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he angers 
Of Garbage 

And Habituation 

A new noise_, sight. or smell usually catches an animal's atten­ 
tion and rt responds m some way. But if tl~sumulus IS 

presented repeatedly and nothing go.od or bad happens, 
then the animal l)ecomes used to the stimulus, and attention and 
response wane. The animal has become habituated to the stimulus. 
If a bear regularly encounters quite a few people, but doesn't get food 
from them and isn't harmed, it simply gets used to people, will tolerate 
them at closer distances than before, and sometimes ignores them. 
Such a bear is habituated to people. Throughout this book, when I 
use the term "habituated" bears, I refer specifically to bears that have 
become used to people. 

/ A habituated bear that also eats people's food or garbage behaves 
differently than a bear that is only habituated. Such a bear forms a 
simple association--"people" may be followed by "food." I refer to a 

-, bear with this expectation as being "food-conditioned." While habit­ 
uation may occur without food conditioning, the food-conditioned 
bear is almost always somewhat habituated to the smell or sight of 
people. 

Habituation combined with food conditioning has been associated 
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with a large number of injuries. Inside the national parks it was prob­ 
ably the most frequent circumstance associated with injury.1 Outside 
national parks, however, it is only rarely associated with injury. Out­ 
side parks, habituated, food-conditioned bears are usually shot and 
killed by hunters or poachers. Habituation by itself, without food 
conditioning, also can be dangerous, and it has been associated with 
at least one or two campers being killed by a grizzly bear (see pp. 69- 
70, 72) 

How are habituation and food conditioning of grizzly bears, and 
their injuring people, related? One of the general rules of animal 
behavior is that animals are wary of strangers and are cautious re­ 
garding the unknown. Curiosity sometimes draws a griv:ly into a 
person's camp, but grizzlies that are not accustomed to people nor­ 
mally avoid campgrounds and other areas of human activity." If, how­ 
ever, these developments are located near regularly used grizzly bear 
habitat, then the unknown may become familiar. Grizzlies will explore 
such areas for all possible sources of food. If a campground offers 
them anything to eat, some grizzlies may begin regular nocturnal visits 
there in search of food. 

Once a grizzly bear has learned that campground foraging seems 
to be all right, its close association with people may lead to confron­ 
tation or, more rarely, predation. However, even habituated and food­ 
conditioned bears seldom injure people. The low rates of grizzly bear­ 
inflicted injury in national parks are evidence of this. Most grizzly 
bears avoid direct contact with people and are much more interested 
in food than in trouble. Those bears that do injure people are usually 
trapped and killed. 

My research showed that habituation and food conditioning of 
grizzly bears, and the consequent increased chances of injury, were 
most prevalent in major national park campgrounds that had motor 
vehicle access, especially when these campgrounds were near irizzly 
bear habit.at. But the problem also occurs in backcountry areas where 
campers are careless with their garbage or storage of food. 

Up to I Y70, I calculated that inside the national parks, habituated, 
food-conditioned grizzlies were responsible for approximately two­ 
thirds of all injuries infiicted on people." About 90 percent. of these 
injuries occurred in developed campgrounds in Yellowstone National 
Park.1 Overall, Yellowstone has had more grizzly bear-inflicted inju­ 
ries than any other park. Why? The answer to this question reveals 
the single most important thing that we have learned about situations 
leading to injury. 

Prior to their suspension in 1941, grizzly and black bear "Feeding 
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Shows" were sanctioned by the National Park Se1·v'1ce 1·11 Y 11 
. . . c • e owstone. 

Park visuors seated Ill bleachers could watch bears eating freshly brnught 
garbage, or even per!onmng_ tncks to get choice tidbits (see p. % ). 
Open-pit garbage dumps, which grizzly bears regularly visited, were 
also used for many years 111 Yellowstone.'' Many black bears were 
found along the roadsides, begging for handouts, although grizzly 
bears, always more shy ot people, seldom did this. 

Until the I 9fi0s, garbage in Yellowstone Park was treated much 
like it was in other rural areas. Carbage cans were placed throughout 
the campgrounds. During the Jq5()s and 1960s, when most grizzly 
bear-inflicted injuries occurred in Yellowstone, grizzly bears regularly 
prowled several of the park campgrounds under cover of darkness, 
threading their way among c1111pers sleeping inside tents. The hard­ 
sided recreational vehicle was not cornmon at campgrounds until the 
late 1960s. Edible garbage and casually stored human foods brought 
griuly bears dose to people, and the inevitable sometimes occurred. 
A camper on his way 10 the toilet in early morning might hump into 
a lour-hundred pound grizzly bear: or a grinly, smelling food in a 
te111, might rip into it and, when confronted with a person, attack. 
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BEAR ATTACKS 

. which 
Yellowstone has recently led the way into a new era in ., red- 

?arbage, human foods, and grizzlies are more effectively separ;q70, 
I fhe abrupt closing of the garbage dumps inside the park m_ · ds 

. bi d . 1)g1 oun com me with enforcement of strict sanitation in the earn ber 
and · f"t· · · d the nurn . an e ectJve bear-monitoring program, has reduce have 
of gnzzly bear injuries (seep. 15). Rangers at Yellowstone now have 

r, to trap only a few grizzlies each year for control actions. They do __ 
al· · · going 1 e at ge trapping and radio-collaring program related to on f he 
search 6 G b · · · · , f. d ts1de o t · · ar age and the availability of peoples oo s ou · 
park continues to be a problem. _ ·. ot 

The problem of habituated food-conditioned grizzly bear 5 is 11 d 
su f .: · J ' . b ·1ssooate per iua . In the worst cases these circumstances have een '· · h 

· · . . · e deat s With gnzzly bear-111fl1Cted deaths. Between I 967 and 1980, 11111 . f 
oc d . G . . I p ks· Eight o curre in lacier Yellowstone and Banff Nationa . ar · · 

. ' ' . f hom these deaths were caused by seven different grizzly bears, all 0 ."'! _ 1 
were habituated and food ccnditioned. The ninth incident. was .causecy 
by· h hi · · I · of feed mg a a Ituated gnzzly bear that didn't have a known 'nstor y . .. , 
on 1 , 1· cl . 7 T'h . ged1es were peop es oo or garbage (see pp. 69~ 0). ese tra 
probably avoidable. 

