms of Grizzly Bear behavior/conservation
and the potential for Grizzly Human-Contact. This reassessment was
never conducted by GTNP, NER or WGFD and to the demise and in
the opinion of 100’s of thousands of people the tragic death of bear
760 at the hand of his alleged protector WGFD and with the nod of
USFWS. He was killed for doing precisely what WGFD and the
USFWS habituated him to do; eat dead animals and gut piles in the
open sagebrush flats while people watched. See Exhibit A attached
and incorporated herein by reference, his mortality report.

The death of bear 760, grandson of famed bear 399, exemplifies the
many failings in this plan and the huge concern of many that WFGD
management of the Grizzly Bear pursuant to the USFWS-CS shall be
the end of any recovery of the species.

Why? 1. The Biologicai Opinion Grizzly Bear, 2007-ROD BEMP was
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ignored in terms of the impact human action could have on the
potential for human-grizzly bear contact. 2. At the GBP-WGFD
meeting in Cheyenne on April 9, 2015 one of the WGFD
representatives on the Live-Stream, state that all of the NW
Wyoming, WGFD representatives know how to identify the difference
between a black bear and a grizzly bear. Unfortunately, the WGFD
Bear Biologist, LCS - Luke Elisbury, pled guilty to killing a Grizzly
Bear, mistaken ID for a black bear and shot too close to the road.
That illegal killing by a WGFD Grizzly Bear expert occurred just
weeks before he killed Grizzly Bear 760. See Exhibit B attached and
incorporated herein by reference. This makes every comment by
WGFD at the Grizzly Bear meeting about al! that they have learned in
the 40 years of assisting recovery highly suspect. Of course the
misinformation as to where the Grizzly Bear forage in the fall is
included in this concern. They state in their GBMP-CS that Grizzly
Bear forage at higher elevation for food in the fall. Not now, that was
when they foraged for the Pine nut seed, which is no more. In review
of Exhibit A, bear 760 was killed because he had a conflict history.
Though not reported, he was relocated once for eating berries too
close to a campground. So is that a confiict and by what standard?
He got into a hunter harvested deer, again so what? That is what the
Grizzly Bear is expected to do? So with whom do we attach the
blame? What did WGFD learn from this in terms of how hunters in
certain areas should hang their game? Where is that in this plan?
Certainly WGFD habituated him to eating hunter’s remains in GTNP,
NER and area 78, why was this different and why did it result in a
death sentence? Ultimately the report states he was killed because
he was unafraid of humans.

Does that report mean that WGFD and USFWS will kill every bear
that is unafraid of humans? It is a fact as sows have been forced to
eat more meet or simply to forage for food at lower elevations where
boars are present they use humans as baby-sitters, they stay closer
to humans for the safety of their cubs. An intelligent strategy except
for the fact the USFWS and WGFD call it habituated to humans.
What about the diversive techniques to divert a bear from alleged
trouble? Where is what you learned from the death of 760
incorporated into your GBP-WGFD? His death is pivotal in evaluating
your own actions in regard to removing or avoiding the conflict aibeit
the conflict created by you in hunting in inappropriate places like the
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NER, GTNP and Area 78 which attract the bear to humans in
violation of Grizzly Bear Conservation.

Key here is WHAT IS HABITUATION? | include Exhibit C; bear 724
also killed by Elisbury, October 2014 for being too habituated. She
was Killed for some nebulous not defined conflict and for being in
close proximity to humans. This GBP-WGFD must address these
bears and the reasons for their deaths. How will you avoid their
deaths? Again define habituation, define the perimeters of when you
will kill bear for trusting humans. Define what alternatives those bear
have other than a zoo, in which | see no removal by you, WGFD,
since 1988 to a zoo or educational model, only death.

Another concern with your proposed CS management of the Grizzly
Bear which must be addressed in this plan is the issue with Park
Bears who are accustomed to people admiring them and albeit loving
them, people traveling from all corners of the globe, what is your pian
about these bears in the face of the death of 760 for no real reason
other than convenience, yours. What is your conservation plan to
cooperate with GTNP and YNP in regard to these bears? Certainly if
you would have allowed 760 to return to the park after he finished
grazing on the berries along the stream of Blake Vandewater's former
ranch, for the record he had not planted himself in the middle of the
Aspens, your WGFD agent Mr. Fuchs lied to the public in making that
statement, he would still be alive.

However, instead of allowing him to travel North again into the park,
you WGFD cleaned up the gut piles in the Poker Flats residential
zone just South of GTNP in order to prevent him from being lured
north. You had no intention to return him to the park. Were you
following orders to keep that bear from ever closing the Moose-
Wilson Road again or from ever disrupting a wedding at a ranch that
also allowed hunting and gut piles at the time?

It is a fact, which can be proven that the WGFD removed the gut piles
after 760 had already traveled south. It was not to protect him from
leaving the park but to keep him from returning. It was to keep him in
state jurisdiction, to his demise.

Both CS Plans must include a definition of Habituation. It must
clarify when habituated bears are killed and do not pretend to
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call that euthanasia, especially when you leave cubs to starve.
See Appendix 1b.

Your plan must include what you shall do about gut piles in places
that attract bear to humans. You cannot continue to pretend you have
no ability to control the private landowner. You pay them large and
excessive depredation claims for hunting rights on their property, this
is public record; you allow them or their hired hands to make
ridiculous sums on trophy bulls as if they are outfitters. Is that the
North American Model? You can control the gut piles to remove the
attractant, which is why 760 was in area 78, no doubt. Where is this
in your conservation plan for the Grizzly Bear?

The reality is that the Grizzly Bear is not popular within the political
frame that runs your WGFD operation. The Ranchers including the
Wyoming Governor do not protect predators. The “Mckittrick Policy”
promulgated by the DOJ under the leadership of the now Wyoming
Governor is telling in this regard. The WGFD under the auspices of
the WGFC all appointed by said Governor of the State of Wyoming
cannot and in fact will not conserve the Grizzly Bear with any
meaning and certainly not with these CS plans.

The gut piles and inappropriate elk reduction hunt in terms of Grizzly
Bear Management to avoid human conflict is also the issue with bear
802, he was a non-target bear trapped April 2015 in Solitude where
he learned to hunt gut piles and dead animals from the area 78 hunt
on adjacent ranches with mom 399. He was there in April after he left
the den early. He was in that area because the late extended season
elk hunt in the park and on the NER and in area 78 had resuited in
late denning for bear 399 during the hyperphagic period and she
denned on Black Tail Butte, just across he highway from Solitude and
dangerously close to man and human contact. WGFD knew this was
a result of the extended hunt for the elk reduction 2007-ROD BEMP
as per the Biological Opinion. They knew that 399 with two cubs was
denning late and close to man and again they chose to ignore red
flag indicators to protect these bear by removing their own
attractants, the late hunt, the park hunt in open sage and the
neighborhood hunts in area 78. Even now knowing the danger to the
bear they continue with these elk reduction hunts regardless of the
Biological Opinion Grizzly Bear and regardless of the science
regarding the continued hunts in terms of elk reduction and elk
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conservation in general. The fact is that WGFD will do whatever they
want to do and the WGFC wilt approve new regulations to bifurcate
old regulations no longer considered politically correct. This is the
Cowboy State! The public process in these regards, if at all, is a total
sham.

Clearly WGFD has failed the Grizzly Bear and it has failed the public
in refusing to follow the Conservation Standards in the Biological
Opinion Grizzly Bear 2007 ROD/BEMP. | can argue that the
conservation standards were clear but obviously not clear enough. |
can argue that even if more clear they would have been ignored by
WGFD and USFWS because that is what they/you do: ignore
science, ignore policy procedure and protocol and particularly when it
pertains to the conservation of a species including the Grizzly Bear.
These CS Plans are void for vagueness in terms of your abhorrent
track record and inability to follow conservation standards.

Now, the estimated total population fell from 757 in 2014 to 714 in
2015 and that is at leaving the den. The mortality was 61 and over
51 in the DMA. That leaves a balance now of 663. This is as reported
to the public at the IGBST meeting in Jackson fall, 2015. There is no
excess here to consider additional discretionary mortality. There is no
discretionary take if the population dips below 600. WGFD alone
removed 17 bear from the DMA this year. That is a record number.
Furthermore, known and probable mortality of 61 bears does not
include bears that died but have not been discovered. 2015 total
known and unknown mortality may well exceed, 100 bears, an
obviously unsustainable level for such a slow reproducing species
and one with a static or flat population growth rate.

It stretches the imagination that you will consider a hunting season of
this species as you may just achieve the management opportunity. A
five-year moratorium is required as you assess the declining
population; employ new techniques to reduce conflict and removal
and to address additions and modifications of the regulations
currently in place at Appendix |l of the GBP-WFGD.

A true Conservation Strategy Plan for the Grizzly Bear Population
would include that in the event of an estimated total population below
500 there is the immediate resumption of ESA protection.
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DEMOGRAPHIC RECOVERY CRITERION 2:

Criteria 2 is intended to ensure “adequate distribution of breeding
females throughout the area.” (GBP-WGFD p2)

The GBP-WGFD commits to “Sixteen of 18 grizzly bear management
units within the Recovery Zone must be occupied by females with
young, with no 2 adjacent bear management units unoccupied, during
a 6-year sum of observations.” (GBP-WGFD, p3)

A 6-year sum of observations means a BMU is considered occupied if
it has a female with young in at least 1 year of each 6-year period.
(GBP-WGFD, p3)

As the recovery criteria that directly addresses and defines grizzly
bear distribution throughout the DMA, a six-year time frame is too
long. By the time failure to meet this criteria becomes actionable,
distribution would likely be seriously impacted. A four-year time frame
or less is required for this criteria.

DEMOGRAPHIC RECOVERY CRITERION 3:

Criteria 3 is intended to provide “an annual evaluation of total human-
caused mortality that will ensure a recovered population.” (GBP-
WGFD)

Maintain the population around the 2002-2014 Chao 2 modeled
average (X= 674, 95% Ci = 600-747, 90% Cl| = 612-735) by
maintaining annual mortality limits for independent females,
independent males, and dependent young as shown.” (P4)

While ostensibly committing to a target range and defining a “hard
floor” for the grizzly population, in reality, the GBP-WGFD only
commits to a population of 500. (See above).

If mortality limits are exceeded for any sex/age class for three
consecutive years and any annual population estimate falls below
612 (the lower bound of the 90% confidence interval), the IGBST
Study Team will produce a Biology and Monitoring Review to inform
the appropriate management response. (P4)(Bold not in original)

This clause places too high a bar on triggering a review. By the time
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mortality limits are exceeded for any sex/age class for three
consecutive years, the population could fall well below the lower
bounds of the target range, or given the right circumstances, below
the 500 minimum target.

A two-year mortality time frame is required in this regard and
unbundling the population target of 612 from the excessive mortality
target. In other words, a review should be triggered if mortality limits
are exceeded for two consecutive years.

Importantly this Plan is vague in terms of timing. How long will it take
for The Study Team to produce the Biology and Monitory report and
what time period do you have to remedy the issue? This must be
spelled out in a Conservation Strategy Plan. Separately, a review
should be triggered upon any annual population estimate below 612.

| am concerned from my review of the Mortality Reports IGBST 1988-
2014 that the mortality is not always accurately counted and is in fact
intentionally skewed. In Appendix 1b, | include numerous instances of
Sows killed by hunters either mistaken ID or alleged self-defense.
Many sows had cubs; all cubs were left with the dead sow or in the
field and not counted dead. This includes COY left alive after trying to
nurse dead mom. | asked at the Grizzly Bear Plan meeting in
Jackson if the Chao 2 model counts the dead cubs. | was told yes. |
do not see that in the reports. The USFWS state the COY will be
counted at the Jackson meeting WGFD said the COY and orphaned
yearling cubs would be counted, as they should be because they are
dead. Atl have included only 50 reports there are 700 plus additional
reports of similar nature. These cubs are not counted dead in the
mortality percentages. So what is the plan now? This is not
addressed? Is it still the plan to leave the cubs to die a slow agonizing
death? | pray not, but cannot even guess, your plan is too vague. You
must spell out in a Conservation Strategy Plan how the orphaned
cubs shall be counted. You must include in the plan what you shall do
with and or about them.

It is time for Wyoming to have a Bear Recovery Center where
orphaned bear can be raised for return to the wild. It is time for
WGFD to acknowledge their conflict of interest in protecting
hunters that kifl sows with cubs.
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GENERAL DISCUSSION OF DEMOGRAPHIC RECOVERY
CRITERION

It should be remembered that the Demographic Recovery Criterion
were developed to recover grizzly bears while under a protected
regulatory regime that prohibited hunting. Even under that protective
regime, mortality related to hunter conflict was a major cause of
mortality.

See Appendix 1 a b ¢ & d numerous incidents of Grizzly Bear
Mortality by hunters both self-defense and mistaken ID are included.
More regulations are necessary in a true Grizzly Bear Conservation
Model. The hunter must know how to behave in the face of a Grizzly
Bear. The immediate response should not be to shoot the bear. The
hunter must be regulated to back away from down game that a bear
has claimed or is claiming. Each case must be thoroughly
investigated as you indicate you will at page 25 GBP-WGFD - Law
Enforcement. Bear spray must be required of all big game hunters in
any true Grizzly Bear Conservation Plan

The language in the GBP-WGFD is clear; Wyoming is only interested
in the minimum allowable numbers that satisfy the demographic
criteria. While the three states are obligated to satisfy the
demographic criteria, there is nothing that says they can’t manage for
numbers that well exceed the criteria. In this respect, the GBP-WGFD
appears to resemble wolf delisting.

The USFWS delisting proposal and the GBP-WGFD both rely on
a proposed Discrete Population Segment status that is uncertain
because of ongoing litigation.

The concept of a distinct population segments is the subject of
ongoing litigation regarding wolves in the Midwest.

The Endangered Species Act ostensibly allows the listing and
delisting of species, subspecies, and distinct population segments
(DPS) of vertebrate animals. To qualify as a DPS under Service
policy, a population segment must be both “discrete” and biologically
or ecologically “significant” to the species as a whole.

And yet, the concept of “distinct population segments” is not
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scientifically derived. Discrete population segments are an artificial
construct designed by the USFWS to give itself greater flexibility
under the ESA. Whether that is a justified goal will not be debated
here, as the issue will be decided in the courts.

The term “distinct population segment” (DPS) is not commonly used
in scientific discourse, so the USFWS and NMFS developed the
“Policy Regarding the Recognition of Distinct Vertebrate Population
Segments Under the Endangered Species Act” to provide a
consistent interpretation of this term for the purposes of listing,
delisting, and reclassifying vertebrates under the ESA.” (61 FR 4722;
February 7, 1996)

The USFWS has not performed a Distinct Population Segment
analysis on the GYE grizzly population and has in fact, deferred such
analysis until such time as the Northern Continental Divide
Ecosystem grizzly population is proposed for delisting. This is an
invitation for litigation.

In terms of current litigation the delisted status of the GYE grizzly
bear population as a DPS could possibly be negated with results that
can include a judicial relisting of bears under the ESA.

Grizzly Bear Foods Monitoring

The IGBST currently monitors the productivity of four common grizzly
bear foods in the GYE: white bark pine seeds, army cutworm moths,
winterkilled ungulates, and spawning cutthroat trout. While these are
some of the highest calorie food sources available to grizzly bears in
the GYE (Mealey 1975, pp. 84-86; Pritchard and Robbins1990, p.
1647, Craighead et al. 1995, pp. 247-252), only white bark pine
seeds are known to have an influence on grizzly bear mortality risk
and reproduction. There is no known relationship between grizzly
bear mortality risk or reproduction and any other individual food
(Schwartz et al. 2010, p. 662). (USFWS Proposed Rule, pages 156-
7)

Well as discussed above in The Rule, the expansion in search of
meat led to the death of bear 760. Meat is dangerous food for the
Grizzly Bear. As the elk herds decline and are reduced the bear turn
to other meat sources, livestock and gut piles, both dangerous
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attractants for human-grizzly bear conflict. In just 2015 the WGFD
removed 8 grizzly bear for livestock related reasons.

While repeating the USFWS mantra that “changes in abundance of
various food sources are not likely to negatively impact grizzly bears
at the population scale due to their dietary plasticity” (IGBST 2013,
van Manen et al. 2014, van Manen et al. 2015) It is interesting to note
the tacit acknowledgement of the importance of the four foods that
have been considered the “primary” food sources for many years.
The GBP-WGFD does not mention by name any other food sources,
nor does it contemplate monitoring other food sources with any
specificity other than a statement that:

The Department will continue to identify areas of interest related to
grizzly bear diet in order to better understand and manage the
population. (P 13)

Again, this year WGFD removed 8 Grizzly Bear for livestock issues.
This must be an area of interest related to Grizzly Bear Diet. Clearly
the dietary needs of the Grizzly Bear require detailed analysis and
understanding in a Grizzly Bear Conservation Plan.

While The Service has documented a huge array of food resources
available to omnivorous grizzlies, it is obvious that one food source is
not necessarily equivalent to another in quality and availability. All
foods are not of equal caloric value in terms of the fat stores needed
for a sow grizzly’s fertilized egg to successfully implant for
reproductions. If her body does not have adequate fat the fertilized
egg shall fail to become an implanted embryo.

Again, the Service has noted, the four foods necessary for
reproduction are White Bark Pine; the stands utilized by the Grizzly
Bear in the GYE are essentially gone.

The Cut Throat Trout, 90% gone from the GYE, warming waters
potential influence in non-native trout flourishing.

Army Cut Worm Moths, aiso high aititude late summer and SE of
YNP. Some outside of the DMA are very susceptible to the impact of
a warming climate and to pesticides. Also they are on talus slopes
just up from livestock grazing.
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Winter Kill and Ungulates, again, at the IGBST meeting in Jackson
this fall it was noted that the winterkill available for the Grizzly bear is
down. The logical reason is there are far fewer elk and other
ungulates on the landscape. Also with the other high caloric food
sources gone many Grizzly Bear including sows have turned to
eating meat, yet the elk population throughout the GYE/GYA is down
70% See the attached graphs, Appendix 2 prepared by Dr. David
Mattson.

