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Mever Cry Bull Moose: Of Mooses and Men

The Case of the Scheming Gene

Susan Kray
University of llinois at Urbana-Champaign

“The days are gone when females were looked at as
passive objects in a landscape defined by active
male protagonists.” (Thomas Bass, inan interview
with anthropologist/primatologist Sara Hrdy, re-
ferring to studies of animal behavior [1988; 128))

“King Kong Lives!” {anonvmous movie fan).

Feminist analyses of “images of women” in the media
are common; feminist analyses of "images of men™ much
more rare. Here I offer an avis more rara than either: the
image of the moose, and, by refraction, the image of the man
who constructs the moose in a popular magazine, As we
shall see, it is a peculiarly male vision which is represented
in this article, a vision which this writer sdapis from the
serious biological sciences.

{1}f we ask which gendered humans have histori-
cally been concemed — indeed, obsessed —todis-
tinguish themselves from members of the other
gender, the answer is “men.” Similarly, it is men
who have been precccupied with finding the con-
tinuities between men and males in other species,
and between women and females in other species.
{Sandra Harding, “Androcentrism in Biology and
Social Science,” in The Science Question in Femi-
nism, p. Y.

Anditisaman who presents the moose we are shoul 1o meet.

Some investigators select an animsl model the
reflects their image of relationships presumed ©
exist in human society and then impose the lan-
guage and concepts ordingrily used o describe
human behavior apon thelr observations and inter-
pretations of snimal behaviors. (RButh Bleier,
1984: 27).
Althongh 2 has been the custom, sven smong some femi-
nists, @ speak of “women's language” as & deviation from
“language.” this narrative about & group of animals 25 ob-
served by 2 naturalist in the Alasks’s Densli Nations! Park
hightights the devistions of “men’s languege” fom “lan

guage.” What seem o be specifically male rhetorical
devices include the use of 2 non-human male viewpoint
character, the peculiar use of evocative imagery, the dis-
placement of vital information from the narrative w small-
print captions forthe photogreaphs, and the ordering of verbal
and pictorial information in the text o create 2 narative
about a male hero. The author creates this narrative through
stice-of-moose-life stories, conventional in texes of this
kind, using point-of-male-moose-view characiers,

This article on the Alaskan moose appeared in the
August 1987 issue of National Geographic. The inital two
pages show the following text over g full-color two-page
photograph that foregrounds a bull moose and backgrounds,
80 0 speak, a COW moose.

(iants of the Wilderness: Alaskan Moose
by Victor Van Ballenberghe
Photographs by Michio Hoshing (Figwe I}

Majestic in early morning mist, a bull moose in

Alasks’s Denali Nations! Park approaches a

possible mate afler catching her scent. Late

Seplember and early Ociober mark the peak of the

breeding season.

This text emplovs an interesting sirategy 1 make sure
that no matter what we come o learn shout the bull moose,
we reiain our inage of bis majestic approach, first to “his
possible mate,” then 1o possible male rivals, That strategy is
wooilect at the beginning of the article aseries of images and
the sccompanying language and photographs depicting the

ball moose a3 8 kind of wagulate macho home-boy, patrol-
bing “his” wrflooking for amate (and not, forexample, being
sought as one). As we shall soon see, he is 2 combatant
against rival bulls, and be “wins” “righis” o “his” females,
In sccondance with this strategy, three otber collections of
images are pushed ot of sight: (1) Ooe setof pushed-aside
These

wnages refiects the cow moose a8 “his female”
images occur 8t the beginning of the srticlke, 23 domesii
counierpoinis 1o the chorsography of the majestic hﬁ& who
is the main protagonist in hoth navrative and Hlastrations. (2)
A second sot of ohscured images reflect the cow moose as