Harry Walker and his friend Phillip Bradberry (nicknamed Crow) 
encountered a habituated and food-conditioned grizzly bear on the 

· h f · Yellow- rng to June 24, 1972.7 Together they had hitchhiked mto 
stone Park on June 22. A young woman, Vikki Schlicht, who worke.d 
as a chambermaid for the Old Faithful Inn, gave them a ride Because 
she regularly entered and left the park, she did not receive the stand­ 
ard information handed out to visitors entering for- the first urne 
during a season. For this reason, Walker and Bradberry did not re­ 
ceive the warning literature about. bears. Vikki Schlicht later testified­ 
however, that she had warned the men about bears. Despite this warn­ 
in?", they chose to make an illegal campsite in the woods abot~t a half­ 
mile from the Old Faithful Visitor Center and sixteen miles from the 
nearest authorized campsite. 

Walker and Bradberry stayed in the general area for two days. 
On the night ofJune 24, 1972, they visited with several young women, 
including Vikki Schlicht, at the Old Faithful Inn. At about midnight 
they were returning to their camp, talking quietly to one another. 
They started to walk into their campsite when Bradberry heard some­ 
thing in front of them and saw a bear corning at them fast. When he 
first saw that it was a bear, the animal was "approximately five feet 
away." Bradberry dove to his left and rolled down an embankment. 
At about the same time Walker shone his flashlight toward the bear. 
Bradberry got to his feet and ran. Walker ran also, but the bear soon 
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caught him. Bradberry heard his friend cry out, "Help me, Crow, 
help me," and then there was silence. Bradberry heard more ruffling 
and reported that it sounded like the bear was coming toward him. 
He ran all the way to the Inn where he fell to the floor shouting, 

"Bear! Bear! Has my friend." 
A search party found the campsite and Walker's body at about 

5:00 A.M. A careful description and photographs of the site were 
made, Walker's body was removed, and snares were set to capture 
the bear. At 7:45 the next morning, a grizzly bear was trapped at the 
campsite. It was subsequently killed. Upon autopsy, human hairs, 
identified to be those of Walker, were found in its digestive system. 

Michael Weinblatt, a park ranger for the Old Faithful District, 
investigated the site where the attack occurred. He called it "the dirt­ 
iest I have ever seen." He found a pot of "rice stew combination" in 
the crotch of a tree about "eleven feet from the tent at a level of about 
five feet off the ground." Weinblatt described the smell as "putrid." 
He also noted "cooked food in the fire pit, which was directly in fnint 
of the tent." Next to the tent there was also cooked food in pots and 
pans, and there were also other stored foods. 

The bear that killed Walker was an old female, about twenty years, 
without cubs. She had broken and worn canine teeth, and her molar 
teeth had been flattened by wear. She weighed 232 pounds and was 
normally fat considering the time of year. Rabies was not detected. 
This bear had a previous documented history of garbage feeding and 
had been trapped in the garbage-holding area behind the Old Faithful 
Inn almost two years before, on October 14, I 970. At that time she 
was given tag number 1792 and was transplanted eighteen miles to 

Gibbon Meadows. 
My interpretation of the facts related to Walker's death is that the 

grizzly bear was attracted to the camp by the odors of the foods left 
around it. The bear probably had little reluctance to enter such a 
place, despite human odors being mixed with food odors, because 
this bear had previous experience with eating human food and gar­ 
bage. When the men suddenly confronted the bear at close range, 
she responded as if she were defending a food supply, much the same 
as if she had been defending a carcass. 

~alker died of apparent suffocation caused by extensive damage 
to his trachea. Had he curled up on the ground when attacked and 
put his face between his knees and his hands behind his neck, he 
might have been spared the fatal injuries. 
. Clearly the major culprits in the death of Harry Walker were 
ignorance of the ways of bears, resulting in negligence by the men, 
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. . . . . . . . of arbage then chmce of an Illegal campsite, and the long history g 
and human-food feeding by many of Yellowstone's grizzly bealrsd. six 

I b G I · · · 1 b ars kif e n near y acier National Park, Montana, gnzz y e 
0 
re- 

people between 1967 and 1980. Before 1967 there had _b_een n·rnall 
corded fatalities, and there had also been relatively few visitors, 5f· ot. 
v l 1· than on ° 0 umes o garbage, and most travel was by horse rather ·. ly 
B f 194 by a gnzz e ore . l only one person had been injured there . d fa- 
bear " M h L infl1cte .. · ontana ad had only two other recorded oear- 
tahties since the days of the Lewis and Clark expedition. . it 

GI· · I) k · · · . . • . s because 1 
ac1er · ar IS uruque m the lower forty-eight state. . _ . lso 

has th h.k. · · that a1e a · e mos_t 1_ 111g and camp111g m backcountry areas. . ave had 
the home of gnzzly bears. A number of Glacier Park bear 5 h _ he 
some experience feeding on human foods or garbage. However' t. 
t d · b . , . . tensive as 00 -gar. age-bear problem at Glaner has never been as ex . . · 
it w· · y II . b . fanhues rn as ITl e owstone. Subsequent to the two gnzzly ear c 

11 1967, Glacier has generally managed food and edible garbage we · 
But only a few problems with garbage can lead to tragedy. 

T'h f. I · · 'I · Park came e 'irst c ues that somethmg was wrong in (, acier .. 
o A l o q ·7 ·11 d b different n · ugust :>, 1. 6 , when two young women were ki e Y . h 
grizzly bears on the same night. A male companion of one of t ~ 
young women was serious injured. Both of these incidents are men 
tioned in the Introduction an'd have been described in narrauve form 
in Jack Olsen's book, Night of the Grizzlies. A Park Service report on 
them also exists." 

. Granite Park Chalet is a backcountry lodge approximately. four 
miles from the nearest road, high in the subalpine meadow-fot est 

f. h · · ttracted zone o t e park. The area's scenic beauty had for many years a . 
parties on horseback, but by the late 1960s the clientele had mamly 
shift d t I ik M · h · · d · h quaint chalet. e o 11 ers, ost overmg t vrsrtors staye m t e 
Less than a quarter-mile from the chalet, the Park Service had estab­ 
lished a campgound. 

Julie Hegelson and her companion, Roy Ducat, were both summer 
concessionaire employees at East Glacier Lodge, which was run _by 
Glacier Park Incorporated. On their days off in mid-August 1967, 
they hiked to Granite Park Chalet and eventually set their sleeping 
bags out in the campground. They did not have a tent. Just before 
going to bed, Ducat cached a couple of leftover sandwiches under a 
big log about two hundred yards away. He left his pack, which con­ 
tained two candy bars and two packs of chewing gum, near their 
sleeping bags. 