These lost food sources cannot be ignored in a Grizzly Bear
Conservation Plan nor can they be ignored in terms of managing
livestock conflict. What will WGFD do to conserve the Grizzly Bear
now that the main food source for reproduction are all on the decline
to date but for the Army Cut Worm Moth?

One additional Conservation Standard needed and missing from
this Plan is ABSOLUTELY NOT, no hunting or disturbing the
moth sites. NOT AT ALL AND NOT ANYWHERE.

There are temporal and spatial aspects to the food resource that
must be considered, as well as caloric and vulnerability costs
associated with obtaining alternative food sources. While the
USFWS, the IGBST and the WGFD all maintain that grizzly food
sources are secure; many expert observers outside government
employment know that the science on grizzly bear food security is far
from settled. This is included in the critique of The Rule above.

The GBP-WGFD needs a much greater emphasis on grizzly food
resources and needs to outline a plan to better understand and
monitor grizzly food resources, especially in light of expected climate
change and the lag or delayed time the impact of one depleted food
source may take to actually be apparent in terms of Grizzly Bear
Biology.

Climate change and its effects in both CS:

Climate forecasts generated by Yellowstone National Park's own
scientists are ominous and the effects on the ecosystem and the
grizzlies are unclear. There is general agreement that further
disruptive ecosystem-wide changes are not only possible, but likely,
and they will significantly impact grizzly bears. Low snow pack equals
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less forage for the ungulates. The Study Team recognizes winterkill is
a high caloric food source for the Grizzly Bear. Other scientists as
well recognize that other high caloric food sources are gone or
drastically declined, White bark pine, drought related, and cutthroat
trout, potential warming waters impacted and the Grizzly Bear has
turned to meet and moths in summer. The meet is typically ungulates.
Again the IGBST noted this fall that the winter kill food source is
down. Why? Because the elk populations are on a drastic 70%
decline in the GYE/GYA. With snow pack reduced for less forage and
with programs like the 2007-ROD BEMP determined to reduce the
Jackson Herd at any cost. The food sources in NW Wyoming should
be well monitored by WGFD and that monitoring included in this plan
in great detail. And WGFD should be assessing where their own
actions are impacting the Grizzly Bear food sources especially in
continuing a park hunt and the area 78 park elk migration corridor
hunt when the park elk herd segment 2007-ROD BEMP is well below
target. If there is a plan it is not with Grizzly Bear Conservation in
consideration, not at all. it is a plan based upon politics as evidenced
in the Wyo File article quoted above. Clearly the former Senior GTNP
Biologist cannot make a statement based upon science and the
Grizzly Bear Ecology that as long as elk are fed on the NER there wil
be a GTNP hunt.

In 2015, climate change is no longer a vague threat in our future; it is
the changing reality we live with, and requires continuous planning
and adaptation. Temperatures are warmer, snowpack is decreasing,
springtime arrives sooner, and the growing season is longer. The
authors in this issue describe how these changes have already
impacted park resources, and they discuss different possible future
climates in which the park is a very different place. Can you imagine
Yellowstone without most of the forest that now covers 80% of the
park? The certainty of an uncertain future is a difficult concept to
embrace, and even harder to plan for, but we are doing the next
generation and ourselves a disservice if we defer the discussion any
longer. (Yellowstone Science 2015 23[1] p2)

Average spring and summer temperatures are expected to rise 3.5-
5.5°F above the 1950-1990 average by the mid-21st century
(Westerling et al. 2011). Hot, dry summers as in 1988 are expected to
occur with increasing frequency throughout the 21st Century and will
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become the norm by the latter part of the century. Such climate
conditions would be similar to current conditions in the southwestern
U.S. and outside the conditions that have been documented in the
GYE for most of the past 10,000 years. (Yellowstone Science 2015

23(1])

Both the USFWS and GBP-WFGD dismiss climate change as a
factor affecting the GYE grizzly bears future. And yet, it appears in
the Proposed Rule repeatedly as a factor to be considered. The only
reference to climate change in the GBP-WGFD is the following:

Changes in climate may affect regional vegetation, hydrology, fire
regimes, and pathogen prevalence, which may in turn influence the
abundance, range, and elevational distribution of foods consumed by
GYA grizzly bears (Gunther et al. 2014). (GBP-WGFD, page 13)

And yet, the plan fails to elaborate on any of these potential effects,
nor does it contemplate monitoring such effects.

The effects of climate change may result in a number of changes to
grizzly bear habitat, including a reduction in snowpack levels, shifts in
denning times, and shifts in the abundance and distribution of some
natural food sources, and changes in fire regimes. Most grizzly bear
biologists in the United States and Canada do not expect habitat
changes predicted under climate change scenarios to directly
threaten grizzly bears (Servheen and Cross 2010, p. 4). These
effects may even make habitat more suitable and food sources more
abundant. (USFWS Proposed Rule page 95)

Already a well-documented, decades-long warming trend has been
strongly implicated in the near total loss of one of the four “primary
foods” consumed by grizzly bears: white bark pine.

Another primary food, the army cutworm moth is clearly at risk and at
“7.9 kcal/g, army cutworm moths had the highest reported gross
energy value of any food consumed (French et al. 1994). (2015, YS
science, 23[2] page 8)

We know relatively little about the variability of this food resource and
whether the long-term availability of army cutworm moths is
changing. (Yellowstone Science 2015 23(2), page 27)
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Army cutworm moths aggregate on remote, high-elevation talus
slopes where grizzly bears forage on them from mid-summer to late
summer...Climate change may affect army cutworm moths by
changing the distribution of plants that the moths feed on or the
flowering times of the plants (Woiwod 1997, pp. 152—153). However,
the GYE plant communities have a wide elevational range that would
allow for distributional changes (Romme and Turner 1991, p. 382),
and army cutworm moths display foraging plasticity (Burton et al.
1980, pp. 12-13). Therefore, potential changes to army cutworm
moth availability are not likely to threaten the GYE grizzly bear
population in the future.

This finding in the proposed rule is truly astonishing (Proposed Rule,
page 1568). It notes that the moths congregate at high elevation, yet
does not acknowledge that warming trends will affect them, only
stating that “GYE plant communities have a wide elevational range.”
In the face of ongoing warming trends, one must wonder how much
higher-elevation habitat exists above the alpine zone where these
moths are found!

As grizzly expert Doug Peacock recently wrote:

The threat of global warming should be enough in itself to preclude
delisting. But the federal government is not impressed by climate
change. As evidenced by a recent lawsuit over wolverines, Fish and
Wildlife administrators dismiss the predictions of climate modeils as
unreliable. The government wants accurate climate predictions out to
2085 before they act. That's crazy: Nobody has a clue if the bears, or
their human constituencies, will even be around in 2085. (Qutside
Magazine, 3/9/16, hitp.//www.outsideonline.com/2061226/op-ed-
dont-delist- Yellowstone-grizzly-bears)

Failure to account for well-documented ongoing warming trends is
simply irresponsibie.

Conflict Management

Conflicts are at record levels and it is not simply because there may
be more bears. There are a number of factors at play. The state and
federal agencies have failed to adequately address prevention of
conflicts with humans and livestock.
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Proven and effective pro-active conflict prevention regime, as
opposed to reactive conflict resolution, is a prerequisite of states
assuming management authority over grizzlies. Grizzly bear
managers have repeatedly critiqued existing management methods
of conflict prevention and resolution and failed to implement the very
strategies they themselves have proposed to reduce conflict. (See
the recommendations in “Yellowstone Mortality and Conflict
Reduction Report” 2009, Servheen, et al.)

Again, documented changes in food resources are driving grizzlies to
roam farther to consume more meat, which in turn is putting them at
greater risk of conflict with hunters and livestock with the prospect of
unsustainable levels of mortality. That this problem is substantially
worsening even prior to the authorization of hunting is problematic
and raises the question of sustainability of the grizzly population
under state management.

While the GBP-WGFD states, “All grizzly bear hunters must carry
bear spray while engaged in the act of grizzly bear hunting (WGFC
Regulation Chapter 16, pending)” it cannot be ignored that ungulate
hunting accounts for a substantial proportion of current mortality,
(See Appendix 1a,b, c, d). Other than Grand Teton National Park -
outside of WGFD jurisdiction - ungulate hunters in grizzly country are
NOT required to carry bear spray. This is a no brainer and has been
encouraged by advocacy groups and grizzly managers for years. And
yet no requirement for ALL hunters to carry bear spray in grizzly
country exists and not in either CS now discussed.

The Grizzly Bears Olfactory Sense is 7 times keener than the hound
dog. The Grizzly Bear can smell the downed game and gut piles from
miles away. The Grizzly Bear is attracted to the hunter. It is not
necessarily a park bear that is allegedly habituated who does not run
from the downed game. During the hyperhagic phase in the fall the
urge to feed is irresistible. This means that the hunter with game is
targeted naturally by the Grizzly Bear in the fall. This is a known fact
See Appendix 1c in regard to a sample of the Grizzly Bears killed in
Alleged Self-Defense. This plan is remiss in not requiring the big
game hunter to carry, have accessible and know how to use bear
spray. This missing component from the Grizzly Bear Conservation
Plan proves the plan is about you WGFD and USFWS representing
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the hunter at any cost and again and again at the cost of the Grizzly
Bear. You WGFD in terms of promulgating any true CS have a
conflict of interest.

For Example See Exhibit D attached and incorporated herein by
reference. It is the Grizzly Bear Mortality Report of Grizzly Bear 615.
She is the daughter of 399, sister of 610 and the late 587 male grizzly
removed by you for alleged livestock depredation in Sublette Co.
2013. What is of interest about her mortality report is its inaccuracy.
She was shot at the age of three not four, she was a tagged bear why
not include accurate information in the report? The alleged deer
hunter who shot her had a black bear tag in his pocket.

Her story is a key component to the issue with the Grizzly Bear
Management Plan in terms of the inadequacy of Regulatory
Mechanisms Appendix 2 and your, WGFD and USFWE, irrefutable
conflict of interest on behalf of the hunter. That conflict of interest is
depicted in the graph on page 8 of the WGFD GBP CS, which
actually has a Self Defense Category of Mortality separate from
Mistaken ID etc. and misleadingly separate from illegal. | am offended
by that graph because it leads the hunters to believe that Self-
Defense is a category authorized by the WGFD. Such implied
authorization is far from a Conservation Management Strategy for the
Grizzly Bear.

On September 19, 2009 Mr. Westmoreland shot Grizzly Bear 615 as
she fed on the remains of a Moose Carcass that had been quartered
by a hunter the day before. Mr. Westmoreland approached her with a
deer hide he had just helped to dress draped over him as he held a
large trophy antlered deer head. The bear stood up to get a better
whiff of what approached her. She returned to all fours and was shot
at 40 yards having never taken one step toward the hunter. The
hunter said he had no cell service and could not call WGFD for five
hours. He called his camp with his cell phone! His partner joined him
at the scene and said that he confirmed yes that is a grizzly bear.
Again, the killer had a bear tag in his pocket. His ultimate story was
self-defense. When he saw the young, small bear she weighed just
over 200 Ibs., this is not in your report, he shot her because it scared
him when she stood on her hind legs. He had to shoot her twice as
she bawled in pain.
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In 2009 | hiked Ditch Creek Drainage everyday with my dog. | knew
this bear. She was an appropriate bear, a good bear. She did not
allow herself to be seen yet we stepped over her prints and steaming
scat almost everyday most of that summer. One day my dog, a big
game, bear dog by breed, did chase her, we unexpectedly jumped
her on a day bed she had chosen right on the trail. He was not
allowed to chase game. His shock collar was not on a high enough
setting, not at that time, for the irresistible pray instinct to chase a
bear. It was bad for all three of us. That is the only time | saw her and
she ran. She avoided people and ran rather than have contact. | was
angry when she was kilied illegally. The following day | calied Bill
Long, The North Game Warden and told him | knew the bear was
399’'s cub and | knew she did not have one aggressive cell in her
body. | told him if the hunter who shot her said she was aggressive
he lied. | called Angus Thuermer, Editor of the JHNG at the time and
told him | believed a hunter has shot 399's cub. 399 and her three
cubs as coy had received a food reward from a house up Ditch Creek
via a compost pile. That was removed but the bears returned each
year in search of more food. | knew she was a 399 SBA offspring; |
had no idea if male or female.

My friends who also knew her from the distance and who frequented
Ditch Creek were also angry that she was shot in alleged self —
defense. We lobbied for prosecution. It was far from automatic. There
had never been a charge disputing a self—defense claim tried to a jury
in Wyoming. Steven Weichman prosecuted the case. He did a great
job and intended to lobby the legislature for legislation requiring
hunters to carry bear spray. You and others shut him down at an
IGBST meeting. He was told you did not want to burden hunters with
the cost of bear spray. | watched it happen. I called him to let him
know the IGBST was convened at Snow King and he may want to
attend. He did but he did not know his audience.

in preparation for trial there was a question as to the proper jury
instruction for self-defense. The defense attorney proposed an
instruction relevant to a homicide case in regard to malice
aforethought. The jury instruction would read that the fear did not
have to be based on reason. The hunter’s fear did not have to be
reasonable, i.e. based upon the notion that a reasonable man in a
similar situation would have feared imminent ioss of life or limb. The
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hunter just had to feel fear that was enough. | called the DOJ and
spoke the US Attorney in charge of Wildlife violations to retrieve a
copy of the Jury Instruction he used. The result was staggering he
told me the US Attorney had never prosecuted an alleged self-
defense case. He did not have a jury instruction on Seif-Defense
Grizzly Bear. In short one had never been drafted. He said well the
guy says he was afraid we just give him the benefit of the doubt. And
so it goes. The US Attorney, The USFWS and the WGFD give the
hunter the benefit of the doubt when he or she says, “| was scared”.
The cases are not prosecuted. There is no regulatory mechanism in
place to deter the self-defense killings by hunters. If a bear like 615
does not have an advocate, nothing happens. Self-Defense is now a
special interest category for the hunter. There is no deterrent to just
shooting any bear encountered, whether there is a reasonable fear of
imminent harm. The “Mckkitrick Policy” is a similar issue. There is no
jury instruction that mistaken identification is is illegal not according to
USFWS and DOJ. In short proper jury instructions are an appropriate
tool in the toolbox of regulatory mechanisms to conserve the Grizzly
Bear and they do not exist.

| see nothing in this Grizzly Bear Conservation Plan to indicate you
have changed your allegiance in this regard. Based upon your
allegiance to the hunter when Westmoreland was convicted you
asked for nothing. He was sentenced to a $500.00 fine, no restitution,
no probation and no loss of license. There is no deterrent in that type
of sentence. There is no justice for the public who enjoyed and
appreciated sharing the forest with that bear. You can continue to
sing your praises that you spent all this time 40 years and all this
money 40 million dollars to recover this species and now you deserve
reimbursement. You have missed opportunities for reimbursement
repeatedly and regularly throughout the years. You don’t want that
money. You do not want restitution because of your allegiance to the
hunter. You have a confiict of interest. This makes the possibility of
you managing the Grizzly Bear conservatively for the conservation of
a viable species capable of withstanding a changing landscape nearly
if not totally impossible. | cannot trust you and | know well why not. |
have additional stories in this regard, for now the point is made.

Self Defense cases in Wyoming are not thoroughly or forensically
investigated. The US Attorney will not prosecute the case. If the
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County Attorney will prosecute, you do not aid the county attorney in
regard to an appropriate sentence or the law. In Mid-January 2016 in
a telephone communication with Doug Brimeyer, WGFD, he advised
me that it is not the WGFD responsibility to investigate or to seek
prosecution in the cases of Grizzly Bear/Hunter Mortality. He said that
is the responsibility of the USFWS. Now at that time the Hicks Bill
was soon up for legislative vote. My opinion of the Hicks Bill is
included in an email | sent to him on February 1, 2016. That email is
attached and incorporated herein by reference. It is proof that
finances and cost are a very important factor in Grizzly Bear
Conservation Management in this state and cannot be ignored in this
Plan:

Senator Hicks,

| seem to have received an email inquiry from you by mistake.
However, | am pleased for the opportunity to address this issue. You
promote SB 18. | oppose your bill.

