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THE GHOST OF NORTH AMERICA 
The Story of the 
Eastern Panther 

by 
Bruce S. Wright 

 
The Ghost of North America, lithe, tawny, leonine in primal majesty, still walks 
our forests. The eastern panther, who long since learned to beware the haunts 
of man, is no creature of a bygone day. He lives, a fleet, magnificent beast whom 
few men ever see. This fascinating book brings you his story. 
 
How many among us recall being taught that a subspecies of the American 
panther, whose western relatives are known as mountain lions, pumas, cougars, 
once roamed the deer forests of the eastern seaboard from New Brunswick to 
the Everglades, along the Appalachians, in the Great Lakes provinces and states? 
Probably very few. 
 
And how many would agree off-hand to the startling proposition that the great 
eastern cat, far from being extinct, is slowly increasing in numbers? Almost none. 
Yet the noblest predator of the American forests is not extinct—cannot be—
according to the impressive evidence that woodsman-biologist Bruce S. Wright 
presents here 
 
The story of the eastern panther is a tale of deliberate extermination sordid 
enough to make us blush for our forebears. After marshaling the facts—sightings 
of animals and unmistakable signs—the author describes in detail his own 
system of hunting the panther for study, including the ancient art of tracking, 
among other painstaking techniques. This culminates in his masterly 
reconstruction of six months in the life of the notorious yearling known as "the 
Nashwaaksis panther.” 
 
Then, using the same method of precise synthesis, Mr. Wright describes the 
habits, physiology, range, and probable future of the panther in the East. His 
eloquent plea for a more enlightened legal control and for the cultivation of a 
less hysterical public attitude will enlist you as an ardent champion of the Ghost 
of North America, who has yet to be photographed alive “at home,” or captured! 
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DEDICATION 

This book is dedicated to all those men and women who have reported a large 
brown, long-tailed animal crossing the road in front of them between Canada 
and the Gulf east of the Mississippi, and who subsequently have had their 
saneness questioned and have been laughed at, and even had their breath 
smelled. 

Particularly it is dedicated to that voice on my telephone which late one night 
breathlessly reported, “Jeeze, Mr. Wright! I seen a COOGER!” 
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FOREWORD 

During the early settlement and development of the eastern United States and 
Canada, much was written about panthers and their relation to frontier people, 
livestock and game. As the years went by, panther tales and stories became 
history, and it was generally thought that these animals were extinct by the early 
nineteen hundreds over most of their former range. 
 
Today millions of sportsmen go afield each fall to hunt for sport and recreation. 
One of the favorite subjects of discussion in the deer camp, or around a 
campfire, is panthers. Stories have been handed down from generation to 
generation in almost any section of the East where a sports-man might be 
hunting. These stories are nostalgic and they lend a flavor of the wild to the out-
of-doors. Usually the people listening to and telling these tales secretly wish that 
a few panthers were still roaming the forests. Yes, these panther ghosts 
contribute to our enjoyment when we have time to relax and think about them. 
 
Bruce S. Wright, New Brunswick wildlife authority and woodsman, became 
interested in panthers and their former and present existence in the East and 
learned some interesting facts. During the past ten years he spent a great 
amount of time in the field in eastern Canada checking hundreds of reports of 
past records and present signs and evidence of the eastern panther. His findings 
presented in this book leave no doubt that the panther is still to be found in 
eastern Canada, and it may be increasing above the low point, although 
everyone had thought it had gone the way of the passenger pigeon. 
 
Bruce Wright has done a fine job in this field research by pointing out that 
panthers may be present in an area without greatly disturbing people or seriously 
affecting a game population. He has also assured us that a magnificent native animal 
can now be scratched from the "extinct" list. 
 
Perhaps one of the greatest contributions of The Ghost of North America is to 
sportsmen, who now will know that the woods and forests may hold something of 
the old—something akin to grandeur—that we all thought was gone. Long live the 
Ghost of North America! 
 

LOGAN J. BENNETT* 
Executive Director 

Pennsylvania Game Commission 
 

*Since the writing of this Foreword, Dr. Bennett has died. 
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 “…there is no such thing as a good or a bad species; a species may get out of hand, 
but to terminate its membership in the land by human fiat is the last word in 
anthropomorphic arrogance.” 
ALDO LEOPOLD, 1942 
 
CHAPTER I. 
 
In the Beginning 
 
After the close of the Pleistocene the land mammals of North America reached 
their peak in size, and the great predators (the giant dire wolf, the sabre-toothed 
tiger, and the Californian lion) were in their heyday. They preyed upon the vast 
herds of horselike animals that roamed the lands and upon the primitive 
forerunners of the deer the forests. During this time, also, a much less formidable 
animal was evolving which was catlike, smaller in size, and more secretive in 
habits. It contented itself with the smaller game and became marvelously adept at 
taking them. The dire wolf and the sabre-toothed tiger were nearing the end of 
their stay on the stage of time, but the newcomer was just making his debut. 
Gradually the preponderance of land mammals changed from camel-like and 
horse-like creatures to the forefathers of the buffalo, the pronghorn, and the deer 
as we know them today. As these extremely slow changes took place, the great 
predators became more and more out of place, and they began to disappear; the 
Recent Period had arrived. 
 
The great grey buffalo wolf of the plains was the successor to the dire wolf of the 
Pleistocene, and the secretive smaller cat emerged as the most successful of all 
the great cats.  Thus came upon the scene of this continent the animal we know 
today as the mountain lion, cougar, puma, or panther. He is called by all of these 
names in different parts of the country, but he is essentially the same animal 
wherever he is found. 
 
The common name of the species throughout its entire range is "puma"; but it is a 
paradox of scientific nomenclature that the eastern form is called Felis concolor 
couguar, and the forms to be found in the western mountains, where the animal 
goes by the common name of "cougar," are F. c. hippolestes, F. c. oregonensis, or 
F. c. vancouverensis, among other forms. In the East since the days of the first 
white settlers, the animal has always been known as the panther, or by its corrupted 
form "painter," and it is proposed here to use this name to distinguish the very rare 
eastern form from its much more abundant southern and western neighbors. It has 
always been listed as a separate subspecies; a distinctive common name, to which it 
has the undoubted first claim, is therefore in order. 
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Outdone in size among the predators of the Recent Period only by the great grizzly 
bears, the puma was the unquestioned king of all he surveyed. The wolves left him 
strictly alone, and on rare occasions he even tried conclusions with the mighty 
grizzly. Wholly unconfined in his wanderings, he spread across the continent from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific, hunting all prey animals from the great buffalo to the 
lowly field mouse as the whim took him. Some of his kind were hunting bighorn 
sheep in the Peace River Rockies when others were stalking key deer in the Florida 
Everglades. Showing an ability to adjust to a greater range of climatic conditions 
than most other animals, the great cats spread from the frigid climate of the Alberta 
Rockies in winter down to the steaming tropical jungles of the Amazon, and on 
across the pampas of South America until again they entered a climate of severe 
cold at the Strait of Magellan. Their range thus extended from the northern 
subarctic, through the tropics, to the southern subarctic, a full 100 degrees of 
latitude. 
 
Thus was the stage set when man entered the picture. At first the great cat paid him 
scant attention. He was just mother prey animal, and not nearly so abundant as 
deer and antelope. If the puma ate a few men, he did so as an experiment; but he 
did not rate them highly as food and never made a habit of it. However, the pumas 
depredations were enough to inspire the first men on the continent with great 
respect for the tawny hunter of the forests and plains. To them he epitomized the 
peak of hunting skill and strength, and they made him a godlike symbol. 
 
Eventually man, this fourth-rate prey animal, began to show that he was not to be 
ignored. He learned to make a fire, which so frightened even the great puma that it 
avoided him when possible. Man learned to make weapons, crude at first, but 
improving all the time, which dispelled more and more of his fear of the large 
predators. Then one day a young man, prompted by a desire to outdo all other 
hunters of his tribe, dared to attack a puma. It killed him with ease, but his courage 
became a legend in the tribe. Many years went by, and then again another 
milestone was passed. On that day the carcass of a small puma was brought 'into 
camp, slain by the hunters and their dogs. Such a thing had never happened before, 
and it ushered in the era of the supremacy of man on the North American continent. 
The puma now had a predator seeking him for the first time since the earth's crust 
had cooled. However, hunting him was never undertaken lightly, but only as the 
supreme test of courage and skill. 
 
As the Indian cultures developed, the puma played a greater part in their 
mythology. To the Cherokees of the southeastern states he was Klandaghi, Lord of 
the Forest; and by their neighbors the Creeks, he was called Katalgar, Greatest of 
Wild Hunters. To the warlike Chickasaws he was Koe-Ishto, or Ko-Icto, the Cat of 
God, and even the peace-loving Zuñis of the southwestern deserts called him Father 
of Game. The height of Indian respect for this lordly creature was shown by the 
primitive Indians of early California There he was held in such veneration that they 
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would not let the early Jesuits defend their domestic animals against him. However, 
there was a very good reason for this affection for the puma. For centuries these 
primitive Indians had obtained a substantial part of their meat by watching the 
vultures and locating a puma kill and salvaging the remains for their own use. He 
was thus their great provider, and they were in direct competition with the other 
scavengers for his leavings. They did not dare to molest him in any way; thus in 
Lower California he was the Lord of Creation, and man was relegated to the lowly 
role of playing jackal to the tiger. 
 
Farther south, however, man had long passed that primitive state, and the Incas of 
Peru listed the puma as a predator of their guanacos and vicunas and made 
deliberate efforts with great ring hunts to exterminate him on their ranges. That is 
the first attempt by man to wage war against the puma on a systematic scale, and is 
perhaps the earliest attempt at game management in the Western Hemisphere. 
Soon the brave hunters learned that they could capture pumas as cubs and keep 
them in zoos for the edification of their nobles, and there is some evidence that they 
may have trained them for use in war. They were also used as the Romans used the 
African lion against the early Christians. The Incas kept them in dungeons, and 
victims were thrown to them as a punishment. That, however, was far to the south, 
and the inhabitants of North America never approached that stage in their relations 
with the animal. 
 
Until the arrival of white men along the Atlantic seaboard, and long afterwards, the 
panther was the free-roving hunter of the forest who avoided man when he could 
but was very little afraid of him. With the white man came the gun, and constant 
frontier Indian wars were not long in developing a breed of men that has not since 
been surpassed in forest and the use of firearms. Their firearms were primitive 
modern standards, but as deadly among the unsuspecting wild animals they met as 
the jet fighters of today are to older propeller-driven aircraft. Wild meat became the 
staple diet. 
 
Seeing the ease with which deer, buffalo, and elk fell to their single-shot guns, 
several early hunters overestimated their efficiency and attacked the King himself. 
Some were successful; but a few misjudged their aim for the all-important first and 
only shot, and the great panther's retribution was lightning-swift. A short charge and 
a leap to the throat, and a buckskin-clad hunter was missing from his campfire that 
night. Next day the searchers read the story on the ground and buried the remains, 
and another panther tale was born. A few panthers even killed men without 
provocation, but they were quickly slain by a troop of men and dogs that took up 
their trail. The early white men very soon built for themselves a collection of blood-, 
curdling tales around that one animal they feared to face, and its wailing cry heard 
around the cabins in the forest clearings at night was used to full advantage by 
mothers in frightening unruly children into obedience. Thus a legend of terror was 
built around the animal, a legend that grew from generation to generation; to this 
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day the very mention of a panther in backwoods communities in the East will cause 
all men to look to their guns, and in parts of the West the mere sight of its tracks 
constitutes a complaint that a government hunter must act upon. 
 
This is the legacy of fear that the animal had acquired when the great rush of 
colonization pushed through the mountains from the eastern coastal plain and 
flowed over into the Mississippi Valley. Let us see how he fared. 
 
 
CHAPTER II. 
 

The Day of Reckoning 
 
 
When the first settlers 
arrived on the west slopes of 
the eastern mountains, they 
found the panther present 
every-where. Its tracks 
crisscrossed the fields and its 
skin soon became 
commonplace in frontier 
cabins as a coverlet on the 
lounge by the stove. Despite its abundance, there is no 'record of their having 
molested children on their way to school. But panther-killing soon became the 
badge of success for local woodsmen; many bragged that they had killed fifty or 
more in their time. Not only were panthers hunted, but all game was wantonly 
destroyed as opportunity afforded, because the settlers knew that the Indians 
depended upon it and that without game they would have to move or starve. 
 
A peak of slaughter was reached one day in 1760 when two hundred hunters set 
out in what is now Pennsylvania to form a circle some thirty miles in diameter 
enclosing most of Snyder County. At a signal they converged toward the middle, 
driving the game before them, and the guns began to bark. The carnage 
continued for hours, with dead and dying animals scattered everywhere. Some 
of the frenzied beasts, many wounded, only to die slowly later, broke through 
the line of beaters and escaped, but an almost un- believable number was slain. 
The tally showed "41 Panthers, 109 Wolves, 112 Foxes, 114 Mountain Cats, 17 Black 
Bears, 1 White Bear [?], 2 Elk, 98 Deer, 111 Buffaloes, 3 Fishers, 1 Otter, 12 Gluttons, 
3 Beavers and upwards of 500 smaller animals" (Seton, 1909, quoting Shoemaker). 
Possibly twice as many panthers escaped as were killed: that will give some idea of 
their abundance. 
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And what was this great slaughter for? "The choicest hides were taken, together 
with Buffalo tongues, and then the heap of carcasses, `as tall as the tallest trees,' 
was heaped with rich pine and fired. This created such a stench that the settlers 
were compelled to vacate their cabins in the vicinity of the fort, three miles away." 
(Ibid., again quoting Shoemaker.) The organizer of this crime was one Black Jack 
Schwartz, and from that moment he was a marked man to every Indian in the 
territory. 
 
The red men were enraged beyond control, as they saw their livelihood wantonly 
destroyed; and they sought vengeance. Soon their chance was to come. After the 
great slaughter, many of the backwoods dandies appeared wearing complete suits 
of panther skins, and they carried all before them. The fad however was short-lived, 
because the Indian warriors soon learned that a panther-skin suit was the badge of a 
man who had participated in the great hunt that had ruined their ancestral hunting 
grounds.  Such men were quickly ambushed and slain as they left the fort. About a 
dozen innocent settlers also lost their lives because of the hostility engendered 
among Indians by the senseless destruction of game by Black Jack Schwartz and his 
men. One day a traveler rounded a bend in the trail and found before him the 
gruesome evidence of an Indian ambush. The body of a great dark man had 
apparently received special attention from the braves; he was mutilated and 
scalped. It was Black Jack Schwartz, and his grievous death is one of the best 
examples of just retribution to be found anywhere. 
 
The ring hunts, however, did not stop with the death of Black Jack Schwartz. They 
were held every year until game was so scarce as to make them unprofitable. 
Without means to live, the Indians moved elsewhere to lands not yet violated and 
ruined for them by the white man. The tide of civilization had crossed the 
mountains to stay, and another large area of the panthers range was denied him. In 
1849 last ring hunt was held. Pennsylvania had changed a paradise for wildlife to a 
land of stumps and freshly plowed fields. But back in the mountains a great tawny 
cat watched the smoke climbing into the evening sky as it set out to stalk a wild 
turkey for its meal. The panther had been driven from all but a tiny fragment of its 
former range, but to that tiny fragment it clung tenaciously. 

As the plains were cleared of buffalo and the Indians retreated with the survivors 
ever farther west, a breed of grew up there that made their living hunting the great  
grey buffalo wolves. These men were known as "wolfers," and their favorite weapon 
was a phial of poison. They would shoot a buffalo as wolf bait, poison it, and come 
back the next day and pick over the carcasses of the wolves, foxes, coyotes, and 
panthers that had visited the carcass during the night. In this way most of the plains-
dwelling panthers were quickly exterminated. 
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Farther south in the impenetrable canebrakes of Louisiana, the panther found an 
asylum where at last it was safe from the relentless pursuer who had driven it from 
the' shores of the Atlantic to well beyond the Mississippi. There the survivors lived 
in peace and reared their young with the ever-increasing caution that was now the 
essence of sheer survival. 
 
In the North the settlement of southern Canada soon cleared the panthers out of 
the St. Lawrence Valley and '' southern Ontario, and the survivors moved back into 
the mountainous country of northern Maine and into the great areas of still-
untouched forests between the Gulf of St. Lawrence and the Bay of Fundy. About 
the headwaters of the Mississippi the survivors lost themselves in the maze of rivers 
and lakes that is the Quetico-Superior country, where their great, clear eyes 
watched the occasional canoeist passing as they crouched behind a windfall unseen 
in a land where man travels only by water. 
 
A little before the turn of the twentieth century a man sat outside his cabin beside a 
Louisiana baygall and watched a hawk circling overhead. Suddenly it swooped and 
struck a chicken feeding with the hogs among the stumps of the clearing. As it took 
off heavily bearing the chicken and headed for the swamp, the man reached inside 
the door for a rifle and started in pursuit. He did not return for three years. When 
finally he reappeared in the clearing and was asked for an explanation by the wife 
and three children he had left behind, he simply replied, "The hawk just kept on 
going." 
 
Thus began the fabulous hunting career of the greatest puma and bear hunter of 
them all, Ben Lilly. For the next fifty years Ben Lilly and his dogs hunted all over the 
Southwest. He slept and ate with his dogs on the trail, and when asked if it was cold, 
he would answer that it was "a one-dog night" or "a two-dog night," meaning that it 
took one or two dogs to keep him warm when he slept. During his lifetime he is 
credited with having killed several thousand bears, and several hundred pumas. He 
was the last of the great exterminators, since at the close of his career pumas at 
least had been so reduced in numbers that any such slaughter by one man was no 
longer possible. 
 
The extermination of game to starve the Indians into submission had very much the 
same effect upon the surviving panthers. The few that managed to escape the ring 
hunts, the trail hounds, the steel traps, and the poisoners were forced to leave, as 
the Indians had, because there was nothing left for them to eat. Those that 
remained after the extirpation of the big game turned, in desperation, to easily 
hunted domestic stock and quickly sealed their doom. So the species was 
exterminated in virtually all of its original range east of the Mississippi. 
 
However, the remaining small fragments of range, which consisted of a few 
impenetrable swamps in the Southeast and some of the large, roadless forest 
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regions in the Northeast, contained tiny breeding groups in a few widely scattered 
places. So thoroughly subdued were these tiny remaining nuclei that they 
disappeared from the ken of civilized man almost entirely, and the textbooks wrote 
their obituary. One more race of magnificent native American fauna was written off 
as exterminated, and the name of the eastern panther was added to that of the 
passenger pigeon, the wild buffalo, and Stellar's sea cow. 
 
For a long time nothing was heard. Then vague and untraceable rumors began to be 
heard that Klandaghi of the Cherokees, the Lunxus of the Penobscots, and the 
Indian Devil of the backwoods settlers had been seen again. The tellers of the stories 
were labeled drunkards or liars, and they were ridiculed into silence and shame. But 
the stories persisted. 
 
 
 
CHAPTER III. 

Back to the Mountains, the Swamps and the Forests 
 
Let us take a careful look now at the dates when the name "panther" was dropped 
from the list of the fauna of the various states and provinces in the original range of 
Felis concolor couguar, the eastern panther. Table I shows the date before which the 
animal was considered to be still present in each section, not the latest date on 
which individual sightings were made. The states and provinces are arranged from 
north to south for the coastal belt from New Brunswick to South Carolina, down the 
mountains from Quebec to Tennessee, and in the northwestern corner of the range 
about the Great Lakes. 
 
Along the Atlantic seaboard the animal persisted longest in Maine in the North and 
in Virginia and North Carolina in the South. It is significant that the western parts of 
these three states all border on the mountains. The species first disappeared in 
Delaware, followed in order by Massachusetts, Connecticut and Maryland, and then 
in New Jersey. South Carolina followed next, then Virginia and North Carolina, and 
by 1891 they had disappeared in Maine. Thus in the ninety-one years from 1800 to 
1891 the eastern panther was driven from the Atlantic seaboard along the whole 
length of its range. 
 
The eastern mountains just reach into southern Quebec, and it was there in that 
long-settled region on the northern fringe of their range that eastern panthers were 
first to disappear from the ken of civilized man. At the same time the mountain men 
of Kentucky had all but exterminated them in that state. Tennessee and 
Pennsylvania were next, and Vermont and New York not far behind. By 1910 they 
had disappeared along the entire chain except in West Virginia, where a few were 
left. Thus the forty-seven-year period 1863-1910 saw their virtual expulsion from 
their main stronghold, the Appalachian Highlands. 
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Farther west, around the Great Lakes, they were disappearing at much the same 
time, although the process was slower since these lands were much less densely 
settled than the old haunts of the East. They persisted longest in northern 
Wisconsin, although they had never been very abundant in that state; and by 1908 
they had almost disappeared there. 
 
We see, then, that the whole range of the eastern panther was for all practical 
purposes cleared of the magnificent animal in 110 years, from 1800 to 1910: 
sufficient time for about eleven generations of ten years each in the wild. Time has 
now passed for another five generations, since the turn of the century. In these 
sixteen generations the changes in the behavior of the animal that we will now 
examine have come about. 
 
Since the day that smaller, less formidable cat lay in the grass and watched the last 
sabre-toothed tiger kill a camel-like beast for its meal, many thousands of 
generations have passed. It took these thousands of generations to produce the 
marvelously adaptable animal that hunted from the Peace River in the North to 
Patagonia when the first Pilgrim landed at Plymouth Rock.  In the next three  
 

TABLE I 
 

Last Dates of Normal Panther Abundance (By Regions) 

 
Region, by State or Province Years 

ATLANTIC COAST: 1800-1891 

New Brunswick 1841 

Maine 1891 
Massachusetts 1820 

Connecticut 1830 

New Jersey 1840 

Delaware 1800 
Maryland 1830 

Virginia 1880 
North Carolina 1886 
South Carolina 1850 

THE MOUNTAINS 1863-1910 

Quebec 1863 

Vermont 1881 
New Hampshire 1894 
New York 1886 
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Pennsylvania 1871 

West Virginia 1910 (few) 
Kentucky 1863 

Tennessee 1880 
THE GREAT LAKES 1805-1908 

Ontario 1848 
Michigan 1870 

Ohio 1805 
Wisconsin 1908 

Illinois 1850 
Indiana 1850 

 
hundred years he met the greatest challenge to his supremacy in all of the 
thousands of years since the great predators of the Pleistocene died out; and he lost 
the battle. 
 
The great panther could live, if need be, on mice and rabbits and porcupines-food 
he would scorn, were his normal prey the white-tailed deer available. But the deer 
were not available in anything like sufficient quantities, and grouse and rabbits, 
raccoons and porcupines, it had to be. There was another predator in the woods 
now seeking his deer. Red-coated men with rifles swarmed everywhere each fall, 
eager to kill. All this the panther saw as he lay stretched t behind a fallen log, as 
motionless as a piece of granite.  
 
He learned that to survive he must shun man as completely as possible, and he 
sought the few remaining untouched wilderness areas and became even more 
strictly nocturnal in habit. In the South the southern species, Felis concolor coryi, 
retreated into the Everglades of Florida and the canebrakes and tupelo swamps of 
the Mississippi lowlands. In the central area, the great Dismal Swamp of Virginia 
may have been one of these areas. Shenandoah National Park may have been 
another. In the North, the mountainous region of the border between Quebec, 
Maine, Vermont, and New Hampshire seems to have been a last stronghold, and 
farther northeast, the great forest tracts of New Brunswick, with its abundant big 
game, proved an excellent sanctuary. 
 