At about 12:45 A.M., screams were heard by guests staying auhe 
Chalet. The Glacier National Park report on the incident descnbes 
what occurred: 
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While in a sound sleep he [Roy Ducat] remembered being awak­ 
ened by .J ulic who was ne<1rhy. She told him to pretend he was 
dead. Roy stated that he and .Julie were suddenly knocked about 
five feet outside of their sleeping bags by a blow. He recalled 
being on his stomach tacing down. Julie was about two feet away. 
The hear "gnawed" into his right shoulder. Roy made every cf fort 
to remain still and kept his eyes closed. The bear then went 10 

Julie and chewed on her, hut soon rewrned and chewed on Roy's 
left arm and the back of both legs near his burtocks but he did 
not once utter ;1 sound. The bear again returned to Julie and 
chewed on her. Rov recalled hearing her say, "Ir hurts," on t wo 
occasions. She t.lH.:1:1 veiled, "Someone help us." She started to 

scream. Roy then heard the bear dragging her away rapidly down 
the hill. All the time she continued to scream. Her vmce faded 
away as though the bear were dragging her a long distance away. 

The attack left ] ulie Hege Ison near death. Although the hear later 
abandoned her, she died shortly after she was found early the next 
morning. Roy Ducat's wounds were serious, but he recovered after 

hospitalization and surgery. 
·!'he country around Granite Park Chalet attracts grizzly bears 

during summer and early fall. They come to cat the abundant huck­ 
leberries and to dig the corms of glacier lilies. While they must have 
done this for thousands of years, a major change in their food supply 
occurred with the construction and operation of the Chalet. As the 
Chalet became popular and attracted more and more tourists, garbage 
overflowed. An incinerator was installed during the mid-19fi0s but it 
was inadequate to handle the volume of garbage. During !l)()7 there 
was a table-scrap pile only two hundred feet from the Chalet. Six 
gnzzly hears, including one female with cubs, were known to feed on 
the garbage. In the past, but apparently not during J 967, grizzly bears 
h,ad been hand-fed by tourists standing on the upper balcony of the 
Chalet. Park naturalists complained in writing that this practice could 
lead to human inju rv.!" 

After Julie Hegelson was killed, two adult griulies returned the 
next night to feed on the garbage. These bears, possible suspects, 
were killed. The next night the female with cubs appeared. She was 
known to be an old and experienced garbage feeder. She too was 
killed. Str · · 1 · 1 ·ong nrcumstantla evic ence linked her to the attacks. When 
autopsied she was negative for rabies but did have a deep laceration 
on one hind foot. I doubt that this cut would have led to the attack. 
Aside hon~ the cut the bear appeared to be healthy, though old. She 
weighed 265 pounds, which is normal during August for adult female 
grizzly bears m this area. 
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Why did the attack occur? Because the bear was a female with 
cubs, the Park Service report suggested that she may have been pro­ 
tecting her young. But this is inconsistent with the nature of the attack 
and with its continuance despite the fact that both Ducat and Hegelsoll 
played dead for quite a while. Furthermore, mother grizzlies defend­ 
tng their young seldom drag off a live person.11 .Julie Hegelson was 
dragged 342 feet from where she was attacked. 

Other theories suggested that the attack was related to hot, dry 
weather and numerous lighting strikes and fires that were occuning 
at the time. These theories couldn't be rejected since 011 the same 
night another girl, elsewhere in the park, was killed by another gn1.1ly. 
Odor was also suggested as causing the attack on Julie Hcgelson and 
Roy Ducat. The couple had in their immediate possession lipstick, 
toothpaste, insect repellent, and Chapstick , although whether they 
used these was unknown. The youllg woman carried two tampons 

.. with her, suggesting that her period was about to begin. . 
While the cause of the attack must remain speculative I believe 

that the most probable contributing circumstance was the relationship 
between this particular grizzly and her experience with garbage feed­ 
mg and people. It is likely that this bear fed on garbage at the Chalet 
for a number of years. She apparently had learned that, under certain 
circumstances, people could be approached. When she entered the 
camp she apparently ignored the candy bars and chewing gum, al­ 
though their odors may have helped to attract her, as may some of 
theother odors I mentioned. Once in camp, the bear's evolutionary 
design as an opportunistic feeder, combined with her learned asso­ 
ciation or the smell of people, garbage, and nothing bad happening 
to her, led her to the point at which she treated Julie Hegelson and 
Roy Ducat as possible prey. The attack, however, was probably not 
focused on killing because, if it had been, death would have come 
quickly. The natu re of the attack suggests that Ducat and Hegelson 
were first explored as possible prey. The bear may have abandoned 
Hegelson's body as a result of a conflict between having prey and the 
fear of being in a campsite occupied by people. 

The absence of a tent to separate the campers from the grizzly 
prnbably contributed to Julie's death and at least four of the other 
six deaths in (;lacier Park. Although a flimsy physical barrier, a tent 
may be enough of a psychological barrier to prevent the early stages 
of an incident, when a grizzly explores a person as something IO eat. 
However, grizzlies have ripped tents and dragged people out and 
killed them. A tent only offers some protection. 

Playing dead was the wrong strategy for Ducat and Hegelsou. 
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Grizzly bears entering camp at night and methodically starting to chew 
on people, in contrast to griulies who charge and attack. are most 
likely acting as predators. The best resorl in this case is to Hee or light 

back, depending on the circumstances. 
The most likely predisposing factor related to the attack on Julie 

Hegelson and Roy Ducat was garbage feeding and habiwation. An 
even stronger confirmation of the role of garbage, human-food feed­ 
mg, and habituation, however, is found in the death of Michele Koons . 

. On the same night of the attack al Granite Park Chalet, a gToup 
of hve other young employees of Glacier Park I ncorporatcd were 

havmg a harrowing night. 
Trout Lake in Glacier Park is only 4.G miles frnm a paved road, 

but it is a stiff uphill hike over a steep ridge to get there. During the 
sunny and warm weather of 1967, many visitors came for the good 
I ishing for cutthroat trout. Some of Michele Koons' party fished, catch­ 
ing at least one, but she did not, nor is she known to have handled 
any fish. Fish odors were no doubt prevalent in camp since a fish was 
cooked that night, and people had regularly cooked fish at this camp 
throughout the summer. Several fishermen had surrendered strings 
of fish to an aggressive grizzly during the summer, very probably the 
same one involved in the August 1:1 attack on Michele Koons. 