Under its “McKittrick Policy,” the DOJ and therefore USF&WS has
taken the wrongful position that it can only prosecute cases for the
illegal killing of ESA-protected species when it can prove that the
killer specifically intended to kill an endangered species. The DOJ
very rarely — if ever — prosecutes an individual for illegally killing a
protected animal if the killer claims that the killing resulted from a
case of “mistaken identity.” You claim in your bill mistakenly that it is
the responsibility of DOJ and USF&WS to prosecute the illegal
shooting and killing of endangered species and in particular the
Grizzly Bear. This McKittrick Policy was promulgated by DOJ the
precise year that Wyoming Governor Mead was appointed to the
DOJ. This rule has essentially prevented the DOJ and the USF&WS
from prosecuting crimes under the Endangered Species Act. Now
you in your ill-fated and in fact ignorant bill promote that WGFD
should refuse to prosecute the shooting of endangered species due
to finances and jurisdiction. Your bill if passed will result in no
prosecution of the illegal shooting of a Grizzly Bear. WGFD by statute
has the authority to request restitution upward of $25,000 for

each successful Grizzly Bear Prosecution. Now that Wyoming is
claiming the right to manage the hunting of over 50% of the now
believed 659 Grizzly Bear in the GYE that is roughly 330 bear. At the
cost of 1.6 million per year that is arguably a cost of over 48,000 per
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bear in restitution which WGFD can be awarded for each successful
prosecution. Now you can multiply that by the age of the bear and
WGFD can legitimately request restitution of $144,000.00 for a three-
year old dead bear. In this regard how can it be that there were over
55 bear killed by man this year with many that have not been
thoroughly forensically examined for successful prosecution?

| was behind the scenes in the Teton County Wyoming Prosecution of
the illegal shooting of two Grizzly Bear. Both were prosecuted under
the regulations against the taking of trophy game, WGFD regulations.
There is no defense of mistaken ID in Wyoming. The only possible
defense is self-defense. In the death of Grizzly bear 615, September
2009, no one from WGFD was in the Courtroom to request restitution.
The man convicted, Westmoreland, only received a $500.00 fine.
That was a mistake. There was a similar result with the shooting of a
bear in Buffalo Valley area a few years ago. No one requested
restitution and so none was ordered. And that mistake belonged to
the state and WGFD. | have offered repeatedly as a seasoned
Criminal Defense Aftorney to counsel WGFD on how to calculate
claims of restitution in this regard. At one point at an IGBST meeting
in Jackson, Mr. Nesvik stated that he did not see how restitution was
any of his business. | believed he understands the theory now but

| cannot be certain, as you apparently do not. Your SB 18 bill is
death to the Grizzly Bear management that the state so ardently
advocates. Why? There shall be no one to prosecute violations of
conservation standards and laws in place to protect the Grizzly Bear
from illegal death and there shall be no one to request large sums of
restitution for WGFD in this regard. In short your SB 18 is death to
WGFD ever managing the Grizzly Bear. If passed it proves Wyoming
has no interest in protecting this species and therefore absolutely no
right to manage a species on the brink of being endangered as
opposed to threatened due to lost food sources. | will not address the
problem of starving elk on the NER in this regard.

In terms of HBOO12, this bill is a huge liability for a state choosing to
one day manage the Grizzly Bear. The traps for a cougar shall be
large snare traps that shall trap other species all of which can aftract
the Grizzly Bear fo situations of bear/human contact. Also these
snare traps can trap the Grizzly Bear. This is very dangerous for bear
and man. A sow angry that her cub is in a trap shall result in the
death of two bears and perhaps more depending on how many cubs
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that sow has. This is a very bad and unnecessary bill, which shall
also ring loud and clear the message that WGFD is not capable of
conservation standards and certainly not capable of following
conservation standards to protect the Grizzly Bear.

See proposed regulatory changes below.

Bear Dogs: Strong Deterrent in Wyoming grizzly bear
management

No grizzly bear management program can be said to be “best
practices” without a bear dog program.

While he was director of the Montana Fish Wildlife and Parks
Department, Pat Graham said this of bear dogs:

I would classify the use of Karelian Bear Dogs as the single most
important conservation tool that we use in dealing with grizzly bears,
and the reason | say that, is grizzly bears eventually are going fo
come into contact with people, and when bears and people mix, the
bears lose. And so whatever we can do to affect the behavior of
those bears and keep them alive, and keep them in habitats that
they'll be secure in, that's a real win for everybody. (Interview,
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LO3Maw_DIWS8 at 10:40)

Graham concluded that bear dogs “make the difference between
whether we are able to recover an expanded grizzly bear population
or whether we're not.”

It would be difficult to find a stronger statement from a more senior
wildlife manager regarding the use and benefits of bear dogs.

On page 18, the GBP-WGFD states that Department responses to
conflict include “no action, aversive conditioning, deterrence,
relocation and/or removal’”.

On page 20, in the section on Aversive Conditioning, Deterrence and
Exclusion: “The Department may employ various options to prevent
or reduce the potential for conflicts and/or depredations (e.g., electric
fencing, bear proof structures or container, scare devices).”
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And yet, the GBP contains no mention of perhaps the single most
effective method of aversive conditioning: bear dogs.

A properly designed trap-and-release operation includes the use of
bear dogs. Instead of just one or two personnel opening the trap and
releasing a bear, a professional protocol would include three or four
personnel, armed with a shotgun with cracker shells, a rifle with
rubber bullets and the use of bear dogs. The simple idea is to use the
release process as a teaching tool for the problem bear. Maximum
noise, rubber bullets and barking dogs provide a level of aversive
conditioning unmatched by any other method.

The reason bear dogs are so effective is this: bear dogs produce an
aversive conditioning effect on bears that extends to the one thing
almost all human habitation has in common: there are dogs around
them. Grizzlies aversively conditioned to bear dogs will tend to avoid
pet dogs, too.

Bears dogs keep bears alive and reduce conflict. Any management
program that does not use bear dogs cannot be considered to be
using best practices.

We have world-class wildlife resources in Wyoming; we expect world-
class wildlife management. The GBP-WGFD must include a detailed
conflict management regime and standard operating procedures that
include the use of bear dogs.

In Northern CA in the Sierras there is a man known as the “bear
whisperer’. He is employed each year fall and spring to frighten the
bear from residential areas. His technique is rubber bullets and loud
noise. Of course these are Black Bear. In Churchill, Manitoba,
cracker shell guns, Rubber bullets and bear dogs are used to frighten
the Polar Bear who ventures close to town. There is also a bear jail. A
large dark structure where the bear are enclosed for days prior to
release to aversively condition them from town. Again, what is in your
plan? | see only an outline.

In Appendix 1e, a few of the Grizzly Bear Removal by WGFD are
included. With each | ask what did you learn and where is that in your
plan? After a read of all Mortality Reports in the IGBST records since
1988 through 2014 | find you WGFD are the first to remove and the
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last to find a zoo or research facility, if at all. You must have a plan for
deterrent that is efficient. Removal must be a legitimate last resort
and not the easiest least expensive solution.

Certainly after all of this time and the removal of 6 Grizzly Bear in
2015, many in Fremont County while 2015 was far from the first year
for Freemont County garbage bear removal, See Appendix 1e
(Removal), it is time for your GBP to include Garbage Deterrent
Measures in Fremont County. It is now late in the game in this regard,
but better late than never. There is an expense in requiring Fremont
Co. to have bear proof garbage. It is time to involve the legislature.

Hunting

Regulated hunting may be a component of the Department’s grizzly
bear management program. Hunting, along with other management
tools, may be utilized to ensure the long-term conservation of grizzly
bears in Wyoming by maintaining the population within a healthy,
sustainable range and by potentially limiting occupancy of unsuitable
habitats. Public take may also be directed, when appropriate, to
areas with high frequencies of human-grizzly bear confiicts.

There is no question trophy hunting the Grizzly Bear is your goal, and
in areas of livestock depredation where you can give the ranchers
free reign. Lets just admit your agenda in order for the public to have
a fully informed public process.

| have delineated one main concern about hunting seasons and your
lack of knowledge about the Grizzly Bear above, in regard to any
hunting season both females and males are likely in the field.
Identifying the difference between males and females is an
outrageous expectation for a hunter with all the adrenalin pumping.
Experienced researchers admit to difficulty doing so under field
conditions.

| agree with the planned educational program that educates hunters
how to identify males vs. females. That will let the hunters know you
are serious in your regulations that the hunter will not shoot a Sow or
you will not shoot a sow with cubs. We are so serious about that we
insist you know the difference. However, this program will be of little
value in reducing accidental/illegal take of females.
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| repeat my concern that the early spring hunts will not ensure sows
are not on the landscape due to climate change. Advising the hunter
that this is the reason for this early hunt to avoid sows on the
landscape is dangerous. It will again lead to shoot first and look later.

| have concerns about any fall hunt late or not, any late fall hunt that
overlaps with ungulate hunting, is a recipe for even greater hunter-
caused mortality. Again the hunter cannot be led to believe by you
that the late hunt is so no sows are likely on the landscape. Females
are longer on the landscape, chummed by your late season hunt gut
piles. This is proved by the response you have received from 399 and
family in this regard.

Female grizzly bears with dependent young (cubs of the year,
yearlings, 2-year olds) and dependent young will be profected from
hunter harvest. (GBP-WGFD, p14)

| approve this policy in theory; it has, in conjunction with other
aspects of the plan, some apparently overlooked unintended
consequences. | have seen it ignored by you in terms of black bear
hunting. | know of hunters killing Black Bear in the fall with four-
month-old cubs and you have refused to prosecute stating the cubs
can make it. This rule must be very clear. It is not a rule that you pick
and choose whom to investigate and prosecute. It is not a rule about
whether you believe the cub may or may not survive without mom. It
is a rule that it is illegal to take a sow with cubs at her side and that is
any age cub. The taking of a sow with cubs at her side has serious
consequences. You will face mandatory minimum penalties:
Including a mandatory minimum $10,000 restitution order, Luke
Ellsbury a good example, this will be for each bear dead
including orphaned cubs. If a sow had three COY or 3 yearlings
there shall be an additional $10,000 for each bear in restitution
totaling $50,000.00. In terms of a two- year old cub that
restitution shall be up to the judge based upon the
circumstances. You shall lose your hunting license for three
years for the sow an additional one year for each cub any age.
You shall face jail of up to one year and a fine up to $10,000 as
determined by the judge and your circumstances.

Sandy Shuptrine asked if there is room for the Wyoming legislature in
terms of Grizzly Bear De-listing, she was told “No, we have all the
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regulations we need in place.” In fact you do not.

You need to define the penalties for the illegal taking of a Grizzly
Bear. These penalties must be a deterrent. Best to have the
Wyoming legislature involved in this regard because you have a
conflict of interest. You represent the hunter. You do not in this plan
represent the state and the people of the State of Wyoming.

You must have a well-defined statute in terms of the illegal take of a
grizzly bear in alleged self-defense. Self Defense must be defined in
detail in a separate regulation. The Jury Instruction, which pertains to
Self Defense/Grizzly Bear, must be drafted. It is not the same as
homicide or human being Self-Defense. The County Attorneys can no
longer be allowed to refuse prosecution of an alleged self-defense
case because there was no intent. The Fremont County Attorney has
refused to prosecute and more than once. There is requisite intent
every time a hunter fires a deadly weapon at another living being.
See Appendix 1.

The mortality limits were originally designed within a non-hunting
framework and to apply them to a population that is being hunted (at
least to the extent articulated below), produces distortions that have
significant repercussions on the population as a whole.

First the mortality limits are designed to apply to the entire population.
But the National Parks within the DMA do not and will not allow
hunting. Nor are they allocated any discretionary morality under the
Tri-State Agreement. Therefore, that “focuses” the discretionary
mortality of the entire female segment onto the population of female
bears outside the parks.

Second, since at any given time approximately 223 have cubs at side,
the female population-level mortality is further “focused” on the 1/3 of
female grizzlies outside the parks that will reproduce the following
year.

Thus a whole-population-level of mortality is actually “focused” on a
very small subset of female bears, namely those outside the parks
and who are without cubs.

This imposes a substantial, and likely unsustainable, damper on
recruitment of cubs into the population.
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It has long been recognized that reproductive age females are the
most important cohort of the grizzly population and the GBP-WGFD
fails to adequately protect that cohort and in doing so will likely run
afoul of Demographic Recovery Criteria 1 in short order.

| am concerned that GBP-WGFD is almost completely silent as to
how those bears outside the DMA will be managed, and in
conjunction with the “socially unacceptable”. and similar language
contained with the GBP-WGFD, in effect, a vermin zone will be
created wherein unlimited or nearly unlimited take will be permitted.
In short outside the DMA is the Grizzly Bear Kill Zone, much like the
areas outside of the parks were the kill zones for the wolf as vermin.
However areas outside the DMA have key food sources for the
grizzly bear. Your plan does not take this into account.

Given all of the above factors, and comparative example of wolf
delisting, | am alarmed by what appears to be an attempt to knock the
popuiation back to the legal minimum allowed by law, and to ban
them to the parks where they belong.

Law Enforcement

“The Commission will ensure the fair, consistent and effective
enforcement of laws and regulations related to grizzly bears. As is the
case with all Wyoming wildlife, the Department’s law enforcement
charge and mission is a high priority. The Department will invest in
the protection of the grizzly bear population, the thorough
investigation of reported and discovered violations and will work with
local prosecutors to adjudicate violations appropriately and in
accordance with state law.” (GBP-WGFD, p25)

That is good policy in theory. | know that is not the actual practice.
Again the Hicks Bill was all about Wyoming not paying to protect the
Grizzly Bear from lllegal Mortality.

Although federal and state law enforcement officers were never able
fo visit the backcountry site due to ‘logistical and funding obstacles,’
the incident was determined to be self-defense. (“What happens
when hunters and grizzlies collide,” JHN&G, Oct 7, 2015)

Investigations into hunter-related grizzly mortalities hit an ali-time high
in 2015, tripling the previous record, a data point that does not appear
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in figure 8 because the data set does not include the readily available
information from 2015. Nineteen investigations were opened in 2015
and, as of the date of these comments, 18 still appear as “under
investigation”.

While these investigations occurred throughout the GYE, Wyoming,
with the greater share of grizzlies and territory, clearly accounts for
the bulk of these investigations.

The GBP-WGFD must articulate a more robust and effective law
enforcement regime and demonstrate that it is properly funded.

The laws delineated above must be enacted as part of this plan to
recap:

1. Self-defense — Pursuant to the North American Model the
criterion to analyze self-defense must include strict guidelines.
Self-Defense is when you as the reasonable man fear for the
imminent loss of your life or limb. Your claim of self-defense
shall be evaluated in terms of the bear’s distance from you and
behavior as well as your actions, did you carry bear spray?
Was it accessible? Did you use it? Did you attempt to back
away slowly? You are not allowed to claim self-defense to
defend your downed game. You must back away slowly from
game that is guarded or approached by a grizzly bear.

2. Regulations shall be enacted to allow for a hunter who has
retreated from downed game to be reimbursed some cost of
that hunt and to receive a new tag.

3. The illegal killing of a Grizzly Bear either in alleged self-
defense, mistaken ID or malice shall include mandatory
minimum penalties as previously detailed above.

4. Jury Instruction — Draft Jury Instruction regarding fear of
imminent loss of life or limb must be a fear based upon reason
as measured by the reasonable man.

5. Regulations shall be imposed detailing that mistaken ID is
illegal, know your target, self-defense shall be investigated and
ultimately decided by an independent panel. This shall resolve
the issue of your Conflict of interest in representing the hunter
and not the entire citizenry.

6. Big Game Hunters are required to have and have accessible
bear spray. Any indication that a bear was sprayed following as
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to before it's shooting death shall result in automatic
prosecution for the illegal take of that Trophy Game Animal.
7. Sow with cub at her side is determined by: name the criterion,
length of time and distance observed, etc.
8. This is not conclusive there are additional regulations and
refinements.

Funding of post delisting management

The short section entitled “Grizzly Bear Management Costs and
Funding” states that: “Total future costs are difficult to predict,
however costs associated with data collection and conflict
management will vastly exceed any revenue generated by the grizzly
bear program” (GBP-WGFD, p26) and goes on to enumerate the past
costs of grizzly management, but is silent on how it intends to fund
conflict management, monitoring and other related costs of post-
delisting management including the in-depth forensic investigation of
each mortality by hunters. Wyoming, well known for its boom and
bust cycles, has just entered the “bust” part of the cycle and it is
unclear when tax revenues will recover. Given this current budgetary
crisis, it is necessary for the plan to contemplate funding amounts
and sources. It cannot be assumed that the funds will just be there.
Of course as the self-defense cases are actually and finally
prosecuted the restitution figures shall offset many costs.

“The adequacy of the regulatory mechanisms demonstrated by this
Conservation Strategy are dependent upon funding being available to
fully implement the management and monitoring actions detailed in
this document.” (Draft 2016 Conservation Strategy, p14)

Clearly, adequate funding is an overriding concern that touches on all
aspects of post-delisting grizzly bear management, and as such,
must be directly addressed in the GBMP-WGFD.

Conflicted state game and fish agencies pose a significant risk
to grizzly recovery

| have discussed your conflict of interest in regard to your
representation of the hunter.

Often overlooked are the inherent conflicts of interests that exist
when a state game and fish agency is charged with managing trophy
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game species as well as predators. The revenue derived from sales
of licenses for ungulate hunting constitute one of the largest sources
of revenue of the typical game and fish agency, while predator
management is a drain on financial resources.

Costs associated with data collection and conflict management will
vastly exceed any revenue generated by the grizzly bear program.
(GBP-WGFD, p26)

Furthermore, grizzlies prey on the ungulates that Wyoming invests
heavily in, thus creating a bias towards protecting that investment.
Even now regardless of the elk reduction and all the Section 6 tags
you issue, you blame the carnivores for the elk decline. The decline
of 50% of the Jackson Herd in the last 20 years is largely due to
habitat change, the elk reductions and the decimation of cows and of
course wolves. You have turned to blaming bear even black bear in
regard to the elk reduction, which is dramatic, as opposed to looking
within at your actions. You are concertedly promoting an elk reduction
of another drastically reduced herd in violation of NEPA and grizzly
bear recovery.

This leads to a situation where money, not science, may become a
determining factor in decision making. In fact, the GBP-WGFD
already contemplates a means of better balancing revenue with
expenses:

Public take may also be directed, when appropriate, to areas with
high frequencies of human- grizzly bear conflicts. If implemented, this
strategy will evaluate the use of hunter harvest to replace some of the
mortality that might otherwise result from agency take in conflict
situations. (GBP-WGFD, p14). Again it is undoubtedly your goal to
give ranchers with cattle in the forest, on our public land, free reign to
kill the grizzly bear. In truth if you are managing to abate the
attractant and in particular because elk commingle with cattle in the
forest which is not allowed, it is time to get the cattle out of the forest
and protect the grizzly bear from mortality. This alleged Conservation
Plan does not address removing or managing for this attractant other
than more Grizzly Bear Removal. You simply want to make money on
it.

Yet, other than the following tangential reference, the GBP-WGFD
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provides no guidance on how to manage and balance this conflict of
interest:

The Department also has interest in research addressing how an
infact large carnivore guild may directly and indirectly impact ungulate
populations in northwest Wyoming. This research question has
management, social and ecological implications... There are also
multiple questions related to efficacy of management strategies for
population. (GBP-WGFD, p15)

This conflict of interest lies at the heart of the mistrust many feel
towards the WGFD and must be addressed in a meaningful way in
the GBP-WFGD.