It was fortunate that a very small number of panthers suffices to continue the 
species, because even under the best of conditions they breed only every second or 
third year. The breeding stock was stretched to the limit, but somehow they 
managed to keep the race alive until a new and unforeseen development rescued 
them from the very brink of the precipice. That unforeseen development was the 
belated awaking of the minds of man to the fact that wildlife no longer need be 
exterminated in order to seize the wild lands. We had taken control, and our hold 
was now secure; many people wanted to hunt for pleasure. Wildlife gradually began 
to be looked upon as an asset to be cultivated. 
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The evolution of this thought resulted in definite efforts to promote the return 
of deer to Pennsylvania and other areas where they had been all but 
exterminated. Many farms were abandoned as the rural population found they 
could make a better living in the towns than on marginal lands, and the 
inevitable forces of nature went to work to turn the abandoned farms into many 
thousands of acres of ideal deer range. Strict limitations were imposed on 
hunters, and only bucks could be shot. 

 
Gradually at first, but with increasing tempo, the deer eruption got under way. In 
New Brunswick, a long period of mature forests and fire-made barrens had 
resulted in a high population of moose and caribou; but at the advent of 
settlement, with its aftermath of abandoned farms, cutovers, and burns, the 
mature forest disappeared and the second-growth forest, ideal for deer as well 
as moose, took its place. As deer can outbreed moose easily, it was not long 
before the deer was the dominant species, and the moose began to decline. The 
deer eruption in New Brunswick began in the west along the Maine border and 
moved across the province to the east coast. It appears to have started in 
Pennsylvania and New York and spread outward into the Maritime Provinces, 
where it has reached the shores of the Atlantic in Nova Scotia today. 
 
The return of deer to most of the old range caused the downward swing of the 
panther population curve to halt-at a time when more decrease would probably 
have wiped out the race. The downward swing halted, then leveled off for 
several generations of panthers. Yes, the deer were coming back, and in some 
places at an almost unbelievable rate; slowly the flat population curve of 
panthers turned slightly upwards. The nadir had been passed; but the race was 
in a sorry state. 
 
 
CHAPTER IV. 
 
Recovery 
 
A new and more successful animal had invaded the panther's realm from across 
the sea and taken most of it from him. Now he must learn to live on what was 
left. 
 
In southwestern New Brunswick a female panther brought up a litter of cubs in a 
den formed by a frost-split boulder on the edge of a great expanse of rocky 
blueberry barrens. She lay in the March sun and licked her paw and with sleepy 
eyes watched half a dozen deer feeding on blueberry bushes exposed by the 
sweep of the wind scarcely half a mile away. At this time of year the deer of 
southwestern New Brunswick are seldom yarded, because the snowfall is not 
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sufficient on the wind-swept blueberry barrens that are their late winter range; 
but they often gather in herds which may reach a size of several hundred. The 
panther and her cubs were well fed; she had a yearling doe half-eaten and 
cached under a pile of twigs and snow in the creek gully below. She knew that 
soon she must move her family back into cover away from the barren because 
the owner of the fishing camp on the lake would be coming in to set things in 
order for spring fishing. But she expected no interference for at least another 
week. 
 
She left the cubs in the den and set out in her sinuous, smooth-flowing walk to 
sniff along the edge of the lake. A whisky-jack followed her curiously for a while 
but soon lost interest and gave up. When she came to the lake, she drank from 
the surface water along the edge, and with an effortless bound of more than 
fifteen feet she sprang onto the ice and started across. At one point she thought 
she heard a hammering sound, but as she had not seen a man since the previous 
fall and as the wind was strongly against the direction of the sound, she paid it 
no attention. When she was fairly out on the lake far from any cover she saw 
ahead of her some curious tracks in the snow. Alert now, she circled to get 
downwind of them and cautiously approached. Ten feet away she got the scent 
that froze her dead in her tracks. Man! 
 
The caretaker of the fishing camp had come in earlier than usual because he was not 
sure how the old ridgepole had stood that winter's extra-heavy snowfall. He was 
standing on the verandah looking over the ice when he saw the panther come into 
the open and start across the lake. He told me later: "It was the size of a buck deer 
and the same color. The long tail swished from side to side as it walked. When it 
came to my tracks it kind of hunkered down and smelled them, and then turned and 
ran for the shore in twenty-foot jumps. It was not more than seventy-five yards 
from me in bright sunlight on an open sheet of ice, so I had a pretty good look at it." 
 
The panther returned to the den and routed out the cubs without delay. She 
immediately set out to lead them into the dense forest, where panthers normally 
spent the summer after the spring deer concentrations broke up. That year she did 
not wait. She led them down from the high barrens into the tangled alder swales, 
which for the cubs made very heavy going in the deep snow. 
 
A couple of weeks of rather lean rations, compared to the venison they might have 
lived on had not the caretaker frightened them off the barren, soon went by. Then 
one day the great panther was rolling with her cubs on a mat of dry grass 
surrounded by still-unmelted snow. On the next patch about thirty yards away a 
sound like a nasal electric buzzer was heard.  The cubs froze in their play, as the 
sound was loud and insistent, but the great, clear eyes of the female swung around 
leisurely. She had heard that sound every spring for many years.  The buzzer 
sounded again, and the cubs flattened in the grass to watch.  Several more times the 
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buzzer sounded; then with a twittering call a male woodcock took off and flew in a 
tall spiral into the darkening heavens of the April night. Returning in sideslipping 
dives to his patch of grass, he sounded his buzzer note again and again while the 
cubs watched fascinated. The old panther flexed her claws and licked her chops; she 
knew that the deer concentrations were breaking up. They would soon be 
everywhere in the woods again, and her summer hunting grounds would be 
profitable. 

Away at the opposite end of the province, a party of salmon fishermen were fishing 
the famous Two-Mile Pool on Southeast Upsalquitch River. The guides had gone 
upstream ahead of their "sports" to look at the rapids above the pool. Four men, 
two guides and two wardens, sat on the edge of the pool and waited for the 
fishermen to come up. Suddenly one of the men jerked his head up and pointed 
across the stream. A panther walked out onto a gravel bar near the foot of the rapid 
and sauntered slowly toward them.  It came to within a hundred yards and 
apparently did not see them or hear them because of the noise of the rapid. They 
described it to me later as the color of a deer but somewhat lighter, the same color 
all over but with definitely lighter underparts. In size it was a little larger than a 
Great Dane dog, but heavier in the forequarters and longer The tail was long, and it 
was seen in full broadside view. 
 
Again in the southern part of the province, a bank manager and his son were flying 
model airplanes at the rear of the runway of an abandoned airfield. The boy tossed 
his model into the air. After a few wild gyrations it plunged into the bush. They were 
searching for it when a movement caught the father's eye. He turned to watch as 
a full-grown panther stepped out on the opposite side of the runway about fifty 
feet away. The man and the panther stared at each other for about ten seconds; 
then quietly the great beast swung around and disappeared. The man and the boy 
went home without the model airplane, and the man was inclined to doubt his 
own eyes. Several nights later he went to a sportsmen's meeting, where he saw 
Walt Disney's Bear Country. The mountain lion in the picture left no doubt in his 
mind as to what he had seen at the old airfield, and he called me that night. 
 
These are only a few recent samples of more than a hundred reports that I have 
accumulated in New Brunswick since I started in 1940 to track down the last 
survivors of a once-mighty race. The results have been surprising. All three of the 
original major divisions of the range—the Atlantic coastal plain, the Appalachian 
Highlands, and the Great Lakes region—are able to produce specific reports of the 
return of the panther to his old haunts. Surprised woodsmen, game wardens, 
trappers, and ordinary motorists along the highways have come in to report, 
"Today I saw a panther!" These reports come from Ontario, Minnesota, Missouri, 
New York, New Hampshire, Vermont, Pennsylvania, Maine, New Brunswick, and 
more recently Nova Scotia, among other states and provinces. 
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A biologist is by nature skeptical of reports such as these, and at fast they were 
received with little respect. However, their very persistence and the degree of 
detail given in some of them caused wildlife men in those areas to treat them 
seriously. Track photographs that were made and published failed to convince all 
but a very small group. Then one day clear tracks were found in soft earth on the 
high ground along the west shore of the Bay of Fundy. Plaster casts of these tracks 
were made and sent to the Smithsonian Institution. In due course the answer 
came back: puma tracks! At last valid evidence of the existence of the animal in 
New Brunswick was at hand. 
 
But was it a lone straggler from outside the province, an escapee from an animal 
show, or was it a native wild animal that had been living and breeding there 
without detection for all those years? Careful tracking on winter snow showed 
that in addition to the big male whose tracks had been taken in plaster, there was 
at least one female with a cub or cubs in the district; a careful search of the 
records showed that cubs had been reported to have been seen on several 
occasions. Now that there was concrete proof that there are panthers in New 
Brunswick today, it was in order to take a second look at the reports of people 
who had said that there were panthers in New Brunswick, ten, twenty, fifty, and 
more years ago. When this had been done, it became apparent that there was a 
steady stream of reports going back to the date when the species was supposed to 
have been exterminated. The species had become so scarce, and the survivors so 
cautious and nocturnal, that they had escaped man's notice almost entirely for 
many years. With the revival of the deer, they once again began to be noticed. 
 
This was not necessarily due to the fact that there were many more panthers. 
Great changes had been wrought in the land since the panthers had dropped out 
of sight. Logging and secondary roads now penetrated all watersheds where no 
wheeled vehicle had ever been before, and man had penetrated only on foot or by 
horse-drawn sled on the winter ice. The number of hunters multiplied each fall, 
and all had cars to take them farther and farther into the wilderness. Thus the 
number of human beings watching for wild animals of all descriptions had 
increased tremendously, and inevitably some searching eyes found a panther. 
 
Panther reports began to pile up, and the inevitable question was raised: "What 
does this mean for our deer?" To answer this question we must go back and see 
what happened when the deer began to come back over most of their original 
range after the first wave of settlement had passed. At first the sportsmen and 
nature-lovers who fostered the return of the deer very wisely limited all hunting 
to bucks only and protected the breeding females at all times. That was excellent 
deer management when the range was under-stocked and more deer were 
wanted, and the herd responded accordingly. Twin fawns were commonplace, 
and in a few years deer were beginning to be found in places where they had not 
been seen in living memory. The badge of the sportsman was the trophy head, 
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and only the adult males with good heads were considered real game, although 
small bucks were permissible for meat. The man who shot a doe or a fawn was 
beyond the pale and was looked down on by his fellow sportsmen. Big heads 
became scarcer, but deer continued to grow more plentiful. 
 
Foresters then began to look about them in their favorite stands, and what they 
saw was alarming. The forest reproduction was being eaten as soon as it was tall 
enough to clear the winter snow. The leading shoots of many species were being 
browsed off year after year, and the form of the resulting trees was bushy, not 
straight-boled timber as the forester had hoped and had planned upon in his 
cutting schedule. In areas where the first call upon the land was the production 
of wood, either pulpwood, fuel, saw logs, or veneers, it soon became obvious 
that there was a limit to the allowable deer population that could be supported 
with-out injuring the primary use, the perpetuation of commercial forests. 
 
The forester then had a right to ask: "What is the allowable limit? Have we 
reached it yet on my ground, and if so, how is it to be maintained?" The only 
answer to maintaining the allowable limit is to curb the rate of reproduction 
until it is equal to the annual kill of sportsmen, predators, disease, and winter 
loss. The first step has always been to increase the harvest, and to do this the 
protection of females is dropped and an "any-deer" season is proclaimed. But in 
many areas which have been for a long period restricted to the hunting of bucks 
and where the terrain is such that it favors the deer rather than the hunter, so 
that the average success is low, this step seems like sacrilege to the dyed-in-the-
wool deer-hunter. 
 
"What? Too many deer? I hunted a week last fall and never fired a shot!" 
 
"Shoot does and fawns? In a year or so we won't have a deer in this country!" 
 
"Any man who would shoot a beautiful little fawn, often still in the spots, or his 
mother leading him, ought to be locked up!" 
 
So spoke the sportsmen. True, they were well-meaning, but badly informed. We 
now know that deer on good range with plenty of food and space to expand can 
double their numbers in one year. 
 
What this means to a forester charged with the management of a commercial 
forest can be readily understood. His problem is to hold in check this 
mushrooming deer herd to save future generations of the forest. Since in most 
eastern states and provinces the predators have been reduced to a very low 
level and are only a minor factor in checking the deer increase, all he has to work 
with is the hunter. The hunting laws are liberalized to permit the killing of both 
sexes and all ages, and the bag limit is increased. In regions 'where the terrain 
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favors the hunter and efficient hunting methods, such as the use of hounds, are 
permitted, this Usually suffices. But in areas where the terrain favors the deer 
rather than the hunter and the law limits the hunter to the least efficient 
methods, such as still-hunting, these `measures do not suffice, and the deer 
population continues increase in the face of the increased kill. 
 
This situation exists today in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia, and in other 
regions in the East. Proof that hunting disease, and winter loss are not equaling 
the annual increment lies in the fact that there is enough surplus left to feed an 
increasing predator population and still to show evidence of heavy over-
browsing on the winter range. Still-hunting is the only legal method of hunting 
deer in New Brunswick, where the very thick cover gives a definite advantage to 
the deer. For this reason illegal "jack-lighting" is common because a great many 
hunters will not spend the time necessary to take a legal deer. 
 
Over most of the range of the eastern panther today there are as many deer as 
there have been at any time in the past hundred years. The stage therefore is set 
for the return of the predators, and the greatest of these has already shown that 
he recognizes the fact. His principal food is available in numbers more closely 
approximating the primitive abundance of the days of the first settlements than at 
any time since he was driven from his original range; and his numbers are so small 
now that he cannot begin to utilize the surplus. Thus his only effect upon the deer 
will be to see that fewer are found in spring starved to death on the over-browsed 
winter ranges. He will live on part of the surplus that each spring is to be found by 
watching the ravens circling and by following the fox tracks in the last spring 
snows-and he will affect the hunting harvest not at all. 
 
The panther was not the only predator that sensed the change. In the wilderness 
of northern Maine, a trapper raised his head and listened unbelievingly. Clear and 
strong from the shoulder of a near-by mountain came a sound that had not been 
heard there for more than forty years, the howl of a timber wolf. He returned and 
reported what he had heard to a warden, but nobody believed him. Then, in 
November 1953, the first timber wolf in forty-four years was shot in Maine. The 
wolves were back on their old grounds after a long absence, but they too were 
very few and widely scattered. 
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CHAPTER V 
 
Skeptics and Their Questions 
 
Many able woodsmen have asked: "I have lived in the woods all my life, and I have 
never seen one of these animals. Yet you say they have been here all along. How is 
that?" 

To that question I would reply: "Think well. How many bobcats have you seen 
running wild in the woods in your lifetime?" 
 
An honest man will reply: "Perhaps a dozen ... no more."  
 
Since New Brunswick has paid a bounty on approximately s thousand bobcats a 
year for more than twenty years, they must be fairly numerous. Yet a man who in 
a lifetime has seen more than a dozen free in the wild, not in a trap, is rare indeed. 
Consider, then, the fact that one thousand bobcats a year can be killed and only a 
dozen seen in one man's lifetime. A careful search of all known records shows that 
only six panthers have been killed in the region in the seventy years, as compared with 
approximately one thousand bobcats a year. Consider what their relative abundance 
must be. 
 
The rate at which panthers have been killed is doubly interesting when we 
consider that in Vermont, where the animal has played a prominent part in the history of 
the state, the number of specimens positively known to have been killed in 
the slightly longer than two-hundred-year period since white men first 
entered the area does not amount to more than twenty. Those killed after 
the first settlements were founded total less than half that number, and even 
vague and uncertain reports of killings, if added, would scarcely double the 
number (Spargo, 1950). Thus, the rate of killing in New Brunswick appears to 
be quite similar to what it was in early Vermont. 
 
About 800 bears a year are offered for bounty in New Brunswick; yet how 
often does one see a bear in the woods? A bear is much more conspicuous 
than a panther, and considerably less alert; so what are one's chances of 
seeing a panther? Many able woodsmen have lived all their lives in the 
forests of Vancouver Island, where the cougar is as abundant as anywhere 
else on earth, without ever seeing one that was not treed by trained dogs. 
 
In the East there are some bobcat dogs, but no trained panther dogs, as there 
are in the West. But bobcat dogs will not always follow a panther. Recently in 
New Brunswick a farm dog that had treed many bobcats was put on the trail 
of a panther in the Miramichi country. The dog disappeared into the bush on 
the track; then followed a long silence. About an hour later, it returned to its 
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owners cringing and with its tail between its legs. Nothing would induce it to 
have anything further to do with that track. It had come to the end of the trail 
and had seen what was making it, and had got the shock of its life. Cats, in its 
experience, just did not grow that big, and it was not interested in having 
anything to do with a cat that did. 
 
In the more open country of the Southwest, where visibility extends much 
farther than it does in the second-growth forests of the Northeast, one would 
expect that mountain lions would be more often seen, especially since they 
are much more numerous than panthers are in the East. Many members of 
the California Fish and Game Department have spent their whole lives in good 
lion country and have never seen a single specimen. Mountain lions must 
have been fairly numerous there since during this period about 250 a year 
were turned in for bounties. Yet in the East, where only six have been killed in 
more than seventy years, people wonder why they do not see them more 
often. Professional field biologists of the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service have often had the same experience throughout the West. The 
sighting of a panther in the wild, anywhere, must therefore be an exceedingly 
rare and exceptional event. 
 
For that very reason the number of reports coming from some regions in the 
East have raised doubt in the minds of the investigators. One source of 
erroneous reports in New Brunswick has been sightings of wild dogs which, 
after generations in the bush, have reverted to something closely akin to the 
original wolflike ancestor. The skin of one and the skull of another are in the 
collection of the Northeastern Wildlife Station at Fredericton. 

"Yet, surely," the skeptic says, "in all these years some must have run afoul of 
man in one way or another, and been shot or fallen victim to a trap." 

They have, and the following twenty-eight cases are selected to show how 
they have. Of well over a hundred cases on file, I have selected those in which 
the panther was shot, was trapped, was fired at and missed, or was officially 
reported by a game warden, Forest Service officer, the Royal Canadian 
Mounted Police, or a registered guide. (Apologies are offered to the many 
who took the trouble to report their observations which are not mentioned 
here, but space limitations alone preclude mentioning each observation.) 
These observations cover the period 1900-1955—in other words, the period 
immediately following the time when the species was supposed to have been 
exterminated in the Northeast. 

 
Case 1: October 6, 1955 

PLACE:  The Ledge, Charlotte County, New Brunswick.  
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OBSERVER:  Mr. Hugh Purdy, The Ledge. 
 
A panther had been seen and reported on several occasions in the area for the 
past several years. A herd of young cattle in a near-by field would not use the back 
of the pasture near the woods, and Mr. Purdy noted that the deer had not eaten 
the abundant crop of apples under some old apple trees. 
 
At dusk on October 6 Mr. Purdy was sitting in dense cover watching some old 
apple trees for deer. He was armed with a 16-gauge shotgun loaded with rifled 
slugs. He saw the panther approaching the old orchard and at first thought that it 
was a young deer. Dense cover limited his view, but when it came to within forty 
yards it stopped in a small clearing and turned broadside to him. He then 
identified it as a panther, because the long tail was clearly visible. 
 
He fired at it. It humped its back in the typical attitude of a paunch-shot animal 
and then made one leap, which took it out of sight. Examining the spot where it 
had stood, he found a streak of blood and hair extending on the far side of the 
animal and knew he had blown a hole through it. He attempted to follow it and 
heard it spit at him twice, but as it was now quite dark, he gave up. 
 
The following evening he returned with his father and the farm dog and hunted 
for it without success. The area is one of heavy slash and windfalls providing 
abundant cover, and the wounded animal could hide securely any-where. The dog 
was not a trailing hound. 
 
Shortly after the shooting, the deer cleaned out the apples on the ground beneath 
the old apple trees, which they had not touched before, indicating that the 
panther was either dead or no longer in the vicinity. 
 

Case 2: October 24, 1953 

PLACE:  Grand Bay, Kings County, New Brunswick.  

OBSERVER:  Mr. Walter Hudson, Grand Bay. 
 
Mr. Hudson was hunting deer and came to an open slashing, where he stopped to 
watch. A panther was lying in the sun at the base of a stump about forty-five yards 
away. It saw him and stood up. He fired a shotgun slug at it and knocked it to its 
knees. It got up and ran off, and he did not follow it up. 
 
The writer examined the scene twenty days later, but` heavy rains had removed all 
sign. Since a fresh cat track 3 ½ by 3 ½ inches was found on the trail, the animal 
may have survived its wound. 
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Case 3: October 7, 1953 

PLACE:  Grand Bay, Kings County, New Brunswick. 

 OBSERVER:  Mr. John Snodgrass, Grand Bay. 

 
Mr. Snodgrass was hunting deer about half a mile from the scene of Case 2 when 
he saw the hindquarters of an animal lying on a log about thirty yards away. Its 
forequarters were hidden by a bush and he could not make it out. He watched it 
for some time until it stood up and jumped off the log. When it stood up, he saw a 
long tail that had been stretched along the log when it was lying down, but he still 
could not see its head. He fired SSG shot at it when it started to run, but marks on 
the bush showed that he had shot high. There was no blood trail; he had 
apparently missed. About a month later the writer examined the bullet marks on 
the bush and the log. The size of the log indicated that the animal was a small 
specimen, as was further substantiated by fresh cat tracks of 3 ½ by 3 ½  inches 
found on the trail that day. 
 

Case 4: October 2, 1953 

PLACE:  Grand Bay, Kings County, New Brunswick.  

OBSERVER:  Mr. John Snodgrass, Grand Bay. 

 
This was Mr. Snodgrass’ first encounter with the animal, it took place scarcely 200 

yards from the scene Case 3. 
 
He was watching a deer trail when he made out a panther watching him from 
behind a bush about eighty yards away.  Finally it got up and turned broadside to 
him, and he fired a slug from a 12-gauge shotgun at it. It immediately 
disappeared into some bushes, and he thought he had hit it. He had to cross a 
small swamp to get to the place, and when he got there it was gone. There was 
no blood sign, and he concluded that he had missed. He went down to the 
village for help, and he and another man searched the area without finding a 
trace. 
 
When it had turned broadside to him, the long tail was clearly visible, and he 
described it as five to six feet over-all, and the color of a deer. 
 
 

Case 5: September 25, 1953 

PLACE: On the road two and a half miles from Kedron Lake toward Piskahegan 
River, Charlotte County, New Brunswick. 
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OBSERVER: Wendell McFadzen, Lincoln, York County, lumber-mill operator. 
 
Mr. McFadzen was driving home from his mill at Kedron Lake alone about 5 P.M. 
He came over a rise and saw a panther in the road ahead. He drove up to within 
fifty yards and got out of his car to watch it. It made no attempt to get off the 
road, and he threw a stone at it. It snarled at him and then walked slowly off into 
the ditch. He described it as the color of a bobcat, with a body five feet long and 
a long tail hanging to the ground. The legs appeared quite long, giving it a rangy 
appearance. 
 

Case 6: September 21, 1951 

PLACE: Two miles from the pavement on the Hanwell Road coming from Harvey 
to Fredericton, York County, New Brunswick. 
 
OBSERVER: Hazen T. Gorman, Fredericton. 
 
"After having driven for approximately two miles from the paved highway, I 
noticed a farmer in a field cutting oats with a reaper. Beyond the farmer and in 
from the road about five hundred feet where two houses and some farm 
buildings . . . While approximately half a mile from the houses and the woods I 
saw an animal standing on the road which attracted my attention because of its 
unusual outline. The animal was standing crossways of the road, and my first 
impression was that it appeared to be too long far a dog and too low to the 
ground for a deer.... Still watching the animal, I drove past the farmer in the 
field; and when the animal turned to face my car, I noticed that its body was 
noticeably slender, more so than a dog's. I kept driving toward the animal, and 
when I was approximately three hundred feet away it turned away from me and 
made one graceful leap into the bushes on the edge of the dense woods. 
 