Women and Language, vol I3, no. I, page 31



Photo by Michio Hoshino

combatant, hero and protector. These images occur ioward
the end of the text, as throw- away lines, as captions to
photographs, and as photographs much emaller and more
obscure than those depicting the bull moose atthe stari of the
article. Some of these images have to be pieced wgether
from scattered information in the article. (3) A third setof
ohscured images reflect the bull moose as a loser. These are
buried gt the end of the article, and are for the most part o be
inferred only by patient, determined piecing together of
scattered bits of text and illustration, This text therefore
constitutes not only a multiple female subject, buta multiple
m%&s subject and in facta mudtinle text. The story of the male
is that of 3 majestic, noble padron patrolling his territory and
ms subjects, who quietly deteriorates tdirough the article
until he emerges at the end a8 a victim — of the grizzly bear
and of his own naturs, The story of the female is thatof 2
quiet, responsive geisha-moose who gradually emerges as
an irascible squabbler, then as an ungovermable, willful
female whom the padron does not after all conirol, then as the
moose most likely 1o succeed aven against the grizzly that
decimates the bulls, Butone mustread the whole textinorder
1o discover all this information, because at the start the article
purports, as we have seen, 1o be about the “majestic...but
é@i}i«;ﬁ APPIOAC %’é ingl a possible mate after calching her
cent.” The fext continues with a z%emz%gway@sgw buil-
moose love j{i{i nture story inwhich fr start the male
mdividuated; be f:&g aei@ry wgﬁsﬂviai act ii‘;i‘% "{tﬁwa:"z@

44
o e

@z@{;%hw% w;g% mdividual other bull

are further individusted through names — “Number 557
“Scarface” and “"Whitey” — and case histories. Females, no
matter what they do, are kept in a kind of collective back-
ground: they are “cows” or “a cow” throughout the article,
no matter how noble an attentive reader may imagine thes

are revesling themselves © be:

At timberline on a hillside a bull moose with
majestic’ antlers strides among his dozen cows. He
sniffs for chemical signs of estrus that signal readi-
ness 1o breed.

Four hondred vards below, another bull approaches...
Suddenly the resident bull lunges forward. The two clash
antlers, each wrying to push the other back. .. For ten minutes
the bulls repeatedly brandish their antlers, thrash the bushes,
and clash, Finally the intruder, pushed back, whirls and runs
off. Swlking from the arena of scarved earth and broken
spruce lmbs, the victonous bull returns o his cows,

The winner of course takes all, all those unindividuated
passive, boring cows of his, that is. We have mentioned that
the text itself changes throughout the artcle. The primary,
abvious text, presented at the beginning, 18 a ‘f}-@az a combat-
ive, heroic, spectacular male hero and his dominated harem
of undifferentiated females. This text :’ié vides Ea nto
stories of Number 55, Scarface, and Whitey.

An aherr %&s@ reading is that the text starig ou it 10 be
about the male hero and ends up being about male victims

y # & L Feesmas S5 7Ny
ying of mi, either from wounds ;ww%{é n ?téfw;{? or

w

& 8

because the @%ﬁm ruf process has




female far Y, §
bull. At &.za ?}@g f

introduce obliguely inte Y
“waverin g moans” 10 which the male is atiracted. The point-
of-view character that inroduces the text as 3 whole {2 bull

moose, o §3€? specific) is not only the male, but, as we have
seen, the male as hero, a proud victor who retorns from batile
1o enjoy “his” females. In case any reader has missed the
point, the author continues, with an ode © the male moose,
acreature, itseems, of many adjectives, a veritable thesaurus
on the hoof:

An awesome beast, a bull moose may weigh 1,600
pounds, stand seven feet 3l at the grotesquely

muscular shoulders and neck, and raise 70 pound

antlers that spread seven feet — among the most
impressive structures of mammals. Little wonder
that “the sight of moose among the spruces” in-
spired in pioneer naturalist Charles Sheldon, who
explored here in the early 1900°s, “the conscious-
ness of the presence of 2 noble form of wild life.”
He also experienced a primitive aura of mysery
about the moose,” evoking a sense of creatures of

the long past.” (page 264)

So the noble hero has been brought on stage, full of
mgjésw primitive aura, inspiration and mystery. All that
TEMAIng 18 to investigate the noble hero's family life amids:
“his” dozen cows. The words “victorious bull returns 1o his
cows” have led us to believe that we will find a domineering
macho harem-keeper and 2 harem full of wavering moans,
emitied by cows lacking antlers and therefore nobility and

therefore somehow deprived by nature, which hasdone itio
the women 1, but compensated them by giving them a
bull fo watch over therm.