The GBP-WGFD mentions the related concepts of “socially
suitable”, “socially acceptable”, “social concerns”, social
implications” and “social tolerance” but provides neither a
definition of these concepts, nor a way of measuring and
monitoring them.

Apparently, the GBP-WGFD has an uncertain relationship with these
“social” concepts, but little inclination to define or monitor them. With
the exception of “socially acceptable” which appears in the plan twice,
each of the above phrases appears exactly once in the GBP-WGFD.
Without definition, these terms provide state managers with a Mack
truck-sized hole through which they can drive through almost any
geographical limitation they chose to declare. The fact that the
Wyoming range and portions of the Wind River Range— which most
consider prime grizzly habitat — is considered to be socially
unacceptable is belied by the fact that grizzlies have already
colonized a significant portion. We consider this is “socially
unacceptable” designation as a sign that Wyoming intends to remove
these bears, most likely through the mechanism of trophy hunting and
at great cost to the North American Model.

Connectivity

While largely the province of Idaho and Montana, connectivity should
be addressed in the GBP-WGFD. Connectivity, long desired by
conservation groups and grizzly managers, is the single most
effective way to keep the GYE population of grizzly bears from being
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re-listed under the ESA.

The plan should address ways and means of cooperating with
Montana and Idaho with achieving connectivity with other populations
of grizzly bears.

The Tri-State Agreement (appended as Appendix I)

The Tri-State Agreement, in its current form, is problematic in many
ways. Even though it was presumably negotiated over several
months, vetted by attorneys, and has the presumed blessing of the
USFWS, it has the appearance and feel of hastily drawn up
agreement.

a. The Tri-State Agreement, like the GBP-WGFD, relies on a
Discrete Population Segment status that is uncertain because
of ongoing litigation. It is uncertain what impact a ruling adverse
to the DPS designation would have on grizzlies.

b. Inthe agreement it states “The Parties intend this MOA to be
consistent with the 2007 interagency Final Conservation
Strategy for the Grizzly Bear in the Greater Yellowstone Area
(Strategy) and individual state management plans, and with
revisions to these documents made in conjunction with the
delisting process.” (GBP-WGFD, page 38) It is unclear whether
that is a typographical or editing error, and whether it should
refer to the Draft 2016 Conservation Strategy. Given that the
agreement was ostensibly subject to months of discussion and
has been vetted by attorneys representing three states, it has to
be assumed that it is not a typographical or editing error. If it is
in fact an error, it would be indicative of a lack of seriousness
and professionalism in drafting and preparing the agreement.

c.Ilt seems that there is no mechanism whereby excessive non-
discretionary mortality moderates discretionary mortality.
Indeed the phrase “non-discretionary mortality” appears just
once in the Tri-State Agreement, when it is defined on page 34.

d. Neither is there any mention of unreported/undocumented
mortality in the agreement, although on page 6 of the GBP-
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WGFD does cite that “Total mortality estimates of independent
males and females will include unreported/undocumented
mortalities based on the method described in Cherry et al.
(2002). For clarity, this should be in the Tri-State Agreement as
well. And how does it address all of the dead, orphaned cubs
previously not counted by the IGBST and WGFD?

e. The parties agree only to “Maintain a minimum population size
of 500 bears in the GYE" This language ignores the
Demographic Monitoring Area and the Primary Conservation
Area (aka the “Recovery Zone”) and seems an example of
sloppy draftsmanship.

Neither the Tri-State agreement nor the GBP_WGFD contains
an example of the discretionary mortality calculation. In an
interview, Director Talbott has even said that WGFD has not
done the calculation. This is not remotely plausible. The
agreement was negotiated by three states, under the auspices
of the USFWS, and nobody knows what the calculation’s
results are? Impossible.

The MOA in conjunction with the other two states allows for the
discretionary hunting take of 72 Grizzly Bear. This is at odds
with the Federal Grizzly Bear De-listing Rule.

OTHER GRIZZLY BEAR CONSERVATION REQUIREMENTS
MISSING FROM THE PLAN:

1. Bear Bate Sites have been the cause of many Grizzly Bear
deaths since 1988. Where is the mechanism to manage each
bear bating site to be potentially removed as an attractant
leading to Grizzly Bear Mortality. See Appendix 1¢. You
promised to do this in your first Grizzly Bear Management Plan
updated 2005

2. See Appendix 1g, a wolf snare trap set by the federal
government killed a grizzly cub. We know a grizzly bear cub
was trapped in a trap last fall. Bear trapped by the study team
in snares have been killed by other bear. You must address
trapping and where it is appropriate if at all in the DMA and
certainly within a so many mile circumference of the National
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1. Parks, it cannot be allowed. | do not have time to research territory
reaches to assess this necessary rule.

This GBP-WGFD and USFWS CS is grievously lacking in Grizzly
Bear Conservation Standards, Rules and Regulations and The Rule
and the CS is opposed for the foregoing reasons.

QRUtand 2 fromos Qttrnnsy @fuss SBN ~57A63

| find as an Officer of the Court that the De-listing Plan which is
required to have Regulatory Mechanisms in Place and which
purports to have a team of prosecutors and investigators trained and
ready to take over the prosecution and investigation of Grizzly Bear
Deaths a grievous disappointment. The allegation that there are
experienced prosecutors ready to take the helm is a lie. Very few
cases are prosecuted and not by the DOJ or USFWS due to the
McKittrick Policy and the alliance they have with the hunter. They
give the alleged “scared” hunter the benefit of the doubt. | had a
conversation with Kip Croft two years ago venting my
disappointment with him that as an officer of the court he could not
interpret the ESA to align with the McKittrick Policy. He said he is
under orders from above to refuse to prosecute mistaken ID cases,
cases which legally have no defense. It is not his decision. | am
appalled by the lies in the CS that prosecutors are in place and laws
are in place. | oppose de-listing because the Grizzly Bear is on the
decline and the mortality from hunters on the rise and | volunteer my
services to prosecute and advocate for prosecution. It needs to
commence now before it is too late. For all of the reasons above |
oppose de-listing the Grizzly Bear and this Conservation Plan.

Dated this 9" day of May, 2016

dliars - LOY O30/
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

JGBST MORT 201420
DATE REPORTED: 10/27/2014

MQRTALITY DATE: 10/27/2014

REPORTING PARTY: ((OREAI(®))
KILLED BYi
e () (3) (B)
UTM iz
DRAINAGE: CLARK'S FORK RIVER
BEAR ID: 760
SEX: M
EST. AGE: 4
LAB. AGE: 4
REPRO.STATUS: SBA
DESCRIPTION QF BLOND

“FYPE OF MORTALITY: MNGMT
NVESTIGATED BY: IEIUIEN
AGENCY: WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: CODY LANDFILL
DETAILS:
BEAR WAS REMOVED FOR CONFLICT HISTORY AND GETTING HUNTER

HAIWVESTED DEER AND UNATFRAID OF HUMANS. Capuured on WY State land, at the Clark Fish

Hatchery.

Skt A
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WYOMING GAMEA'ND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

IGBST MORT 201421
DATE REPORTED: 107262014

MORTALITY DATE: 10/2&20149
REPORTING PARTY: [((SYNEAI(®))
KILLED BY:
LRBB(b) (3) (B)
UTHM N:
DRAINAGE: CLARK'S FORK RIVER, PR-WY
BEAR 1Dz 724
BEX: F
EST. AGE: 9
LAR AGE: O
REPRO.STATUS: ADT
DESCRIPTION OF 8ROWN [N GOOD SHAPE

TYPE OF MORTALITY: MNGMT
INVESTIGATED BY: TEINGAICH, DR
AGENCY: WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: CODY LANDFILL
DETAILS:

REMOVED-FOR CONFLICT HISTORY AMD FOR BEING IN CLOSE PROXCIMITY 10

DEVELOPED AREAS AND PEOPLE.

Exhibit C
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GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED
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REPORTING PARTY
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From:
Subject:
Data:
To:

Deidre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com &

more alleged self defense what happened to cubs of year L
April 4, 2016 at 1:20 PM o
Deidre Bainbridge deldre@tennbain.com

)

‘.-f""'\.
vl

-

Grizzly Bear Mortality Report

DATE'REPORTED %" 10!29105

MORTALITY.DATE:. ... 8
REPG‘RHN’GPARTY{‘T@ (b) 6) b) (7){C)

| KILLED. BY PR T

UTM E* ._ S| e
UTM!\I_; La ek (B) (33 (B)
DRAINAGE ..1-':“_- | ISHAWOOA CREEK

BEARIID S Tt 0] NA

SEXEASHRETONTITN M

ADT

| LARGE ADULT MALE
SELF DEF.
) {7THC)

ﬂge‘-enéﬁm WGFD

- = ¥, ~ [Eaa
l%%ﬁ%ﬂﬂ%ﬁ S | WGFD

DETAILS - s | ****UNDER INVESTIGATION****~* RGN HEARD WHAT HE

_ ,:ﬂ.v.h.‘.s;?. - ;| THOUGHT WAS A DEER ACROSS THE CREEK FROM CAMP. HE
S o e STARTED DOWN THE Hil.L TOWARDS THE CREEK AND
Ak JE M w g E:gcTJUNTERED THE BEAR. THE BEAR WAS KILLED WITH ONE
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From:
Subject:
Data:
To:

Deidre Bainbridge deldre @tennbain.com & s,
Whera il this 2 more bears killed in BTNF in 2010 totals now 6/ 9/7/2010 bsar number 7 up Horse Creek é

April 4, 2016 at 428 PM
Deidre Bainbridge dsidre @tennbain.com

et

g

WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

,MDRTALIMDATEE‘-.' ik

§(b) (6). (D) (7)(C)

-

Mortality number 201029

DATEREPORTED. .. | 9/12/10

9/10/10

BET '_ ib) (31 (B)

’ESTfaGEatz..ﬁ T

AR AGE R e
"REPROSTATUS. .

.-—-.-—...,._.,,_,.

DESCRIPTION JOR.BEAR

=71 o

INVESI’IGATEB;BY( N s ]

FYpEOF MonTAu'ﬁ'"iiu s

AGENCY st
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7
__-g,
e

LANDOWNER™ =,

-

STATUS OF MORTALITY- -

| BRUIN CREEK
| Na

M
15

ADT

OLDER AGE ADULT MALE
LEGAL

WGFD

FIELD
BEAR WAS KILLED WHEN IT THREATENED HUNTERS OVER AN ELK
CARCASS, BEAR WAS OME OF TWO BEARS KILLED DURING THIS
INCIDENT 8Y SRR SEE COMPANION RECORD,

BTNF
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT

DATE REPORTED
MORTALITY DATE
IGBST MORT #
REPORTING PARTY
KILLED BY

UTME

UTM N

DRAINAGE

BEAR ID

SEX

EST AGE

LAB AGE

REPRO STATUS
DESCRIPTION OF BEAR
TYPE OF MORTALITY
INVESTIGATED BY
AGENCY

DISPOSITION OF PARTS
DETAILS

LAND OWNER
STATUS OF MORTALITY

%30[&*161,\_;
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GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT
Mortality number 201030

a9/12/10
9/10/10

(b} (B), {b} {7)(C)

(b) (3) (B)

BRUIN CREEK
NA

M

i5

0

ADT

OLDER AGE ADULT MALE
LEGAL

WEFD

FIELD

BEAR WAS KILLED WHEN IT THREATENED HUNTERS
OVER AN ELK CARCASS. BEAR WAS ONE OF TWO
BEARS KILLED DURING THIS INCIDENT Y R SEE
COMPANION RECORD.

BTNF
KNOWN
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY DEAR MORTALITY REPORT

IGBSTMORT 201139
DATE REPORTED: 10/25/2001

MORTALITY DATE: 107257201 |
1GBST Mortality Number: 201139
REPORTING PARTY: NARSACAOISY
KILLED BY: .
RAT) (3) (
UTM N:
DRAINAGE: 5.FE. WARM SPRINGS, SNF
BEAR ID: UNK
SEX: F
EST. AGE: 4
LAB. AGE:; 0
REPMRO. STATUS: SBA
DESCRITTION OF TYPICAL SUBADULT FEMALE

TYPE OF MORTALITY: SELF DEF.
INVESTIGATED vY: I AN
AGENCY: WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: WGFD
DETAILS:

ALAALEXLILI "UNDER‘ INVESTIGATION® #2190t 1000000 4R EPORTEDLY SHOT IN

SELF DEFENSE BY ELK HUNTER
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR NMORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED 9/7/2010
MORTALITY DATE 9/7/2010

IGBST MORT # 201028

REPORTING PARTY (b) (6), (b) (7)(C)
KILLED BY

UTM E {b) (3) (B}

UTM N

DRAINAGE HORSE CREEK, WYOMING RANGE
BEAR ID

SEX M

EST AGE 6

LAB AGE a

REPRQ STATUS ADT

DESCRIPTION OF BEAR GOOD CONDITION HEAVY FAT DEFOSITS. NO MARKS.
TYPE OF MORTALITY SELF DEF.

INVESTIGATED BY WHTRC (b) 17)(C)

AGENCY WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS WGFD EVIDENCE
DETANS UHDTHK MW ESTIOATION: BEAR oRoT oy IR+ ftronTin

SELF DEFENSE WHEN BEAR CHARGED FROM CLOSE DISTANCE.

B GuioinG MoosE HUNTER IETERTCITEERE] AT TIME
OF INCIDENT. UNDER INVESTIGATION

LAND OWNER BTNF
STATUS OF MORTALITY KNOWN

Jb ’\ L\f’C{‘ "\&F fmu C.a _(a()h\

*lu( !ML‘Q_@{:&T}’L-:)H H
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From: Deldre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com & Py

Subject: These Incidents should have resulted In charged DB ]

Date: April 5, 2016 at 11:43 AM &
Ta: Deidre Bainbridge deldre@tennbain.com

0CT-05-2000 THU 01:52 Pif WYCHING GAMERFISH LANDER  FAX NO. 13073326850 P. 02/03

b b o . §

WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY REAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 107242000
MORTALITY DATE: 10/42000
rerertinNG PARTY: ((SXCGNEOIRS)

KILLED BY:
UTM E:
UTM Nt
DRAINAGE: TIMBER CREEK
HEARID: NA
SEX: M
EST. AGE: APULT
LAB. AGE: 0
REPRO, STATUS: ADT
DESCRIPTION OF ARAR: LEFT LIP TORN, NO BODY FAT, YOUNG ADULT MALR

TYPE OF MORTALITY: 1IUMAN CAUSED
INVESTIGATED BY;
AGENCY: USFWS
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: WGQFD
DETAILS:
UNDER INVESTIGATION--—— THE REAR APPROACHED THE PARTY AFTERIT HAD
LOADED AN ELK ON THEIR HORSES, THE BEAR STOOD ON 1TS HIND LEGS AND
PUT IT'S FRONT PAVWS ON ONE OF THE PACKED HORSES. THE BEAR REMAINEDR TN
THE GROUP OF FEOP.E AKD HORSES AND WOULD NOT LEAVE. AFTER SEVERAL

ATTEMPTS TO DETER THE BEAR WITH GUN SHOTS FIRED IN THE AIR, [ sHOT
THE REAR AT CLOSE RANGE.

~his g-}m\t) (s & real stuetch 4o fefove T haw o agicle ho
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SEP-28~2000 TUE 01:03 PH HYQNING GAMEAFISH LANDER

L

FAX NO. 13073326669

DATEMEPORTED:
MORTALITY DATLE:
REFORTING PARTY:
KILLRED 8Y}

LR e AL

WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
_GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

wre T T EETTommETe L e Tmeeemm st 5

0122,2008
9/21/2060

e v SR

UTM Nt

DRAINAGE:

REARID:

SEX:

EST. AGE:

LAB. AGE:

REPRO, STATUS:
IESCRIPTION OF BEAR:

TYPE OF MORTALITY:
INVESTICATED BY!
AGENCY:

DISPOSITION OF PARTS:

COULTER CREEK
NONE

B

3

SHA
AVERAGR SIZE SUB ADULT FEMALE GRIZZLY BUAR

HUMAN CAUBED
WGFD
WOrD
WarD

DETAILS: -

18

bear was killed on 09-21-00 at approx. 4:30pm by Wy Oulrtmrm'
* they packed an elk back to camp ul npprox. 2;30 pm same day, the bear showed vp o1 4:30 and

was clrcling comp- the outfiter sicked his dogs on the bear wlth po resuhs- he then fired several
rouids to scarv Uhe bear with similar resulu- then ny he fired another reund of OO buck shot 10
scare the beay, ons (1) pellet struck she bear in the head and Xilled the bear st a distance of approx.
#0 yords

* the bear was o sub-adubt female

¥ this bear was kilfed in the sama drainaga as 1he Jast bear

= thers may ba f possible link belween these 1wo bears- reports are that thers was n sow with cubs
that eccupict this area that was known to exhibit no fear for people

£ tha bear was transported oul for neciopsy nad DNA

* an anempt will be made to recover n DMA sample fruny the previons Leénr for comparison

_——-E“‘f—‘aud bOlM\T{ "\{\p‘a_ct,q,()_, ?{Q&v\cé (Ler?\‘f (O—*WU«:({ i (_Oﬁ&}i& “"P!ﬁlk’l )

]

SEP-26-2000 TUE 01:03 PH WYOMING GAMESFISH LANDER  FAX NO. 13073326889
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WYOMING GAME AN]) FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: S1872000

MORTALITY DATE: 9/18/2000

rerorTING parry: (SECRECEAE)

KILLED BY;
UTM A

TETEE

UTM N

DRAINAGE:

BEAR ID;

SEXN!