"I knew then that this animal was a species of cat. I stopped the car opposite 
where I considered the cat had jumped into the woods and jacked a bullet into 
my .22-calibre Colt Woodsman Automatic pistol. I looked into the woods directly 
opposite the car, but could see no cat. I then backed the car up approximately six 
feet and looked into the woods again. The cat was in from the road 
approximately twenty-five feet. It was staring directly at me. The cat's head and 
shoulders were only visible to me, the remainder of the body was obscured by 
undergrowth. There were no obstructions between the cat's head and myself, 
affording me a perfect view of the animal. The cat continued to stare directly at 
me, completely motionless. The color of the animal was golden. Its head was 
noticeably small compared to the remainder of the body. The animal's eyes 
appeared to be brown and quite large. Its fur was short and smooth. I could not 
see the cat's ears. The mouth line was very distinct, extending well back into the 
jaws, and not hidden by tufts of hair. 
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"The cat remained in this motionless position long enough for me to sight the 
pistol on the head. On squeezing the trigger, I found the safety on. Releasing the 
safety, I again took aim at the cat, this time at its left front shoulder. I fired the 
gun once. The cat made no sound and disappeared without my knowing whether 
I had hit it or not.” 
 

Case 7: September 10, 1950 

PLACE: Indian Township, Washington County, Maine, about thirty miles west of 
Calais. 
 
OBSERVER: Game Warden Virgil E. Ladd, Department of Inland Fisheries and 
Game, Augusta, Maine. 
 
" . . I noticed a large buck running toward my automobile on the Grand Lake 
Stream road some six miles from the nearest inhabitant. About seventy-five 
yards in the rear appeared this cat bounding along. As it saw my car, it stopped 
in the road broadside, paused a few seconds, then walked into the thick bushes. 
I stopped as soon as possible and walked in where the cat had disappeared. 
About fifty yards in the swamp I saw this reddish-brown animal which looked to 
be six feet long over-all, and at least 24 inches high. It seemed to be making a 
whispering noise and moving its tail. About then I fired one shot with a .357 
Magnum pistol, aimed at the animal's head. I would say he leaped thirty feet and 
disappeared in the thick jack spruce. The bullet hit a tree, which deflected it. 
 
"Knowing what I know now [about the rarity of the animal] I'm glad I didn't hit it. 
For two days I searched the woods along the streams in that vicinity, trying to 
find a good track in the mud. However, I did make a cast of the track on the 
roadside. It measured four inches by three and one quarter. The best track was 
somewhat scuffed by spectators looking at it." 

Case 8: June 10, 1950 

PLACE:  Moores Mills, Charlotte County, New Brunswick.  

OBSERVER:  Forest Warden G. J. McBride, New Brunswick Forest Service, Moores 
Mills. 

 
"When returning from patrol on highway No. 3 on Saturday, June 10, 1950, 
about one mile from Moores Mills I saw a strange animal walk out on the road 
ahead of the car. 
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"I stopped the car and stepped out on the road to get a good look at the animal, 
and it was about five or six feet long with a long tail perhaps two and a half feet 
long curved downward at the root and pointing upward at the tip.  
 
"This animal was reddish grey in color, much the same color as a deer in the 
summer, with underparts dirty white.  
 
"The ears were set well back on its head, and it had a round-shaped face. 
 
"This animal belonged to the cat family, I am sure …”—Special report to the Chief 
Game Warden of New Brunswick, June 11, 1950 
 

Case 9: August 4, 1949 

PLACE: Claudie Road, York County, New Brunswick.  

OBSERVER: Constable D. J. Evans, R.C.M.P.; Constable Christensen, R.C.M.P.; and 
Mr. Miles Currie, Nashwaaksis, York County. 

 
The three observers were walking along the woods road when the panther came 
out of the bush ahead of them. It was about one hundred yards ahead and was 
traveling directly away from them. It was in sight for about one hundred feet 
until it rounded a turn in the road. It was following a fresh deer track. 
 
Constable Evans' description was as follows: Height at the shoulders: 21/2 feet. 
Length not estimated, as the animals was seen only end on. Color ". . . of an old 
doe deer, light." Width across the back: 1 foot. Hips seemed higher than the 
shoulders when seen from behind with head held low. 
 
Constable Evans identified the picture on page 75 of Young and Goldman's The 
Puma, Mysterious American Cat, as the view they had of the animal. He 
thought their specimen would be a little smaller than the one shown in the 
picture. 
 

Case 10: April 8, 1949 

PLACE: Below Stillwater Bridge on Digdeguash River, Charlotte County, New 
Brunswick. 

 
OBSERVER: Forest Warden A. G. Hill, New Brunswick Forest Service, Elmsville, 
Charlotte County. 
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"While patrolling trap lines on the Digdeguash River and beaver colonies below 
the Stillwater Bridge yesterday I saw an animal that must be a panther. It was 
about three feet long, dark in color, and stood as high as a good-sized police dog. 
It had a long tail and a large head, and I have never seen an animal like this in my 
district before. When I first saw it, it was standing still in a clearing on the mill 
road near an abandoned lumber camp, but it only stayed a second when it saw 
me."–Special report to the Chief Game Warden of New Brunswick, April 9, 1949 

Case 11: November 9, 1948 
 
PLACE: Levesque's Bog on the Southeast Upsalquitch River, Restigouche County, 
New Brunswick. 
 
OBSERVERS: Messrs. Gordon and Stanley Fraser, Campbellton, New Brunswick. 
(Reported by Forest Service Inspector W. C. McLenahan, Campbellton. ) 
 
From Inspector McLenahan's report: "While sitting on a hill overlooking this deer 
bog Mr. G. Fraser noticed this animal come into the bog and stand in broadside 
view with head turned towards him. He couldn't believe at first what he saw, as 
it looked just like a female lion. He took a shot at the animal and it turned and 
walked away. Stan Fraser who was with him sang out to him and asked him what 
he was shooting at and he told him a lion. A moment later another one was seen 
on the other side of the bog. He fired at it, too, and it leaped about six feet in the 
air. He went over to investigate and saw no sign of any blood but just a few 
tracks. Apparently both shots were clean misses, as he said he was pretty excited 
at the time." 
 

Case 12: October 25, 1948 

PLACE: Coleman Brook near Pollet River, Albert County, New Brunswick.  
 
OBSERVER: Mr. C. C. MacDonald, Secretary, Intercolonial and P.E.I. Railways 
Employees' Provident Fund, Moncton, New Brunswick. 
 
"On the morning of October 25th, shortly after daylight, I left the house with the 
intention of going down to near Pollet River and following an old lumber road 
upstream, and on the way to the river ... I sighted an animal hereto-fore 
unknown to me, except from pictures. There was no mistaking it for a wildcat, 
bobcat, or any common animal around this part of the country. At first sight it 
was almost broadside and was looking at me. At the time I was standing, looking 
around. For some years I had used only a 30-1906 Winchester but on this trip I 
had a Ross which I had not used before; my son was using the 30/06. Upon 
leaving the house I had filled the magazine and thought a cartridge was placed in 
the barrel but when the trigger was pulled on the animal there was nothing 
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doing, and thinking I had neglected to fill the barrel I pulled the bolt back and 
forward, with the result that I only jammed another cartridge against the one 
which was in the barrel." (He had to clear the jam with a knife.) 
 
"While I was working with the rifle the panther moved four times, and although 
this occurred in woods of mostly spruce and fir, it kept in sight most of the time 
and was always looking at me. It did not move away from me very much but to 
my left. When I was in a position to shoot, it had appeared facing me, but the 
body was obscured by trees. I aimed from below the head, and when I shot, it 
raised into the air at least five feet-not in a rearing position but the whole body 
going up. The distance was about forty yards. The light and underbrush of the 
trees did not allow me to get into the back sight very well. I went to where it had 
stood, but it was not there. The only evidence was a lot of hair and I found 
where the bullet cut a small tree, which showed me clearly that I had shot 
somewhat low. The hair seemed to be a lighter shade than the animal had 
appeared and I concluded that it was from the underparts. The hair on the 
ground was in an area about three feet wide and four or five feet in length; 
therefore, the bullet must have followed the length of the body pretty well.  
There were no flesh parts and no blood discernable. I concluded that it was not 
wounded, but I searched in the locality for some time. 
 
"I have seen wildcats and bobcats, both dead and alive, and a glance at this animal 
would convince anyone that it was not one of our common wildcats. I had a good 
view of it, side, angle, and head on, and although the light was not the best, the 
color of the animal made it stand out quite distinctly. It stood about two feet in 
height, although, when standing and when moving, it appeared to be in a crouching 
position. It did not look to have very long hair such as one would notice on a collie 
dog but seemed to be a sleek coat of a light tan or fawn color. The tail appeared to 
be a foot and a half or more in length and curved downward. The body looked to be 
fairly heavy. The head was not anything like that of a wildcat, but more the shape of 
a leopard's head. The neck and head were not carried in line with the body but the 
head was carried higher than the body. . . 
 
"I gathered some of the hair but unfortunately I did not keep it, as a Mr. Coyle from 
Elgin and an American sports-man called at the house, and at his request, I passed 
the hair over to him. He stated that he wished to convince his U.S.A. friends that the 
panther is in existence in New Brunswick, or even in the east of Canada or United 
States. 
 
"I do not know if my encounter with this animal will convince anyone of its existence 
but, for me, there needs to be no further evidence." 
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Case 13: End of September, 1948 

PLACE: McNaughton Meadow Road, Black River, Northumberland County, New 
Brunswick. 
 
OBSERVER: Game Warden G. Perley Stewart, Chatham, New Brunswick. 
 
Reported a panther on the road 400 yards ahead of his car. (Special report to the 
Chief Game Warden of New Brunswick, December 18, 1948.) 
 
 

Case 14: July 15, 1948 

PLACE:  Richibucto Road between the Internment Camp and Little River Bridge, York 
County, New Brunswick.  

OSERVERS: Dr. D. B. Butterwick, Provincial Veterinary Pathologist, and Dr. J. M. 
Barette, District Veterinarian, both of Fredericton, New Brunswick. 

 
A panther crossed the road ahead of their car and stopped on the edge of the ditch. 
They drove up to within ten to fifteen yards and stopped the car to watch it. It then 
bounded up a cut bank and disappeared into the bush. Dr. Butterwick's description 
follows: 
 
Color:  Dark brown all over, almost black. Height at shoulders: 2 ½ -3 feet. 
 
Body: "As long as a full-grown bear," for which it was at first mistaken because of 
the very dark color. 
 
Tail: 3 feet long and the same size all the way down, 3-4 inches in diameter. 
 
Ears: Short and rounded. 

Weight: Very heavily set, particularly in the forequarters. 
 

Case 15: About May 16, 1948 

PLACE: Near Belleisle Creek, Kings County, New Brunswick. 
 
OBSERVER: Russell Tuckey, Registered Guide. 

"I want to report to you that I saw a cougar a few days ago. I saw a deer running 
across a road and I was watching the deer when I saw the cougar come out a short 
distance behind the deer. It was after the deer.... There have been reports of the 
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tracks having been seen in the winter around here."—Special report to the Chief 
Game Warden of New Brunswick, May 19, 1948. 

 
 

Case 16: Early October, 1947 

PLACE: Vicinity of Upper Point de Bute, Westmorland County, New Brunswick. 
 
OBSERVER: Game Warden John Tingley, Point de Bute, and Mr. Frank Dobson of the 
same place. 
 
“I wish to report that Warden John Tingley advises me that he actually saw 
what he described as an eastern panther in the vicinity of Upper Point de 
Bute early in October last. 
 
"Mr. Bliss Parsons reported seeing tracks and tail-drag of a panther near 
Jolicure Ridge, and also states that his horses were very much disturbed when 
in the vicinity of the tracks. 
 
"Mr. Frank Dobson of Upper Point de Bute also reports seeing one in that 
area. . . ." 

 

Case 17: About September 1, 1934 

PLACE: One mile east of McDougall Lake, Charlotte County, New Brunswick. 
 
OBSERVER: Forest Service Brunswick Forest Service Inspector W. J. O'Brien, 
New 
 
Inspector O'Brien saw a panther standing beside the trail about fifteen feet 
from him. It was tawny yellow in color with a large round head. It stood about 
two feet high at the shoulders, and was six feet over-all, including the tail, 
which was at least a foot and a half long. When it moved off it crouched down 
like a cat after a bird and went across the trail only about ten feet from him. 
 

Case 18: March, 1932 

PLACE: Near Mundleville, Kent County, New Brunswick.  

OBSERVER: Mr. Havelock Robertson, Mundleville, and Mr. Roy Grant of 
Halifax, Nova Scotia. 
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Messrs. Robertson and Grant went out to examine some large tracks that 
were reported crossing the St. Nicholas River near their farm. They found 
fresh panther tracks and followed them to a large pine tree. A panther was 
sitting in the tree, and Mr. Robertson shot it. It measured 7 feet 3 inches from 
tip to tip, and they case-skinned the carcass. Mr. Robertson kept the skin in 
his house until it became full of moths; then he threw it away. They took 
photographs of the skin (the best of which is shown in the frontispiece).  This 
is the only photograph of a panther ever taken in the Maritime Provinces. 
 
They had never heard of such an animal before and did not know that it was 
anything exceptional, and they called it simply "a big wildcat." For this reason 
it was some years before the case came to my notice, and I missed getting the 
skin by about a year. The skull and the rest of the skeleton were thrown into 
the river at the time. 

 

Case 19: 1931 

PLACE: Square Forks of the Sevogle River, Northumber-land County, New 
Brunswick. 
 
OBSERVERS: Dr. Arthur S. Chesley, J. C. Chesley, Robert Ritchie, and Wetmore 
Merritt (now deceased), all of Saint John, New Brunswick. 
 
From Dr. Chesley: "In the year 1931 [the observers] went to the Sevogle for 
salmon. One evening about two hours before dark we were sitting on the 
verandah waiting for the evening meal to be prepared when one of us saw an 
animal swimming across the Sevogle just below the forks about 150 yards 
away. He was swimming towards the south bank. This bank, as you probably 
know, is very steep, rising about ten or twenty feet almost in a vertical 
direction, then gradually sloping off to the trees. When this animal reached 
the shore he stopped, thus giving us plenty of time to observe him. 
 
"He was a cat measuring from rump to snout about five or six feet. His face 
was long (not flat or chopped-off like a wildcat). His fur was long and light in 
color. I do not recall any striping or spots. He impressed me as being similar 
to a jaguar or leopard. We called the three guides: Bert and Ross Mullen and 
Marchette. Marchette brought a rifle, took aim and fired-the bullet hit just 
above his nose and with one graceful leap this animal landed on the top of 
this ten- or twelve-foot rock and ran into the woods.... This animal certainly 
did not impress us as being a wildcat-he was much larger and had a different 
profile. 
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"I have tried not to exaggerate details and measurements and hope this may be of 
some use to you." 

 
Case 20: November, 1923 

PLACE: Headwaters of the Sevogle River, Northumberland County, New Brunswick. 
OBSERVERS: Collingwood Fraser, William J. Sullivan Ltd., Newcastle, New Brunswick, 
and others. 
From Saint John Telegraph Journal, November 24, 1923, page 1: 
 

SHOOTS A PANTHER IN NEW BRUNSWICK 
Animal rarely found in the Province killed in Northumberland 

 
NEWCASTLE, Nov. 22.–While superintending the work in the lumber woods on the 
headwaters of the Sevogle River last week Collingwood Fraser, foreman for William 
M. Sullivan Ltd., saw a large animal which he thought was a wild-cat. Procuring a 
rifle Mr. Fraser fired and wounded the animal, whereupon it charged him, but a 
second shot fired when the beast was less than five feet away killed the animal 
which upon examination proved to be a panther or cougar. 
 
Persons who saw it say it measured about four feet in length and had a tail almost 
as long as its body. 
 
The cougar is very rarely found in the province and how this one made its way into 
the heart of New Brunswick's forests is considered considerable of a mystery. 
 

Case 21: October, 1921 

PLACE: Within a half mile of the store at Jemseg, Queens County, New Brunswick. 
OBSERVER: W. C. Dykeman, Jemseg. 

Mr. Dykeman went out to visit a trap he had set at the back of his field. On the way 
he saw a large panther at a distance of about twenty-five yards. He was carrying a 
shotgun loaded with bird shot, and he hurriedly changed loads to ball and fired one 
shot. He hit the panther in the foreleg and knocked it down. It sprang up and made 
off very quickly on three legs. He examined the place where it fell and found blood, 
bone splinters, and hair. He pre-served the splinters and gave one to the 
Northeastern Wildlife Station collection many years later. It matches well the bones 
of the foreleg of a cougar skeleton in the National Museum of Canada. 
 

Case 22: Winter of 1919-20 
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PLACE: Warwick Road between the Northwest and the Southwest Miramichi rivers, 
Northumberland County, New Brunswick. 
OBSERVER: Reported by Forest Ranger Perley W. Vanderbeck. 
 
Ranger Vanderbeck reports that a panther was seen in this area and that two were 
trapped six miles to the east that winter. 
 

Case 23: October, 1915 

PLACE: Near the village of South Legrange, ten miles west of the Penobscot River 
and fifteen miles north of Old Town, Maine. 
OBSERVER: Fred J. Farrell, Forest Engineer, New Brunswick International Paper 
Company, Kedgewick, New Brunswick. 
 
Mr. Farrell, then a boy of about fifteen years, in company with several other boys of 
about the same age, was hunting. He saw a panther and fired at it with a shotgun. It 
bounded into the woods and disappeared. Previous to his encounter several deer-
hunters, including some of his relatives, had heard loud cat screams in the 
neighborhood and had also found freshly killed carcasses of deer. At first it was 
considered to be the work of bobcats, but later some of the older men agreed that it 
was an "Injun Devil." 
 
Some days later the body of the cat that Farrell had shot was found. It was already 
badly decomposed, so that no attempt was made to save the hide. When it was 
compared with the pictures in an illustrated natural history, there was no doubt 
that it was a panther; the long tail was unmistakable. 
 

Case 24: Fall of 1908 

PLACE: Porter Brook, a tributary of the Miramichi in Northumberland County, 
New Brunswick. 
OBSERVERS: J. W. Fairley, Canadian Department of Agriculture, Regina, 
Saskatchewan, and Allen McKeil, Guide.  
 
While traveling up Porter Brook on a caribou hunt, they jumped a panther from 
the side of the portage road, and it climbed a tree. Mr. Fairley shot it through the 
shoulders with a .30-.30 Winchester at a distance of thirty feet. 
 
"The animal dropped and then hung from the limb with its hind claws. I do not 
think I had what is known as buck fever, but I will never know why I did not fire a 
second time. The cat dropped with a thud; we could hear him' (or her) thrashing 
about and then silence. We could not see him for the tall grass and alders. 
McKeil and I hunted for days for that cat and never did find him. . . . That cat had 
a tail a good three feet long and I would judge the body to be about twice as long 
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as the tail. Incidentally the tail kept lashing all the time the cat was looking at 
me; no other movement." 
 

Case 25: About 1904 

PLACE: Millville, York County, New Brunswick.  

OBSERVERS: Game Warden David Carey and John Gullison, trapper. 
 
Gullison and Carey were trapping partners that winter. They caught a cub 
panther in one of their sets and saw the tracks of the mother as she had circled 
the trapped cub. As they were not sure what it was they had caught, they sent 
the skin to either the Hudson Bay Company or the John Hal-lam Company of 
Toronto. They received a cheque for $3.80 and the skin was identified as a "cub 
cougar, or mountain lion." 
 

Case 26: About 1900 

PLACE: Springhill,,York County, New Brunswick.  

OBSERVER: W. Austin Squires, Curator, Natural Science Department, New 
Brunswick Museum, St. John. 
 
"About 1900 a long-tailed cat which has been killing sheep or young cattle was 
caught in a bear trap by Frank Gibson at Springhill. It attacked him when in the 
trap and he killed it with a fence rail. It was skinned and used as a rug for years. 
The tail was at least two feet long; the fur tan-colored without spots. " 
 
Farther west we have the following two reports from the lookout on the Gore 
Mountain fire tower of the Vermont Forest Service. 
 

Case 27: Late June, 1950 

PLACE: Gore Mountain fire tower, Essex County, Vermont.  

OBSERVER: Walter Harlow, Vermont Forest Service. 

 "Time: 0800-0900 hrs. Place: from ground-level. Distance to specimen: about 65 
ft. Position of specimen: head-on. (The animal was watching the observer's 
cabin. The long axis of the animal's body nearly coincided with the observer's 
line of vision). Motion: that of long tail twitching laterally behind heels. Duration 
of observation: a little over two minutes. Termination: the animal swung to its 
left and leaped a 28-inch stump and disappeared. Color: tawny, darker above to 
light underneath. Adult. Body length est. above four feet. Height at shoulder 
about 25 ins. Came to point of visibility on deer trail." 
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Case 28: Late August, 1948 

 
PLACE: Gore Mountain fire tower. 
OBSERVER: Walter Harlow, Vermont Forest Service.  
 
"Time: 1700 hrs., E.D.S.T. Place: about 50 ft. above ground. Distance to 
specimen: about 100 ft. Portion seen: from left ear to the rear. The animal was 
motionless for upwards of three minutes. Colored like a deer at that season.  
Powerful shoulders estimated 11-12 ins. across. Long cylindrical tail, extending 
perhaps 8 ins. parallel to the ground behind heels. Observer felt he was being 
conservative in estimating weight at 125 lbs. Well-nourished, healthy-looking 
specimen, well-groomed appearance. Interested it-self in deer trails (proximity to 
junction of four). Used binoculars (Bausch and Lomb 7 x 35)." 
 
(Gore Mountain is just south of the Quebec border in northeastern Vermont.) 

 

It will be seen, therefore, that the skeptic who says that panthers cannot be there or 
they would have been seen and shot does not know what has been going on around 
him. Not only have they been seen rather frequently, but they have been shot, killed, 
and in one case photographed in the very region where they were supposed to have 
been exterminated. In addition, they have been the subject of special reports to the 
Chief Game Warden of New Brunswick from his field staff since 1948 and from others 
over a period of more than fifty years. More than ninety years ago a settler was 
searching for new land along the edge of the great forest tract northwest of the 
present city of Moncton, New Brunswick. He found a fertile valley, and while exploring 
it he shot and killed a great cat. The valley soon became a new settlement, and it 
bears the name Catamount to this day. 
 
Plaster casts of panther tracks made within the past twenty-five years have been 
identified from New Brunswick (Wright, 1948), Nova Scotia (unpublished identification 
by Stanley P. Young, personal communication, 1954), Vermont (Spargo, 1950), and 
Minnesota (Bue and Stenlund, 1953). 
 
This, then, is the core of the evidence that the animal still exists in the Northeast. It is 
to be hoped that at least some of those who "came to scoff" will "remain to pray". Let 
us examine now how this information has become available, and what the future 
course with regard to the species should be. 
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CHAPTER VI 

Panther Study in the East: A Modern Method 

The days of the mentality of Black Jack Schwartz are over and people no longer 
tolerate wholesale slaughter and extermination of animals. Thinking men will not kill 
rare beasts on any pretext, and the eastern panther is beyond any doubt the rarest 
beast in North America today. Therefore thought and effort should be directed 
toward gathering all possible information about the species so that it may be 
intelligently guided back into its proper place in a modern land. Hunting the mountain 
lion of the West with dogs has been covered fully and is the subject of a quite 
considerable literature. The more complete accounts are those of Young and 
Goldman (1946),  Barker (1946),  Hibben (1937 and 1948), and a number of others in 
the sporting magazines. This type of hunting results either in the death of the animal 
or in such disturbance that their normal life is badly disrupted. This is most 
undesirable in the case of a rare species such as the eastern panther; it is to the 
techniques of the still-hunters who have followed the great cats in other parts of the 
world that we must therefore turn for a method of studying the species with a 
minimum of disturbance. The system about to be described is the one I have 
developed over a period of fifteen years of panther study in the East. 
 