The day before the attack, an aggressive g1·iz;.ly r reed a father 
and his son while 011 the trail above Trout Lake. The son, when 
confronted by an aggressive griuly on the trail, dropped his pack and 
climbed a nearby tffe. The bear tore the pack open and remained in 
the area for two hours while the father and son remained up sep<trate 

frees. This lx-ar was by then well known to the Park Service. It was CH'll 

better known at nearby Kelly's Camp, which is a private piece of land 
.Just inside the park. Here, the bear had been seen about fifteen times 
Irorn mid-June to August 1.1~ Ii was involved in several break-ins .uid 
aggressive con fron tat ions. It had fed 011 garbage and h u 111a n food 
repeatedly, and it was sulficiently unafraid of people that it was ag­ 
gressive in get ting these items and in confronting people. Residents 
at K':lly's Camp wanted to shoot it, as did the Park Service, although 

the Service was slow to act. 
When Michele Koons and her friends set up camp at Trout Lake, 

they knew nothing about the trnublesorne grizzly. They arrived around 
5:00 P.M. and fished until 8:00 P.M. They then cooked a fish and some 
hot dogs. Soo.n Michele saw a hear approaching the cam]>. The r.uuu- 
ers II l d c r ec own LO the beach where they soon built a fire hoping t o 
keep the bear away. The grizzly rummaged through thei;. camp and 
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ate their dinner food. It took a pack and tore it apart. 
When the bear left, they returned to the site, got their camping 

gear, and moved to the beach where they had their fire. They took 
only cookies and Cheezits to their new camp. 

They arranged their sleeping bags in a ring around the fire. At 
about 2:00 A.M. the grizzly returned, going to their old camp and 
then the new one where it grabbed the cookies from under a log. It 
left and returned several times, each time prowling through the camp­ 
sites. At 4:30 A.M. it was back, sniffing the campers as they lay in their 
sleeping bags on the ground. It bit Paul Dunn's sleeping bag and tore 
the back off his sweatshirt. Prior to this, Dunn had remained perfectly 
still but he now jumped and ran for a tree. The bear backed off and 
then followed. Several of the party started shouting and running for 
trees to climb. Michele Koons either made no effort to get out of her 
sleeping bag or her zipper was stuck. The bear bit her bag and started 
dragging her away. The Park Service report provided details on what 
happened next. 11 

While in a tree Paul stated that he yelled to Michele LO unzip her 
bag. She answered back that the bear had the zipper in his mouth. 
Paul remembered hearing Michele saying, "He's got my arm off," 
and "Oh, God, I'm dead," which is the last time he heard any 
sound from her. The bear dragged her up the hill and out of 
sight. 

Her companions remained in the trees until dawn, when they climbed 
down and hiked to the road and McDonald Ranger Station. 

A day later, August 15, an old grizzly bear female, matching the 
description of the attacking animal, was shot by park rangers two­ 
and-a-half miles up the valley from the attack site. The autopsy con­ 
firmed that this bear had human hair in its stomach. 

There were several factors that may have contributed to the attack. 
The hot, dry weather and lightning strikes may have agitated the 
bear. The party slept in the open without even the modest protection 
of a tent. Michele Koons was a fairly heavy user of cosmetics, and 
odors associated with this may have had some role in attracting the 
bear to her. Fish and hot dog or cookie odors may have also brought 
the bear into camp in the first place. Michele was menstruating and 
using external pads, which held the odor of menstrual blood. At least 
as important as any of these factors was Michele's inability to flee when 
the others did. She thus became the easiest prey. 

In a broader perspective, the bear's personality combined with its 
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garbage and hurnan-food foraging experience predisposed it to at­ 
tack. It was an aggressive individual encouraged to be so by the out­ 
comes of its many interactions with people and their garbage and 
food. As with the bear that killed .Julie Hegelson, this bear's long 
experience in getting food and garbage from people led it to decide 
to_ treat a person as prey. Michele Koons's body was partly devoured 
after having been dragged 107 feet from camp 

After the bear first entered their camp, the entire party should 
have left for the mad despite the darkness. Habituated, aggressive 
gri11.ly bears such as this one are too dangerous to gamble with. A 
large party such as this rmght, had they acted together, have been able 
to chase the attacking bear from Michele by using noise and throwing 
objects at the bear. Given the circumstances and their lack of knowl­ 
edge about bears, however, they certainly were justified in climbing 
trees. There is little doubt that the !'ark Service should have previously 
killed this bear and forced the cleanup of the backcountry campsites 
and Kelly's camp. Today these circurnstances would not be allowed 

to develop. 
. That Julie Hegelson and Michele Koons were killed on the same 

111,ght, in the same park, by different bears suggested the possibility 
of a common environmental trigger for the deaths. These were the 
first grizzly bear-inflicted cle~tths in the history of the park. Recent 
dry lightning storms, fire. sonic boom, cosmetics, and the odors of 
menstruation and premenst ruat ion were all mentioned as possible 
triggers. We simply do not know. In my opinion any one of these 
may have contributed to the attacks, either by leaving the bears agi­ 
tated or by influencing each bear's choice of a viuim. 

. Despite the improbability of both attacks occurring 011 the same 
111ght without a common environmental trigger, I still believe that the 
most important factor influencing both attacks was the prior expe­ 
rience of both bears with human foods and garbage and that this 
made both bears willing to enter campgrounds. Both bears had lost 
most of their natural fear of people. The bear that killed Michele 
Koons was rewarded with food as a resu It of aggressive act ion on 
many previous occasions. The bear that killed Julie Hegelson was 
apparently one of six bears that regularly visited Cranite Park Lodge 
to feed Oil garbage. cl "he odors and activities of people were well known 
to each bear. When the oppmtunity presented itself in the form of 
unsheltered campers, each bear acted like a predator. Avoidable deal hs 
and tragedy were the outcome . 

. . It was n~11e _years before the next grizzly bear-inflicted fatality 
occurred 111 Glacier Park. On September 23 I q7i: Mary Pal M· I - , , v, c <1 1oney, 
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an 1· n her early twenties, and four female companions of about awom . . . 
the same age were camped m two two-person tents at t_~1e Many Glacier 
Campground on the eastern sid.e of Glacier Park. 1 his rs a drive-in 
campground, and at the time eight other campsites were occupied. 
All of the women were experienced campers and hikers. They were 
concerned about bears. They had a clean camp, no food was in their 
tents, they had no deodorants, perfumes, or odorous materials on 
them, and none of them was menstruating. They had even left their 
unlocked car ten feet from their tent as a refuge in case a bear did 
bother them. The board of inquiry that investigated the case con­ 
cluded that they had "followed or exceeded the precautions one would 
take in avoiding conflict with bears."!" 

Despite their precautions, at around seven on the morning of 
September 23, Mary Pat Mahoney was dragged from her tent, killed, 
and partly devoured by a grizzly bear. One-and-a-half hours later two 
young grizzly bear siblings, both male, were killed. One of them had 
human blood between its front claws. Strong circumstantial evidence, 
including the similarity of the distance between puncture marks on 
Mahoney's body and the distance between both bears' canine teeth, 
suggested that one of these bears killed her. 