And in fact, for a whi i it does |
dealing wit Aarines é}f ﬁz% Tundra. On page
266, still near the from sf the articl d opposiie £

and-a-half close up of two bulimoose E‘%é& jocked in antler-
to-gntler combat (Figure 2) we learn that:

1 the Ungulat

During my seven years of moose research in Denali

MNational Park | have seen many spectacles of
nature but few as ﬁxf*iiii’i{ as a fight §§6 ween two
Such battles determine which bulls
breed. Losersnot ’miy 533% 0 wz%z:é i.g f‘ff‘ genesbut

stories about gene strategies, according to which gen
a%z@@szes ossessed by males, have plans for replica
, ves through various matin gsazsﬁ;fz‘g {gene strat-
A aisa} been invoked to explain why steplathers some-
their stepchildren and other "’ii’xi}s}ii human prac-
o). Hand in hand with the Myth Cycele of the Scheming
(ene, we have the corollary image of the male as freewhe el

s

ing gene-dealer, a creature driven by his scheming genes o
heights of glory and depths of devastation; life 1o the winner

vs. death in the im@a afternoon.:

The story seems dramatorgically satsfying; it has eve-
rything — Armstotle would perhaps approve. Butthesioryis
not the meat. Whatdoesn temerge until later, when you read
the small print of the captions and study the subplots buried
near the end of the article, is that (1) the winnersby and large
die, oo, (2) Not only the fighting, but the very growing of
“majestic antlers” burdens the physiclogy of the bull moose,
costing im both blood and strength and making him valner-
able to disease, starvation and predators. For example, four

times as many bulls as cows are knieé by grizzlies and other
menaces. {3} what the “winners” have won is the right to
hang around the cows (who are unburdened by antler grow-
ing and face-offs o the death and are steadily feeding their
faces throughout all these dramas) and to chase off other
bulls while (4) " The cows typicaily pay no attention o these

aggressive displays,” {Caption 1o above-mentioned moose
combat photo}, “resist being herded,” and busy themselves
with feeding and with fighting among themselves. And what

Photo by Mickio Hoshin



nover emerges at all unless you have caught up elsewhere
with the details of mooge sex life is that what he hangs around
for is the right 1o petition cach cow for about ten to fificen
seconds of intercourse once {count “em, once} during the
vear. In a “group of 1010 307 (page 266) that amounts o
maybe a total of 3 minute and 3 half 1o five minutes of
connubial delight per bull mooss per vear, Nor is the bull
moose a macho grandee soutting around demanding his
righis. As the cow begins going into heat, be is atiracted by
her scent 1o sniff around her; until she is good and ready, she
ignores him except 1o uiter a low-voiced protest and walk
iazily away. He politely hangs around, then demurely tries
again. When she permits, then he gets his fifteen seconds.
Jane Lancaster’s comments {with respect to primates)
refuting the “harem” model of animal behavior help us o
bring together all the disparate details moose life provided
here: “For afemale, malesare aresource in her environment
which she may use 1o further the survival of herself and her
offspring. If environmental conditions are such that the male
role can be minimal, a one male group is likely. Only one
male is necessary for a group of females ifhisonly role is to
impregnate them.” {quoted by Evelyn Fox Keller, 1983:
£11). Onpage 269, Van Ballenberghe savsofabull defeated
in bull moose battle that “A week later Thel lay dead. Hehad
gambled his reproductive future and lost.” Our bull sounds
like a jaunty, sporting fellow. But the fact is, the bulls do
generally lose, because they are weakened by the rutting
process. Whether they reproduce or not, the bulls have not
gambled, they've been sacrificed. As the article reveals
further on, the whole bull population, weakened by growing
“some of the most impressive structures among mammals”
— the anters — and by not feeding during rut, are easily
culled by grizzlies and by the harshness of winter and soon
most of them die. This information s tossed in nine pages
iater as part of 2 discussion on grizzlies and numbers:

Grizelies aiso affect the proportion of bulis. Cur
studies indicate that bulls are more vulnerable than
cows, and bears kill then at high rates. Bullsin
are less wary and in poorer physical conditon.
Cows feed throughout the rut; bulls do not, and lose
10 1o 15 percent of their body weight. Asaresult
cows outnumber bulls about three to one. Cows
also live about five years longer than bulls — 20
vears or more, if wolves do not get them. {page
278y

And we have to wait untid page 273 1o learn that 3 550
pound bear is big encugh to kill even the largest bull moose”
{the word “even” is deceptive; apparently grizelies ars more
tikely to kill even the largest bull moose than 1o kill a cow)
and 10 page 274 10 568 3MO0Se running ufﬁ a g&ziyw o 58e
2 cow moose running off 2 grizely, that is. She's notnamed

or incorporated into the narrative, buto mgﬁ;ﬁs@ inthe
caption 1o a series of three photos,

At ifcows had been dying off at the rate described for
bulls, and bulls had been ;";g”@fés:smg the cows or calves, can

vou imagine the rheworic? And if the cows insiead of the

-
LY 4

&

Women and Language,

bulls had proved oo weak w survive their reproductive
period, i is not inconceivable that the author would have
claimed that the cows have become superfluous and so the
herd liveson without them. No where does he state, however
that the bulls are superfivous after mating and that natore (4
the instigation, perhaps of scheming female genes) therefore
dispenses with them,

On page 269, in a caption o a page size photwo showing
2 bull moose hanging around at a distance from a grazing
group of cows, the author finally describes the true social
status of the bull:

Biding his time, a patient bull keeps watch over a
herd of cows... waiting for them o come into estrus
and accept his advances. Normally solitary in
summer, cows band wgether during the rut. They
rebuff prematore attempis at mating, though the
occasional nuzzle.. is permitted. They resist being
herded and move about as they please, closely
followed by their attendant bull.

In other words, this guy hasn'teaten for davs, and worn’t dine
well again dli spring, and he’s following these ladies from
restaurant to restaurant while they stoff themselves, He's
waiting for his magical moment. They're going to live
through the winter. Maybehe won’t. Andall inorder tokesp
himself available for them, which enterprise the author calls
“dominating his cows.”

Yet the article does leave the reader with an impression
of splendor among the mooses. It does this by the way it
arranges the text. The first two pages of the article, pages
264-5, occupy themselves with description of the splendid
landscape and of the encounter between the two combative
bulls, which is presented as a typical hour in the life of the
bull, but which, as we learn later, can happen only during that
short season of the vear called “rut.” (Atother seasons, bulls
have neither antlers nor the company of cows). On page 266-
267 we had the page and 2 half phoio of close up head-to-
head bull moose combat, captioned:

Head-on combat erupts during the fall rutting sea-

son 2s bulls vie for dominance and the right to breed

with & particular group of cows. Such viclent

clashes follow lengthy posturing and maneuvering

for position. The wesker bull usually refreats

before being gored, ceding his mating rights to the

victor. The cowstypically pay no attengion 10 these

aggressive displays. (Figure 2%
Several matters are masked here. First, the word “domi-
nance” in the second line is six lines away from the descrip-
tion of the cows” behavior, Over whom or what i3 this bull

riing “dominance,” since the “cows typically pay no

ntion o these aggressive displays” and, in1ext the author
rerly reserves for two more pages, the cows “rebuff the
tor until they 're ready™ and “resist b )x,,né, gherded?” Dothe
s dominate each other? g%ﬁi they don’t live in groups
XL :g}i in winter, AL most, they repel each other. The
winning bull can’tbe described as “dominant,” therefore bt
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at most 25 “repeliant.”  Second, the language bere and
throughout the article implies that the bulls gre fighting for
mating rights. However the texi clearly shows that the bulls
have no mating rights. What the winner geis is the power 1o
drive other bullsaway from the vicinity of cows so hecan be
the only one hanging around as they come intoestrus; he then
geis woapply for permission tormate. Rights, inany event, are
2 human construct, Moose don’t have rights. They have
power or lack of power.