EST. AGT:

LAB. AGY:

REPRO. STATUS:
DESCRIPTION OF BEAR:

TYPE OF MORTALITY!
INVESTICATED BY:
AGENCY:

DISPOSITION OF PARTS:
DETAILS:

AT 5:00 AM TIIE OCCUPANTS OF THE CAMP HORSES BECAME NERVOUS 50
SHINSGD A L1GIIT CUTSIDE OF THE TENT ANL BAW A LARGF GRIZZLY
ABOUT 50 YARDS. THE REAR QUICKLY APPROACIED THELIGHT AMD AT 14
YARDS READ FIRED ONE SHOT OF DO BUCK FROM FUS S1IOTGUN. THE BEAR RAN
ABOUT 20 FREET TIIEN CRAWED BECAUSE TS BACK. FNN BECAME PARALYZED. ON

PASS CREEX
NONE

M

20

ADT
OLD MALE GRIZZLY BEAR

TIUMAN CAUSED
X
WGFD

WaroD

9/19/00 FOUND V(IR REAR ALIVE AND EUTHANIZED IT.

:Iq”%ttl

. ml’r\‘l Lu;uH N = ”o\"'(‘

BEAR AT

[E. *'\U( S«L({ ((.Q:(Qng_kd ) DB
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T =
Killed By: ]

Cause of Mortality: Human-caused, self defense, hunting relaled, carcass

Location of Mortality: Open Crk, BTNF

urM: S o

Bear ID: #220

Age ol Bear: 21

Sex of Bear: Malc

Investigated By: (b) (7}C)

Disposition of Bear: WYGF

Mortality Seenario: [l SHOT AND KILLED BEAR 220 WHEN IT APPROACHED

THEM AT THE SITE OF A HARVESTED DEER. THEY FIRED A WARNING SHOT, BUT
THE BEAR DID NOT STOP APPROACHING. SITE INVESTIGATED ON 10/26/04.

Mg (bwz.z.fy m;avmsgnuu.{* Plavy Mexd Acleliegg "‘e“JL’ff«THOhC

—to Aot horraie ‘@om S-l‘a'«:[""‘j—luih S'UUNJ vt oy ﬂ‘lm’ﬁ"
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Uy Cankgt ghicot némuj:a Bear o Meturim e et
IQLbolurliomc Mmos+ lag 1w t""""’ “thazt ‘Huuj ael a
—Qhag, o '(“’L‘Xal- “ht d‘dcw&u ot

A hul_,c{- (i~ ‘ y
hot St ~hedapng T S S

Ve hassing ot ~flg F)(rf.h

©R

GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT
Date Reported: 10/3/04
Date of Mertality: 10/3/04
Reported By: EENENEIGIEH )
Cause of Mortality: Human-caused, hunling related, sell-defense

Loceation of Mortality: NORTH FK. FISH CK, BTNF.
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| WGFD
i KILLED BEAR DURING SECOND CHARGE WHILE
* | THEY WERE APPROACHING AN ELK THEY HAD KILLED
_| THE PREVIOUS DAY.

I BTNF - E
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MORTALITYZ S
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2273

15
Grizzly Bear Mortality Report 207

DATE REPORTED 10/14/08

MORTALITY DATE 10/14/09

REPORTING PARTY

KILLED BY

UTME

UTM'N

DRAINAGE JONES CREEK

BEAR ID NA

SEX F

EST.AGE

LABAGE " * . 0

REPRO STATUS ADT

DESCRIPTION OF BEAR SMALL FEMALE W/ 2 COY

TYPE OF MORTALITY SELF DEF.

INVESTIGATED BY [(b) (7)(C) [P (NIiCI]

AGENCY WGFD

DISPOSITION GF PARTS FIELD

DETAILS UNDER INVESTIGATION- BEAR KILLED ON THIRD CHARGE OF
HUNTER. CUBS WERE UNHARMED

LAND OWNER SNF

STATUS OF MORTALITY KNOWN

_«Muck QETEIERvGT atote.vy ua> 10/18/2009 07:57 7o "GS-
Ec.unt.edu>,” NN ROIWRN" B{THT \huogy . gova

Sohject; Dead Bear

On Weds nighk I waa contacted by v an ourfitter in the North Fork adviaing that they
had killed a bear {n nelf-defensa. o Fri. . ¥8 officar JEBGIEN =td ¢ retle to the mice

whore one of JGIONIGIGESS huntiers killed a femalo geizzly bear on Wods., Tha location wap about 13
miles up the NF than up Jones Ck noar thio "green knob® in the Morch Abaarcka wilderneaa. The ntory
wag that they had killed an olk Tuss night ond wore returning Weds morning with pack stock to
rotrieve the meat. BAcfore gotting to tho carcass thoy cucountered a female with 2 coy. The bear
charged them acveral times, buc Qi ldogs were abls to turn it back to ito eubz, The hunter's
hovre was backing towardn a small elifl rm.n told him to get off and then teld him to grah hig
rifle. On the lant charge the bear appeared to be focused on tha hmter on the ground so -)told
him to shoot. ‘The shot hit the bear st the base of Lhe hump which broke it down. Thay finighed it
off with a shot to the neck. The distlancoe wan about 190 yarduw, The slte invesLigation and necropsy
did not turn up anything inconsistuent with thar geport. There wan no oign that the bear hod been on
the carcapa prior to the ineident. Hoe observed cne live euly nene Liie dead female.  Sha appaarcd bo
W__].i_:ﬁgr femala, apprax, G years old. I will pend tho data on Hon. UTM's ara (TN .
WADER" -

XXNHICEXIGOCRA RN E XXX NN AR XL RL XN A RN TE N AN RENRR LIS
(t (THTY -~ - [
Dear Hanagement Offico béﬂ* . §ﬂ‘
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1620 State llighway 110 == d’{-mé %‘tl,-f-é( ; Pl “{JUF fD
Cody, WY 8I414 Z, ! A
Ay, tl Sy,

1307} B99-B157
Fax: 1307} 587-8430 9 i % Ceefias In Oden )
i51{7}(C) BRE, atate, oy .usy, c:m_,eme_/
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" QL ‘hLﬁlLZLe’LA’:{D Lg}tf_ﬁ_é ) %)\_"
O%Lé{{ﬁ?u D iy Lz fn_ Moo

eaie A Geenie c:éow—:% t__ZﬂQ%& 92%
00’%’547%{_‘, Persue: g e, wodu,, Sowstcay,
p—mawg Ta el b R

FWS_Pub CMT_005599



Lander, WY 82520
307-332-7723 ¥
a~mail address: wgf.atata.wy.us
l[attachment "10-2-07 Wiggina GRIZ MORT REPORT.doc" deleted by
JEXEIEl 2ro/Liscs /por | .
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Grizzly Bear Mortality Report

Fmarcioeomoren@zail nmsmns
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{bj (FHC) To k) (7)(C) (D) (7HC) T
2 (b (7HC) S lEALIERTS
us> (=~
10/10r2007 0952 bee
Subject  Re: Wiggins fork mort report

r
1 am walting for information on an investigation of a sow killed by & hunter
in Lodgepole creek out of Crandall, WY. I only know that a sow with COY's was
apparently shot and killed. T will get you a report as soon ag I hear.

23> {b) {7}(C) IR 6uaga.gov> 10/10/2007 5:46 AM >>5

Brain,

Thanks. No other mnortalities to roport?

LR R R RN RN R R N R N N N N N YL
(b) (7)C)

USG5 Horthern Reocky Mountain Sclence Center

Interagency Grizzly Bear Study Team

Forestry Science Lab, MS5U

P.0. Box 172780

Bozeman HT 59717-2780

Phono

Fax 406-994-641

bewdbavidbadd b badbir bbb bbb rtdrbbiatibte i da bbb d it ai bbb ohbb bR bbb

& (BTG [ {b} (7)(C) wgf.state.wy.us>

10/10/2007 09:35
To
< (B} (7){C) sQ8. qave

ce

Subject
t'iggins fork mort report

[7707—&.: %cuﬁ C,O‘/ e cieandtel. pLard 4/@"51 iy KG
L@}LﬁlLﬂhL-iL&lcl_/j L C_‘)Lgog O o
{b) (7)(C) e QRDSce )

sea akrached.

[ will ter youw know T tlie UIHY's changa. " tigator Brownlng i:
checking his GPS for accuracy,
18) (7iC)
Wyoming Ga nd Fish Dopn
Near Hanag ) ificer

f itwana Vista

FWS Pub CMT_005601
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From: Deldre Balnbridge deidre @tennbain.com
Subject: more dead sows with cubs left behind
Date: April 9, 2016 at 12:41 PM
To: Deldre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com

(5) (7)(C) To STEEEN 4O eusos oov>
i (B)(7)C) JRSLIRN :

s L (D) (7O [ pl.state
E ) (NC) THEryRER (©)(/)iC)
10/16/2007 11:27 oo TRLTAE N o state wy.us>, ST

Subject lodgepale mor

+ [ YESTH]

On 10/5/07 an unmarked 8-10 year old femsle was shot and killed at

ib) (3) {B) Y
{b) (3){B) in Lodgepele creek, Shoshone National Forest. There were 2
cubs-ot-the-yesr wikth her. The cubs were left, alive, at the site.
Investigation is pending.

B {7)(C)

Wyoming Game and Fish Department
Bear Management Officer

260 Buena Vista

Lander, WY B2520

307-332-7723 X
e-mail address: wgf.astate,wy.us
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MONTALITY REPORT
Maortality number 201044

| DATEREPORTED. . ] 10/19/2010
MORTALITY:DATE - =1 1000 | 10/19/2010

JGBSTMORTH. [~ = 1) 201044
REPORTINGPARTY. - = -

: e oA
W SNSRI

[ DRAJNAGEST 0 1 W] N. CRANDALL CK
BEARTCTISICIISSER - P na

B L™ o
_SAEKJ' - ¥ b H'\'v'\-'“m-__.tm'lﬁ = F

ESTAGET - inie T el 8
LABAGE TR 7| 0
REPRO STATUS™ i3t | ADT
DESCRIPTION.OF. BEAR™ ™ *1777| SMALL ADULT FEMALE WITH ONE COY
TYPE OF MORTALITYL &5 71 | SELF DEF.
INVESTIGATED BY. 00 ]
AGENCY/SEi i Bt ¢ T WGFD
_ ‘lep;q_s_l_nd_rg'ﬂﬁﬁjgf .| werp
| DETAILSHEREFS 7= 0] ¢**SUNDER INVESTIGATION®** BEAR FOLLOWED
: ey 2 IR 1OM ELK CARCASS AND APPROACHED VERY
. cLose surprISING TR RS TRUCK AT THE
+ 2| BEAR WITH A WALKING STICK AND THE BEAR BACKED
OFF SEVERAL STEPS THEN TURNED BACK TOWARD
NS o B (b1 6, (b (7)) XA
EXCIRCIEIE s 0T THE BEAR AT SEVERAL FEET THE
R e BEAR HAD ONE SURVIVING CUB OF THE YEAR,
LAND OWNER! © 10 o SNF
| STATUS OF MORTALITY. | kvown

‘ LL& Lia A é‘»(‘)‘&"c( %M—f—ﬂu

Ia&t(. < " v =
gé”"‘l’uwﬂu o Cof y o “1@4(9 wat, i Sapee, a-

@':(P(Léd'?f—gt L L#ddau

L/ZZL W%‘é& a ,\da(%
e o Consevadion
C";V‘izz.fta &wv p/avz, mugd | Uibes ﬁprmt) o USL. _—€ox~
B,\OB B[ﬁ-%ﬂ}mhﬂ‘fﬂ&v‘g
FalZ}
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pad tracks of » grizly bear were foustd in the anca. Upon investigation mosl if not a}l of the pistol shots were
determined o bave misscd tie bear and nppmximalcly 45 of the 60 BB pellets could also be nccounted for, There
was # amall smownl of blood that uppenrs o be coming from the front legs of the bear rmd may be from the
unaccounted pellets, The very inlermittent nng sparse bload 1mil was followed 1o x (OIRIEGD A1l sign of
the blood trnil was lost ot this pmm und large circles were made luoking for any cwdcncc ol ihe bear. | beliavo the
wounds are iton-fatal and minar in nature from Wic nmount of Blood found. Al of the hunters (5totnl) carried
liandguns and the person that had shot the elk carricil 2 12 pa shotgun, None of the hunters carricd bear spry.
When ] asked them why no one hud bear spray they said they were not convinced that it will work since they did not
personally know myone ot lind evey used it They said they perccived everything they had beasd nhout bear spray

1o be advertising hype.
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W

WYOMING GAME AND FISII DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REFORTED: 971312011
MORTALITY DATE: 9%/1372011
IGBST MORT NUMBER: 201126
REPORTING PARTY: (b) (6)| (b) (? )(C)
KILLED BY:
U™ I
UTM N:
DRAINAGE: S FK. FISH CREEK
BEARID: 497

SEX: F

EST, AGL: &

LAD AGE: §

REPRO. STATUS: ADT

DESCRIFTION OF HEALTILY ; OLD INJURY, L 17T MISSING 4 INNER TOES

TYIE OF MORTALITY: SLLF DEF
INVESTIGATED BY: [EIGHS) IEEEE: (RIS (Usrws)
AGENCY: WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: USFWS
DETALLS:

srevasreenseet e ey UNDER INVLSTIGATION?# 446+ 449v 00004 4B EAR 497 SHOT IN
RLPOK1 B SELF DEFENSE BY ELK MUNTER; GROWN CUB PRESENT BUT NOT
INJURED, NO ATTEMIT TO CAIFTURES #4946+ esasesnsis

FWS_Pub CMT 005607



September 18, 1997

Grizzly Bear Mortality Report

Dalc Reporied: 09/16/97

Dale of Mortality: 09/15/97 - appx. 7:30 pm
Reported by:

Cause of Mortality: Self - defense  (archery hunter)

Location of Mortalily: Forest Creck of Cabin Creck , GNF

UTM: B ~

Bear ID: #254
Ago of Bear; 8 yrs,
Sex ol Bear Femnle (2 yrlg. cubs ot side)

Investigated by: i (D) (7)(C) Layii® (b) (7)(C) ERTty

Disposition of cvidence: skull, claws, car tags, tatooc MTFWT Rescarch Lab, Bozeman, MT

HISTORY of BEAR:

Bear #254 was captured for management purposes on 09/02/95 in Beaver Creck, GNF and
translocated to Crooked Creck, YNP, Bew #254 was frequenting the parking/tralihead area ol
Beaver Creek and atlempting to aquire food lefl in velucles. No food reward was received by #254

prior to her capture. Bear #254 had cubs in 1996 in YNP, where she remained unti! summer 1997,
11254's cast radio-collar was Incatud near Conot Besin, GNF (north of the mortality site) 07/22/97,

DETAILS of MORTALITY CONFLICT:
Under investigalion

U suspest b R clawd Coalog lahedled cetd cled enmee, - at'(‘llqdu_(f
ants N culps npn "Ie'":j ("""'(‘m‘* 'Qﬂ-rﬂowi'wb I':n') e rp )
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From: Deidre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com iy
Subject: What happened to this investigation three cubs killed in self-defense really?19/15/37 fialz]
Date: April 5, 2016 at 10:30 AM L
To: Deidre Bainbridge deldre @tennbain.com

WYOMING GAMTE AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 91597
MORTALITY DATE: 9415/

— (D) (6), (b) (7)(C)

KILLED BY:

UTM E:

UTMN:
DRAINAGE: SILVERTIP CR/OPEN CR.

BEARID: M
SEX: F
ST .AGE: YRL
LADB. AGL: 0
REPRO. STATUS: YRL
DESCRIPTION OF BEAR: APPROX. 150 YEARLING FEMALE GRIZZLY

TYPE OF MORTALITY: SELF DEF.
INVESTIGATED BY: [

AGENCY: WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: USFWS
DETAILLS:
SEE RECORD 60

%lb 3 Wu‘-.:) e.u(;.o, all, 3 W&Aé’ bf) hewds o
Wbu_: LL;SJ b a“‘Q‘&MQ&c,() u\_‘; ‘(‘dxto f’ﬂtﬂ4t—&g}4g(4u{) ,Q’ g,
A e Litets ~l el Mu"‘]aa L akty i, Cfe@;ze(,é

f

-\J’)L(Pt) bq_mué% (.,r.d-;!B’D (Ve ¥he (O/mea:z;ou .
RYe
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 91557
MORTALITY DATE: 9/15/97

REPORTING PARTY: [{S) RIS REAI(®))

KILLED BY:

vy E SIS

UTMN:

DRAINAGE: SILVERTIP CR/OPEN CR

BEARID: N
SEX: M
EST. AGE: YRL
LAB.AGE: 0
REPRO. STATUS: YRL
DESCRIPTION OF BEAR: APPROX. 160 LB YEARLING MALE GRIZZLY

TYPE OF MORTALITY: SELF DEF.
INVESTIGATED BY:
AGENCY: WGFD
DISI'OSITION OF PARTS: USFWS
DETAILS:
SEI RECORD #60

FWS_Pub CMT_005610



WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT

GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 915/97
MORTALITY DATE: 9/15/97
REPORTING PARTY:

KILLED BY:
UTM E:
UTMN:

DRATNAGE: SILVERTIP CR/OPEN CR
BEARID: N
SEX: M
EST. AGE: YRL
LAB. AGE: 0
REFPRO. STATUS: YRL
DESCRIPTION OF BEAR: APPROX 180LB YEARLING MALE QRIZZLY

TYPE OF MORTALITY: SELYF DEF.
INVESTIGATED BY:
AGENCY: WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: USFWS
DETAILS:
SEE RECORD {60
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 11/6/2002
MORTALITY DATE:
REFORTING PARTY: {ESNCINTINRAS -
KILLEDBY: /705 S/ é T
UFTM L:
UTM N:

DRAINAGE: ISHAWOOA CK
BEARID: U
SEX: I
EST. AGE: U
LAB. AGE: 0
REPRO. STATUS: 2YRL
BESCRIPTION OF BEAR: ADULT DEAR WITH TWO YEARLINGS

TYPL OF MORTALITY: N/A
INVESTIGATED BY:
AGENCY: WGFD
DISFOSITION OF PARTS: N/A
DETALLS:

A GRIZZLY BEAR WITH TWO YEARLNGS WAS DAYBENDED IN AN AREA HHUNTED
BY DEER HUNTERS, A HUNTER AND A GUIDE ENCOUNTERED THE BEDDED DEARS
AT ABOUTI0FT, TIILE BEARS GOT UP FROM THE BED AND QUARTERLD AWAY
TFROM TNEITUNTER AND GUIDE. THE GUIDE YELLED AT THE BEARS 1O KEEI' THEM
GOING AWAY FROM T1HEM. THE ADULT FEMALL BEAIL TURED AND CHARGED T1TE
TWO MEN. THE HUNTER SHOT AT T BEAR FROM THLE RIP AT A VERY CLOSE
DISTANCE. THE REAR TURNED AND RAN IIACIK TO HER CUBS AND LEFT TIIE AREA.