Both bears had a known, but brief, history of feeding on human 
food or garbage and harassing people. On September 14 and 15, the 
two had come to an illegal camp at nearby Iceberg Lake. Six people 
were camped there with two horses. The campers had taken no pre­ 
cautions concerning food. Two bears ate some of the campers' food. 
This was the first report of the bears being in the area. Their expe­ 
rience with people and food seems to have quickly increased. On 
September 17, two grizzlies, thought to have been this sibling pair, 
encountered two hikers on the trail near Ptarmigan Lake. The hikers 
dropped their packs and left the trail. The bears fed on the food in 
their packs for about an hour and a half. On September 19, two grizzly 
bears moved through the Many Glacier campground, getting some 
garbage from one can. Later in the day, at nearby Fisherman Lake, 
two bears approached two fishermen. One bear had earlier ap­ 
proached a sunbather. Both of the fishermen ran and one, or both, 
bears trotted after them. One man climbed a tree and the other went 
into the water. One bear went into the water and shook the man's 
toe. The man yelled; the bear let go and left to climb up after the 
man in the tree. This man descended and also entered the water. 
Both men swam to the middle of the lake, and the bears did not 
follow. Three days later, on September 23, two campers made camp 
near Redrock Falls in an area closed to camping because of grizzlies. 
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The_ two men were discovered and charged with violating park reg­ 
ulauons. Durmg the afternoon the men returned LO their campsite to 
collect then gear when two grizzlies, again thought to be the siblings, 
came mto the camp and tore it up. The campers were kept at bay 
unul the bears left. 

This pair of grizzly bears seems to have had a history of only one 
week of feeding on human food and garbage, coupled with aggressive 
behavior toward people. This history began with their finding food 
carelessly left at an illegal camp on September 14 or 15. They next 
encouritcred hikers who fled and left their packs for the bears. Soon 
they got garbage at the Many Glacier campground. By September 19 
they began to be aggressive around people, presumably because they 
had learned to associate humans with food. By September 23, one of 
the two bears, both of which were now well habituated to people, 
apparently treated Mary Pat Mahoney as prey. The excellent precau­ 
tions taken by the five women did little to deter the bear. Its prior 
experience had taught it that approaching people could lead to a 
meal. 

J t is easy to say that once the bears showed aggressive behavior 
they should have been destroyed, but at the time nine years had 
elapsed since the death of Michele Koons. Today it is also known that 
young grizzly bears, after they have been weaned but before adult­ 
hood, can be a particular challenge in parks. These bears, especially 
males, have not yet established their home range and have no pre­ 
dictable sources of food or retreat. They still have youthful curiosity, 
and they explore and test a lot. Unfortunately they are also strong 
and therefore dangerous to people. Such a young male grizzly carried 
off three-year-old Brendan Harrop from a picnic area in Banff Na­ 
tional Park on July 21, 1982.1'• Prompt aggressive action toward the 
bear by the child's mother and family prevented serious injury to the 
boy. 

Current bear-management policy in Glacier Park, Montana, dic- 
tates that such bears be killed or captured and removed from the 
park after one aggressive incident. Such action is probably necessary 
to give an acceptable level of safety. But this new toughness toward 
grizzly bears must come in conjunction with a similar toughness to­ 
ward ignorant and careless park visitors, whose food or garbage starts 
a grizzly off on such a path. 

In late July 1980, I was at our farm in British Columbia, beginning 
this book, when I heard that a young woman and man, Jane Am­ 
merman and Kim Eberlee, had been killed by a grizzly bear in Glacier 
Park, Montana, near St. Mary. The next day, Phillip Iversen, then 
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the park superintendent, called me and asked if I would serve on the 
board of inquiry that was being convened to determine and interpret 
the facts about the deaths. 

Jane and Kim worked at Lake McDonald Lodge in Glacier Park. 
In late July they decided to go hiking and camping. They ended up 
at the small resort area at St. Mary. Here was a developed campground 
catering mostly to people with truck campers, trailers, or other mobile 
homes. The teenagers chose not to stay in the campground and made 
an illegal camp between the campground and the development at St. 
Mary. 

The details surrounding their deaths had to be inferred from 
circumstantial evidence because there were no witnesses. They camped 
alongside a stream that cuts through a very bushy area. The shallow 
stream, with its frequent meanders, appeared to our investigating 
team to offer a natural travel route for a bear moving through the 
bush. But why should a bear want to traverse this area, when most 
of its natural foods are found at higher elevations at this time of year? 

About half a mile from their camp was a small garbage dump. 
The dump was on land that was a private inholding surrounded by 
the Blackfoot Indians. Years ago Glacier National Park had closed all 
refuse sites within the park because of bear problems. The Glacier 
Park officials had tried to get this dump closed, but the area was 
outside their jurisdiction. Because of the nature of the land holding­ 
being surrounded by Indian land but not belonging to the Blackfoot­ 
it was not clear if the county sanitary officer, normally responsible for 
supervising such operations, had jurisdiction over the site. 

/ When our investigating team visited the dump we saw a horse 
carcass beginning to decay. I terns such as this can attract bears from 
several miles away. Whether attracted by the dead horse or other 

1 garbage, the grizzly bear was probably heading to or from the dump 
in the early hours of July 24. Near his route of travel were the two 
teenagers, apparently sleeping on top of their tent because the night 
was warm and muggy. The bear had learned to accept the smell of 
humans from foraging at the dump. The bear might have approached 

~ the teenagers because of odors from sexual intercourse, but whether 
this was the case and what. happened next are conjecture.!" 

One of the bodies was found by fishermen around noon of July 
24. An investigating team of park rangers found the other body nearby. 
Both had been partly consumed. Early the following morning, Black­ 
foot Tribe members shot a grizzly bear near the site. Careful autopsy 
of the bear revealed identifiable remains of the victims still in the 
bear's digestive tract. Bite marks on the dead teenagers' bodies matched 
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the dental pattern of the bear that was shot. The board of inquiry 
;:vas u1,1,animous in stating that the prnbability was very high that the 
killer gnzzly had been located and killed.17 

Because of the complexity of the jurisdictional issue, we were not 
su re how to prevent 1 he problem Irom recurring. All of us were 
certain, however, that this and all similar refuse sites for edible gar­ 
bage had to be removed from grizzly country. A bear scat collected 
at the death site contained, among other things, cellophane, Styro­ 
foam, and cantaloupe rind, indicating that the bear had fed 011 gar­ 
bage only a short time prior to killing Ammerman and Eberlee. 