The first and most important ingredient for this kind of a study is an adequate 
intelligence system. Sightings and track records must be reported as soon as 
possible; and in order to accomplish this, the need for information must be 
publicized. Newspaper articles can be used to good advantage as long as the 
tone of the article is moderate and not of the scare-headline type. It is, however, 
a dangerous medium; one scare headline can undo the work of years in building 
up public understanding of the animal. Radio broadcasts have been used with 
good success, and of course the co-operation of the local game department is 
most helpful. 
 
Once it becomes firmly established in the public mind where to call when a 
panther is seen or even suspected, the study has begun. One point here is most 
important. Listen earnestly without any sign of disbelief to any and all tales 
people want to bring. The slightest sign of derision will end all chances of getting 
any further information from that observer at any subsequent time. It must be 
expected that much of the material brought will be chaff, but mixed up in it from 
time to time are kernels; and skill in spotting them will increase with practice. 
 
The next step is to plot the location of the valid observations on a map. A map of 
eight miles to the inch is adequate for the general plot, with pins of three 
different colors to show current-year sight records, older sight records, and sign 
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reports. Elastic bands placed around the pins in the map bring out clearly the 
individual ranges where the reports are coming from and help in estimating the 
number of possible families there may be in a region. Once there are sufficient 
pins to establish the ranges, it is surprising how seldom new reports come from 
outside the area enclosed by the elastic band. This regional map should be 
permanently mounted and kept up to date. 
 
When a number of pins are in position delineating a range, a large-scale map 
should be prepared for it showing topographical features in detail and, if 
possible, forest cover.  The plot of sightings and sign reports on the large-scale 
map shows up such things as seasonal changes in range, runways, den sites, 
points of crossing highways, rivers, etc. This map can be marked by a simple x 
and a date for each sighting, and with other symbols for kills, dens, and sign. 
 
Next, an index-file card is made up for each report. The form used at the 
Northeastern Wildlife Station is shown below. These cards are then filed in 
chronological order by provinces and states, with the latest reports at the front 
of the file. 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
A master sheet is then made up showing report number; date; observer; place; 
age of the animal (adult or immature); measurements of the animal estimated 
by the observer, length in feet, height at the shoulders in inches; weight in 
pounds; color; number traveling together; call dates; and kill data. These sheets 
can be made up by provinces or states, by counties within a province or a state, 
by forest districts, or by any other administrative units desired, and provide at a 
glance the amount of data avail-able from each region. 
 
Finally, a letter file arranged in alphabetical order is needed to keep the original 
letters of the eye-witnesses as permanent records. 
 
The basic information having been tabulated, it is time to check the report in the 
field. The equipment required is the large-scale map and/or aerial photographs, 
field glasses, a camera, a fifty-foot cloth tape and a six-foot steel tape, hair 
envelopes, plaster and frames, and finally the field notebook. 
 
If the report is of sighting the animal, the procedure is to take the eye-witness 
back to the scene of the encounter whenever possible and get his description on 

N. B. SIGHT RECORD.                 DATE: 
  
OBSERVER:  
PLACE:  
DETAILS: 



 43 

the spot. Do not ask leading questions. For instance, do not say, "Where did you see 
the panther?" Instead, say, "Where did you see the animal?" Let him say it was a 
panther, but do not suggest it. Then ask for his reasons for calling it a panther. Pay 
particular attention to the time of day and the relative positions of the observer, the 
animal, and the sun, so that a proper estimate of the available light at the time of 
the sighting can be made. This is most useful in spotting bits of imagination creeping 
in. When such a discrepancy is spotted, it must not be commented on. If the witness 
is confronted with it he will immediately go on the defensive and will give more 
emphasis than he should to some positive phase of his testimony. Sort out the 
wheat from the chaff afterwards, in private. 
 
If the tracks of the animal are present, it is often possible to measure the distance 
from the observer and further to check his account with this figure in mind. Clear 
prints are rare, but even a blurred drag mark is enough to give this important 
measurement. Quite often all sign is obliterated by curious sightseers before the 
investigator arrives, and then he must rely upon the eye-witness's estimate of the 
distance. 
 
If a trail is present the problem is greatly simplified. The track of a panther is four-
toed, as are those of all cats, and the only other animal in the Northeast with tracks 
as large as those of a full-grown male panther is the black bear. They can be 
distinguished at a glance, because the forepaws of the bear show five toes. A large 
dog track could be con-fused with that of a panther under certain circumstances, 
but they can be distinguished with certainty if the trail can be followed for some 
distance. The cat's retractile claws will show when it starts to run suddenly, climbs a 
bank, or grips a slippery surface; otherwise they will be withdrawn and will not show 
in the track during ordinary walking. The dog's non-retractile claws will show at 
every step in any medium that reaches to their tips. However, even the claw marks 
have characteristic differences. The claws of a cat come to sharp needle-like points 
and when fully extended point straight down. Those of a dog are thick and blunt-
ended and extend at a wide angle from the vertical. 
 
The rear edge of the heel pad of the puma and of the bobcat is three-lobed. In dogs 
this line is almost straight. This difference may be a useful criterion where clear 
tracks are available. However, under most tracking conditions it will not show, as the 
tracks will be blurred. 
 
A further distinction between the trail of a cat and that of a dog is to be found in the 
position in which the scats are deposited. If they are deposited in the middle of the 
trail, they are probably those of a cat; and if they are covered over, this will confirm 
their feline origin. The scats of a dog are unusually deposited at the side of the trail, 
often on a hummock, and are not covered. 
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The puma has so seldom been observed acting naturally in the wild that 
observations of its natural gaits are very limited. Most observations are of an animal 
fleeing for its life before a pack of baying hounds, or of a captive in a cage far too 
small to allow full use of its normal gaits. They are therefore assumed to be similar 
to those of the domestic cat. The gaits most frequently used are a walk, a canter, 
and a gallop which, when full out during the charge, may cover twenty feet or more 
at a bound. They seldom if ever trot, in contrast to wild dogs, which use that gait 
frequently. 
 
The dog and the bear have been eliminated, leaving one of three cats to choose 
from. If the track is very large, 41/2 inches in diameter and up, with a walking stride 
of about 18 inches and the lateral distance through the center line of the right prints 
to the center line of the left prints of 8 inches or more, there is not much doubt 
about the species. The panther is the only cat in North America, with the exception 
of the jaguar, that could make such a trail. And as jaguars are occasional stragglers 
into the extreme Southwestern states only, it is safe to assume that such a trail in 
the Northeast was made by a panther. However, most cases will not present 
such a clear-cut problem; females and young make trails that intergrade in 
size with those of the larger bobcats and the lynx. 
 
Then the surest distinction is the length of the tail. The panther's tail is long 
and heavy, and periodically it is al-lowed to drag on the ground for a short 
distance. In snow this tail-drag shows as a 3 ½-inch-wide swath about a foot 
long in the trail. The tail-drag may oscillate from side to side of the center line 
because of hip swing. Tail-drag in the trail is sure evidence of a panther, since 
the other two species are short-tailed cats. 
 
A main distinguishing point between the track of a panther and that of a lynx 
or a bobcat is the depth of the track, indicating the weight of the animal. In 
cases where the size of the track is within the limits of size of a lynx or a 
bobcat, put the half-clenched hand on the snow beside it and exert a 
pressure of 15-20 pounds. If the hand sinks in as deep as the track, it is a 
panther; neither a lynx nor a bobcat would be heavy enough to sink to that 
depth. The walking stride of a lynx or a bobcat is usually under 12 inches, and 
that of a panther is 12 inches or more, averaging about 18 inches. In very 
clear prints the furry foot of the lynx is also visible. 
 
Another characteristic of the panther's trail is the maker's apparent lack of 
curiosity. A dog, a bobcat, or a lynx will deviate from a path to smell logs and 
investigate bushes and other objects. A panther will often cover several miles 
at a steady walk and proceed down a trail or across a frozen lake on a straight 
course apparently with a destination in mind and having no interest in trivial 
things along the way. The straightness of the trail is a useful clue in 
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distinguishing the panther from its lesser relatives, even though their feet 
may be the same size and the panther has not dragged its tail. 
 
When a trail can be followed, watch for places where the cat has brushed 
under a log or through tangled bushes. These are the places to examine for 
hair that has been combed out by rubbing against the obstruction. Hairs 
should be collected with a forceps and sealed in a properly labeled envelope 
for later examination in the laboratory. Also note from the position in which 
the hairs are found if they apparently come from the back, the sides, belly, or 
one of the paws. This will be important later in checking the specimen against 
the skins of other animals in a museum. 
 
Another panther sign that should be watched for is the scrape. This is a pile of 
debris scraped together upon which they deposit their urine. The lion-hunters 
of the West say that it is used as a signpost to delineate the territory of the 
owner, and it will be visited each time the animal passes that way. A 
preferred place for making scrapes is either above or below any shelf-ledge 
rocks that may be present. On Vancouver Island, old abandoned logging 
railway right-of-ways are preferred places, and the scrapes are made in the 
rotten wood of the old ties. Bark piles at old log landings and old sawdust 
piles at abandoned sawmill sites are other preferred locations. 
 
An experience of A. M. Hames, predatory animal hunter of the British 
Columbia Game Commission, illustrates the social significance of the male's 
scrape. He shot a large male cougar on Hernando Island off the British 
Columbia coast. Deer-fawn hooves in its scats showed that it had been on the 
island at least a year, and there was no evidence of more than one cougar 
being present. A careful search of the island's trails failed to show one scrape, 
and normally they would have been plentiful in a restricted range occupied by 
an adult male for that period. As Hames expressed it: "He had nobody to 
write to." Thus when panthers are scarce they scrape least; that indicates the 
reason why scrapes are so seldom found in the East. 
 
There is one thing, however, with which a scrape can be readily confused in 
the East. I was hunting deer on the headwaters of the Piskehegan River in 
New Brunswick when I came around a bend in the trail and found an almost 
perfect panther scrape. It was in coniferous litter that showed no tracks, but it was 
so perfect that I did not doubt its identity for a moment. However, on moving 
farther along the trail I found similar "scrapes" of ever-increasing size all along the 
trail, and among them the blunt-tipped tracks and characteristic droppings of hogs. 
Further up the trail I found the hogs themselves in the act of rooting up more 
"scrapes." Hogs are not normally allowed to run wild in the woods in New 
Brunswick, and they were farthest from my mind in that country; but farther south 
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this is quite common. The resemblance between their rootings and a panther scrape 
is remarkable, particularly when they are the same size. 
 
One of the great tests of a tracker's skill is the correct diagnosis of a kill. The old 
maxim "The last animal at the kill is not always the killer" is but a small part of the 
interpretation of the evidence available. One of the first things to be considered is 
the identity of the prey species. If it is a large animal, such as a deer, the number of 
possible predators is greatly narrowed; but, if it is a small animal or bird, there are 
many predators that must be considered. Let us take as an example the diagnosis of 
a deer kill found in the woods. 
 
The first thing to be decided is that it is actually the kill of a predatory animal and 
not a cripple shot by hunters that has died in the woods and is now being devoured 
by scavengers. The date the animal died in relation to the hunting season, the length 
of time the animal has been dead when found, and a superficial examination for 
bullet wounds if possible should establish this point. It can be confirmed later when 
the skin has been removed and all wounds examined. 
 
In hot weather old kills may be located by scent when approaching upwind if the 
prey species is the size of a deer. New kills also can be located in hot weather by 
watching for, or listening for, a swarm of flies. If the swarm is hovering steadily in 
one place, the predator is not on the kill; but if they rise and fall suddenly, the 
predator is probably on the kill and its movements cause the swarm to rise and fall.  

An actual case from this study will serve as an example. On November 28 a deer kill 
was reported from St. John County, New Brunswick. As it was still in the hunting 
season, the first question was Is it a cripple? The kill was found by two deer-hunters 
watching the ravens circling. They had been hunting in the region for a week and 
had not fired a shot or heard any other shots fired. No bullet wounds could be found 
on the carcass. Therefore, it was a valid kill of a predator. 

 
When was the kill made? It was found at 7:30 A.M. and had been still warm enough 
to melt off fresh falling snow that had fallen up to 5:30 A.M. Therefore it had been 
killed that night. 
 
Where was the kill made? There was no sign of a struggle at the carcass, and it was 
lying in thick cover, where the brush would have been disturbed by the deer 
thrashing about when seized. Therefore, the carcass was carried from the site of the 
kill into dense cover to be eaten. 
 
What tracks were at the kill? The fresh falling snow had covered all tracks at the kill. 
It was circled from a distance of half a mile, but no tracks could be picked up. A dog 
was not available. The predator did not lie up close by. 
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Was the kill covered when left? No, presumably because there was not enough left 
to return to. 
 
What scavengers had been at the kill? None. Apparently the ravens had just found 
the kill when the hunters noticed them, and they had not yet begun to feed. 
 
How was the victim killed? Examination of the kill showed that hide, legs, and 
lumbar portion of the spine were together. The forward portion of the spine and the 
rib cage were some distance away. The spinal column had been pulled apart, with 
long strings of tendon showing at each side of the break. Therefore, at least two 
animals had fed on the kill together and played tug-of-war with the spinal column. 
The belly had been slit open very neatly by foot-long claw strokes, and the head, 
neck, belly skin, and tail were missing, either consumed completely or carried away 
and buried. All meat and viscera had been consumed, about seventy pounds in this 
animal, and very little blood was left on the snow. The round bones of the legs, 
rasped clean by the tongue of the predator, showed no tooth marks. 
 
An oval hole one inch by three-quarters of an inch with internal bleeding around it 
was found in the back of the neck one and one-half inches from the edge of the hide 
where the head had been torn off. This was the death wound. The hole had been 
made by one canine tooth of the predator, which had grasped the deer by the back 
of the neck. Similar holes were found on one hind leg and on the edge of the hide 
near the belly, but they differed significantly from the neck wound. There was no 
internal bleeding around these holes; thus, they had been made while the carcass 
was being eaten after death. These holes were smaller and suggested claw grips. 
 
Claw marks were found on the deer's upper hind legs, but there were none on the 
shoulders; therefore the predator was long enough to grasp the deer's head with its 
fore-paws while its hind paws were on the deer's haunches—that is, a predator 
more than four feet long had jumped on the deer's back. 
 
This is the evidence. What deductions may be legitimately drawn from it? 
 
Deductions: A deer had been killed on the night of November 28 by an animal that 
had killed it by jumping on its back and biting through the vertebrae at the back of 
the neck, and had later used teeth, claws, and tongue to skin and eat the carcass. 
The use of claws and the attack on the back of the neck eliminates all members of 
the dog family, who attack on the flank and do not use claws. 
 
This narrows the list of possible predators to the cats and the black bear. The kill 
occurred just before the bears usually den up for the winter, they are all fat and lazy 
at that time and are most unlikely to hunt deer. They hunt them mainly in early 
spring when the fawns are born. When a bear cleans up a carcass it cracks the round 
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bones to suck out the marrow, but these were not cracked. Instead, the meat was 
rasped off with the dermal denticles of the tongue--a characteristic habit of all cats. 
 
There are three known species of cat in that area: bobcats weighing up to forty 
pounds, a few Canada lynx, and at least three panthers. Two of the panthers are 
traveling together, perhaps a female with a yearling cub in attendance. Of these 
three species, only the panther is know to have the jaw strength needed to bite 
through the vertebrae of an adult deer. The strength necessary to carry the deer to 
the site of the meal in thick cover appears to eliminate both the bobcat and the lynx. 
Skin is a preferred part of a panther's first meal from a deer kill (Hibben, 1937), and 
a considerable amount had been consumed in this case. 
 
The tug-of-war with the spinal column is clear evidence of two or more animals 
feeding on the carcass at the same time, and the large amount of meat and viscera 
consumed in one meal would require at least four large bobcats or lynx at the 
carcass together. There is no evidence of such a group in the region. 

The reasons for assigning this kill to panthers are therefore as follows: 

 
1. Prey was carried to site of meal. 

2. Prey was killed by a bite through the vertebrae; the size of the tooth hole; 
predator jumped on deer's back.  

3. Amount of meat and viscera consumed at one meal.  

4. Round bones were rasped clean with the tongue, and not cracked for the 
marrow. 
 
5. At least two animals were at the kill together, and a female and at least one 
yearling cub are known to be in the region. 
 
The conclusion, therefore, is that the kill was made by the female panther, who 
carried the carcass into dense cover, where she was joined by her yearling 
cub or cubs in eating it. Many panther kills are covered, if the predator has 
not been frightened off and there is something left to return to. In this case 
the head and neck may well have been buried near by and were not found in 
the fresh, thick snow, but a female with cubs often leaves her kill unburied 
(Hibben, 1937). About half the kills found in the Kootenay district of British 
Columbia are not buried. The fact that the panthers were not lying up near by 
suggests that they had no intentions of returning to the kill, and its condition 
with nothing left but skin and bones is reason enough. 
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An interesting characteristic of cat-killed deer in New Brunswick is that the 
tail is often eaten before any of the more choice parts. It is hard to 
understand why the tail, consisting as it does of nothing but bone and hair, 
should be considered such a tidbit; it must be assumed to be of value for 
roughage. This habit has also been noted among lions in Africa. Panthers also 
may remove the stomach entirely from the kill, and it may be found intact 
lying near by. This would undoubtedly retard decomposition in hot weather 
and, together with covering, may be the animal's natural method of 
preserving its food. 
 
In eastern North America there are only two animals that can kill a deer by 
biting through the vertebrae and can carry or drag the carcass some distance 
into cover. They are the black bear and the panther, and it is often difficult to 
obtain clear evidence of which is responsible for a kill. The leopards of 
southern Asia and Africa and the pumas of America are so similar in size and 
food habits that a survey of the literature of the killing methods of leopards 
might be useful. 
 
Baker (1855?), speaking of the leopard in Ceylon, says: "The power of the 
leopard is wonderful in proportion to his weight. I have seen a full-grown 
bullock with its neck broken by the leopard that attacked it. It is the popular 
belief that the effect is produced by a blow of the paw; this is not the case; it 
is not simply the blow, but it is a combination of the weight, the power and 
the momentum of the spring which renders the effect of the leopard's attack 
so surprising." 
Pretorious (1947), speaking of the African leopard, says: "It kills an animal by 
getting under the neck, into which its claws are deeply dug, and then it 
chokes it victim. I have seen many sheep, goats, young cattle, and buck killed 
by leopards, but never with their necks broken. Marks of teeth on the throat 
and an unbroken neck are sure signs that a leopard has been the aggressor." 
And Corbett (1953), speaking of the Indian leopard, says: 
 
"It occasionally happens that when a heavy animal is brought to the ground 
the fall dislocates the neck, and it also occasionally happens that the neck is 
dislocated by the canine teeth of the assailant. When the neck is not 
dislocated either by its fall or by the attacker's teeth, the victim is killed by 
strangulation. 
 
"I have never seen an animal hamstrung by a leopard, but have seen many 
cases of hamstringing by tigers." 
 
The broken neck of the bullock described by Baker may well have happened 
in the way Corbett describes, but Pretorious' statement that the neck is not 
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broken does not agree with those of other observers. This suggests a 
difference in the technique of attack between the African and Asiatic 
leopards. 
 
Speaking of the North American mountain lion of the West, Young and 
Goldman (1946) say: "Contrary to the common belief that the puma lies in 
wait in some tree or upon some rocky promontory ready to pounce upon un-
suspecting prey, it does its main hunting for food in a manner comparable to 
a domestic cat, stealthily stalking its prey upon the ground, and, when near 
enough, springing on its victim, and bringing it to the ground." Illustrating the 
force of such a pounce is an observation related by the late E. W. Nelson. He 
came upon a recently killed deer lying in a small shallow basin. Marks on the 
soft earth showed where the puma had crept up within striking distance behind 
the trunk of an oak tree and then had leaped upon the grazing animal with such 
force that it had fallen and slid about fifteen feet, apparently having been instantly 
killed. 
 
From these observations it may be concluded that the shock of the charge is 
perhaps the major factor in breaking the neck of large prey, particularly if the head 
has been seized and is twisted when the animal is borne down. The teeth are used 
both for biting through the vertebrae, and for strangulation once the animal is 
down. An instance of an eastern panther shaking a large buck to kill it after it was 
brought down by a charge is given as follows by Smith (1765): ". . . while the buck 
had its head down to feed the panther crept, but when he held it up lay snug; he 
at last got within about 20 feet, and making a desperate leap, fixed his talons on 
the buck's neck: after he had nearly killed him he would cease for a minute, give a 
watchful look around, and fall to shaking again; having done his work, and about 
to draw the carcass to a heap of leaves for future service, the Indian shot and got 
both." 
 
Jason Lucas, a famous hunter of mountain lions, does not believe that the lion kills 
with its teeth. He says (1948) "In all books which I have read on the subject, it is 
held that a lion kills his larger prey—a deer or horse, for instance—by leaping onto 
his back and breaking the neck with his teeth, either by biting it or by twisting it 
backwards. I have never found evidence of this. I once discussed the matter with a 
well-known surgeon whom I met out hunting. He told me later that, with the help 
o f  some cowboys, he found several large deer which had been killed by lions. He 
took the necks to camp, dissected them, and in no case did he find a broken neck. 
 
"I hold that a lion kills an animal of larger size with his long, powerful claws, 
tearing open the large veins and arteries at the base of the neck; he uses his teeth 
higher on the neck only to help anchor himself in place on a running, bucking 
animal while he is doing that. In support of this, I will point out that in the lion 
country one finds many cow horses with the great, long welts of healed scars up 
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the front of their shoulders-these everybody recognizes as the lion's marks.... A 
lion's kill is frequently mistaken for a wolf's. There is no need for this, since the lion 
invariably leaves the neck torn. A wolf attacks from the rear ... if torn in front, a 
lion; if torn in the rear, a wolf." 
 
Connolly (1949) says: "All the deer kills examined showed tusk puncture 
wounds on the back of the neck...... However Hibben (1937) probably has the last 
word when he says: "The cougar, if the dash is successful, leaps on the back of its 
prey and bears it to the ground. However, in all but two of fifty-odd kills examined 
during this survey, `there were tooth marks on the back and neck of the kill, which 
would have caused death. Perhaps a combination o f  these methods is used. " 
Musselwhite (1950) is the first to produce photographic evidence on this point. 
His spectacular flashlight photograph shows an Indian leopard killing a goat. The 
goat is gripped by the back of the neck in the leopard's jaws. 
 
It will be seen that there is no general agreement on this point, but all agree that a 
panther kill is made on the neck, and not on the flanks. If the tooth marks are on 
the back of the neck, the panther and the black bear are the only t w o  possible 
predators for such a kill in eastern North America. 
 
The donkeys of northern Argentina are so familiar with the fact that the puma 
attacks the neck that they have evolved a defense against it. A donkey tied to a 
tree in puma country was observed to he down on its side when the puma 
approached. When the animal came nearer it rolled over o n  its back and began 
to kick wildly with all four feet, and at the same time to bray loudly. The frustrated 
puma circled it cautiously several times; but finding no holes in the defense, it 
withdrew. The natives boasted that no puma could kill their donkeys, as they had 
developed the technique of turning upside down and presenting nothing but 
flying feet to the attacker, thus defeating him every time (Lane, 1939, quoting A. 
F. Tschiffily). 
 
Bear predation on sheep was investigated by Davenport (1953) in Virginia, but 
no set pattern was found. A bite through the back of the neck was the usual 
form of killing. The carcass was often moved to a more sheltered spot to be 
eaten, and this might be done by the bear dragging the kill, picking it up in its 
mouth and carrying it, or walking on its hind legs and carrying the kill in its 
forearms. This latter method would of course be certain proof of a bear kill. 
 
The method of eating a kill is however rather distinctive in the case of a bear. 
The skin is rolled back from the meat and the carcass is literally eaten out of the 
skin. If the prey is a female, the udder is eaten first, and the liver and heart next, 
before turning to the flesh proper. The bear often lies up near the kill, but there 
is no report of a bear covering the kill as the panther does. However, there is so 
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much similarity between the two that the surest method is to find a track. The 
extra toe of the bear then makes identification positive. 
 