Second, the discourse about noble gambling males,
males’ mating righis, and males’ reproductive future is part
of a larger discourse in the biological sciences about male
genes having strategies to perpetuate themselves, as though
genes were conspiratonial little generalitos with long range
plans in their heads. This is of course 2 male myth based on
a metaphor (Mstrategy™), not a scientific discovery or “fact”
The myth has been used o “explain” such diverse human
phenomena as abusive stepfathers and men who fall in love
with younger women. Here it is used as the basis for an
explanation of bull moose combat.

So commitied is the asthor 1o his noble bull and the
scheming gene that we are on pages 272, 273, and 274; that
is, eight, nine and ten pages into the ariicle, before we find
put what kind of fighting the cow moose do. Onpage 260 we
iearned about “the serious business of rulting...when bulls
fight and court and breed.” Three pages later we find out
about cows and fighting and courting and breeding.

Photo by Michio Hoshine

Figure 3

On pages 272-3 we see a close-up, occupying the top
two thirds of both pages, of acow, ears laid back, threatening
another cow with her hoofs, The other cow doesn’t look
particularly impressed. {These cow moose are blasée). The
caption reads:

Irritable and edgy before breeding, cows periodi-

callylashoutateachother, reacting aggressivelvio

the social tensions of being in 2 group. Fights

between females are brief and usually victimiess,

(Figure 3}

Compars page 270, early in the article, accompanying lurid
close-ups of antlers coated with blood: ...these bulls spar as
a warm-up 1o breeding battles. Remember that on page 269
we read about “the serious business of rufting... when bulls
fight and court and breed.” One gets the distinct impression
that bull mooses have serious business o attend to; they spar
for breeding battles, Cows merely get edgy {once a vear
bitches?) and sguabble; why, they don’t even produce vic-
{ms.

But even more interesting is the contrast between the
position and description of the “exciting spectacle” of bull
moose combat on page 266, two pages into the article and
sccompanied by a large close up photo, with the following
description of cow moose combat on page 274. This
description is not even part of the text, but is a caption for a
series of three photos, not as close-up as the two bulls,

[



showing a grizzly, a moose cow, and 2 moose calf. This
caption has & somewhat offhand tone to it, devoid of any
rhetoric of nobility.

Sworming to the rescue, 2 cow rushes w confront a
hungry grizzly.. that barreled out of the bush in
pursuit of her calf as she was browsing nearby,
Without her intervention the four-week-old calf
would have joined grim statistics: Of s hondred
calves born each spring in eastern Denali National
Park, 85-90 die by autumn. Many succumb ©
bears, therest to wolves or natural accidenis. While
a mature MoOsSe can oulrun a bear or occasionally
repel one with antlers, a calf has no defenses,
though it can swim from birth and will take to water
when in danger. Staying close o mother, prefera-
bly right underneath her, offers the best chance for
survival, (Figure 4)

We notice that while bulls clash, cash and spar, the active,
colorful verbs disappear when we talk about the cow protect-
ing the calf. In fact the cow herself disappears as a subject.
Not the cow, but “staying closs” “offers” the calf the best
chance of survival. Moreover, one is impelled w0 ask why,
since a mature cow moose has no antlers, she isn’t described
as being noble and inspiring when she “storms o the rescae”
against g grizzly “barreling out of the bush in pursuit of her
calf.” One of the factors that make it unlikely that the casual

Photo by Michio Hoshino
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reader will raise this guestion is that some of the relevant
information was dropped inio 2 different narrative on the
preceding page: 550-pound bear is big enough to kill even
the largest bull moose (page 273) and some more of the
relevant information is not given until three pages later, on
page 277:

*We have seen enough encounters o know that moose
almost invariably run from bears, unlike their defensive
stands against wolf packs."{page 277) S0 when we first
encounter the cow charging the grizzly we may have forgot-
sen: that bears can kill even the largest bull mooses and we
don’t vet know that “moose almost invariably run from
bears.” It is not until page 278 that we get the rest of the
information we need to see what a truly noble, inspiring, etc.,
feat the cow’s attack on the grizzly is; Grizzlies also affect
the proportion of bulls. Our studies indicate that bulls are
more valnerable than cows, and bears kill therm at high rates.
Bulls in rut are less wary and in poorer physical condition.
Cows feed throughout the rut; bulls donot, and lose 101w 15
percent of their body weight. As a result, cows outnumber
bulls about three to one. Cows also live about five years
longer than bulls, 20 years or more, if wolves do not get
them.