AN INVESTIGATION OF T1HE SITE PRODUCED A SMALL AMOUNT OF BLOOD. NO
EVIDENCE OF A MORTALUTY WAS FOUNIL

‘ANJ ber- hawmple, -
o (W =3 <
h&-u, ,;Pvfu_l, s st Mea o, catinot Copd

‘;c:% 'Ghiv\b o bapo, al4l, L‘LQ_AI/‘. (Dhaie | ‘#"S
Greclveee | vlcél-ie.cmq.f TN (8 mam&c.mur(x P[Ah £

Dy

HUM{'EN( inogt Cring aiel Buoap  frato
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REFORTED: 9/25/2003
MORTALITY DATE: 912472003
REPORTING PARTY: (X RCNGIS
KTLLED BY:
UTM E:
UTM N:
DRAINAGE: TOUGH CREEK | SA/F
BEAR ID:
SEX: F
EST. 10
LAB, AGE: 0
REPRO. STATUS: ADT
DESCRIPTION OF TYPICAL, ADULT GRIZZLY

TYPE OF MORTALITY: SELT DEF.
INVESTIGATED BY EYEASII . (ORGEE!
AGENCY: WGFD
DISPOSITION DT PARTS:
DETAILS:

sess ¢ NDER INVESTIGATION# **#0# reees v s INVESTIGATIVE DETAILS
FOLLOWessemesnsoasn  OUTETTER IEERERRESHOT AND KILLED AN ADULT 50W
GRIZZLY WHILE PACKING OUT A BARVESTED BIGHORN SHEEP ON 0o R
AND A IIUNTER ENCOUNTERED THE BEAR ON A BLIND CORNER ON THE TRAIL.
THE BEAR WAS VOCAL, AGGRESSIVE, AND BLUFF CHARGED ONCE BEFORE
LEAVING. THE BEAR RETURNED WITII A TWO-YEAR OLD CUB AND WAS STILL
AGGRESSIVE, BUT WAS HAZED AWAY. WIND CONDITIONS PREVENTED Ti1I: USE
OF PEPPER SPRAY. THE SOW RETURNED A THIRD TIME WITH A SECOND
TWO-YEAR OLD CUR [EIEEEEER) SHOT TIE SOW AT 10 YARDS,
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 11/11/2004

MORTALITY DA'TE: 11/11/2004
REPORTING PARTY: [SAARURLTIVES)
KILLED BY;

UTM E:
UTM N:
DRAINAGE: Pncific Ci\Vhetstone Ck, BTNF
BEARID: 172
SEX: [
EST. 7
LAB. AGE: 0
REPRO, STATLS: ADT
DESCRIIMTION OF

250 Ib female wilh 2 yearlings

TYPE OF MORTALITY: SELF DEF.
INVESTIGATED BY:[EHE SR (USFws)
AGENCY: WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: USFWS
. DETAILS:

ssssvsmerase INDER ]NVEST[GA'”ON"“"""""""""SHOT NEAR
AT CLOSE RANGE ON WIETSTONE TRAIL AT APPROXIMATELY 9AM. LIKELY

SURPRISE ENCOUNTER, SELF DEFENSE.

Srnall Boars w/cl %?Q“Z{I ¢ If./
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REFORTED: 916/2011
MORTALITY DATE: 91072011
IGRST MORTALITY NUMBER: 201121
REPORTING PARTY: (b) (6). (b) (7)(C)
KILLED BY:
UTM E:
UM N: [
DRAINAGE: BURROUGHS CREER
BEARID: 347
SEX: F
EST, AGL:
LAB. AGE: 19
REPRO. STATUS: ADT
DESCRIPTION OF SMALL (250 L.B); HEAVY TOUTII WEAR; LOW BODY I'AT

TYI'E OF MORTALITY: SELF DEF.
INVESTIGATED BY:
AGENCY: WGHD
MISPOSITION OF PARTS: WGFD
DETAILS:
ereseverd s s UNDER INVESTIGATION®** 7YY GIIZZ1Y I1EAR 267 WAS SHOT AND

KILLED AT CLOSE RANGE IN REFORTED SELF DEFENSL LLIRING A MOOSE HUNT.

BEAR 267 HAD 3 CURS OF THE YEAR TILAT NO ATTEMPT TO TRAP IS BEING
NMAD*ss4essbbass

Mevne Coby (et et 4o Sotten 0
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 10/2/%9
MORTALITY DATE: 10/2/99
REPORTING rARTY: [BIXENEIS)

KILLED BY:
gl (b) (3) (B)
UTM N:
DRATNAGE: Crow Creck
BEARIB: Nonc
SEX: F
EST.AGE: 13
LAB. AGE: 0
REPRO. STATUS: ADT

DESCRIPTION QF BEAR; Very blonde, small adubt female prizzly bear

FYPE OF MORTALITY: 0.0onf0r hurrash ganzocien ,#w-mn ramsedd

mvesTIGATED BY: [T

AGENCY: USFWS/LIs<p

DISFOSITION OF PARTS; WGFD

DETAILS: .

' RERHERERY wos hunting elk on the ridge between Crow creek and Jones creeky I
reporicd cocounlering the bear al close range. The bear ran about 15 feel toward siopped
and stood np behind a large tree, then weat back to all four feot and bounded ence towards
Wpﬁn‘.ﬂ one ghol from n 30-0G rifle which killcd the boar almost snstantly. The beats
carcass was about 10 deel from the loeation IRERIREG] vwas standing when [Jf] fired. |

reporied observing fwo cubs of the year in fhe irees when the Incident escarred. Bxaminalion of
the carcass revealed that the bear was in full lacintion slage and that the cubs had relumed to he
sirchss und aticmpted 1o nuvse after the desth of the female. We found no additonal evidence of
cubs in [he area during the investigation, [ENRERGE ws hnnting \\'Hhm of

Powcll, WY, The incident is currently under Inveslipation as lo the 1egalily of ive loke as of
10/4/99,

v&%b— O‘ﬁﬁc&cmg@M

P03

ok s Ko = COhous o &Wgﬂy_.z

FWS Pub CMT_005616



Irate Reported: 10/10/04

Date of Mortality: 10/9/04

Reporicd By JEIRCIR{XTAI(03)
OISR (D) (6). (b} (7)(C)

Cause of Mortality: Human-caused, self defense, hunling related
Location of Mortality: Silver Crk, SNF

urs: (IS o I

Bear ID: None

Age of Bear: Adult, 2 yearlings present

Scx of Bear: Female

Investipated By: BEGIEEHIE®S!

Disposition of Bear: WGFD

Mortality Scenario: NG < ILLED A TEMALE GRIZZLY BEAR THAT CHARGED
HIM. YEARLINGS WERE UNHURT.

@a% 9“ é“‘éfow Hedl, MOOV S /7
CotrunD e- Shorgels — ﬂ?aﬁ.’;ﬁé

GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT
Dnte Reported: 10/15/04
Dinte of Mortality: 10/15/04
Renorted Ry: RIS
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GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

Date Reported: 10/9/2004

Date of Mortality: 10/9/2004

Reported By: [OIGEEIHE)

Killed By: ENGRDIGION

Cause of Mortality: Human-caused, Sclf-defense, hunting relaled
Location of Mortality: NORTH CRANDALL CRK, SNF
U RS

Bear ID: None

Age of Bear: Adult, 3 yearlings present

Sex of Bear: Female

Investignted By:

Disposition of Bear: Ficld

Mortalily Scenario: A FEMALE WITH 3 YEARLINGS KILLED CHARGING A HUNTER

IN NORTH CRANDALL.

GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 5/26/2003
MORTALITY DATE: 5/26/2003

REPORTING PARTY SIIGICIIN
RR:DEAE  (5) (5), (b) (7)(C) B
UTM E; [BESTS)]
UTM N:
DRAINAGE: M. FK. OWL CREEK
BEAR ID: NA
SEX: M
EST. 5
LAB. AGE: 0
REPRO, STATUS: ADT
DESCRIPTION OF BEAR: YOUNG ADULT MALE BEAR

TYPE OF MORTALITY: ILLEGAL
INVESTIGATED BY: {idigie
AGENCY:

DISPOSITION OF PARTS:
DETAILS

s+++++4*UNDER INVESTIGATION"******* [CIRIINEISH SHOT AND KILLED AN
UNMARKED MALE GRIZZLY BEAR AT A BLACK BEAR BAIT SITE.
REPORTED THE INCIDENT TO WGFD WARDEN [IEIIGIEIR A SHORT TIME AF TER THE
INCIDENT.
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From:
Subject:
Date:
To:

Deldre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com
Another dead bear from baitAeft two cubs of yearl!
April 4, 2016 at 1:11 PM

Deidre Bainbridge deidre @tennbain.com

WYOMING GAMI AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 05/04/2006
MORTALITY DATE: 05/04/2006
REPORTING PARTY {EIENEIEEN
LURRR S (1) (6), (b) (7){C) ]

UTM E:

v : [CEIED

DRAINAGE: 5 F OWL, CREEK, 'R-WY within boundary of Reservation
BEAR ID: Unmarked

SEX: M

EST: 4-5

LAB. AGE:

REPRO. STATUS: Subadult

DESCRIPTION OF: MALE GRIZZLY BEAR, DARK COLORED
TYPE OF MORTALITY: Hegal, Mistaken identiy

INVESTIGATED BY:

AGERCY: WGFD

DISPPOSITION OF PARTS: WGFD

DETAILS: BEAR KILLED MISTAXENLY AS A BLACK BEAR. HUNTER WAS USING BAIT,
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From: Deldre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com & "\l‘

Subject: More Bear Bate related DB

Date: April 4, 2016 at 12:57 PM n
To: Deidre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com

r
i

’_'.‘-r""'

o

WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 5/1/2000
MORTALITY DATE: /112004
REIORTING PARTY: [NTNEITE]
KILLED BY {ECRETRE)
UTAI E:
UTMN:

DRAINAGE: GRASS CREEK (Siate Land)
BEAR ID: NA
SEX: M
EST. AGE: 3
LAR. AGE: 0
REPRO. STATUS: SBA

DESCRIPTION OF BEAR: DARK COLOIRED MALE GREZZLY BEAR

TYPE OF MORTALITY: ILLEGAL

INVESTIGATED DY:

AGENCY: WGFD

DISPOSETION OF PARTS: WGFD

DETAILS:

****UUNDER INVESTIGATION®**+*+ EIEEER) AND 111S FATHER (EETENCNECI)

WERE HUNTING A LEGAL, REGISTERED BLCK BEAR BAIT WHEN THEY SHOT A MALE
GRIZZLY BEAR / [IRERERD ADVISED TUAT I1E THQUGHT IT WAS A HLACK DEAR.
WEEIERIREPORTED I'TTO GAME WARDEN TIIEHISI APPROXIMATELY 211OURS
AFTER HE KILLED THE BEAR

Bear was onlside the 10-mile perimeter
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From: Deidre Balnbridge deidre@tennbain.com Fes™y
Subject: more bear bate dead bears | UE
Date: April 4, 2016 at 1:34 PM .

To: Deidre Bainbridge deldre@tennbain.com

GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 5/29/07
MORTALITY DATE: 5/28/07
REPORTING PARTY: BTG
KILLED BY:

UTM E:

AV RRE(D) (3) (B)]

DRAINAGE: Dutch Joe Crk, BTNF
BEAR ID:

SEX: Male

EST: Adulit

LAB. AGE:

REPRO. STATUS: Adult

DESCRIPTION OF BEAR: Bear weight 240 pounds field dressed, poor condition. Teeth wear
and head size indicated an older bear,

TYPE OF MORTALITY: Hum:an-caused, hunting mistaken identity kill over black bear bait,
INVESTIGATED BY{{) K¢ (@3]
AGENCY: WYGF

DISPOSITION OF PARTS: WYGF

DETAILS: A black bear hunter killed o male grizzly bear over a registered biit site on Dutch

foe Creek, aboul Y4 mile south of the Bip Sandy Openings on Sunday, May 28. The specific
{0} {3) (B) This is

ihe Mirst documented grizzly in the Green River Region. The bear was reported teff(S)REAI(®R on
Monday night. mel with lhe hunler, Pinedfile) (o harvest check a black
bear and identified it as n grizzly. Tt is a small bodied male, feld-dressed weight is 240
Ibs. ‘Tooth wear and head size indicates an older bear but the body condition s poor.
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From: Deidre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com & = '\,I

Subject: What happened to this investigation ' DB

Date: April 5, 2016 at 12:49 PM : 3
To: Deidre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com

HAY-08-2001 TUE 12:33 PN WYOHING GAMEAFIGH LAHDER  FAX HO. 13073326868 P. 02

WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GCRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY RE:I‘ORT

DATE REPORTED: 04/24/2001

MORTALITY DATF: 047247200

patasea veed () (6), (b) (7)(C)
KILLED BY:

UT™ E:
UTM N:
DHAINAGE; Rock Springs Canyon
BEARID: 376 ’
SR M
FST. AGE: §
LAB. AGF: 5
RETRO. STATUS: ADT
DESCRUMIION OF NEAR: Lange, hypleal dezk-colored grizziy

TYPE OF MORTALITY: ILLEGAL

NVESTIGATED bY: SRR, SN TR

AGENCY: WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: WGFD
DETATLES:

senmb p i AT e a v S NVESTICATION
PENDINGYtvree Saddpboedumardiohtnstvinnrdnl On ﬂpﬂl 23. 2001‘ was guiding

[ for Llack buars, Near their bait site that évening (balt site SWER, vection
EYR=E they saw the bear and shot it with a bow. They gave up the search {or the
1 bear duc 10 darknezs and angwiall. The moning of April 21, [IENEEES] ~ fEH'
tracked the beur obout 1/4 nele from the hait site, The bear was bedded under a lrce
RALGALRER] 11icd 10 move into poshlosn fur another shot with tiz bowe, The bear charged (EIEICIEE
#ind [EERAR thot the bear twice wilh 2 .44 magnum pistol. The bear mun off. Whin the twa men
apzroached the chrcass they suspected it snfpht be a geizzly and went In Jackson aod reporied it lo
m. WUIFD personnel e [IESKNATEETIN i:rvestipatad the shooling, tonducted
ficld necropsy, and recovered the ead, hide and paws ol the bear.  The man were canvibg pepper

cpy. résAsasbasdyrtiarrinpasrbibaduteniyiahd SO ECTTGATTON
PtN‘nlNG—fo-ovvi-tuni [EEF T TR 3

FWS_Pub CMT_005624



WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZ1LY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 5172004
MORTALITY DATE: 5/1/2004
REPORTING PARTY:
KILLED BY {TCORCTERIE
UTM E:
UTA N:

DRAINAGE; GRASS CREEK (State Land)
BEARID: NA
SEX: M
LST. AGE: ]
LAR. AGE: 0
REPRO. STATUS: SRA
DESCRIPTION OF BEAR: DARK COLORED MALE GRIZZLY BEAR

TYPE OF MORTALITY: ILLEGAL
INVESTIGATED BY: [EG LS
AGENCY: WGFD
DNSPOSITION OF PARTS: WGFD
DETAILS:

*4OAUNDER INVESTIGATION** 7 ==+ AND HIS FATHLR (IETCNTINEITSN
WERE HUNTING A LEGAL, REGISTERED NDLCK BEAR BAIT WIENTHLY 5110T A MALILL
chizzLy BEAR, SIEEEEEE ADVISED THAT G THOUGHT IT WAS A BLACK BEAR,
R REPORTED I 1O GAME WARDEN [EITEEIEI APPROXIMATELY 2 HOURS
AFTER HE KILLED THE BEAR

Bear was oulsitde fhe 10-mile perimeter

WD’)LL g I—Zﬁ" 61!/71u_
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From: Deidre Balnbridge deidre @tennbain.com &
Subject: What happened to this invastigation
Date: April 5, 2016 at 12:49 PM
To: Deidre Bainbrldge deidra@tennbain.com

NAY-0B-2001 TUE 12:33 PH WYOMING GAMEGFISH LANDER  FAX NO, 13073326869 P.