An account of a black bear killing a moose is given by Pringle (1932?) as follows: 
"Braithwaite told me about shooting a bear on a moose; he heard the noise and 
did not know what it was until he got up close. The moose was down and the 
bear was on her back and had hold of the moose's neck just in front of the 
shoulders and shaking just like a dog would do. Braithwaite put two shots into 
the bear before he fell off the moose. This was a two-year-old moose; the time 
was in the month of July." This took place in the Miramichi drainage of New 
Brunswick. There is no record of a panther having attacked moose in the East, 
but it was reported by Preble (1908) from the Indians around Fort Laird, B.C., the 
extreme northwest corner of the puma's range. In February, 1955, a large male 
cougar killed two adult bull moose and was himself killed by a bounty hunter at 
Big Creek, fifty miles southwest of Williams, British Columbia. They also kill elk in 
central British Columbia and on Vancouver Island, the largest one reported 
being a six-point bull killed near Golden on March 3, 1952. A pair' of cougars 
killed six elk between them in March, 1954, near Ferni, British Columbia; it will 
be seen that the largest animals on the continent are within their power to kill 
if they are so inclined. 
 
Deer are the panther's preferred food; but these big cats have a remarkably 
catholic taste, and any animal small enough to kill is acceptable. This even 
includes their relatives the bobcats. The trail of a New Brunswick panther was 
followed and the place found where it had chased a bobcat up a tree and 
caught and devoured it in the tree. Bits of the bobcat, including the tail, were 
scattered about the base of the tree. Connolly also quotes Ed Griggs of Salt 
Lake City, Utah, as follows: "I saw by tracks in the deep snow where she had 
caught a bobcat to feed the cubs. All that was left was a front and hind foot 
and part of the head. Since then I have noticed where four different bobcats 
have been killed and eaten by a lion." It appears therefore that this is a habit 
indulged in by the species from coast to coast, and probably accounts for an 
unusual track intersection found when trailing a large male panther. 
 
The large male walked down an unused road on his way to a rendezvous with 
his mate in the Fundy hills of New Brunswick. The large track ran straight down 
the old road, and as it was followed, the track of a large bobcat approaching at 
a walk from the downwind side was found. When the bobcat had come within 
ten yards of the panther track it had milled around and made several efforts to 
walk around it. When it had realized that it could not walk around the track it 
had come up to it walking stiff-legged and dragging all four feet exactly as a cat 
would do when its back was arched in the presence of a dog. It had stiff-legged 
up to the panther's track, then crossed with a bound and fled in twenty-foot 
jumps. The scent of the panther had definitely indicated danger to the bobcat, 
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although there was nothing there but the track. As they had both spent the 
winter in the same range of hills, they had no doubt met before, and the bobcat 
treated the larger animal with every respect. 
 
A case of actual cannibalism is reported from the San Mateo Mountains of New 
Mexico. A two-year-old female mountain lion had been killed and partly eaten by 
another lion, and the well-known professional lion-hunters, the Lee brothers, 
killed a large male near by (Parsons, 1953). 
 
On Vancouver Island cougars and black bears seem to be mutually predatory on 
each others' young. Claws of bear cubs have been found in cougar scats, and 
claws of cougar cubs in bear scats. Also, a female has been known to eat part of 
her kittens after they had frozen to death in the British Columbia Rockies. 
 
All kills should be carefully mapped and recorded so that a food-habits table can 
be gradually developed for the region. It is only in this manner that the economic 
status of the particular individual or a family can be determined. Much more 
interesting and valuable information can be deduced from the correct 
interpretation of sign, and this will now be discussed. 
 
 
 

 
 
 
CHAPTER VII 
 
The Art of Reading Sign 
 
The art of tracking is one of man's oldest accomplishments, and the lore of the 
tracker has accumulated gradually in all countries. The reason that tracking is an 
art and cannot be reduced to the exactness of a science is that the number of 
variables in the amount of sign available, the medium in which the tracks are 
made, the climatic and meteorological conditions, and the terrain is so great that 
no fixed set of rules will apply in all cases. The South African bushman tracking a 
leopard through the desert scrub on the edge of the Kalahari is using much the 
same techniques as the Australian aborigine tracking a dingo in the Great Sandy 
Desert. But these are somewhat different techniques from those of Jim Corbett 
in the Kumaon Hills of India when still-hunting a man-eating tiger, Elliot Barker 
following his dogs on horseback in the mountains of New Mexico, or "Skate" 
Hames climbing in calked boots after his dogs on Vancouver Island. 
 
In India, Africa, and Australia today native trackers are employed by police 
departments as part of the permanent staff. These are men who have grown up 
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since childhood depending upon their keen eyesight for a large part of their 
subsistence, but it should not be thought that the skill can not be developed by 
any man with normal eyesight and proper coaching. Modern methods of 
teaching and demonstrating in a relatively short time can give all the main points 
of the tracker's art that old-timers took a lifetime of trial and error to 
accumulate. Skill in the use of these techniques, however, can only be developed 
with practice. 
 
The first problem confronting the woodsman who comes upon sign of an animal 
in the field is to identify the track. Several good books of a general nature have 
been written on this subject. The drawings of E. T. Seton in Nelson (1918), 
Brunner (1941), and Jaeger (1948) contain all the information necessary for the 
identification of all the common animal tracks of North America, but the most 
complete and authoritative treatise is that of Murie (1954). The present work 
deals with the large predators, and Corbett (1953) offers a useful criterion for 
distinguishing between stalkers (animals that stalk their prey) and runners 
(animals that kill their prey by running them down). He says: "All animals that 
run down their prey have big toes compared with their pads, and all animals that 
stalk their prey have small toes as compared with their pads. The imprint of the 
toe-nails shows in the tracks of all animals that run down prey, and-except when 
startled, or when in the act of springing-the imprint of the claws does not show 
in the tracks of animals that stalk their prey." 
 
In North America this means the difference between dogs and cats in the larger 
predators, and Stebler (1939) has added a further criterion for distinguishing the 
members of the dog family from those of the cat family. He says about the wild 
dogs: 
 
"Much of the time, however, the condition of the snow is not of a texture that 
will yield clearly defined tracks. Snow that is deep and fluffy or heavily encrusted 
illustrates such conditions. Despite such an adversity, the specific identity of 
tracks can still be established by the odor of the urine, which is even more 
diagnostic than the tracks themselves. The urine will be found at scent posts 
along the animal's route of travel. Excepting that it is not so intense, there is a 
startling resemblance between the odor of red fox urine and that of skunk musk. 
The odor of coyote urine is so thoroughly characteristic of this species that it has 
not been found possible to compare it with the scent of anything else. Wolf 
urine smells much the same as coyote except that it is not nearly so intense." 
 
A further differentiation between the dogs and the cats is in the matter of scent 
posts. The scent post of any of the dog family is against a tree or a bush, but the 
cats leave their scent and make their scrape on the ground with no relation to 
upright objects. In mountainous country the place to look for panther scrapes is 
along the ridges and at the top or foot of a cliff. Trails through saddles in the hills 
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are also likely places, and in the West it has been noted (Hibben, 1937) that a 
mountain lion appears to seek a place with overhanging bushes or ledges to 
leave its scrape. Rocky points with a view below are preferred lying-up places in 
high country and should be given particular attention when hunting for sign. In 
flat country the problem is much more difficult, as there are no such obvious 
places to look. Track-registration points on deer trails are as good a place as any. 
 
Bobcats also scrape, and the only difference between the scrape of a bobcat and 
that of a panther is in size. Where claw marks can be distinguished on the 
ground, the width of the paws may be measured. The length of the stroke 
indicates the length of leg of the animal making the scrape, and the spread of 
the paw strokes indicates the size of the animal. 
 
Having identified the track from its general outline, and by the smell of the urine 
(if a scent post has been found), the next thing is to determine when the track 
was made. A great deal of thought has been given this problem by the great 
hunters of the world, and here is what some of the leading ones have to say. In 
hunting the great cats of North America, Barker is an undoubted authority. He 
says (1946) that the dung is the easiest indicator of the age of the trail. Cougar 
dung when fresh is black in color, as in all meat-eaters, but it turns white as it 
ages and the color is a good indication of the age of the sign. 
 
Sell (1950), speaking of deer tracks, makes some points which apply equally 
well to all tracks. 
 
"The inexperienced hunter always has difficulty in judging the freshness of a 
set of prints, for deer tracks made on two succeeding days are often hard to 
tell apart. The close observer will identify them with little difficulty. In doing 
this, he will not consider any individual track to the exclusion of other tracks. 
He studies the tracks on an average piece of the trail, knowing that a single 
track or two can be sheltered to such an extent that natural weathering has not 
taken place. 
 
"A fresh track on bare ground shows a glaze along its outer edge. The rest of 
the print shows the impact of weight. The lightest fall of dew registers on 
prints. The center of the track will then show minute specks of moisture on the 
packed dirt and the glaze will have developed small cracks which radiate 
toward the center of the track. After only a few hours the glaze will begin to 
change color, to lose some of its polished appearance." 
 
An accurate knowledge of weather conditions over the past few days at the 
site of the track is all-important. The factors that age the track are wind, rain, 
freezing and thawing, dew, temperature change, and exposure. All of these 
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must be taken into account when the piece of average trail is examined. Tracks 
made during a rain will have mud in them when fresh; but if they are filled with 
clear water they are old. Extreme weather changes will age sign much more 
rapidly than will mild weather, so that this must be  
taken into account and the weather of the preceding forty-eight hours must be 
considered. 
 
Discussing the aging of tracks in snow, Sell says: "The freshly made snow track 
has a ridge of snow around it, and other disturbed crystals lie on the unbroken 
surface around the track. If the track is made before sunrise, the displaced 
crystals will freeze before the track itself freezes down. But if a weak winter 
sun is already shining, the crystals tend to melt and take on the appearance of 
undisturbed snow. Lacking sunlight these loose crystals take on the appearance 
of small pellets of ice. They no longer are of the same texture as the 
surrounding snow, and this evidence betrays the age of the tracks. Such ageing 
occurs, except in the more sheltered tracks, within an hour after the, prints are 
made." 
 
On the aging of tracks in sand or dust, Jim Corbett from India says (1953): 
"The pug marks have every appearance of having been newly made. . . . We get 
this impression from the fact that the pile or nap of the dust where it took the 
weight of the leopard is laid flat and smooth, and the walls of the dust 
surrounding the pads and toes are clear cut and more or less perpendicular. 
Presently under the action of the wind and the rays of the hot sun the nap will 
stand up again and the walls will crumble. Ants and other insects will cross the 
track; dust will drift into it; bits of grass and dead leaves will be blown on to, or 
will fall on it; and in time the pug marks will be obliterated. There is no hard 
and fast rule by which you can judge the age of the track.... But by close 
observation and by taking into consideration the position of the track, whether 
in an exposed or sheltered spot, the time of day and of night when certain 
insects move, the time at which winds normally blow, and the time at which 
dew begins to fall or drip from the trees, you can make a more or less accurate 
guess when the track was made." 

From the Mato Grosso of Brazil the voice of Sasha Siemel of jaguar-hunting 
fame tells us (1953): "A soft track in wet ground is new if the ridges between 
the toes are still- moist; since they dry quickly, the tracker can gauge almost 
the exact hour that the tracks were made. The best clue to the age of the track, 
however, is the dog. If it is an old foot-print, the dog will sniff and worry around 
the spot; but if the track is fresh, the dog will immediately bound off in the 
direction taken by the animal." 
 
Another professional African hunter, J. A. Hunter (1952) tells us: "Old pug marks 
made in the lee of a bunch of grass and sheltered from the wind will often seem 
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fresher than new tracks made in the open and full of drifted sand. Generally, old 
marks are covered by the tracks of small animals that have run over them, but 
the only sure way to tell that you are on a fresh spoor is to find some of the lion's 
drop-pings. A good tracker can tell at once from the condition of the droppings 
how long it is since the animal passed." 
 
Another important piece of information to be learned from the carnivore's 
dropping is whether or not it is feeding on a fresh or an old kill, and what this kill 
is. Hair and bones, or parts, will identify the species of the kill, and if the kill was 
large enough to offer more than one meal, the first meal will show little hair or 
bones in the droppings. After several meals considerable quantities of hair and 
bits of bone will be found as the less desirable portions are consumed. Thus their 
presence or absence in the droppings indicates the age of the kill. 
 
Dew falls most heavily in the last hours of darkness in most places. It is therefore 
a good indicator of the age of tracks made during the night or in the early 
morning. If dew has fallen in the track as well as on the ground around it, the 
track was obviously made during the night. If there is no dew in the track, but 
dew on the ground around it, it was made after sunup. In sandy soil dew in a 
track will form a slight crust by caking as soon as it is exposed to the sun. This 
crust remains after the other visible evidence of dew has disappeared in the heat 
of the day. It can be touched with the finger and broken and the edges of the 
break are visible. If there is no crust and the soft sand runs freely to the touch, 
the print was made after sunup.  The sharpness of the vertical sides of the track 
is then the best indicator of age. In sandy soil the edges start to tumble in shortly 
after the track is made, and the degree of obliteration is the measure of the age 
of the track. 
 
The age of tracks in soft, dry snow can sometimes be told from the direction of 
the wind. If the track is in a position exposed to the wind, the fine particles 
thrown up by the animal walking through the snow will lie on the downwind 
side. Thus if there has been a north wind blowing during the night the particles 
will fall on the south side if the track was made at that time. If the wind switched 
to west at daylight the position of the particles will show that the track was 
made before the wind changed. 
 
A dim track in dust or sand can be brought out in bright sunlight by throwing a 
shadow on it. The contours of the track produce darker areas of shade, and the 
outline becomes visible. We found this technique most useful when hunting for 
panther sign along the logging roads and trails of the Big Cypress Swamp in south 
Florida. The only dry areas for miles in that region may be the artificially built up 
right-of-ways of the logging roads, and as in British Columbia, these provide ideal 
places to look for sign. 
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The last survivors of the southern race, Felis concolor coryi, live today with the 
deer and the turkeys along the edges of the cypress heads dotted about on the 
pine-barren palmetto plains that cover most of the interior of Florida. Some hunt 
down into the sawgrass, cabbage-palm areas of the true Everglades, and even 
into the mangrove swamps of the coast, where they feed on the ubiquitous 
raccoon. Panther-hunting there is again done entirely with dogs, and little 
attention has been paid to noting the visible signs of the animal's presence. 
 
These are the methods by which the age of the tracks may be determined. The 
next questions to be asked are: What is the direction of travel; and how fast was 
the animal travelling? The direction of travel is obvious if the tracks are clear, but 
often they are not, and criteria other the direction in which the toes are pointing 
must be used. 
 
The big cats (with the exception of the lion) have a peculiarity in passing their 
urine which can be used to advantage by the tracker in this connection. If you 
have ever watched a domestic cat pass its urine you will have seen essentially 
the same procedure that is used by the panther. The cat first crouches down, 
facing in the direction it is going, and scratches a shallow depression with its 
front paws. It then steps forward until the small heap of material scraped up 
from the depression is between the hind legs, squats, and urinates on the pile. 
On completion, it steps forward and continues in the direction it was facing, and 
often the first step of one of the hind feet is into the depression in front of the 
pile where the print may be found. The depression and the pile are called "the 
scrape." 

Even if the print is not found, the direction of travel is clearly indicated by the 
relative positions of the pile and the depression. Considering the pile as the center 
of a circle, the position of the depression indicates the direction of travel from the 
pile. In all scrapes that I have seen, the depression pointed clearly either up or 
down the trail. These scrapes are most commonly made by males, but females 
have also been known to make them; theirs are usually shallower and less distinct 
than those of males. 
 
The speed the animal is traveling can be judged by the relative positions of the 
fore and hind feet. Normally the tracks of a large cat walking "register," if it is not 
in the downhill period of old age; that is, the hindpaws fall exactly into the 
forepaw prints and the only clear track is that of the hindpaw. When the normal 
gait is exceeded the hind-paws strike the ground ahead of the forepaws, and the 
distance ahead is a measure of the speed at which the animal is traveling. 
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The next question to be answered is: What are the sex and age of the animal? Jim 
Corbett, who spent a lifetime observing the leopards and tigers of the Kumaon 
Hills of India, developed a very interesting series of observations for determining the 
sex and age of those felines from their tracks. He says in a personal communication 
of April 24, 1949: 
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"A tigress's pug marks are more elongated than a tiger's. Assuming that a tiger's pug 
mark could be described as round, I would describe the tigress's pug mark as slightly 
oval. Further the toe marks of the male are round, whereas the toe marks of the 
female are slightly oval. 

 

"The pug marks of the young animal are compact; i.e., the toes are close together 
and close to the pad, and the imprint of both the toes and the pad is smooth. This 
condition of the feet prevails until the animal has reached its prime. Then the down-
hill period starts, and the pug marks are less compact, the foot starts splaying out, 
cracks begin to form in the pad, and the toes start to get elongated. The features, 
i.e., splaying, cracks, and elongation of the toes, get more marked the older the 
animal grows." 
 
These differences in the track of the sexes have not been recorded for the American 
puma; it is a fertile field for research to discover whether or not they apply to this 
animal. The age criteria, however, should apply to all members of the cat family and 
are a very worth-while addition to the store of knowledge. 
 
Further evidence of the sex of the animal can be deduced from the previously 
mentioned scrapes. Barker (1946), Hibben (1948), and McLean (1954), speaking of 
the western mountain lion, say that only the males make the typical scrape, but 
British Columbia hunters say the females also scrape occasionally. A female with 
kittens will make a large mound many times the size of the usual scrape, which is 
seldom more than several inches in height. 
 
The direction and distance to the lying-up place can be told from the droppings. 
When a predator has finished a large meal, it retreats to dense cover to sleep off the 
effects of the heavy feed. When it leaves this lying-up place it will evacuate several 
times. The amount deposited at each evacuation diminishes the farther the animal 
is from the lying-up point; thus the number and size of the evacuations is a measure 
of the direction to, and distance from, the lying-up point. An examination of the 
droppings will tell what the last meal was-a useful piece of information to record. 
 
It often happens when two or more of the large predators are traveling together 
that they step exactly in the leading animal's footprints, and it is difficult to tell 
how many animals made the trail. The simplest way to determine this is to 
follow the trail for some distance until a number of points have been passed 
where they have been forced to separate. If after three or four such points have 
been examined and it is found that the trail never separates into more than 
three tracks, it can be safely assumed that there are three animals making the 
trail. 
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It is also of value to know the number of prey animals using the trails in the area 
under study. Corbett (1953) has developed a useful formula for giving this 
valuable information. His simplified formula is – 
Number of animals using trail = 1/2 number of footprints in a section of the trail 
equal to the distance between fore and hind feet. 

Assuming the average white-tailed deer of the Northeast measures 36 inches 
between the fore and hind hooves, then a 36-inch section of trail showing ten 
hoofprints means that five deer have used the trail since prints last became 
obliterated. Track-registration points set in deer trails in various parts of the 
range will yield valuable indices of use of the various areas by deer. These can be 
arranged to show seasonal changes in range and other useful data in interpreting 
the movements of the big-game animals and their predators. 
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A track-registration point on a trail leading to a drinking place or salt lick is easily 
made by smoothing off a section of the trail, which must be longer than the 
distance between the fore and hind feet of the largest species of animal 
expected to use the trail. In New Brunswick this is the moose, and track 
registration points at least five feet long are used. The distance between fore 
and hind feet of the average-sized moose is assumed to be four feet. Natural 
barriers are placed on either side of the track-registration point to ensure that an 
animal does not walk around it. It is important to remember that only the tracks 
going the same way are counted for the calculation. A separate calculation can 
be made to determine the number of animals returning over the trail by 
counting the prints going in the opposite direction. The surface should be wiped 
clean after each visit.  
 
These are the major items of information that can be obtained from a careful 
study of sign, but it is safe to say that all will never be available in the 
investigation of any one report. The student of the eastern panther will gradually 
piece together this information over a period, and as his skill develops, so will his 
enjoyment of this, the highest refinement of the still-hunter's art. 
 
This, then, is the advice of some of the world's best trackers of the big cats and 
other large animals. A simple exercise is all that is needed to adjust these 
observations for the conditions of any specific region. This exercise consists of 
making sets of tracks over a complete range of media from soft mud to hard 
snow, and keeping a record of the changes in them until they disappear. These 
changes should then be correlated with weather conditions. This exercise can be 
carried out in the back yard using human tracks, but those of a dog are more 
useful for fieldwork, since its size and weight more closely approximate those of 
a wild animal. 
 
A summary of these points is given in Tables II and III. 
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CHAPTER VIII 
 
Some Field Techniques 
 
Knowledge of the acuteness of the senses of an animal is essential when 
attempting to observe it without being seen. The sight and hearing of a panther 
are keen, and unlike the Indian leopard, which is said to have no sense of smell 
(Corbett,1948), this sense is better developed in the panther than in the other 
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North American cats. It appears to do most of its hunting by locating deer by the 
body scent while crisscrossing cover, rather than by any attempt at tracking. Its 
nose is not as keen as a wolf's or a coyote's, but it appears to be definitely better 
than a bobcat's. This fact should be given due consideration when a hide for 
watching a kill or a drinking place is being selected, and care should be taken to 
leave as little human scent as possible at a kill to which it is hoped the animal will 
return. 
 
All the carnivora have their attendant tattletales, and to this the eastern panther 
is no exception. The red and the grey squirrel, the Canada jay, the blue jay, the 
robin, the raven, and the common crow are all of value in locating an animal in 
thick cover. All of these will give alarm calls when they first see a large animal, 
and this can be most useful in warning a watcher in a hide to get ready. The 
"Chip! ... Chip! ... Chip!..." alarm call of the robin is very distinctive and can be 
heard at a considerable distance. However, it is such a nervous bird that the call 
may indicate that it has been disturbed by anything from a grass snake to a 
panther. At the junction of the Elk and Campbell rivers on Vancouver Island a 
robin gave continued alarm calls from across the river while the writer and his 
guide sat on a gravel bar. On crossing, we found the fresh tracks of a large male 
cougar and we eventually treed and shot him within half a mile of the spot. 
Although we saw nothing on the far bank, we had enough confidence in the 
bird's alarm call to ford the river to investigate. In New Brunswick a crow and a 
red fox in precipitous flight warned a sportsman and his guide of the approach of 
a panther, but the sight of the panther so unnerved the sportsman that he shot 
wildly and never touched it. The sudden cessation of the frog chorus in a 
roadside ditch or pond on a spring evening is an indication that a large animal is 
near, and the exact point of crossing the ditch can be noted if the chorus 
continues on either side. 
 
Crows and ravens are also of great assistance in locating kills. If they are on the 
kill it is good evidence that the panther is not lying up near by. A kill left in plain 
sight of ravens, but which they refuse to approach, is good evidence that the 
panther is close by and the surrounding cover should be carefully searched with 
glasses before the kill is further investigated. A dog on a leash can be used to 
locate the exact position of the panther by working it across the wind until it 
indicates that it has caught the scent. This technique is well described by Corbett 
(1946). 
 
When a panther is treed it can be sexed and aged from external characteristics. 
A very large animal can safely be called an adult male, but the medium- and 
small-sized specimens are more difficult to identify. The males generally have 
broader noses and nose pads than the females, and the black and white face 
markings are most distinct in young animals. The snow-white area on the muzzle 
of young specimens becomes grey-white as the animal matures, and the black 
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areas become less sharply defined, merging through grey into dirty white. The 
vertical black stripes above the eyes of a cub usually disappear at maturity, and 
this area may be almost pure white in old specimens. The adult's tail is thin and 
ropelike in proportion to the size of the animal, while that of the immature 
animal is thick and heavy in proportion to its size. 
 