While Glacier National Park, Montana. has had the greatest num­ 
ber of grinly bear-inflicted fatalities of any park in North America, 
deaths and serious injuries have happened in other national parks. 
In the late summer of 1980, shortly after I had returned from sitting 
on the board of inquiry that investigated the Arnmerman-Eberlee_ 
deaths, I received a call from Andy Anderson, chief warden in Ban ff 
National Park. On August 24, there had been a serious bear maulmg, 
referred to in the Introduction in which the victim, Ernest Cohoe, 
had lost much of his face. Coul~I I help in the investigation and.the 
search for the bcar- I offered my suggestions but couldn't help right 
away because I was scheduled to testify in a court case in Alaska 
regarding a grizzly bear mauling. When I returned, the situation 
seemed under control and a bear thought to be responsible had been 
shot. Then on September I a second incident occurred in the same 
area. This time two people were injured. raising the total to three 
within one week. It looked like a very dangerous bear was still loose. 
My phone rang and shortly afterward I left for Banff 

All three maulings took place in the Whiskey Creek area, less than 
half· a mile from the town of Banff. Tense and armed, we visited the 
sites where the attacks took place and searched for clues to the bears 
identity and the cause of' the ma ulings. The maulings had all occu nee! 
Ill dense vegetation, and it appeared that the people had come very 
close to the bear before it rushed at them, attacked briefly but violently, 
and then left. The area where the attacks had occurred was sur­ 
rounded by armed wardens, and we suspected that the bear was inside 
the ring. 

We retu rned to the warden off-ice and sat down to think. The 
area was completely closed to people and the perimeter was being 
patrolled twenty-four hours a day. We thought that this would prevent 
further injury to the public. Our planning session was interrupted by 
a radio message. We listened in disbelief and shock as the radio dis­ 
patcher described a man who had just staggered onto the Trans- 

\ 
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. . The bear had Canada Highway bleeding from numerous wounds. . jl ing 
· ossibly iee attacked again. De,pite our pcecautmns, a young man, P f ,th 

the police, had slipped into the closed area. The bear had a ou 
victim. · · denl' 

Never Lefore had 1 heard of a bear inso\,ed in so many onsibility 
causing· human iniury What was ha1)pening? Our first responsi .. 

:.i • . ol officer was to captuce the bear. Dennis Weise., a predator contr help 
with Albcri.'s Department of Fish and Wildlife, had come to -al 

. H set seve1 trap. He had extensise experience in captunng beam. c. . uld 
baited snares in the area, and we waited all night to see if we co 

· h · b · h · Id be shot. eit cc cap tu cc the beat 01 I u te it to ait so t at it cou · n 

. 1 bear was I The next morning, September 4, a large male gt"' Y b , . but 
one of the snares. Its almoM.jet black color sugg"ted a black eao .. ly 
its Leha,io, and al] other characteri"i" confirmed that it was a gun d 

h it 'ts snare . It had felJed tree,,nd othcnrgetation in the area w ere 
1 
wz d 

b · s stoppe It charged violently when the wardens approached ut .wa . 
by the steel cable of the snare. The wardem shot and killed tLJdlife 

A frw hours late•, working with John Gunson, a Fish and Wt ere 
biologist, I began the preliminary autopsy on the bear There whad 
no significant wounds or iajuries other than from the bullets that 

1 
se­ 

just killed it. There was no apparent sign of disease; nor did sud) ult 1 
for an a quent ab work reseal any. The gdniy was huge, even . . ob- 

rnal-, weighing 761 pounds This fan, combined with prevtou',hat 
servations of the bear unknown to me at the time, provided clues 
helped to explain the incidents. ted 

A very important previous observation of the bear .was repolr g 
f iau m ' about a week later. On the morning of the day of the irst rr ·b ge 

. b . g·a1 a a re. ha le observer saw a large, black grizzly bear feedmg on . f rn 
· h · · · 1£· 11le ro rn I e tel use storage s.tes of a r"tauran 1, less th ao ha a. 

0 
d very 

whece the mauhng whsequently omnred. The gnaly actee bins 
agitated while feeding. It vocalized and swatted at the gai bag . h·m A 

. h h , cl hit I . I one pomt t e open gate of the compound swung s utan 

1 

The 
tn the rump. The bear wheeled and swatted the gate v10lent Y·b rs £

. h · · I black ea cause o t e agota"on seemed to be telated to se,era - . din" 
neaeby in the bush. Until this beat atrived, they had been re;. ed 
'.<gulat\y at the garbage bins for weelcv. The gri,,Jy pctio<lically ~';;,',~et 
Icon, the compound and into the bush. Several times the 

0 
'" 

L d "L 1· . " t . e from o near oaw mg rnucn like a calf. He assumed that 1t cam 
oe sesern\ black bears that the gei,,Jy had treed. . oc- 

Oue subsequent in,estigation of the site where the maohni;::ow· 
curred revealed that some natural foods for bears were p•·.,ent. nt 
ever, the extensive bear trails leading into the woods from the restaura 
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and injured 1l11cc others, B;111ff Na1io11al Park, 1980. l'1111/ l\11U·r 

garbage storage site made it clear that bears were in the area primarily 
to feed on garbage. We concluded that our bear had been attracted 
to the area to fe~d on garbage. Other evidence suggested that this 
bear had been feeding on garbage for many years. Tooth sectioning 
revealed that the bear was ten and a half years old when he was killed. 
Known growth rates of grizzly bears in nearby Jasper National Park 
showed that no male was ever known to attain this weight. at this age 
without having fed on garbage.18 

My explanation for the maulings (submitted to Parks Canada and 
accepted by a subsequent Superintendent's Review Team of which I 
was a member), was that the bear was attracted to the area by the 
ready availability of garbage. It was obviously a very aggressive in- 
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dividual, which, on the day of the first mauling, was additionally 
agitated by having interacted aggressively with black bears at the res­ 
taurant's garbage storage site. After feeding on garbage the bear 
apparently retreated into nearby dense shrub fields before returnmg 
again for garbage. . . 

Unfortunately all of this occurred on the edge of Banff townsite, 
in an area frequented by hikers, fishermen, and tourists. While hiking 
in the bushes each of the injured people appeared to have come close 
to the bear, which charged and made a brief but violent attack. The 
attacks lasted only a few minutes each, and then the bear left. It did 
not appear that the grizzly intended to kill, or certainly each man 
would have been left dead because of the power and speed of this 
large bear. Instead, the bear acted as if it were responding to some­ 
thing that came too close. 

\

_....--- The grizzly was willing to feed on garbage so close to Ban ff prob­ 
ably because it had a long history of having fed on it before, perhaps 
beginning in more remote sites. The attacks occurred because the 
victims repeatedly came too close to a bear that was habituated to 1 
people but was still very aggressive. 