T e —— e —— —1 -

WYOMING GAME AND FlS[I DEI’ART\'IENT
GRIZZLY REAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 042472001
MORTALITY DATE: D4/24/200
LTy as I (D) (6), (b) (7)(C)
KILLED BY:
UTM B:
DTNV N:
DHAINAGR: Rock Springs Canyon
HRATRRID: 376 !
SEN: M
TST.AGE: i
LAL AGE; §
RETRO. 8TATUS: ADT
DESCRIITION OF REAR: Large, typleal dusk-colored grizvly

LI'YPE (OF MORTALITY: ILLEGAL

INVESTTGATED BY: (N, () ST

AGENCY: WGFD
DISIOSITION OF FARTS: WGED
DETAILS:

sgemarebsld o st bbs INVESTICATION

PENDING! v vantvivbvonssiviheerobsyd s o2y Apl‘ll 23- 2001, was 3u|dmg
ttn SNENEGGI for black bears, Near theis bait site that ¢vening (b:ilm B, ccction

JCIEMGIR they saw thi: Lear opd shot it with a bow. They gave up the sca:ch rer the

woundes bear duc to darknezs and snawtall, Tho reaming of Aprl 24, and
tracled the bear about 1/4 mule from the bait site. The bear wag under a tree.
Iricd 1o move into positfon for wnother shot with s bow, The 'bc:r charged EIEINEIGED
dnd shot the bear twice with 3 .44 magnum pistol. Fhe bear rznoff. When the two men
sprroached the carcass they suspected il mipht be a fizzly and went to Jackson and reported It o
: WGFD personnel oan NCSITETSTIN ivvestipated the shooting, conducted a
field pecropay, and rezovesed the bead, hide and paws of the bzar. The men wore canying pepper
cpray. Basavacdesivierennsapesriprnirrasiyiete b e NVESTIGATION
FL"ND]NG""'B'i""" isrmschdnonunuent
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NEWS RELEASE

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
134 Union Boulevard
lLakewood, Colorado 80228

U.S. Department of Justice
United States Attorney
District of Idaho

U.S. Department of Interior
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Pacific Region

NEWS RELEASE
January 26, 2005

Thomas E. Moss, DOJ, United States Attorney, (208) 334-1211
Terry L. Derden, DOJ, First Assistant U. S. Attorney, (208) 334-1211
Marc Haws, DOJ, Executive Assistant U.S. Attorney, (208) 334-1211
George Breitsameter, DOJ, Assistant U.S. Attorney, (208) 334-1211
Craig Tabor, USFWS, Resident Agent in Charge, (208) 378-5333

BOW HUNTER ADMITS KILLING GRIZZLY BEAR

A Kentucky bow hunter has pled guilty to a misdemeanor and
will pay restitution of $15,000 for illegally killing a female grizzly bear in
the Island Park area in September 2002.

Dan Walters, 46, of Dry Ridge, Kentucky, entered his plea
yesterday before U.S. Magistrate Judge Larry M. Boyle in federal court
in Pocatello. In addition to the restitution, Watters will be prohibited
from hunting for two years.

Walters and two friends were hunting in the Sawtelle area when
Walters encountered two bears, one larger than the other. Believing
they were black bears, he shot the larger one in the right hind quarter,
then tracked the two briefly before returning to his truck. The next day,
Walters and three other men found the dead grizzly and discovered it
was wearing a tracking collar. Walters admitted that he removed his
arrow from the bear and buried it.

The 300-pound 7-year-old sow was a pioneer bear important to
the repopulation effort in the Idaho portion of the Yellowstone Recovery
Zone. She was collared in the fall of 1999, and monitoring since then
showed that she routinely traveled between Yellowstone and the

FWS_Pub CMT 005628



Sawtelle Peak area.

The grizzly bear is listed as a threatened species under the
Endangered Species Act and is protected from illegal take.

U.S. Attorney Tom Moss commended the joint investigation by
the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service and the Idaho Department of Fish &
Game.
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Grizzly bear killed May 7, 2014 In Unit 62A / IDFG Photo

Idaho successfully handles case of illegally killed
grizzly bear |

ST. ANTHONY - For the first time since grizzly bears were listed as a Threatened
Species under the Endangered Species Act in 1975, the State of Idaho has successfully
prosecuted a grizzly bear case, demonstrating that it is ready and able to manage
grizzly bears as big game animals.

On May 7, 2014, |Kenneth Tyler Sommer (23, of Newdale, ID) was with his wife hunting
for black bears fn Unit 62A near the Rack Creek Girl Scouts Camp; According to a
statement Sommer made to the United States Fish & Wildlife Service Agent initially
investigating the matter, a bear charged he and his wife and he shot it. Only after killing
the bear did/Sommer identify it as a grizzly. He contacted conservation officers with
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IDFG officers, aided by a USFWS agent, conducted a thorough investigation of the kill-
site but found no physical evidence on the ground that the bear had ever charged
-Sommer or his wife. All three investigators concluded that the bear had likely been
“standing still' when Sommer shot and killed it with a single bullet to the center of its
forehead.

Sommer.was cited for unlawful taking of a grizzly bear, plead not guilty, and requested a
jury trial. Last week, on December 5, 2014, Fremont County Prosecuting Attorney, Karl
H. Lewies, tried the case to a jury. He argued that the bear had not been charging
when Sommer shot it, but that Sommer who "wanted to kill a black bear that day, shot
first and identified second.” After hearing all the evidence, including:Sommer's own
version of events, the jury found Sommer guilty of unlawfully taking a grizzly bear.

The grizzly bear that was killed was a 12-year old adult male weighing approximately
400 Ibs. The investigation determined that the bear had initially been shot in the head
from 36 yards away with a 7mm rifle and that its tracks never veered toward the
Sommers. The bear had previously been collared for study purposes but had never
gotten into any trouble with humans. According to IDFG Regional Conservation Officer
Doug Petersen, one of the investigatars on the case, "As a sportsman we have a legal
and more importantly an ethical obligation to make sure and identify our target before
we shoot. The responsibilily is ours when we pull the trigger on a firearm to know
where that bullet is going and where it will stop.”

Magistrate Judge Gilman Gardner sentenced Sommer to the maximum fine of $1,000

dallars, maximum $400 civil penalties, 30 days in jail, 1 year hunting license revocation

and 2 years unsupervised probation. The judge suspended the jail time and $500 _
dollars, on condition that; Sommer.successfully completes his probation. !

According to Petersen, "This is the first case in I[daho where there was a successful
prosecution in state court of a grizzly bear taken unlawfully, From the officers' detailed
investigation, through partnership with Fremont County's prosecutor, this sets the
record straight that daho is prepared to manage grizzly bears as a big game species in
Idaho.”

The investigation phases of two unrelated cases regarding the killing of grizzly bears in
the Island Park Area in 2013 are complete and still awaiting federal prosecution.

To learn more abolit bears in ldaho, visit
hitp:/ffishandgame.ldaho.gov/public/education/bearldentification/
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From: Deldre Bainbridge deidre®@tennbain.com :
Subject: Mistaken ID LG \'
Date: April 4, 2016 at 4:27 PM '

To

: Deidre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com

Date Reported:

Date of Mortalily:
Reporied by:

Cause of Mortality:
Location of Mortality:
UTM:

Bear ID:

Age of Bear:

Sex of Bear:

Investigaled by:

Disposition of Bear:

Grizzly Bear Mortality Report

(DRAFT)
09/07/11
10/05/11
M - M

histaken [D black bear hunter — under investigation
Davis/Lower Deer Creeks, privale land, Sweetgrass County

(b) (3) (B) gt ) ) EESENVERI  (b) (3) (B) |
Known: #618 red car-tags 938, lip tutloo 938, pit tag recovered
54 years.. .known age

male

(b) (7)(C) § (D) (7)(C) EEutQ

Whole bear corcass taken o MFWP Wildlife Lab in Boxzeman,
where it was verified as grizzly bear #618 in the Yellowsione
Ecosystem.
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From: Deidre Bainbridge deldre@tennbain.com
Subject: suspect
Date: April 4, 2016 at 452 PM
To: Deidre Bainbridge deldre@tennbain.com

WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY DEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 5/13/2010
MORTALITY DATE: 5/13/2010
REPORTING PARTY: (LJACHRIIAEAI(®Y
KILLED BY:

UTM L:
ursN: G
DRAINAGE: GRASS CK, Siatc-WY
BEARID: 584
SEX: M
LST. AGE: 9
LAB, AGE: ¢
REPRO. STATUS: ADT
DESCRIFTION OF LARGE GRIZZLY

TYPE OF MORTALITY: ILLEGAL
INVESTIGATED 1Y [ BIETE)
AGENCY: WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: USFWS
DETAILS:

HHI4TTUNDER INVESTIGATION# **4* 4 GRIZZLY 584 KILLED AS REPORTED MISTAKEN

I FOR A BLACK BEAR,

FWS_Pub CMT 005633



GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED 8/27/09
MORTALITY DATE n % e T 1 s
REPORTING PARTY (D) (6).(b) (7)(C)
KILLED BY
UTM E
UTMIN - ib) (3} (B)
DRAINAGE Deatman CREEK
‘BE/R D ] 854
SEX F
EST/AGE 4
LABAGE. = 4
REPRO STATUS SBA
| DESCRIPTION OF BEAR SMALL FEMALE BEAR
| TYPE.DF MORTALITY ILLEGAL
| INVESTIGATED BY {b) {7}C)
AGENCY WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS WGED
DETAILS WAS BOW HUNTING BLACK BEARS IN THE CRME
CREEK AREA HEAR CRANDALL. HE OBSERVED WHAT HE
: THOUGHT WAS A BLACK BEAR FROM SEVERAL HUNDRED
YARDS AWAY. HE APPOACHED THE BEAR AND KILLED IT
WITH ONE ARROW, THEY DID NOT FIND THE EBEAR
UNTIL 2/27/09 AMND DISCOVERED IT WAS A GRIZZLY.
{ BEEE (nuwrivg conpanzon) cartes) (CGEEER
{WGFD} TOQ REPORT THE INCIDENT.
LAND.OWNER SNF
STATUS OF MORTALITY KNOWN
10/3/09

200917 has been resolved.

te known, human caused, illegal, proseculkion

complete., closed case

KRARKRHE RN XA N NN AR NN KRR AU XM NN NN XK NN R AN HNNRE K LY
Hear Management Office

Wyoming Game and Fish Depc.

2020 State Highway 120

Tody, WY B2414

{10%7) BY9-A157

Fax: [307) SB7-5430

b)) (7){C) awgf.atato. wy.uu

EERA A A S b bl b S ¥ MARRERA LR ANN
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From: Deldre Balnbridge deldre@tennbain.com & Pty
Subject: Only $700 plus fine for illegal kil WGFS jF LA E \
Date: April 5, 2016 at 12:03 PM .
To: Deidre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com

JUN-27-2000 TUE 11:27 AN WYOHING GAMERFISH LANDER

FAX NO. 130733268669

WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT

DATE REPORTED:
MORTALITY DATE:
REPORTING PARTY!:
IILLED BY}

LT B

UTM Nt

DRAINAGE!
BCARID:

SEX:

EST, AGE:

LA, ACE:

REPRO. STA'TUS:
DESCRIPTION OF DEAR:

TYPE OF MORTALITY:
INVESTIGATED BY:
AGENCY:

NISPOSITION OF FARTS:
DETAILS

GRIZZLY REAR MORTALITY REPORT
5/9/2000

S{B200D

IENEEN (worb)

I (9)(6). (b) (7)C)

SF OF NF OF OWL CK
3
0

SBA
UNMARKED SUB ADULT MALE

ILLEGAL
WQFD
Wwarn

P

0

A UNMARKED SUB ADULT MALED GRIZZLY BEAR WAS KILLED OY A SPRING BLACK
BEAR HUNTER. TIHE [TUNTER WAS CHARGED WITH TAKING A GRIZZLY W/O A
LICENSE UNDER STATE STATUTL. HE PLEAD GUILTY AND PAID §770 IN FINES,
THE CASE 1S CLOSED,

¥ The ic dw[b not « dutecetl-,
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Grizzly Bear Mortality Report

.DATE\REPORTED! - /| 6/14/08
MORTALITY.DATE = 4| 6/14/08

3) {B)]

LARGE ADULT MALE GRIZZLY BEAR
ILLEGAL

ey 'SHOT THE BEAR MISTAKENLY FOR A

SR NI BLACK BEAR ON THE EVENING OF 6/13/08. WHILE
SEARCHING FOR THE BEAR ON 6/14 IT CHARGED
HIM FROM A DAYBED AND HE SHOT AND KILLED
IT. HE REPORTED THE INCIDENT IMMEDIATELY TO

; i b} (F)C) |
EANDIOWNERECT 1 1| SNF
I"STATUS OF MORTALITYE| KNOWN

W& Koras LWOGCFD Lewy, Lﬁ'—ﬂu L/%o 7

ﬂw“ VL”—a,uézu@wJ T ‘-ﬁ"’“’ Vgﬁiw& Mo
Conorsabism, J Maw&&y Unteatomaimo pﬁ“é{ Ll
. /0, 000

;1-/ W)auédznx [/}?Ltﬂcwﬁu \/(uc?' %M
Les ~ L3 “Uaszo ~ %j Yoy
A S0 W/ Cifo -~ one a‘@‘d'-‘-’@%
L\gl,éluu Qe Cl"-"é" :

" Yoo onades ~( Yoty Deerig,

Baacel e %—&;)
R
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GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE RERORTED, ..

MORTALITY DATE -~ .

RERDRTING PARTY 44

KILLED' aﬁ#“i‘*“ ]

UTHL

UT ’ﬂmﬂm b
AINAGEL, "-;:

'B D :

[ sex ST

EABYAGE S b 1o
REPROSTATLIS S 2o
Esemgg;ou QF.8 EAR;

5/24/09
5/24/09

NEWTON CREEK

‘| NA

M
2
0
TYO
SMALL, LIGHT COLORED MALE GRIZZLY BEAR
ILLEGAL

WGFD
| WGFD

: BEAR WAS KILLED BY A LICENSED BLACK BEAR HUNTER DURING AN OPEN
#LACK BEAR SEASON, NO BAIT USED. HUNTER REPORTED THE KILLING.

1| SNF

| KNOWN
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; Grizzly Bear Mortality Report
Date Reporied: 05/10/08

Date of Caplure/Removal:  05/10/08

Reported by:

Cause of Mortality: Black bear hunler: mis-identification

Location of Mortalily: South West of Albino Lake - Taylor's Fork drainage, GNF.
UTM: lib) (3} (B)[EARAib) (3) (B

Elevalion: 7050 feet

Bear TD: unknown

Age of Bear: sub-adult (looth collected for aging)

Sex of Bear: male

Mortality Investigation:

0510/08: Black bear hunier called and said that he shot a black bear SW of Albino Lake,
Taylor's Fork drainage GNF. As he approached the animal he was bluffed charged lwice by a
grizzly bear. Hunter decides to leave the arca and reports the incidemt lo MTFWP. Hunter
believed he was foltowing black bear tracks and when he spotied a lone brown colored bear, he
shol. Bear was foraging in open grass/sagebrush habitat.

05/13/08:  Mortahily site investigated by JIISTEEEIE = IRXGIEN

05/14/08: Enforcement personnel return Lo mortality site for furiher investigation. No bullet
was found - shol in chest with bullel exiting through nb cage. Head, pows, and hair samples
were collected and taken to MTFWP in Bozeman. Remaining bear carcass was lefl on sile.
USFS area closure was kept in place.

Nete: Bear carcass was semi-bloaled upon investigation. Qddly, all hair on the neck, back, ribs
and hips bad sloughed from carcass, This has nol previously witnesscd (W in a relutively fresh
carcass and considering coo!l (40%+F) duylime lemperatures.

Bear was Lested for Trichinelia sp. = negative.

Front foal pad widih measureioent = 160mm

Hind [wol pad width x length measurement = 140 x 180mm

Quiside toes of ull four feet were fused o fuol pad.
Ml
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATEREPORTED  07/16/2011
MORTALITY DATE  07/16/2011

IGBST MORT # 201107

REPORTING PARTY (b) (7)(0)
KILLED BY

UTME 585930

UTM N 4805150

DRAINAGE

BEAR (D

SEX

EST AGE

LAB AGE 7

REPRO STATUS ADT
DESCRIPTIONOF  POOR CONDITION, MISSING LEFT FRONT FOOT
BEAR

TYPE OF MORTALITY  MNGMT

INVESTIGATEO BY (DN, TN

AGENCY WGFD

DISPOSITION OF WGIFD

PARTS

DETAILS G146 WAS REMOVED FOR CHRONIC LIVESTOCK
(SHEEP AND CATTLE) IN UPPER GREEN AREA.

LAND OWNER BTNF

STATUS OF MORTALITY

m&{j (:,—{l)‘- L/LE/H/‘—U—"LL) Lﬁ(_; &é‘zﬂz&zub b‘,‘_‘. ﬁé((-(_;rp Lzﬂé,( 6—) f{
o
<:9°Q" W6 Fo Maras . .
. d))‘j (m‘UtQALLQ'LLKJ r_%_, QEMQ(W@
g Caftts b LT '9‘1‘;7‘{4.15 b~ Tl U.MLU %U /7

hA
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From: Deidre Bainbridge deldre@tennbain.com & y
Subject: Bear Dead from Wolf Trap and Bear Bate 08
Date: April 4, 2016 at 12:33 PM b oy
To: Deidre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com :

WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 7/13/2003

MORTALITY DATE: 7132003
REPORTING rARTY: JICEIEE
KILLED BY:

VT F: (SR
uT™ NS ( ) (B)

DRAINAGE: Sl.ﬂ\leGHT{_'.Hl:I L
BEARID: NA
SEX: F
EST. AGE: |
LA AGLE: 0
REPRO. STATUS: SBA
DESCRIPTION OF BEAR: YEARLING CUB

TYPE OF MORTALITY: ACCIDENT
INVESTIGATLED BY:
AGENCY: W§
DISIOSITION OF PARTS: WGED
DETAILS:

1b) i71(C) i{USI‘M -WS) ACCIDENTALLY KILLED A YEARLING CUD N A

WOLJS Cerlt)YRIH] ADVISED THAT THERE WAS A RADIO COLLARED ADULT

FE& LE“AND A LIVE YEARLING CUB AT THE SITE WHEN HI FOUND THE DEAD cun
51

BLY BEAR 8B AND 1R CURS, .
f — { ‘(/U‘mf

h [ A - ’ - o U-mﬂ' ~
T A e (ST

A~

o A e et o

What e WO Fp Lagao Lgfww 7/
PN CLL@ Syarts arys @ &M1VG \4%29 Cegreld
Lol e Reoacl Peaiy %JM /U.mm\: f‘ﬁ Cdﬂddéulé

9 IA@,LU c__c,o \OQ Fb S‘Vu’«g,uw&{w CﬂchaLu{J (s L,ZQ/T,,M
ﬂ P ETL> altiadyite » wrdiks Oniad Lo Qusidied
%@f,};‘,@:} Bevs Connepalin, Slandod,
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1

WYOMJN-G%\]ME AND FiSI1 DEPARTMENT
ZLYBEAR MORTALITY REPORT

IGBST MORT 201307
DATLE REFORIED —B27/2073
MORTALITY DATL: 5/27/2013
REPORTING 'ARTY: SR
KOLLED BY: Grizzly bear
B (b) (3) (B)
UTM N:
DRAINAGE: Wiggins.Fork
BEARID; none
SEX: Female
EST. AGL: 2
LAR, AGE:

REPRO. STATUS: Subadult female
DESCIRIPTION OF;

TYIE OF MORTALITY: Captlure sile morality
INVESTIGATED BY:
AGENCY: WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: Carenss to Lander WGED.
DETAILS:
Evidence from a remote camera placed at the trap site indicales 1his bear was

snared on the night of 5/26/13. Shortly before the {rap was checked on the morning of
5/27/13, a larger bear came lo the site and killed {his snared bear.