The voice of the panther has been described in detail in Young and Goldman 
(1946) and by Young alone (1946), and no attempt will be made here to cover 
the very extensive literature on the subject. It is now generally accepted that the 
panther has a range of vocal calls which are much the same as those of a bobcat 
or a lynx, but of greater volume in proportion to its size. It has, however, one call 
that has not been recorded from the smaller cats, a loud roaring like that of an 
African lion. This was described from the mountains of Chihuahua, Mexico, by 
McCabe (1949). The loud roar was of higher pitch and of shorter duration than 
that of an African lion heard in a zoo. The animal was watched in the act of 
roaring for twenty minutes as it walked along a trail and roared at intervals as it 
walked. It was heard at a distance of a quarter of a mile by other hunters, who 
came over to see it. 
 
A similar performance has been reported in Florida. In a letter to Herbert 
Ravenel Sass of Charleston, South Carolina, R. H. Bradford of Tallahassee reports: 
"It roared and was the same tone though less volume than the roar of lions that I 
have heard in circuses. It was judged that on a still night it passed us by, and 
being across open ground, it could be heard for a distance of approximately one 
half mile. The sound as near as I can describe it was a single arouff and, the first 
and last occasions of hearing it, was repeated every few seconds." 
 
I once sat for four and a half hours within ten feet of a female puma in a zoo 
while she called loudly every few minutes. She was in heat and had been 
deliberately separated from her mate across the corridor. He made no sound, 
but she uttered a call which began with loud, catlike meows, and built up to a 
high, rasping, continuous scream which lasted ten to fifteen seconds. It was 
much more high-pitched than the calls of the other large felines in the cat house 
with her. Young and Goldman phrase it well when they say, "The puma with its 
scream might be dubbed the lyric soprano' of the wild felines." This certainly 
described the call of that particular female in heat, but there is great range both 
in vocabulary and in individual performances. 
 
The Everglades panthers bred in captivity at Bonita Springs, Florida, call regularly 
and make a variety of sounds from the catlike meow to a birdlike whistle. Since 
they have been accustomed to human beings from birth they probably are less 
shy about exhibiting their vocal powers than are specimens taken from the wild. 
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One of the puzzles in connection with this strange beast is the fact that its calls 
are quite common in some areas, and may be almost never heard in other areas 
where the animals are apparently as common. The calls generally have been 
associated with the breeding period, and it may be that there is a movement at 
this time out of the regions where the calls are never heard; but this is pure 
speculation. 
 
A very odd cry is described by Keaton (1940), who succeeded in partially taming 
an old cougar in Idaho. He described this cry as "a strange sound like that of 
water running over rocks and tumbling into a hole." He fed an old, starving 
cougar that came to his mining claim in the middle of winter, and "invariably 
after eating he would open his wide mouth and rumble and gurgle his thanks. . . . 
just then the old fellow threw back his head, opened his mouth wide, and 
started that rumbling, gurgling sound I'd heard before. It seemed as though he 
was saying `Bolivar! Bolivar!' ending with an asthmatic gulp." It stayed around his 
claim all winter, and he hunted porcupines for it until it disappeared with the 
spring breakup. 
 
The fact that the panther utters these calls has definite application in field 
techniques for the study of the animal. 
 
Calling up the animal has been done deliberately in Mexico by imitating the call 
of a kid (Young and Goldman 1946); the jaguar is called in South America by 
imitating its mating call on a tube of bark (Seton 1909, and Siemel 1953). In the 
second case the animal was induced to swim out to a canoe in the river to 
investigate the call, where it was speared in the neck. 
 
In India a tiger can be called when ranging the jungle in search of a mate, or 
when slightly wounded (Corbett, 1946), and Stigand (1913) gives a good account 
of the distance the coughing grunt of a leopard can be heard in Africa. He says he 
was about two to three miles from camp and heard these grunts proceeding 
from that direction. He estimated that the leopard must be between himself and 
the camp. However, when he returned and asked the men there from which 
direction the sounds came, they all agreed that they proceeded from the other 
side of the camp and that they were fairly distant. That is to say he heard the 
grunting clearly, although it must have been four miles distant, or perhaps more. 
 
All of this strongly suggests that the eastern panther can be called under certain 
conditions, and the following experiences give a clue as to what these conditions 
are. On two separate occasions in New Brunswick a halloo like a man lost in the 
woods has been heard. A return halloo has been immediately answered and the 
animal has come to it. On the first occasion it was after dark and the panther 
stayed around a camp all night, although a large fire was lighted to frighten it 
away (Wright, 1948, Case 3). On the second occasion the panther came out on a 
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woods road and followed the men who had answered its call for some distance 
to the settlement, and came up too close for their comfort several times (Wright, 
1953). On both of these occasions the men thought they were replying to the 
calls of a man lost in the woods, because the cry sounded very human. Both 
instances suggest an animal in search of a mate and answering the call, 
supposing the caller to be another of its kind. 
 
This hallooing call was noted more than a hundred years ago by Townsend 
(1839) in the Northwest. He relates: "Last evening as we were about retiring to 
our beds we heard distinctly as we thought, a loud halloo, several times 
repeated, and in a tone like that of a man in great distress. Supposing it to be a 
person who had lost his way in the darkness, and was searching for us, we fired 
several guns at intervals, but as they elicited no reply, after waiting a 
considerable time, we built a large fire as a guide, and lay down to sleep. 
 
"Early this morning a large panther was seen prowling around our camp, and the 
hallooing of last night was explained." 
 
The next two instances are more difficult to explain. The first took place in New 
Brunswick and is best described in the words of the eyewitness. 
 
"I was returning home about 6 P.M. [November 22, 1951]. I came to a pole fence 
and before crossing it hit it with my axe ... within seconds I heard five loud yells 
off in the woods.... I walked about one hundred yards further ... when I heard 
four or five more yells. I looked back and saw it coming leaping. I ran a short way 
when it overtook me, so I had to stop and face it. When I stopped it stopped and 
stood up on its rear legs with mouth open and `sizzling' and with forepaws 
waving it charged. I swung the axe at it but it jumped back and I missed, so I ran 
for it and whooped. It leaped off in the woods and I ran for the house but didn't 
run very far before I saw it coming again and had to stop and swing the axe at it. 
It jumped up to one side so I ran for it and it ran off in the woods again. . . . It 
repeated the same thing over and over five or six times until I came to a field 
where I could see the lights of the houses; then it leaped off and never came 
back. 
 
"The animal was black or dark grey in color. The tail was at least two and one-
half feet long, and the animal was at least six feet long." [Personal 
communication from Herman Belyea, The Narrows, Queens County, New 
Brunswick, November, 1951.] 
 
The next incident occurred on the opposite side of the continent, in western 
Oregon. Smith (1918) described his experiences as follows: 
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"I had made a trip in, and on my return, when eight miles from home, was 
walking along slowly, the horses being some two hundred feet ahead of me, 
when suddenly off to my right in the bushes, I should say fifty yards, there rose 
the most awful, terrifying, hair-raising scream that I have ever heard, fairly 
sending chills up and down my spine. I did not realize on the instant what it was 
and almost mechanically I answered. As the sound of my voice died out there 
was a succession of thuds as tho some one was stamping on the ground, but 
each one more distinct, and there stepped into the road behind me a cougar. I 
will not say that he was large--he was immense--and as he stood looking at me, 
his tail swinging back and forth and his mouth open, showing all his teeth, I was 
surely scared. 
 
"My father had always told me when I ever met one of those animals to never 
run from it, but to walk slowly backwards until at a safe distance, but my 
promptings were forgotten, and when it soaked into my brain that before me 
stood the author of that blood-curdling scream, I cast all discretion aside and 
ran. Believe me, I ran, too, and I never looked back till I had a good hold on the 
tail of one of my horses, and I kept hold of it till I got home." 
 
In the New Brunswick instance the man did not call, and the panther did not 
utter a sound until the man made a sudden noise. After that the panther uttered 
loud yells of apparent rage and closed in to attack but apparently lacked the 
courage to spring upon the man and was held off with an axe. As this was not 
the hungry season of late winter, the animal would not have been starving 
unless crippled, and there is no mention of any incapacity. However, an injury 
could easily have passed unnoticed in the poor light and fright of the encounter. 
There are other reasonable hypotheses: one of these is that it was a female with 
a litter of very young kittens near by, and consequently in a highly nervous 
condition. Under such conditions she might attack anything that made a sudden 
unexpected noise, such as Belyea made when he hit the pole fence with his axe. 
This behavior is, however, not consistent with the usual encounters with a 
female with cubs; she seldom makes an attempt to defend them against man, 
although this has been occasionally recorded. A second hypothesis is that it was 
a rabid individual; a highly nervous state is a symptom of the disease. Opposed 
to this conclusion is the fact that there were no known cases of rabies in New 
Brunswick at that time. 

 
The Oregon instance is again apparently a case of the animal, which judging by 
its size was a male, in search of a mate, courting a female, or repelling a 
supposed rival. The instant approach when its scream was answered suggests 
this, as in the previously mentioned cases in New Brunswick. 
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These instances suggest that a panther can be called in the mating period; but as 
this period varies with the individual and does not fall in any particular season, as 
it does in most other animals, a careful record of call dates must be made so that 
the mating period of specific individuals can be predicted. With this information 
available, calling can be planned with every hope of success, particularly in the 
thinly populated eastern ranges, where the search for a mate must cover a lot of 
territory over a considerable period of time. 
 
No particular attempt was made in any of these cases to imitate the call of the 
animal. In the New Brunswick in-stances the reply was simply a halloo in 
response to a very similar noise made by the panther. In Oregon it was a loud 
scream or shout. This would seem to indicate that any loud noise made 
immediately after the panther has called will suffice. Such a call suggests either a 
mate or a rival, and employs quite a different principle to that of using the bleat 
of a lamb or kid. The latter type of calling results in the panther stalking the 
supposed prey, and the animal may never be seen before it discovers the 
deception. If the panther believes it is coming to a mate or a rival, it makes no 
attempt at concealment, and answers the call as it comes, thus giving ample 
warning of its approach. This type of calling has long been used for moose. 
 
The bleat of a lamb in an isolated place at night is a great attraction to all the big 
cats, and the panther is no exception. This method has been used in the 
Southwest, and is well known for taking leopards in a box trap in Africa (Percival, 
1924). A crated lamb used in connection with a flashtrap might yield some 
valuable pictures of the eastern panther; it is a device yet untried in the 
Northeast. 
 
The first successful flashlight photographs of a puma were made by Frank M. 
Chapman on Barro Colorado Island in the Canal Zone. The sets were not made 
particularly for pumas, which were not known to occur on the island, but were 
simple trip-wire sets on the trails. Barro Colorado, a six-square-mile island in 
Gatun Lake, is a biological research station, and its fauna has been extensively 
studied by biologists. No pumas had been seen, nor had their kills or tracks been 
found; but flashlight photographs showed that at least three separate individuals 
were hunting on the six square miles (Chapman, 1927). 
 
The best method of flashtrapping a puma in North America is the use of catnip-
oil scent posts. The technique is described by Gregory (1938) and by Young 
(1946). It consists of setting a flash camera over a bait of catnip oil on a 
mountain-lion runway. This was done in the Carmen Mountains of the State of 
Coahuila, Mexico. Mountain lions were numerous enough in that area to leave 
nearly one hundred scrapes along a twelve-mile stretch of the trail. As many as 
eight scrapes were found in an area of four to six square feet, so that trapping 
conditions were ideal. Metal treads were buried near the scrapes and catnip-oil 
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lure was used. The treads were connected to the flash by electrical connections. 
Descented canvas cloths were used to kneel on when burying the treads and 
descented gloves were worn when handling all apparatus that was to be left at 
the set. Despite all these precautions and the apparent abundance of mountain 
lions, the camera that took the first picture had been set in a tree over eight 
scrapes for sixteen nights before the picture was taken (Young, 1946). This will 
give some idea of the difficulties involved in obtaining satisfactory pictures of a 
living eastern panther when they are few and widely scattered. 
 
A useful set suggested by Woollen (1953) might have application in many areas 
in the East. He says: "A cougar has a characteristic of never going over anything 
that he can go under, so a trail can be blocked by a small log or tree, or a bush 
can be cut across the trail so there is about 16-18 inches between it and the trail. 
The opening for him` to go through should be about 14 inches wide." The treadle 
of a flashtrap should be set under the log or bush and about one-half inch below 
the level of the trail, because ". . . when going under the obstruction he will just 
naturally step in the low place. At all cougar sets I always lay small twigs or 
leaves or ferns or something all around the trap clear up to the jaws, and for a 
foot on both sides of the trap leaving it nice and smooth over the trap. He will 
always step on the smooth place." This is in accordance with the natural instinct 
of all stalkers to avoid noise. 
 
Catnip-oil petrolatum-jelly scent posts have been used over track-registration 
points in New Brunswick, but the difficulty is to locate used runways. The 
country is so flat that there are no saddles between the watersheds, as in the 
western mountains, and the panther can cross anywhere. As a panther can cover 
twenty miles or more of rough country in a day, the chances of setting scent 
posts where they will be found is slight unless scrapes or a kill can be found. It is 
not only necessary to set the scent post where the panther will find it, but also to 
set it where somebody is available to check it at frequent intervals if any worth-
while data are to be gathered. This combination, a used panther runway close to 
a fieldman's headquarters, will be rare any-where, and it is necessary to have a 
fieldman employed full time on the work to utilize this method to the full. 
 
It is often necessary to determine how often a certain route is used. One of the 
simplest methods of doing this, if a point where scrapes have been made has 
been found, is to erase or mark all old scrapes at each visit. New scrapes are thus 
conspicuous and easily noted. 
 
The motorist driving through the eastern woodlands at night often sees eyes in 
his headlights that he has difficulty in identifying. Some of these eyes have been 
suspected of being those of a panther. I took the opportunity of studying the 
eyes of a panther in a light and compare them with those of a deer at the 
Everglades Wonder Gardens in Bonita Springs, Florida. This small but 
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immaculately maintained private zoological park is the only place where an 
eastern form of the panther has been bred in captivity, and it contained seven 
specimens of both sexes. They were housed within fifty yards of a paddock 
containing a small herd of deer. Thus the opportunity of comparing the eyes of 
the two species in the beam of a light presented itself under ideal conditions. 
 
The light was a five-cell flashlight with new batteries, and was very strong. It was 
focused in a thin beam for maximum concentration. A moonless night was 
chosen and the Gardens were entered after full dark had fallen. The beam was 
first flashed full in the eyes of a panther at close range, and it was expected that 
they would reflect brilliantly. Surprisingly, they showed no reflection at all; nor 
did any of the other six specimens whose eyes were lighted in succession. I then 
experimented by shining the light to one side or over their heads, without 
success; and it was not until I had been shining the light on them for at least five 
minutes that their eyes began to glow dimly. They then appeared as pale green 
in color, large, and close together. 
 
The beam was then turned on the deer at a distance of from twenty to fifty 
yards. Their eyes showed immediately and appeared neutral or pale yellow in 
color, small, and wide apart. One buck showed a tinge of red when he walked to 
within ten yards of the light. 
 
This delayed reaction of the panthers' eyes to light suggests that it may be quite 
possible to pass a light over one of these animals without obtaining any 
reflection from the eyes and thus miss seeing it entirely. I have on several 
occasions rounded a bend and on the first swing of the head-lights over a field 
obtained brilliant reflections from deers' eyes, this would suggest that there is a 
difference in the light-reflecting ability of the eyes of a panther and those of a 
deer. This may be one more reason why the panther is so seldom seen. 
 
It has been known for some years that mountain lions sometimes move long 
distances on what are apparently migrations. Graham (1918) says: "When the 
snow comes deep, a number of lions migrate southward, following the deer 
along the Rio Grande valley from Colorado to the mountain ranges of New 
Mexico." And Hibben (1948) says that if the lion population of a mountain range 
is depleted, in a year or two other lions have moved in. The lengths of these 
movements, their relation to the food supply, and whether or not they are of a 
seasonal character are as yet unknown. The distance between the Vermont-New 
Hampshire-Quebec border area, where reports are fairly con-sistent, and the 
southwestern New Brunswick area is only about 250 miles in a straight line. Is it 
possible that there is any connection between the two? It is interesting to note 
that Hibben (1937) says: "The lion probably acts in much the same way [as the 
jaguar] making large circles of a hundred or two hundred miles and returning." 
When it is remembered that the country between the Vermont-New Hampshire-
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Quebec area and New Brunswick is the great roadless forests of northern Maine, 
the largest roadless area in the United States, this possibility becomes all the 
more interesting. There is a chain of low wooded mountains abounding in deer, 
450 miles long and stretching in a crescent from the Lake Champlain country in 
southern Quebec and Vermont across New Hampshire and Maine to the shores 
of the Baie of Chaleur in New Brunswick and on to the tip of the Gaspé. A view of 
this region from the air shows how easy it would be for an animal of the ridges 
and rimrocks, like the panther, to avoid contact with man. About 80 percent of 
the land area is in wooded hills, which are often very steep, and all roads, 
railways, and settlements are in the valleys. Part of the high country is hunted by 
deer-hunters in the fall, usually before there is any amount of tracking snow, and 
the only other use made of it by man is for lumbering. After a hill has been cut it 
may not be visited again by lumbermen for fifty years. 
 
Even the trappers run their lines along the stream valleys and avoid the high 
ground, because they are seeking the mink and beaver, muskrat and otter, of the 
streams. The only high-ground furbearers of the region are the marten and the 
fisher, and they are either protected entirely or are too scarce to be worth 
extensive lines in difficult country. Thus the trapper has no incentive to climb out 
of the valleys during the only season when the panther's sign would be 
noticeable to anyone not specifically looking for it. A panther could live for many 
years separated by only a few miles in horizontal distance from a settlement, but 
if he kept to the high ground his sign might never be found. 
 
By the last week in May another factor comes into play which helps to maintain 
the inviolability of the panther's haunts. Throughout the eastern forests at that 
time the first hatches of black flies and mosquitoes appear with the new green 
foliage, and they quickly banish from the forests all human beings who do not 
have very urgent reasons for being there. In many areas of New Brunswick they 
ensure that there is no loitering along forest trails, and persons travel from point 
to point as quickly and by the most direct route as possible to get away from the 
scourge. From late May to mid-August those pests constitute a serious limiting 
factor on the use of the forests for recreation, and they thus play an important 
part in preserving the wilderness character of most of the wildlife habitat, which 
would otherwise be invaded by human beings in the summer months. In many 
areas the only practicable way to travel during fly time is by water, leaving the 
land for the un-disputed use of the animals. 
 
This protection from man has enabled some very important wildlife areas in the 
Northeast to preserve their identity in close proximity to large centers of 
population, and the panther, together with other wildlife, has benefited by it. 
Thus the maddening mosquito and the blinding swarms of black flies pay their 
way, at least in part, for the pleasures they deny us. Without them to limit the 
picnickers and all but the most ardent trout fishermen to the windblown 
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beaches of the lakes, the forest fire losses in the region would be sharply 
increased and many famous game haunts would soon disappear. The panther 
thus has large areas of summer range that it can use with assurance of relative 
freedom from interference by man. 
 
Do the Nova Scotia reports indicate animals that have wandered in from New 
Brunswick and will in time wander out again, or are they a local breeding 
population? The tagging of panthers is quite feasible with the use of dogs and a 
stout necker. The puma has been caught alive many times in the western 
mountains, but the handling is necessarily rough on both the animal and the 
dogs. The puma is choked unconscious before it is trussed up, and this cannot 
help injuring it, at least temporarily. In a country where they are not hunted, the 
chances of getting a return from such a tagging would not make the operation 
worth while, but in the West, where several hundred a year are taken for bounty 
in certain regions, this technique would seem to have possibilities and would 
yield data that cannot be obtained elsewhere on movements of the animal. 
Modern methods of tagging, such as the use of radioactive materials, may have 
application in this problem. 
 
 
 
 
CHAPTER IX 
 
The Nashwaaksis Panther (1953) 
 
A large male panther met a female and a yearling cub in the Nashwaaksis Valley 
of New Brunswick in the early summer of 1953. Occasional panthers had been 
reported in the valley for some years, and this story follows the first summer and 
fall of the yearling cub that was deserted there by the female in June of that 
year. 
 
That it was deserted then is fairly certain. Two full-grown panthers crossed an 
open field in broad daylight at the head of the valley in early June. They passed 
close to a herd of sheep and were completely oblivious of them, and of the 
shouts of the farmer who followed down his fence abreast of them for some 
distance. Only mating animals behave in that way. The same month the 
Nashwaaksis panther (as he will be called) made his first appearance by bungling 
a kill nine miles away. 
 
The yearling hunted down the ridge between the Keswick River and the West 
Nashwaaksis Stream past the now unoccupied deer yards at Pugh's Crossing. It 
crossed over the ridge and dropped down into the head of Regiment Creek and, 
.crossing the head of the Claudie road, looked down onto the main Nashwaaksis 
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Stream. Like all panther cubs in areas of not-overabundant food supply, it had 
been quite happy to allow its mother to do most of the killing for food. She was 
strong and sure, and. the cub could expend its ferocity upon the dead carcass of 
the raccoon, hare, porcupine, and deer that she had killed. Now, however, the 
pangs of hunger were growing within its stomach, because nothing had fallen to 
its clumsy rushes for several days. 
 
A log provided a convenient resting place as it gazed down upon the valley 
below. The scene was a quiet pastoral one typical of central New Brunswick in 
early summer. From the log where it lay an upland pasture with an apple orchard 
along the slope of the hill descended to the rushing stream at the bottom. Across 
the stream lay two farms near a main road, and a high bluff framed the opposite 
wall of the valley. In the pasture below the panther, a small herd of cattle grazed 
contentedly, and among them was a venerable old cow and her fair-sized calf. 
 
Gradually the cow and her calf grazed to one side of the main herd. The panther 
slid from its log and, belly to ground, began its stalk. Closer and closer it crept to 
the grazing calf, until at last it was within springing distance. Still the cattle had 
not detected it; it had learned enough from its mother to approach upwind. 
With a long, loping spring the young panther seized the calf by the middle of the 
back and bore it to the ground directly in front of the old cow. The terrified bawl 
of the calf raised every head in the herd, and the cow, after one hurried look, 
lowered her head and charged. The rest of the herd bellowed and rushed after 
her, and the avalanche of hooves and bellowing beasts bearing down on it 
completely unnerved the young panther. 
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The calf, making frenzied struggles to escape, lunged forward with all its weight 
just as the cow arrived and dashed at the panther. The terrible claws ripped out 
of their hold in the middle of the back and dragged down over the rump; laying 
open the calf's hide as if it were tissue paper; but the calf was free. The cow was 
trying desperately to gore and trample the panther, and the rest of the herd 
were bearing down fast and occupying its full attention now. 
 

The half-flayed calf staggered to one side as the herd resolutely pursued the 
snarling, frustrated panther to the edge of the field. 
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The noise of the encounter caused the farmer to drop his pitchfork and run out 
of the barn to stand gazing at the upland pasture. All he could see was a number 
of cattle galloping toward the upper edge of the pasture with their tails in the air 
and bellowing mightily. He watched for a few minutes; when the noise subsided 
and all the excitement seemed over, he returned to his work. That night as the 
cattle returned to the barn, he noticed the white calf bringing up the rear and 
apparently very weak on its feet. At first glance, at a distance, he could not make 
out what was wrong with it. The rear half of it appeared red. It did not leave the 
barn again for ten weeks after that night, until I heard about the attack and came 
to photograph it. 
 
The young panther had learned its lesson. Never again did it attempt to take one 
of these great animals that seemed so languid in the fields behind the farms. 
Raccoons, porcupines, hare, and grouse made up the main part of its diet until it 
gained full size and strength and managed, probably after many futile attempts, 
to kill its first deer. 
 