'--- --- Habituation of grizzly bears can also occur without food condi­ 
tioning, but this is a relatively recent phenomenon that has occurred 
mainly in Glacier National Park, Montana. In some portions of this 
park, grizzly bears are exposed to many hikers. Researcher Katherine 
McArthur found that this was associated with habituation of grizzly 
bears. 19 Grizzlies that seldom encounter people may act aggressively 
or flee when people are around. Neutral behavior, in which bears 
ignore people and go about their business, occurs with increasing 
frequency along trails where large numbers of hikers travel through 
grizzly bear habitat. 

McArthur found that habituated grizzlies in Glacier Park not only 
act neutrally more often but they also approach people more often.?" 
Approachmg means slowly walking toward a person, in contrast to 
running toward him in a charge. McArthur has not found increased 
injury rates to hikers from grizzlies that approach people hiking on 
trails, despite the fact that in some areas of grizzly bear habitat that 
are popular with hikers, such as the Swiftcurrent trails near Many 
Glacier, one out of six hundred hikers was approached by a grizzly 
bear.lMcArthur believes that making people's activities predictable to 
gnzzhes, such as by following regularly used trails and hiking during 
midday, helps keep bears from being startled and decreases the chance 
of injury to hikenJ 

My interpretation of her findings, however, is that habituated 
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grizzly bears may be dangerous to campers. Once such a bear no 
longer avoids people the stage may be set for entering backcountry 
camps, especially if the bear has also learned to feed on people's foods. 

One recent death, the sixth grizzly bear-inflicted death in Glacier 
Park, occurred on September 26 or 27, 1980, at Elizabeth Lake. The 
gnzzly bear to which it was attributed was very habituated to hikers 
but was not known to have fed on people's food or garbage.21 This 
attack on Lawrence Gordon took place at a campsite at the lower end 
of Elizabeth Lake, again in the eastern portion of the park. The 
victim's remains were discovered at this camp on October 3. The board 
of inquiry report concluded that there was a remote possibility the 
man was killed by another grizzly bear or he had died of" other causes 
and that his body was then- scavenged by a grizzly bear. 

. Lawrence Gordon was thirty-three years old and a former airline 
pilot. He secured a permit to camp and was twice warned by park 
staff that it was more dangerous to hike and camp alone than with a 
'?arty. He did not, however, violate any park regulations and, except 
for storing his food quite close to his tent, his camp appeared to have 
been set up according to regulations. His camp was in disarray when 
found, and it was impossible to infer exactly what had happened A 
sleepmg bag, tent, and foam pad were scattered about along with 
several other items. Some of these were torn. There was no sign of a 
struggle. 

. Two days after Gordon's body was found, park rangers shot and 
killed a 379-pound male grizzly at nearby Helen Lake. The bear had 
tag number 201 in its left ear. Teeth marks in at least one book found 
in Lawrence Gor·don's pack matched perfectly the dentition of bear 
number 201. The bear had been previously captured on August 8, 
I 978, in the Many Glacier area because it matched the general de­ 
scription of an aggressive bear. There were many subsequent probable 
sightings of bear 20 I in the Glacier area, but he showed no further 
aggressive behavior. He seems to have tolerated the close presence of 
hikers and neither fled nor approached when they were nearby. Kath­ 
erine McArthur, who was doing research in Glacier Park shortly be­ 
fore Gordon's death, wrote to me about her experience with 20 I: 

I encountered him one day last summer as he was traveling on 
a trail. I called to make him aware of my presence, then moved 
off the trail and he passed by me only about ten to twelve feet 
away. After he had passed, I discreetly followed along behind 
him and watched as he encountered group after group of people 
(and horses). Yet he seemed to know exactly how to deal with 

FWS_LIT_005223



•H FF 

701 BFAR ATTACKS 

them, moving slowly enough for them to be able to a_ccommodate 
his presence. Once, he cut across the end of a switchback and_ 
stopped as a horse party and two hikers w_alked by, unaware of, 
him. Then he moved onto the trail and continued on his way .... 22 

It is unknown how much experience this bear had with feeding 
on people's food or garbage, or if it did at all. There is no question, 
however, that bear 201 was thoroughly habituated to people and did 
not usually flee from them. Some of the thousands of hikers that each 
year walk the trails near Many Glacier had taught this bear that his 
instinctive urge to Aee was inappropriate behavior whe_n repeatedly 
confronted by hikers. Fleeing costs a bear energy and is a response 
that will wane unless a bear perceives that a threat exists. 

Bear 201, thoroughly accustomed to people, probably entered 
Gordon's camp and, combining its past experience with people with 
a new urge., the bear attacked, killed, and partly devoured Lawrence 
Gordon. 

Since 1980 two more people have been killed by two different 
grizzly bears in, or adjacent to, Yellowstone Park. Experience with 
peoples' food, garbage, and habituation to people, or possibly just 
habituation to people, were once again implicated as contributing 
circumstances. In each case the bear attacked during the night and 
treated its human victim as prey. 

On the evening of June 24, 1983, Ted Moore and Roger May 
tent-camped out of their car at Rainbow Point Campground in Gal­ 
latin National Forest, adjacent to Yellowstone National Park.F'A sign 
at the campground entrance recommended against tent camping, but 
there had been no bear encounters in 1983. On the evening of the 
24th, Moore and May cooked a meal of steak and yams, cleaned up 
well, went to town for a few beers, returned and went to bed around 
11 P.M. A board of inquiry report concluded that they had taken all 
recommended procedures for careful camping in bear country-their 
camp was clean, and food and garbage were stored in their vehicle. 
The clothes they cooked in were in the tent but not especially dirty. 

At 2:30 A.M. on the 25th both men were awakened by their tent 
shaking. Moore later said it was like someone was playing a boy scout­ 
type prank on them. Their tent poles were rattling, but they heard 
no other noise. Next Moore remembers the tent collapsing, and talk­ 
ing briefly with May. May then began screaming and was pulled through 
a hole torn in the roof of the tent. Moore exited by the same hole 
and in the full moonlight he could see a large bear, about ten feet 
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away, standing over his screaming friend. When Moore stood up the 
bear grabbed May's ankle and ran, dragging May thirty feet. Moore 
bravely picked up a tent pole and, while yelling, charged the bear, 
finally throwing the tent pole at it. The bear backed away briefly. 
Moore approached no further but asked his friend, "Are you all 
nght?" May replied, "I'm okay-but I'm not doing so good." Moore 
then quickly returned to the tent (thirty to forty feet from May) and 
tried to find his glasses, car keys, and a flashlight. 