1 /Lc.;;u. R T M. 2Ll u?zm’ul/'a.é() g uu%éc_l) Snar
\/Z'LJ‘-p,a vrmieatds Lo W@»‘Z; Lo DZ?JLM—O g
ﬂmuz{b% Bears /’ﬁmdﬁfdv" Corwennealion;

captures i
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2 U3

GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

(DATERERORTEDL. | | 07/25/2009 00:00

J E 4| 07/25/2009 00:00

ARRA (D) (6), (b) (7)(C)
=SREI

Rel

RE! VERY THIN, POOR COAT, WORN CLAWS
SELF DEF,
i (b) (7)(C)

¥ warp

EERIEHER] REPORTED THE BEAR APPROACHED HIM, HIS 3
HORSES AND 3 DOGS IN OPEN COUNTRY FOR OVER 100

SNF
KNOWN
I
Tha Fremont county prosecuting attorney has declined prosecution dua Lo
lack of intent. WNo charges were filed. The case ig cloned,
- '
(b (7)C

Wyoming Game and Fish Departmont
Boar Managemant Officer

260 Duenn Vista

Landar, WY H#HIG2

107-132-71273
a-iall addyess:. iwgf. atate, Wy, us

5&%@ QIGOQCLE’}\J 89 \?’{7‘&&:&—7\, (‘7\ %L{Lj / /Llimu t...CA:}

£

LOoG : :
GFP éxtmtj o Mardds e ar Cina,

S{L_ ‘ ) . ' Lin,
Lo here Ga thee -
m ) ) & 'ﬂ.@c_b uLE?,QL 2wl Lo 3_244)
._“J-&I«L‘z_}. - QJ( )} C&m,«u tlUmo g ceds OB a ! @U

- . labris
Meel TR, Ao, mm@ﬁfd +o ﬁm %Wﬁ% :gjg
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— 2:48 PM (4 minutes ago)
m )
o me

I asked and they gove me none. “case dropped — no charges filed”. tam assuming they did not submit
to legal {which Is where a cleared date comes from) as a case, due to obvious evidence from H708's
sitefscene. On #5677, 1 recelved a report from the federal legal office that the case was dismissed after
review of evidence. No report on this one/708,

1 will use today’s dale unless | am told different.

From: il () (75(C) [alleRl)
Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2014 2:00 PM
Ta:

Subject: Re:

Hcy got a date when this vne was clearcd?

On Wed, Apr 9, 2014 nt 1:36 PM, [ETIESTESH] <RRER @ cov> wrote:

{b} (THC}
LUSGS Northern Rocky Mounlain Scicnce Cenler
Interagency Grizzly Bear Study Tesi
2327 University Way, Suitcfj
Bozemnn MT 59715
IR (b (7)(C)
W81 (D) (7YC)
Fax 406-994-6416

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Mail - Re Goadrich gilrzly bear Imestigation
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Re: jiliENEE cr1zzly bear investigation

K Tue, Jan 21, 2014 at 8:39 AM
b) {7)(C) W (b1 (7)(C) [l

(b} (7)(C} 2 wyo.gow, ' (b1 (7)(CH

8 (0) (7)C) ToTE N (b (7){C: WY 0.gov>, @)fs.led.us

Thanks
FY! guys, thiz was tha Wolvarine Creek incident on 8-12-13,

On Frl, Jan 17, 2014 al 322 PM, ETEIE FENEMEN @ws gow wiote:
& Gl

Just wanted o Jet you knows that | received Ihe latter of daclination for prosecution in theJIEREIRR) Incident. So
it {s done and over and | will be closing my case on it.

Wyoming Game and Flsh Department
Large Camivore Conlflict Coondinator
260 Buena Visla

Lander, WY 82520

307-332-7723 i

{mobile)

e-mall address: ECIRTASIN 0.0

-Mail to and from me, 1o connectiaon with the tranaaclion
of public buainess, ls subjecl Lo the Wyoming Public Recorda
et and may be disclosed Lo third parcien.
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vyn.oov Tue, Moy 28, 2013 8t 1325 AM '
To: Biisgs.gove t

2
not sura il these were nlready called in 1o you er net: Need ID op best-afid moﬂnl‘qy # on secend, ’Z‘ P_,a—

: L | l’rc:.ru'.
;}i _l/\a{lf‘- /E“ /N,
D=
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AUG-01-2001 WED 09:19 AH WYONING GAMZEFISH LAMDER  FAX HO. 12073325668

WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT

DATE REPORILD: 073172001 ¢
MORTALITY DALY $200340 ) \\1
REPORTING PANTY: (YNNG
KILLED BY: WGFD
ULME:
ura ~: CINEER

DRAINAGE: WIND RIVER
REARID: 30:
SEN: M
PST. AGHE: 4
LAR AGE: O
REPRO. STATUS: SBEA
DESCRITTION OF BRAR: VERY LIGH T COLORED, SKINNY GRIZALY BREAR

TYPE OF MORTALITY1 MNGMT
INVESTIGATED BY:
AGENCY: WGFD
PISPOSITION OF PARTS: DUBOIS MUSEUM
DETAILS:

BUAR 332 WAS SUTHANIZED FOR BECOMING EABITUATED TO TTUMAN FOODS AND
HAIITOST ALL FTAR OF HUMANS. ELAPR 382 BAD TORN 1M 10 TENTS OF AT LEAST
CHE CAMP AND OB ANTTDY LARGE QUARTITIUS OF HORSI FOOD DIAR 152
REFIATEDLY ENTLRED T TOWN OF DUDGIS TO FFLD ON DOG FOOT

F.

Cz

UJW} ants Bear <l removld ~Croin Pobeoic th dolc 7
Lobwt hag Pean dowss o emane, too  @H ectunt bj

WCFp
Sl
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 6/29/2004
MORTALITY DATE: /29/2004
REPORTING PARTY:
KILLED BY:
UM 15
UTM N TENE)
DRAINAGE: N.F. SHOSHONE RIVEN
BEAR ID: 45)
SEX: I
EST. AGE: 2
LAB, AGE: D
REFRO. STATUS: SBA
DESCRIFTION UF BEAR: SMALL, LIGHT COLORED FEMALL GRIZZLY BEAR

TYPE OF MORTALITY: MNGMT
INVESTIGATED 1Y | SR
AGENCY: WGFD
DISPOSI'TION OF PARTS: WGID
DETAILS:

BEAR 451 TIAL} BEEN CAPTURED AND MOVED T 2002 FROM IPRIVATE LAND IN
TETON CO., WY AFTLR REPEATED FOOD REWARDS IN IDAHO AND WYOMING. IN

2004 THE BEAR WAS TREQUENTING DEVELOPED SITES ON THI: SHOSHONE
NATIONAL FOREST NEAR PAIIASKA, WY. THE BEAR WAS VERY BOLD AND

EXIIBITED HUMAN HARITUATED AND FOOD CONDITIONED DEHAVIORS. THE BEAR
WAS CAPTURLED AND EUTHANIZED BECAUSL OF REPEATED INTERACTIONS WITH

HUMANS.
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From: Deldre Bainbridge dsidre@tennbain.com o
Subject: Nothing where is the investigation report of this

Date: April 5, 2016 at 12:10 PM
To: Deidre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com

JUN-27-2000 TUE t1:27 AN HYOHING GAMERFISH LANDER  FAX NO. 13073326669

4 T e r— et o — is . . - —
i H v

WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZL&: BEAR Mf.J.I:{TAL'IT\' REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 5/4/2000
MORTALITY DATE; $/4/2000
REPORTING FARTY; (WGFD)
KILLED BY:
uT™ E ISR
UTM N:
DRAINAGE: GOOSEBERRY CRELK
BEARID: 312
SEX: ]/\’\
EST. AGR: 3
LAR AGE: 0
REPRO. STATUS: SBA
DESCRIPTION OF BEAR: SUB ADULT MALE GRIZZLY BEAR

TYPEOF MORTALITY: HUMAN CAUSRD ,Le.fwf
INVESTIGATED DY:
AGENCY; WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: WGFD
DETAILS:
BRAR 312 WAS KILLED AT A PRIVATE RESIDENCE IN THE GOOSEBERRY

DRAWAGE. TIE SUBJECT WAS NOT CHARGED WITH ANY VIOLATION OF STATE
OR FENERAL LAW DUE TO THIS CLOSE PROXIMITY OF THE BEAR AND TIE BEAR'S

HISTORY. THE CASE HAS BEEN CLOSED.

Lot 7 —ewe i< b Cdt;‘-c»h&utf‘
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED
IMIORTALITY DATE
IGBST MORT #
REPORTING PARTY
KILLED BY

UTME

UTM N

DRAINAGE

BEAR 1D

SEX

EST AGE

LAB AGE

REPRO STATUS
DESCRIPTION QF BEAR
TYPE OF MORTALITY
INVESTIGATED BY
AGENCY

DISPOSITION OF PARTS
DETAILS

LAND OWNER
STATUS OF MORTALITY

S o ~

o
Wie’ g
tot’

06/30/2013
05/30/2013
201310

(b) (3) (B)

LITTLE SHEEP MOUNTAIN, Green River, BTNF

716

F

6

o

ADT

ADULT FEMALE

MANAGEMENT

WGFD

WGFD

DEAR REMOVED FOR CHRONIC LIVESTOCK DEPREDATIONS, Bear
was removed by shooting after failed capture atlempts, Bear
was wearing an active radio collar

BTNF

KNOWN

ho shart oty Beer, D1/
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATLE REPORTED: 10/21/2011
MORTALITY DATE: 10/21/201})
IGBST Mart number: 201137

REPORTING PARTY: BTNF

KILLED BY TN
UM E:
UTM N:

DRAINAGE: BUFFALO FORK

BEAR ID:
SEX: M
EST.AGE: 8
LAB.AGE: 0

REPRO, STATUS: ADT
DESCRIPTION OF TYPICAL ADULT MALL

TYPE OF MORTALITY: MNGMT
INVESTIGATED BY:
AGENCY: WGID
NISPOSITION OF PARTS: Teton Co. Landfl
DETAILS:

Removed for repeated property damage and fnod rewnrds.

\ﬁ/mmml; %0 uﬁ—ouj& S CQtzw.f) L,MW %
+ Wb Aol s g

WOhaots locas LO6TI Coner, adougs A, ?
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From
Subject
Date
To

: Deldre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com
1 Why kill this bear /could have scared him

: April 5, 2016 at 10:52 AM

: Deidre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com

"WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 8/26/97
MORTALITY DATE: 8/26/97
REPORTING PARTY TGS
KILLED BY; WGFD
vrv E: R
vMN: SRR
DRAINAGE: GREEN RIVFR
BEARID: 293
SEX: M
EST. AGE: 3
LAB. AGE: 0
EPRO. STATUS: SBA
DESCRIPTION OF BEAR: 205 LB MALE GRIZZLY BEAR WITH LIGHT SHOULDER BANDS

1
TYPE OF MORTALITY: MNGMT

INVESTIGATED BY: [N

AGENCY: WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: WGFD
DETAILS:

BEAR 293 HAD BEEN CAPTURED FOR RESEARCH PURPOSES ON #8/97 AT 581.5,

4802 4. THE BEAR BEGAN FREQUENTING CAMPS 1N THE UPPER GREEN RIVER
AREA AND WAS DISPLAYING HUMAN HABITUATED BEHAVICOR, THE BEAR HAD
BEEN N TWO CAMPS AND THE OCCUPANTS WERE UNABLE TO SCARE HIM OFF. HE
WAS REMOVED FOR HTUMAN SAFETY QONCERNS.

e S
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From: Deidre Bainbridge deidre@tennbain.com & )
Subject: Really they had to kill a cub for food rewards near Jackson Where is mom?what happened to other under IV DR
Date: April 5, 2016 at 12:18 PM "
To: Deidre Bainbridge deidre@tannbain.com

WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZ1.Y BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REFORTED: 10/29/2001

MORTALITY DATE: 10/29/2001

REPORTING PARTY:
KILLED BY{OTEEI

UTM E: [{oNEEIN{=Y

UTM N:

DRAINAGE: LAVA CRLLK
BEARID: G76
SEX: F
EST.AGE: 1.5
LAT.AGE: 0
REPRO. STATUS: YRL

DESCRIPTION OF BEAR: YEARLING CUB OF BEAR OF G75 AND SIELING OF G77

TYI'E OF MORTALITY: MNGMT
INVESTIGATED BY: (b) (¥HC) H
AGENCY: WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: WGFD
DETAILS:

BEAR G76 WAS EUTHANIZED AFTER REPEATED PFROPERTY DAMAGE AND FOOD
REWARDS IN THE CODY AND JACKSON ARLEASB. SHEHAT BEEN MOVED 1O
THOROFARL PLATEAU BUT MOVID TG A RESIDENTIAL ARI NCRTH OF JACKSON
AND CONTINUED TO RECEIVE HUMAN RELATED FO0ODS,

\nh'h C.U‘Q

Y=
Q—A”‘b ’ had o bt rempued Gor nomarvos  1virfuract ome
T wag a Lecjcion OF ConUuniance LOhene,  ang_
—he o God retvad Abdet w—the oo Pplann
Mot (.'L.-,(B (n Hackson, Waos - Hotlw, 'mem’ Co 4
Cuen v 201C What is Fhic Coneioiation S
Aoine abool a7 Qe"‘"b a ob ot THove-Qung 71‘; That was 4

COVIW*J‘T}JOV\ Q‘b tde?'j\l V? OG

n
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WYOMING GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT
GRIZZLY BEAR MORTALITY REPORT

DATE REPORTED: 9/5/2001 |
MORTALITY DATE: 9/5/2001 H
REPORTING PARTY:

KILLED BY: WGFD

UTM E:
UTM N: |

DRAINAGE: DUNN CREEK
BEAR ID: NA
SEX: T

O
|
A

EST. AGE: §
LAB.AGE: 0
REPIRO. STATUS: ADT

DESCRIPTION OF FEMALE WITH TWOQ YEARLINGS
BEAR:

TYPE OF MORTALITY: MNGMT B
INVESTIGATED BY:
AGENCY: WGKD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: WGFD
DETAILS:

THIS FEMALE GRIZZLY DEAR WITH TWO YEARLINGS DAMAGED PROPERTY
AND RECEIVED IFOOD REWARDS IN THE WAPITI AREA IN AUGUST AND EARLY
SEPTEMBER. TIIE ADULT FEMALE WAS EUTHANIZED AFTER CAPTURE. THI
TWO FEMALE YEARLINGS WHLERE RELOCATED TQ THE THOROFARE PLATEAU

fawl ot hon :';foub . She ke hvd & chanes '

" . DQ
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AlG-28-2001 TUE 10:20 AH WYCHING GAMERFISH LAMDER  FAX HO. 13073328669 P 02

e ey

P = e E

W‘Y 0'\’1_IN(“ GAME AND FISHDE PARTM.ENT ]
rm??h nmn MUR]M.ITY RLPORT I

S it e — —-- e e e r b

DATE REPORTLD: 0824/2001
MOWRTALITY DATE: 08/27/200
REPOUTING PARTY: WGID
KILLED BY: WGFD
UTM Et
el (b) (3} (B)
DRAINAGE: HORSE CREEK
BEAR ID: 358
SEXt ¥
L& AGR:
LAD. AGE: 5
REPRO. STATUS: ADT
DEBCRIPTION OF BEAR: 220 L. TYPICAL GRIZZLY

TYPE OF MORTALITY: MNGKT
INVESTIGATED BY: [T
AGENCY: WGFD
DISPOSITION OF PARTS: WGFD
DETAILS: ° 5

BEAR 358 AND MALL COY WLERE EUTHANIZUD FOR REPEATLD PROPERTY
DAMAGE. THE DIARS WERE ASSOCIATED WITI! INCIDENTS INCLUDING
QUTAINING GARBAGE AND HORSE GRAIN AT mﬁ BBl 0437 AC

OBTAINING GARBAGE, GRAIN, AN ppq cn A R
RIESIDENCE; JJORBE GRAIN AND

GUARD 1T, r\IIC)N AND DAMA []
1l Eﬂ.

B 'AND Flf‘h UP WHERE TIIB\'
” HEAD, SEE NEXT RECORD
i

ORTAINED HORSL GRATN AT
FOR COY INFORMATION,

Wbt e donesTo Puesand Ay ¢ €lo kn '\mpp_p,nrvj ﬁf,dm. v
~Wis plan 2

AUG-28-2001 TUE 10:20 Al WYOHING GAHESFISH LANDER  FAR MO, 13073326069 P, 03 i

FWS Pub CMT_005658