The yearling disappeared after this encounter until the shooting season opened 
in the fall. When it was next reported, it had crossed the main Nashwaaksis and 
followed up the North Branch to its head and along the ridge to Hurlutt 
Settlement, a distance of about seven miles as the crow flies. It had apparently 
spent the summer on the ridges between the Keswick and the main Nashwaak 
River. On the 15th of October it was standing in the open field of one of the 
abandoned farms of Hurlutt Settlement when a party of four grouse-hunters 
surprised it. All four of the grouse-hunters stared at the large brown animal with 
the long, sinuous tail as it stood gazing at them from a distance of fifty yards. 
Then with a series of long looping bounds it disappeared into the woods. 
 
The next day was the day that made it famous. During the night it crossed the 
North Nashwaaksis north of Carleton Lake and hunted along the back of the 
fields toward the crossroads school of Birdton. It was following the same route 
that its mother and her mate were taking when they deserted the yearling in 
June, but it probably did not know this. At eight thirty in the morning the 
children at the Bird-ton school arrived. As the teacher was not yet on hand, they 
began playing in the schoolyard. What followed next is so confused that 
eyewitness testimony of the hysterical children on movements and happenings 
must be taken with caution. When the teacher arrived just before 9 A.M. the 
children were all barricaded behind closed doors in the schoolhouse and were 
crying. The story of the eldest was that while they were playing in the yard a 
large brown animal (whose name she did not know), with a long tail, had walked 
across the schoolyard dragging its belly on the ground and had hissed at them. 
They were so frightened that they all ran into the school and locked the door. 
From there on imagination took over. 
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Four days later the report reached the wildlife station, and I investigated at once. 
The animal had been reported seen again that morning directly across the road 
from the school, and a set of panther tracks 31/2 inches across was found at the 
point indicated. These were the prints of a young animal, and it had passed 
across the front of the school at a steady walk, paying no attention to the 
children. On arrival I found a man with a rifle across his knees sitting on a stump 
in the schoolyard, and a bus had been procured to take the children back and 
forth to school; all walking was forbidden. Such is the terror that even the sight 
of the tracks of this rare beast can instill. 
 
It is not a good situation to have a panther hanging about a school, and every 
effort was made to track it, but without success. When a hound was eventually 
found and brought in, the track was too old to follow. It would have been 
necessary to kill the yearling, had the opportunity presented itself; no amount of 
talk of conservation would have appeased that community then. When a 
panther remains in the vicinity of children there is only one thought in every-
body's mind; it must be removed as soon as possible. Fortunately for the 
yearling, it changed its hunting ground and was not seen again near Birdton for 
two months. 
 
It hunted southeast after its stay near Birdton, and the next report came from 
Royal Road West, about five miles away. Just at daylight on November 24 a deer-
hunter stealthily worked his way up the edge of a field in the dawn mist. He 
settled into a crook of the snake fence to watch as the mist lifted, and as visibility 
improved he saw what he thought was a deer standing in a hollow across the 
field. Because it was a long shot from his position, he began to stalk along a 
pulpwood pile, which would bring him to within 75 yards of the animal at the far 
end. When he reached the end of the pile the animal had heard him and was 
running across the plowed field for the woods on the far side. His "deer standing 
in a hollow" was now seen to be "an animal the color of a deer but much shorter 
in the legs, with a tail as long as my rifle." He took a quick snap shot at the 
running animal and missed. When I examined the field later, panther tracks 31/2 
inches across were frozen into the mud. 
 
Almost a month afterward, its track was found again in deep snow in the black-
spruce swamp beside the little lake that is the head of the West Nashwaaksis 
Stream. This was the last seen of the yearling; he was heading north for the great 
area of unsettled country about the head of the Tay, the Nashwaak, and the 
Miramichi. 
 
The account of the Birdton panther scare was grossly over-dramatized and was 
used to full advantage for scare headlines in the newspapers: a noted hunter 
was to be flown in with his dogs from British Columbia to track down the animal. 
But one small point had been missed. The yearling's last appearance at the 
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Birdton school was on October 20, but the story did not reach the newspapers 
until November 21, more than a month later, when all possibility of following the 
animal was lost. It was still in the valley, but not in the vicinity of Birdton. 
 
This is an example of how the movements of an animal can be traced by the 
method outlined here. Of course, all of this information was not available in the 
form given until some time after the event. Some reports will come in promptly; 
others may be heard of only by accident some time later. It is when all the 
information is in that the reports can be arranged in chronological order and the 
outline of what actually happened begins to take shape. 
 
 
CHAPTER X 
 
What Is Known of the Eastern Panther Today 
 
 
Almost nothing is known of the habits and characteristics of the eastern panther 
from direct observation in the wild. Therefore it is necessary to assume that the 
characteristics are similar to those of the western mountain lion until they have 
been proved to be different. Proceeding on this assumption, most of the 
principle facts necessary for a more thorough understanding of the animal can 
be assembled. 
 
There is reason to believe that the western mountain lion often may be 
monogamous, and in the extremely thin populations of the East this would be 
still more likely. They do not begin to breed until they are two to three years old. 
Litters have been found with from one to six cubs, but the average seems to be 
two. The gestation period is 92 to 104 days, and there is no delayed 
implantation. The rutting period may be any month of the year, and the sex ratio 
in the West shows a slight excess of females. The young have their eyes open at 
ten days and may be weaned at five weeks. However, a yearling in a zoo nursed 
when it was larger than its mother. They leave the female for good at the age of 
two years. 
 
When the food supply is plentiful, the cubs learn to kill for themselves when still 
quite small, with some help from the female. But if food is scarce the killing is 
done by the mother, and the cubs do not kill for themselves until they are nearly 
full-grown. When the cubs are small they feed at the kill with the mother, but as 
they begin to reach full size she will no longer tolerate them on the kill while she 
is eating, and drives them off. When she has eaten her fill she lies up 50-100 feet 
away, and usually uphill from the kill, and the cubs then make their meal. They 
are very rough at that age and tear the kill to pieces, to be carried off and eaten 
separately. At that stage in the lives of the cubs the female must kill much more 
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frequently than usual, because she rarely gets more than one meal from a kill 
before the cubs clean it out. 
 
The period when the cubs are first deserted by the female is one of the most 
critical in their lives. Then they for the first time are brought up against the grim 
necessity of pro-curing their own food without outside assistance, and many go 
through a period of semi-starvation. On Vancouver Island it has been found that 
this age class is particularly dangerous to domestic animals, and has been 
responsible for several attacks on man. 
 
They are distinctly territorial in habit, the male making scrapes and depositing his 
scent along his runways; and violent battles take place between males when a 
courtship is in progress. Their daily movements may be within a ten-mile radius, 
but much longer journeys, or circuits, are known to occur, but at unknown 
intervals. A female with a two-year-old female kitten in attendance hunted in an 
area of six square miles for a period of two weeks in Oregon (Connolly, 1949). 
Adults may be gregarious in the winter, and the male is much more nomadic 
than the female. However, the female has a much wilder disposition. They may 
live as long as eighteen years, and they do not hibernate during the winter 
months even in the severe weather of the northern Rockies. 

 

The dental formula is: 1213
1313
−−−
−−− = 30.   

  
The skulls of males are more massive than those of females, with strongly 
developed sagittal and lambdoid crests, and are only slightly smaller than those 
of the Rocky Mountain cougar, the largest of the group. The pelage is generally 
darker than the western subspecies from the plains and the mountains, but 
somewhat similar to those from the heavily timbered areas of the Pacific 
Northwest coast. Some very dark specimens have been reported in the 
Northeast. There is probably an increase in length and weight of the coat in 
winter; the change to summer pelage is gradual, and the animal has not the 
shedding appearance of a deer in spring. 
 
The extreme length of an eastern panther recorded is 9 feet from tip to tip. This 
was a New York specimen reported by Emmons in 1840. The next largest was an 
8-foot-4-inch 198-pounder from New Hampshire, followed by a 7-foot-6-inch 
specimen weighing 182 pounds from Vermont. There is a 7-foot-6-inch specimen 
recorded from Ontario, and a 7-foot-3-inch specimen from New Brunswick. Two 
7-foot specimens from Vermont weighed 1211/2 pounds and 105 pounds, 
respectively, and a 6-foot-8-inch 120-pounder is recorded from New York. 
Another unmeasured male from New York weighed 150 pounds, and there is a 6-
foot-2-inch specimen from southern Quebec which had a 28-inch tail. The 
shoulder heights of two Vermont specimens were 33 and 44 inches, respectively, 
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the second being the 182-pounder. Tail lengths of 2 feet 3 inches for a male, and 
1 foot 9 inches for a female are recorded from New York, but no other 
dimensions of these specimens are given. It will be seen that the eastern panther 
is as large as any on the continent. (These data are summarized in the appendix.) 

 
The main food item of the panther in the East is undoubtedly the white-tailed 
deer. As the panther is a large animal, it requires large amounts of food, and 
many game departments accept the guess that a lion kills a deer a week. My own 
work in Africa on lions suggests that if the rate of food consumption is 
proportionately the same between the lion and the puma, a deer a week would 
be required if the puma was living on deer exclusively. However, Hibben (1939) 
deduces from the wanderings of over 200 pumas that the actual rate of killing is 
closer to a deer a month. Connolly says that as far as can be determined 
mountain lions do not eat every day, but sometimes every other day. McLean 
(1954) says that the peaks of the mountain lion population lag about two years 
behind the peaks of the deer population in California. Next in importance as a 
food animal in the Northeast is probably the porcupine. Mountain lions preying 
on porcupines have been noted wherever the two occupy the same range, and 
as porcupines are abundant in some sections of the Northeast, they no doubt 
occupy a similar position in the diet of the panther there. 
 
The only other big-game animal occupying the panther's range in the Northeast 
is the moose, and as previously stated, there is no record of panther predation 
on this species in the East. There is one old account of a caribou kill in New 
Brunswick, but the woodland caribou no longer occupies the panther range in 
that region, except in Gaspé. Bobcats have been killed and eaten, and beaver are 
no doubt taken in proportion to their numbers, since they are regular items of 
food in the West. Martens have been noted in the diet in the West, but they are 
too few to be of any significance in the East, Skunks, however, are important and 
are abundant in the East, and mice are common everywhere. Raccoons are a 
favorite of the panther in Florida. 
 
A very interesting old account is given by Stoner (1950) of the lengths a panther 
will go to get fish. It is worth quoting in full. 
 
"An old trapper, Emory, born in New York State, in the country known as `John 
Brown's Tract,' who trapped in the Adirondacks before 1837, says that panthers 
were fairly common. He and a partner were in the bush preparing their camps 
for the winter. On reaching one near a creek, the partner started to fish 
upstream for trout. On securing a `string' he tied the trout out in the stream. 
Forgetting to pick up his rifle, he started around a bend of the creek to try a pool 
further up where he caught a large trout. Then remembering his rifle, he turned 
back and was in time to see a panther spring from the opposite bank into the 
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water, secure the string of trout and emerge on the trapper's side of the creek. 
The panther being between the man and his rifle, he threw a large trout into the 
water above where the panther was. The animal seeing it coming jumped and 
caught the trout and started to swim ashore. This gave the trapper time to get 
his rifle and shoot the panther. The noise brought Emory in time to see the 
carcass being brought ashore." 
 
Another unusual feeding habit was witnessed in the outlet of Porcupine Lake, 
Charlotte County, New Brunswick, in June, 1944. A party of men were fishing 
from a canoe when they heard a peculiar noise coming from behind the fringe of 
alders around the shore. They could hear a large animal splashing in the 
shallows, and a noise "like the water injector on a steam engine." They paddled 
quietly up to the alders, and the man in the bow stood up. He saw "an animal as 
large as a man, the color of a deer, and with a long tail, standing on its hind legs 
in the water. It first made me think of a kangaroo because of the long tail. We 
thought it was chasing frogs by standing on its hind legs to spot them and then 
pouncing. That was the splashing we had heard. When it saw us it dropped to all 
fours and made off slowly without any haste, and apparently unfrightened. We 
had a revolver with us, and I was close enough to hit it, but it was so big that I 
did not feel like taking him on with a hand gun." This same habit of standing 
erect on the bind legs has been observed in an animal hunting mice in the West. 
 
The habit appears frequently in accounts of encounters with a panther. A large 
male in the Quebec Zoological Garden would do it whenever anyone annoyed 
him by coming too near when he was eating. He would rear up to his full height 
and spread his muscular forearms wide; with ears laid back and snarling, he 
presented an unpleasant sight. Herman Belyea saw the sight too close for 
comfort one night in New Brunswick, as previously related, and it was fortunate 
that he had an axe and the panther lacked the courage to press home its attack. 
Apparently this posture is assumed almost as readily by a panther as by a bear, 
but field observations of the panther behaving naturally and not fleeing from a 
pack of dogs are so rare that it is not well established. 
 
A New Brunswick panther was trailed near Fredericton one winter, and sign 
showed that it had chased an otter to a hole in the ice. Another New Brunswick 
panther was ob-served stalking a flock of partridges, and a third was seen 
carrying what appeared to be a young partridge in its mouth. It is interesting to 
note that Hibben (1937) failed to find any trace of birds in the stomachs and 
scats examined in the Southwest. 
 
The nemesis of the panther ever since the first civilized men landed on the 
continent is the well-known fondness of a few individuals for certain domestic 
animals. However, the habit was partly at least the fault of civilized man him-self, 
who killed off the panther's native food and left it no choice but to kill stock or 
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emigrate. Another point that has not received its proper attention is that killing a 
deer is by no means an easy feat even for a panther. They frequently receive 
head injuries from the shock of the charge; and as soon as the panther passes its 
prime and the teeth and claws become worn, or it is crippled in any way, its 
deer-killing days are over. It must then subsist on more easily captured but less 
preferable food; it is at this stage that the slow-moving and dull domestic animal 
becomes most attractive. 
 
In the East the few surviving panthers have been fortunate in that they have not 
taken to stock-killing except in a very minor degree. One sheep in Nova Scotia 
appears to have been killed; several calves in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick 
have been attacked and badly clawed but not killed by what may have been a 
young panther; a few chickens were killed in Minnesota. This about completes 
the list. Panthers have been seen in the immediate vicinity of cattle in a pasture 
on several occasions in New Brunswick, and have so frightened the cattle that 
they have run back to the barn; but so far no cattle have been killed. This 
indicates that natural wild foods are sufficiently abundant to support the small 
numbers of panthers that are present today, and it will be only a cripple, a young 
one newly deserted by its mother, or a starving old-timer that turns to stock-
killing. Such an individual should be removed as soon as possible so that the 
healthy breeding stock will not all be blamed. 
 
The trait of string and saving food is indicated by the experience of Wright (1934) 
in California. He found a cougar lying up over a buried cache of two fawns. They 
were not twins and had apparently been killed and buried at the same place on 
different occasions. One was partly eaten, but the fresher was untouched. Three 
days later all the fleshy parts of both had been consumed. Connolly also found 
an old deserted cabin carpeted with hair and bones where mountain lions had 
brought their kills to eat. This suggests that the puma is not a wasteful killer, as it 
is often depicted, but that it will utilize its kills fully if undisturbed. 
 
An unnatural habit that has frequently been noticed in the domestic cat is that 
the male will eat the kittens when they are very young if he can find them when 
the female is absent. This habit has also been recorded in the mountain lion. 
Young (1927) records an instance which he personally investigated. The female 
had been killed by a hunter when the kittens were not quite a month old, and 
her mate was in the vicinity. The male spent some time searching the district 
looking for her, then he returned to the den and ate the two kittens. Cannibalism 
among adults has also been recorded on several occasions. Connolly makes an 
interesting suggestion when he says: "The male parent's action in killing the 
kittens may be the natural means of holding the population in check. Mr. Oscar 
Hansen of Provo, Utah, found that where he had taken several male lions out of 
an area, there is a tendency for lions in that area to increase more rapidly." If this 
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could be proved it would have direct management application as a means of 
increasing the population in specific areas. 
 
Another population check in northern areas is winter kill. Cubs have been found 
frozen to death in the den in central British Columbia on several occasions, and 
in one instance the mother ate part of a dead and frozen cub. 
 
It has been said that panthers must be something like rats, in that if you see one 
there must be many more about. In relating the number of panther reports to 
the number actually killed Spargo (1950) says: "Possibly for every animal actually 
killed there were five hundred or a thousand such reports. That fact 
notwithstanding, some reports were true and proof was furnished by the actual 
carcasses of the beasts slain." It is to be hoped that today "the actual car-casses 
of the beasts slain" can be dispensed with and photographs of living animals or 
plaster casts of their feet substituted instead. 
 
A formula has been suggested by Johnson and Couch (1954) for estimating the 
population of pumas in a given area. It is based upon the number killed annually. 
This formula states that the total population as an absolute mini-mal figure 
equals three times the annual kill plus three-tenths of the annual kill: 
 

n = 3k + 
10
3k  

 
In the East, sightings are more to be expected than in the West, because the 
human population is much greater and the animals are forced to hunt much 
nearer eastern settlements. The number sighted in the West will closely 
approximate the number killed, as almost all sightings are made over dogs; 
therefore, the number killed in the West may bear about the same relation to 
the total population as the number seen in the East does to the total population 
there. This is an assumption, but if it is used in the formula the result is 
reasonable. In 1953 there were ten panther sightings in New Brunswick. The 
formula then gives an absolute minimal population of thirty-three panthers in 
the province. As there are about half a dozen more or less separate areas where 
these reports originate, this is a reason-able figure. The population density in 
some of the choicest range in the West can be judged from the fact that one 
mountain lion was killed for every twenty-five square miles of the Mount 
Hamilton Range in California between 1934 and 1936 (McLean, 1954). 
 
Sightings are now coming in from Minnesota (Bue and Stenlund, 1952, 1953; 
Magnus, 1956) and Ontario (Dear, 1955) in the West to Nova Scotia in the East, 
and from every state in New England. New York, Pennsylvania, and Missouri 
(Robb, 1955) also have reports each fall, and the work of the late Herbert 
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Ravenel Sass of Charleston has shown that they are also to be found in the 
Southeast. It appears, therefore, that over virtually the whole of the original 
range of the eastern panther the species is reviving. As long ago as 1922 Jackson 
reported the presence of a pair inhabiting the east bank of the Androscoggin 
River to the southern shores of Lake Umbagog in New Hampshire. This report 
was apparently forgotten or not taken seriously, since the species continued to 
be called extinct because nobody had shot one of the pair to prove it. 
 
Sufficient data are now on hand to permit a preliminary analysis to see where, 
when, and at what distance these animals are being seen. A total of 94 
observations made in New Brunswick were analyzed to determine in what types 
of terrain panthers were most frequently reported. The most frequent type of 
observation was that of an animal crossing a motor road. These made up 39 
percent of the total. The next most frequent type, which made up 23 percent of 
the total, was a sighting in the forest. Open fields with 18 percent, on woods 
roads or trails with 12 percent, on railway right-of-ways with 3 percent, 
swimming and on lake shores with 2 percent each, and on the ice of a frozen lake 
with 1 percent made up the remainder of the observations. 
 
There seems to be a slight tendency on the part of the animal to allow a closer 
approach in evening than in morning. Fifty daylight observations averaged 206-
foot sighting distance with a maximum of 1,500 feet and a minimum of 23 feet. 
Eleven morning observations averaged 223 feet, with a maximum of 1,000 feet 
and a minimum of 60. Sixteen afternoon and evening observations averaged 168 
feet, with a maximum of 450 feet and a minimum of 10 feet. Five headlight 
observations at night averaged 81 feet, with a maximum of 200 feet and a 
minimum of 30. 
 
Panthers have been reported seen in every month of the year, but summer and 
fall is the season when most reports are made. Seventy-one per cent of 101 
observations made in New Brunswick were in the period June-November, 
inclusive. June showed the greatest total of any month, with 15 out of 101 
observations. This is the period of maximum forest use; fishermen are in the 
forest all summer, and hunters of deer, grouse, and woodcock roam the woods 
during the fall months. These many thousands are in addition to the woods-
workers and rural people who use the woods roads all year round. 
 
A total of 34 observations were broken down by hour of day to show when the 
animal is most frequently seen. The period 6-9 P.M. had the most observations, 
with 13. This was followed by 7-9 A.M. with 8 observations, 9 A.M.-noon and 1 
P.M.-3 P.M. with 5 observations in each period, 3-6 P.M. with 2 observations; 9 
P.M.-midnight, with only I observation, was the least productive. However, it 
must be remembered that a man and an animal are required to make an 
observation. The animal is active all night, but as there are no men active in the 
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woods at that time there are no observations. In the early evening when the 
panther is starting on its nightly prowl and when the men are returning from 
their daily activity in the woods is the time when they most frequently meet. 
 
In a number of reports that have been received from both the northern and the 
southern parts of the eastern panther's range, animals are reported as black in 
color. It was thought at first that these reports referred to animals that had been 
wet or had been seen in very dim light. To test this theory the hide of a freshly 
killed adult male, shot on Vancouver Island and of the typical deer color most 
frequently reported in the East, was examined when both wet and dry. The hide 
was observed from fixed distances and photographed in color. Then it was 
soaked with water by supporting it at the edges and filling it with a bucket. After 
all parts were thorough soaked it was observed and photographed from the 
same distances. No noticeable difference in color could be detected on the films 
or by eye beyond the matting effect of the wet hair. Certainly the hide did not 
appear black, or even nearly black, any more than a deer does. As some of the 
reports of black specimens were made under excellent conditions for 
observation, it must be assumed that they actually were exceptionally dark 
individuals. Certainly wetting is not a satisfactory answer, because hunters in the 
British Columbia coastal forests seldom see a dry cougar, and I have not found a 
report of a black individual from that the most densely forested part of the 
animal's range in North America. Until a more satisfactory explanation is 
forthcoming we must accept the reports of a few exceptionally dark individuals 
in the East. 
 
These reports are similar to those of Caldwell's "blue" tigers of the mountains of 
Fukien Province, China. This rifle-in-one-hand, Bible-in-the-other American 
missionary reports seeing at close range on several occasions a well-known local 
man-eater, which he describes: "The ground color seemed to be a deep shade of 
maltese, changing into almost deep blue on the under parts. The stripes were 
well defined, and so far as I was able to make out similar to those of a tiger of 
the regular type." There were apparently several of these melanistic specimens 
in the district, where they were well known for many years (Caldwell, 1925). 
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CHAPTER XI 
 
The Panther's Role in the East 
 
The history of the eastern panther and that of the sea otter of the Pacific 
Northwest have much in common. In the latter part of the last century the sea 
otter was hunted to the brink of extinction, as was the panther. The motive for 
the persecution of the sea otter was purely commercial, because of the value of 
its pelt. This did not apply to the panther, but the result was the same. Both 
were reduced to the point at which they were practically extinct as native 
mammals of the continent. Both are slow breeders, for a long time on the verge 
of extinction, and both have come back. 
 
Absolute protection was the reason for the recovery of the sea otter, since no 
change had been made in its habitat and food supply. But for the panther the 
increase has been made (in the face of no protection and even active 
persecution in many places) on the basis of an increasing food supply alone. This 
demonstrates well the resilience of the species and how little it needs to be 
aided by man. The range of the panther has always coincided with that of the 
deer, and as the deer have flowed back over the eastern ranges, so has the 
panther returned to many of its old haunts-but as a very different animal from 
what it was before. Today the panther is an extremely shy nocturnal animal well 
able to look after itself. It needs only to be protected against organized hound-
hunting to be able to survive, as this is the only method by which it can be 
regularly killed. 
 