It took Moore several minutes to find these items. While searching 
he heard his friend scream again, then silence. Other people came 
and made noise, shone lights, and called for help. 

The Sheriff arrived at about 3:20 A.M. The bear, still with his 
victim, was only 150-200 feet from the original attack site. A search 
party led by the Sheriff followed the blood trail toward the bear and 
May. The bear fled, again taking May's body. May was found at about 
3:30 A.M. He was dead and approximately seventy pounds of him was 
consumed or lost as Au id. 

Thirteen traps were set and less than twenty-four hours after the 
attack a grizzly bear was caught within ten feet of where May was 
killed. The successful trap was baited with garbage. Two other nearby 
traps which were ignored were baited with antelope. Lab tests con­ 
firmed the bear had eaten parts of Roger May. 

The bear was a larve adult male, identified as number 15. It had 
been studied for· almost twelve years, including nine years of inter­ 
mittent radio-tracking. by the Yellowstone Jnteragency Crizzly Bear 
Research team. Bear 15 was thoroughly habituated to people and had 
been observed a lot. Despite its extensive contact with people it wasn't 
known to have been aggressive toward people. All previous known 
human interactions resulted in the bear fleeing. 

What caused bear 15 to attack and kill Roger May is speculative. 
Number 15 was captured twenty times previously and was drugged 
twelve times. Serriylan, "Angel dust," was used on six occasions, and 
another drug, M-99, was also used six times. Some people feel the 
Sernylan made number 15 irritable and aggressive before it killed 
May. 

A more likely contributing circumstance was the bears habituation 
to people and its history of garbage feeding. Its first known association 
with garbage and people was at Pelican Campground, Yellowstone 
Park, where it was captured in 1971. In 1974, number 15 was ca pill red 
three times at West Yellowstone clump. Through the years it became 
so familiar· with trap sets that it could get bait without always being 
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caught. Up to 1982 it apparently only fed on garbage inte:mittently 
but during fall of that year garbage became increasingly 1mp:fftant 
to it.2'1 Just prior to the fatal attack on May "strong evidence" indicated 
the bear obtained garbage or dog-food within 200 yards of where 
May was killed. This food came from private residents who were not 
securing garbage properly. 

Number 15 wasn't an overly aggressive bear. It was a bear who 
had learned over many years that people and garbage, or trap sites, 
yielded food. Number 15 had lost some of its fear of people. Under 
cover of dark, and in the quiet of a sleeping camp, this lack of fear 
combined with unknown other factors and Roger May was attacked 
and killed. 

One action by Ted Moore was probably wrong. After he scared 
the bear from May, Moore returned to camp for glasses and a flash­ 
light. At this point Moore probably could have gone to May and taken 
him to safety. But Moore acted bravely in chasing the bear off, and 
had he next gone to May he too might have been attacked. 

On July 30, 1984, Brigitta Fredenhagen, of Basel, Switzerland, 
took out a back-country permit to hike the Astringent Creek trail and 
set up a backcountry camp in Yellowstone National Park.> She was 
warned by a park ranger about the hazards of backcountry travel and 
specifically about bears. 

The area she was going to hike into was north of but near Pelican 
Valley, an area important to, and heavily used by, grizzly bears. De­ 
spite its importance to bears backcountry use in this scenic area has 
risen dramatically in the last six or so years.w Mary Meagher, a re­ 
search biologist for the park, told me that at least four grizzlies in the 
area appeared to be habituated to people and to be reluctant to flee 
from them. This was probably the result of encountering too many 
people too often. Dr. Meagher also said that none of these bears was 
hooked on garbage. 

Fredenhagen was concerned about bears and other wildlife. When 
she camped at White Lake, several miles short of her permitted site. 
she apparently boiled water for tea and ate precooked or cold food 
for dinner, and then cached her remaining food ninety feet from 
camp, suspended between two trees. When her camp was found two 
days later, on August 1, it was tidy and clean except for a fresh tear 
next to the front flap of her tent. Outside, six feet away, lay Freden­ 
hagen's sleeping bag. Nearby was a piece of lip and scalp with hair 
still attached. The bear apparently pulled Fredenhagen out of the 
tent by her neck. The food cache had been torn out of the trees, 
apparently by a grizzly that climbed to a height of twelve feet. The 
food was eaten except for a granola bar. Fredenhagen's body was 
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found 250 feet from the tent Quite a bit of her soft tissue had been 

eaten. 
Evidence strongly suggests that a grizzly bear pulled her out of 

the tent sometime after 10:30 P.M. on July 29. The bear involved was 
nev.e1- identified or captured despite major efforts. Dr. Meagher used 
available evidence to conclude that the bear was probably a sub-adult 
grizzly (young grizzlies are more likely to climb trees), probably male, 
and apparently "not a naive bear relative to developed ai eas and 

human activities."!" 
Brigitta Fredenhagen did nothing to encourage the attack, in fact 

her cleanliness and neatness was said to be exceptional. Being by 
herself may have made her an easier victim. Another possible con­ 
tn~uting circumstance was her camp location, adjacent to a hiking 
trail and in an area which was a cross-road for game travel. Freden­ 
hagen wouldn't have known this, but the Park Service did. It is well 
known that in the Yellowstone region grizzly bears often travel hiking 
trails by night. Stormy weather present around the time of the attack 
was also proposed as possibly agitating the bear." 

In my opinion, the most obvious contributing circumstance was 
once again the prior conditions that allowed a grizzly bear to become 
used to people, and have little enough avoidance of them that it would 
enter camp. Exactly why this bear attacked, while others having similar 
backgrounds have not, is impossible to say beyond stating that the 
specific situation somehow interacted with the bear's experience and 

personality . 
. Grizzly bears usually enter camping areas at a walk and at night. 

Before an attack, a person seldom sees any signs of aggression. Such 
attacks typically occur when there is too little light for a person to see. 
No single course of action can be recommended. If you are suddenly 
bitten while your body is bulging out of the side of a tent, then perhaps 
the normal startled yell will be enough to let the bear know that you 
are a person and not a salami. Most campground marauding grizzlies 
still have enough "fear" of humans that they will Hee when discovered 
. But if you are camping in a remote area with a small party, the 
bear may press the attack. Under such circumstances playing dead 
~~uld be akin to offering yourself to thebear. If you suspect a grizzly 

5 about to eat you, you must do everythrng possible to deter the bear 
moment.arily so you can escape. Shout at the bear. Throw things al 
or nea.r it to try to distract it. Use every possible weapon or repellent 
you might ha.ve. Try to get somewhere that an attacking grialy can't 
go, such as high up a tree, on a fairly hard cliff to climb, or on a big 
boulder. 
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