The panther first encountered domestic stock at the time when every effort was 
being made to kill off its native food. Those efforts were all too successful in 
many large areas, turning the panther more and more toward stock-killing in 
order to survive. At that time the panther had not learned to fear man to 
anything like the degree it does today. This combination soon resulted in 
panther depredations becoming of some, but always exaggerated, importance to 
the early settlers, and that almost sealed the animal's doom. Today, with millions 
of head of domestic stock using the same range as panthers in both East and 
West, all studies made so far show that the panther prefers its natural food, 
wherever it is available, to stock. Stock-killers are very much the exception 
everywhere, but their actions have affected the reputation of the species in all 
regions. Those individuals should always be collected with a minimum of delay, 
not only to protect the stock-owner but to prevent public opinion turning against 
the species as a whole. 
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Today the eastern panther has been left far behind in recovery by the sea otter 
and is, without any doubt, the rarest and least known of all native American 
animals. To shoot panthers in order to protect deer is to increase an already 
common species at the expense of a very rare one, and to suggest that this is in 
any way necessary for the continued existence of the deer is sheer nonsense. If 
panthers could ever have exterminated deer, there would have been no deer, 
and consequently no panthers, left on the continent on that momentous dawn 
when Columbus sighted Watling Island in the Bahamas. It is axiomatic that no 
animal can exterminate its principal food supply and. continue to exist; yet this is 
the very argument used by those who throw their hands in the air in horror at 
the suggestion of protection for the large predators. 
 
The eastern panther, whose very existence is seriously questioned by many 
people, is truly today the Ghost of North America. This controversy has resulted 
in an attitude of mind in many outdoorsmen that is very dangerous for the 
animal. Any man who has been involved in long arguments on whether or not 
the often-reported eastern panther is a myth or a flesh-and-blood animal is 
tempted to shoot the first one he sees for no other reason than to confound his 
critics. This is human nature, but the temptation is one that must be guarded 
against. DON'T SHOOT TO PROVE THERE IS ONE should be the slogan of all those 
interested in preserving this very rare animal, and hunting should take the form 
out-lined here, which calls for all the skills of the still-hunter but results in no 
damage to the species. The end result will some day be the first picture ever 
taken of a living eastern panther in the wild, a trophy which should satisfy all but 
the most bloodthirsty. To those who are not satisfied with such a trophy a very 
firm HANDS OFF! must be said. What is wanted is a census of the living, not a 
record of the dead. 
 
In all but one region, the greatest of North American predators has long passed 
the day when it should be classed as unprotected vermin. It has reached the 
stage at which it richly deserves full recognition as an exceedingly rare game 
animal, a status already granted the surviving remnant of the southern 
subspecies in Florida. This one state, keenly aware of the value of its wildlife, has 
promoted the panther to the status of a game animal. May it not be long before 
the rest of the continent follows suit! The situation exists today throughout most 
of the West in which the mere sight of the animal, or even its tracks, constitutes 
a complaint, and a government hunter and his dogs are set on its trail. A more 
enlightened attitude toward this rare beast is long overdue. 
 
One region, and one region only, has a serious problem in the animal’s relation 
to man. That region is Vancouver Island, British Columbia. There the number of 
attacks on man have made any suggestion of protection out of the question at 
present. The situation may be caused by a very high puma population that has 
possibly reached or passed the limit of the carrying capacity of the food supply. 
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Many of these attacks have been made by young animals that have just been 
deserted by the mother, and there is evidence in some cases of mistaken 
identity on the part of the attacker. Some attacks have also been made by very 
old or crippled individuals. The peak of the puma population now may have been 
passed. This was the opinion of the professional hunter with whom I worked on 
the island; he had found them more numerous five to ten years earlier than they 
were in 1953-55. He had to cover much more territory to find fresh sign in 1955. 
Such a situation is not known ever to have existed anywhere else in North 
America, and it might be expected to reach acute proportions only in an insular 
fauna with few prey species, such as that of Vancouver Island. 
 
The specimens needed for study in the East will come to hand in due course, 
now that it is well known that somebody is interested in having them. All those 
found to date had been killed long before they were reported, and had been 
thrown away as worthless. However, the publicity that has been given to the 
animal already has resulted in a flood of reports in different sections of the 
range, and it is reasonable to suppose that any specimen killed will be reported 
to an investigator before it is lost again. 
 
Management of the species at this stage should take the form of setting up study 
centers such as outlined here in each of the major sections of the range. As data 
gradually accumulate, the role of the species in that region can be worked out, 
and any needed adjustments can be made. As a first step, the panther should be 
placed on the list of protected game animals so that hunting can be controlled. 
 
In Minnesota recently when a panther was seen "the National Guard, sheriff, 
coon hunters with hounds, and an airplane, were used in the hunt, but with no 
luck" (Bue and Stenlund, 1952). Shades of Black Jack Schwartz! How he would 
have loved it! In his home state of Pennsylvania recently an estimated 700 
hunters turned out to comb one mountain for a panther there, and a cash prize 
of $300 was offered for its dead body. Volunteer patrol planes, mobile Red Cross 
units, and various other agencies took part in the hunt, but the panther got 
away. Is such public hysteria justified? The answer is, Definitely not! Truly the 
Ghost of North America must live up to its name if it is to survive under such 
conditions today. The greatest service that can be done for this splendid animal 
now is to squelch such hysterical outbreaks at the source, and to avoid any 
publicity of the TERROR-STALKS-THE-STREETS type so well beloved by some 
reporters. 
 
A start has already been made in collecting and analyzing reports in the 
Minnesota-western-Ontario region by Bue and Stenlund, Spargo has produced 
an excellent history of the species in Vermont, and Silver (1957) has reviewed 
the status of the species in New Hampshire. Colonel W. H. Shoemaker has for 
many years been the center of panther information in Pennsylvania, and Ludwig 
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K. Moorehead of New York has collected much material in the New-England-
central-Atlantic region. The late Herbert Ravenel Sass of Charleston, through his 
newspaper column and his article in The Saturday Evening Post, gathered many 
reports not only from the Southeast but from regions as far away as Ontario. My 
own work has been centered in the Canadian Maritime Provinces and the 
eastern part of Maine. Therefore there is a center of information established in 
each of the major sub-divisions of the range. However, they can at present do 
little more than assess and file reports. Investigation in the field must be 
organized locally, and the wholehearted co-operation of the local game 
department is then necessary. 
 
The work of these men has produced evidence that the animal is present, as 
either a transient or a permanent resident, in almost every state from the 
Canadian border to Florida. There is thus a very real need for accurate 
information now before the inevitable demand for a bounty is heard. A bounty 
has already been placed on their heads by certain newspapers who have offered 
a reward for "the first panther shot in the state." The fact that the reward has 
not been claimed does not alter the fact that the public is being led to believe 
that this is an animal that should be shot on sight, instead of an extremely rare 
beast that deserves complete protection in the eastern part of the continent. 
 
Welcome home, Lunxus! May we now live together in peace! 
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Bullock, killed by leopard, 68, 69. 
Bushman, 75. 
Butterwick, Dr. D. B. 49.  
Caldwell, Harry R. 121, 122.  
Canada, 21, 48. 
Calais, Maine, 44.  
California, 16, 38, 114, 117.  
Calls, alarm, 90. 
Calls, of the puma, 92.  
Calves, 105, 107, 117.  
Campbell River, Vancouver Island. 
91. 
Cannibalism in puma, 74, 117.  
Corey, David, Game Warden, 54. 
Caribou, 28, 114. 
Carleton Lake, N.B. 108.  
Carmen Mountains, Mexico, 98.  
Casts, plaster, of panther tracks, 56.  
Cat, domestic, 61, 69, 82, 117.  
Catamount, N.B. 56. 
Catnip oil lure, 98, 99.  
Cats, mountain, 20.  
Cattle, domestic, 105, 107, 112, 116, 
117, 124. 
Chaleur, Bay of, New Brunswick, 
102. 
Champlain, Lake, 102.  
Chapman, Frank M. 98. Charleston, 
South Carolina, 92, 119. 
Cherokees, 15, 23.  
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Chesley, Dr. Arthur S. 51.  
Ceylon, 68. 
Chickasaw Indians, 15.  
Chickens, 117. 
Chief Game Warden, New 
Brunswick, 44, 46, 48, 49,56.  
Chihuahua, mountains of Mexico, 
92. 
Christensen, Constable R.C.M.P. 45.  
Coleman Brook, Albert Co., N.B. 46. 
Claudie Road, York Co., N.B. 44, 104. 
Colorado, 101.  
Colt Woodsman Automatic Pistol, 
43. 
Columbus, Christopher, 124. 
 Connecticut, 25. 
Connolly, J. Edward Jr., 71, 73, 112, 
114, 117, 118. 
Corbett, Jim, 69, 75, 76, 79, 82, 86, 
90, 91, 94. 
Cougar, 14, 63, 71-74, 78, 91, 93, 99, 
113, 117, 121. 
Coyle, Mr. 48.  
Coyote, 21, 77, 90.  
Creek Indians, 15.  
Crow, 90, 91.  
Curiosity, panther's lack of, 62. 
Currie, Myles, Nashwaaksis, N.B. 45. 
Davenport, Leslie B. 72.  
Dear, L. S. 119. 
Dearborn, Ned, Appendix.  
Deer, blacktail, 63. 
- - - , key, 14, 81. 
- - - , whitetail, 13, 15, 17, 20, 27-29, 
33-36, 40-42, 44, 45, 64-71, 73, 77, 
78, 81, 86, 91, 100, 101, 105, 107, 
113, 114, 116, 117, 120, 123, 124.  
Delaware, 25. 
Dental formula, 112, 113. 
Denticals, dermal of the tongue, 67.  
Desertion of the cubs, 112, 
Dew, 80. 
Digdequash River, N. B. 46.  
Dingo, 75. 

Disease, of deer, 35. 
Dismal Swamp, Va. 27.  
Disney, Walter, Film "Bear Country", 
32. 
Dobson, Frank, 49, 50. 
Dog, use of in locating panther, 91, 
108, 109, 116. 
Dog, trained for cougar hunting, 38, 
80, 103. 
Dog, feral, 39. 
Dog, track, 60, 61, 62.  
Donkey, 71. 
Dung, 78, 84.  
Dykeman, W. C. of Jemseg, N.B. 52. 
Elgin, N. B. 48.  
Elk, 17, 20, 73. 
Elk River, Vancouver bland, 91.  
Emmons, Ebenezer, 113. Appendix. 
Evans, Constable D. J., R.C.M.P. 45.  
Everglades, 14, 27, 81, 93.  
Everglades Wonder Gardens, 
Florida, 100. 
Eyes, reflection from, 100.  
Fairley, J. W. 54.  
Farrell, Fred J., Forest Engineer, 53 
Father of Game, Zuni name puma, 
16. 
Felis concolor couguar, 14.  
F. c. coryi, 27, 81. 
F. c. hippolestes, 14.  
F. c. oregonensis, 14.  
F. c. vancouverensis,  
Ferni, B. C. 73. 
Fish, 114.  
Fisher, 20, 102. 
Flies, use in finding kills, 64.  
Florida, 14, 27, 81, 92, 114, 125, 127. 
Forestry, 34, 35. 
Fort Laird, 72. 
Fox, 20, 21, 36, 77, 91.  
Fraser, Collingwood, 52.  
Fraser, Gordon and Stanley, 46.  
Fredericton, N. B. 39, 42, 116.  
Frogs, 91, 115. 
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Fukien Province, China, 121.  
Fundy, Bay of, 21, 32, 73.  
Gaits, of the puma, 61, 82.  
Gaspé, P. Q., 102. 
Gatun Lake, Canal Zone, 98. 
Gestation period, 111. 
Ghost of North America, 125.127. 
Gibson, Frank, 55. 
Goat, 71. 

Golden, B.C., 73. 

Gore Mountain, Vermont, 55, 56.  
Gorman, Hazen T. 42. 
Graham, Stanley R. 101. 
Grand Bay, King's County, N. B. 40, 
41. 
Grand Lake Stream, Maine, 44.  
Grant, Roy, 50, Frontispiece.  
Great Sandy Desert, Australia, 75.  
Gregariousness, 112. 
Gregory, Tappan, 98.  
Griggs, E. 73. 
Grouse, ruffed, 27, 107, 116, 120.  
Guanacos, 16. 
Gullison, John, 54.  
Hair, specimens, 63.  
Hallam Company, Toronto, 54.  
Hames, A. M., 63, 75. 
Hanwell Road, York Co., N. B. 42.  
Hansen, Oscar, 118. 
Hare, varying, 104, 107.  
Harlow, Walter, 55.  
Harvey, York Co., N.B. 42.  
Hernando Island, B.C. 63.  
Hibben, Frank C. 57, 71, 77, 84, 101, 
114, 116. 
Hill, A. G., Forest Warden, 45.  
Hind legs, standing erect on, 115.  
Hogs, rootings resembling scrapes, 
64. 
Hounds, hunting, 22, 35, 124.  
Hudson Bay Company, 54.  
Hudson, Walter, 40.  
Hunter, J. A. 80. 

Hunts, ring, 16, 20, 22.  
Hurlutt Settlement, N.B. 107.  
Idaho, 93. 
Illinois, 25. Inca, 16.  
India, 69, 71, 75, 79, 84, 94.  
Indiana, 25. 
Indians, 15, 16, 19, 20, 21, 22, 70, 
72. 
Indian Devil, 23, 53. 
Indian Township, Washington Co., 
Maine, 44. 
Intelligence System, 58. 
Jack-lighting deer, 36. 
Jackson, C.F., 119. 
Jaeger, Elizabeth, 76. 
Jaguar, 61, 94, 101.  
Jay, Canada, 90.  
Jay, blue, 90.  
Jemseg, Queen's County, N.B., 52. 
Jesuits, 16.  
Johnson, Murray L., and Leo K. 
Couch, 118. 
Jolicure Ridge, New Brunswick, 50. 
Kalahari Desert, 75.  
Katalgar, Greatest of wild hunters, 
15. 
Keaton, James B. 93.  
Kedron Lake, Charlotte County, N. B. 
42. 
Kentucky, 25, 26. 
Keswick River, N. B. 104, 107.  
Klandaghi, Lord of the Forest, 15, 23. 
Koe-Ishto or Ko-Icto, the Cat of God. 
Kootenay District, B. C. 68.  
Kumoan Hills, India, 75, 82.  
Ladd, Virgil E., Game Warden, 44.  
Lamb, 98. 
Love, Frank W., 72. 
Lee brothers, lion hunters, 74.  
Ledge, the, Charlotte Co., N. B. 39.  
Leopard, 68, 69, 71, 75, 82, 90, 94.  
Levesque's Bog, Restigouche Co., N. 
B. 46. 
Lilly, Ben, 22. 
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Lion, African, 16, 82, 92, 114.  
Lion, California, 13. 
Lion, mountain, 14, 39, 57, 69, 70, 
71, 73, 74, 77, 84, 98, 99, 101, 111, 
114, 117, 118. 
Litter, size, 111.  
Longevity, 112. 
Louisiana, 21, 22.  
Lucas, Jason, 70.  
Lunxus, 23, 128.  
Lynx, 62, 67, 92.  
MacDonald, C. C., 46. 
Magellan, Strait of, 14.  
Magnus, Lester T. 119. 
Maine, 21, 25, 27, 38, 32, 36, 101, 
102, 127. 
Man, attacks on, 112, 125. 
Management, 16, 126. 
Marchette, 51. 
Maritime Provinces, 28, 51, 127. 
Marten, 102, 114. 
Maryland, 25. 
Mastersheet, for panther reports, 
59. 
Massachusetts, 25. 
Matto Grosso, of Brazil, 79. 
McBride, G.J., Forest Warden, 44. 
McCabe, Robert A., 92 
McDougal Lake, Charlotte Co., N.B. 
50. 
McKell, Allen (Guide), 54. 
McLean, D.D., 84, 114, 118. 
McLenahan, W. C., Forest Service 
inspector, 46. 
McNaughton Meadow Road, 
Northumberland Co., N. B. 48.  
Merritt, Wetmore, 51. 
Mexico, 94.  
Michigan, 25.  
Millville, York Co., N. B. 54.  
Mink, 102. 
Minnesota, 32, 56, 117, 119, 126, 
127. 
Miramichi River, N.B. 38, 72, 109.  

Missouri, 32, 119. 
Mississippi, 17, 21, 22, 27.  
Moncton, N.B. 56.  
Monogamy, 111.  
Morehead, Ludwig K. 127.  
Moore's Mills, Charlotte County, 
N.B. 44. 
Moose, 28, 72, 86, 98, 114.  
Mosquitoes, 102, 103. 
Mount Hamilton Range, California, 
119. 
Mouse, 14, 27, 115.  
Mullen, Bert and Ross, 51  
Mundleville, Kent Co., N.B. 50.  
Murie, Olaus J. 76. 
Muskrat, 102.  
Musselwhite, Arthur, 71. 
Narrows, the, Queen's County, N. B. 
96. 
Northeastern Wildlife Station, 39, 
59, 108. 
North Carolina, 25. 
Nova Scotia, 28, 32, 35, 56, 103, 117, 
119. 
O'Brien, W. J., Inspector, Forest 
Service, 50. 
Ohio, 25. 
Old Town, Maine, 53.  
Ontario, 21, 25, 32, 113, Appendix. 
Oregon, 96, 97, 112. Otter, 20, 102, 
116.  
Otter, sea, 123, 124. Pacific, 14, 113.  
Pampas, 14. 
Panther, eastern, 14, 16, 17, 19-22, 
24-33, 36-42, 45-58, 60, 62, 64, 67, 
68, 70-73, 77, 81, 82, 87, 90-105, 
107-109, 111, 113, 116-121, 123-
125, 127, Appendix. 
Parsons, Bliss, 50.  
Parsons, P. A. 74.  
Patagonia, 26. Peace River, 14, 26.  
Pelage, 113. 
Pennsylvania, 19, 21, 25, 26, 28, 32, 
119, 127. 
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119, 127, 
Penobscot Indians, 23.  
Penobscot River, Maine, 53.  
Percival, A. Blaney, 98.  
Peru, 16. 
Pigeon, passenger, 23.  
Piskehegan River, N.B. 42, 63.  
Pistol, .357 Magnum, 44.  
Pleistocene, 13, 27. 
Plymouth Rock, 26.  
Poison, 21, 22. 
Pollet River, Albert Co., N.B. 46, 47. 
Porcupine, 27, 93, 105, 107, 114.  
Porcupine Lake, Charlotte Co., N.B. 
115. 
Porter Brook, Northumberland 
County, N.B. 54. 
Post, scent, 77.  
Preble, Edward A. 72.  
Pretorious, Major P. J. (C.M.G., 
D.S.O. and Bar), 69.  
Pringle, Arthur, 72.  
Protection, of the panther, 124, 126.  
Provo, Utah, 118. 
Pugh's Crossing, N.B. 104. 
Puma, 14, 15, 16, 22, 61, 68, 69, 70, 
71, 72, 84, 92, 98, 103, 114, 117, 
118. 
Purdy, Hugh, 39, 40. 
Quebec, 24, 25, 26, 27, 56, 101, 102, 
113, 116, Appendix.  
Quetico-Superior, 22. 
Rabbits, 27. 
Raccoons, 27, 81, 105, 107, 114, 
126. 
 Radioactive materials, for tagging, 
103. 
Radio Broadcasts, 58. 
Railways, abandoned logging, 63.  
Rats, 118. 
Raven, 36, 65, 90, 91.  
Recent Period, 13, 14.  
Red Cross, 127.  
Regiment Creek, N.B. 104.  

Richibucto Road, York Co., 49. 
Rio Grande River, 101.  
Ritchie, R. 51. 
Robb, Dunbar, 119.  
Robertson, Havelock, 50. 
N.B. 
Robin, 90, 91. 
Royal Road, West, N.B. 109.  
Rutting period, 111. 
Saint John County, N.B. 65. 
Saint John Telegraph journal, 52.  
Salt Lake City, Utah, 73. 
San Mateo Mountains, New Mexico, 
74. 
Sass, Herbert Ravenel, 92, 119, 127.  
Saturday Evening Post, 127.  
Sawmills, abandoned sites, 63.  
Scats (see also Dung), 61, 85.  
Scavengers, 64, 65. 
Scent, location of kills by, 64.  
Schwartz, Black Jack, 20, 21, 57, 127.  
Scrape, of a panther, 63, 64, 77, 82, 
84, 98, 99, 100, 112.  
Sea-Cow, Stellar's, 23.  
Sell, Francis E. 78.  
Seton, E. T. 20, 76, 94.  
Sevogle River, Northumberland Co., 
N.B. 51, 52. 
Sex Ratio, 111.  
Sheep, 117.  
Sheep, bighorn, 14.  
Shenandoah National Park, 27.  
Sheriff, 126. 
Shoemaker, Col. W. H., 20, 127. 
Siemel, Sasha, 79, 94.  
Silver, Helenette, 127.  
Skull characteristics, 113.  
Skunk, 77, 114. 
Slugs, shotgun, 40, 41, 42.  
Smith, Sam J. 96.  
Smith, Samuel, 70.  
Smithsonian Institution, 32.  
Snake, grass, 91.  
Snodgrass, John, 41.  
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Snyder County, Penn., 19.  
South Carolina, 24, 25.  
South Legrange, Maine, 53.  
Spargo, John, 38, 56, 118, 127. 
Appendix. 
Springhill, York County, N.B. 55.  
SSG shot, for shotgun, 41. 
St. Lawrence River, 21. 
St. Nicholas River, Kent Co., N.B. 50. 
Stebler, A. M. 76. 
Stewart, G. Perley, Game Warden, 
48. 
Stigand, Capt. C. H. 94. 
Stillwater Bridge, Charlotte Co., N.B. 
45, 46. 
Stock, domestic (see Cattle, 
domestic). 
Stoner, Dayton, 114, Appendix.  
Square Forks, Sevogle River, 
Northumberland Co., N. B. 51.  
Squires, W. Austin, Curator, 55.  
Squirrel, grey, 90. 
Squirrel, red, 90. 
Tail, eaten by predators, 68. 
 Tay River, N.B. 109.  
Tallahassee, Florida, 92.  
Tennessee, 24, 25, 26.  
Territory, of panther, 63, 112.  
Tiger, "blue", 121, 122. 
Tiger, Indian, 69, 75, 82, 84, 94.  
Tiger, Sabre-toothed, 13, 26.  
Tingley, John, Game Warden, 49, 50. 
Townsend, John R. 95. 
Tracks, 60, 72, 73, 74, 78, 84, 108, 
109, 125. 
Trackers, native, 75. 
Track registration points, 76, 86, 99.  
Traps, steel, 22. 
Trappers, 102.  
Tschiffly, A. F. 72.  
Tuckey, Russel, 49.  
Turkey, wild, 21, 81.  
Umbagog Lake, N. H. 119.  

Upper Point DeBute, Westmorland 
Co., N.B. 49, 50. 
Upsalquitch River, N.B. 31, 46.  
Urine, 63, 82. 
Urine, odor of, 76. 
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 39.  
United States, 48, 101. 
Vancouver Island, B.C., 38, 63, 73, 
74, 75, 91, 112, 121, 125, 126.  
Vanderbeck, Perley W., Forest 
Ranger, 53. 
Vermont, 25, 26, 27, 32, 37, 38, 56, 
101, 102, 113, 127, Appendix.  
Vermont Forest Service, 55. Vicunas, 
16. 
Virginia, 25, 27, 72. 
War, use of panthers in, 16.  
Warwick Road, Northumberland Co., 
N.B. 53. 
Watling Island, Bahamas, 124.  
Weaning age, 111. 
West, G. A., Appendix. 
West Nashwaaksis Stream, N.B. 104, 
109. 
West Virginia, 25, 26.  
Williams, B. C., 72.  
Winchester rifle, .30-30, 54.  
Winter kill, 35, 118.  
Wisconsin, 25, 26. 
Wolf, timber, 13, 14, 20, 21, 36, 71, 
77, 90. 
Wolf, Dire, 13.  
Woodcock, 31, 120.  
Woollen, Arthur, 99.  
Wolverine ("Glutton"), 20.  
Wright, B. S., 56, 94, Appendix.  
Wright, George M., 117. 
Young, Stanley P., 56, 92, 98, 99, 
117. 
Young and Goldman, 45, 57, 69, 92, 
93, 94. 
Zuni Indian
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