In other words, the poor noble inspiring bull can’teven
protect kimself, let alone anvone else. He doesn’t resist
grizzlies effectively; he dies. He’s certainly no good o the
cows and the calves. His sole contribution 1o the domestic
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of stud service percow, Yetth
poor bull gets all f"ﬁa éﬁzﬁr*ﬁﬁza 1 language: aw{%m?zgf?f‘g{:
fic, impressive, ng, clashing, thrashing, sparrin
inspir gﬁgg gamblin g mg;magz fosing, stalking, etc. The
cows merely get o be irritable and edgy, to lash out, or 10
storm 0 a rescue oraftily hidden in 2 caption ten pages into
thetext. Smncethi :;’ so’tfair, I propose o rewrite &{;z“'zs:t of this
éz‘amgz, inmy version, the story of the noble 1d first,
with all the ga}aﬁ ;éa ggzags; while the mgz s 810
shipped into captions and middle g}gmgsagé“«g

welfare is his fiftesr

GIANWTS OF THE WILDERNESS:
ALASKAN MOOSE

Majestic in early morning mist, a cow moose in
Alaska’s Denali National Park browses among the spruces
while a possible mates moos at her. Late September and
early October mark the peak of the breeding season. Al
timberline on a hillside a majestic cow moose sirides among
her dozen fellow cows, ignoring the bull moose who loiters
along a few dozen yards away at a polite distance. Fowr
hundred yards away, a grizzly comes barreling out of the
bushes. Suddenly, thecow lunges forward. The grizzly iwies
10 dodge around her o get at the calf trotting along nearby.
But the cow rushes the intruder, then brandishes her hooves,
Finally the intruder, pushed back, whirls and runs off.
Stallking from the arena of scarred earth and broken spruce
timbs, the victorious cow returns 1o her fellow cows. Shehas
gambled her reproductive future and won. She ignores the
steadily weakening bull who stili loiters along behingd them,
He hasn’t eaten for days, he's irritable, edgy and weak, and
he will have barely enough strength (0 squabble with his
fellow bulls, before managing a fifteen-second stud per-
formance and perhaps disappearing into the woods 1o die.

But he has done his duty, hanging arcund the group of
cows, keeping himself available and on call degpite his own
needs, remaining available for mating one by one with group
members as they ovolate, An awesome beast, the cow moose
keeps in shape for the serious business of repelling predators
by sparring with other females. Although the ferocious
grizzly, the wolf, and other environmental factors 1ake 85 1o
90 percent of the calves during their first sunmer of life, i%ze
swesome, magnificent, noble, impressive cow manages
save the remaining 15 percent. S%za can f1ght most ﬁ;f@»
tively for the calf when she keeps the calf nearby, prefersbly
rightundemeath her. Unfortunately the starving bullis usin
his antlers and his last remaining strength to challenge other
bulls to street wars, and is therefore no help at all, The cows,
however, tolerate his presence on the fringe of the aﬁ;z%&?}
constituted female grazing group until they have all s:z
himin ﬁ?aﬁﬁﬁ When they are finished with him, they move
on, and he follows along as well as hen can. Not that they
care. ?{gmaﬁa fnay want 1o note that bulls and cows do rw
fight with each other, and nobody forces his or her sexua

AHentions on anYone %E&J This is due to the strategy of 8‘&
female’s genes, which is to achieve reproduction of 2 polite
generation of moose,

MNOTES

1. Majestic antlers can kill. Who they kill is the bull that uses up
his strength and nuirient resowrces growing them, then busies
himself with antlering other bulls while the cows are busy
feeding against the deprivations of winter. Then the grizzlies
get the bulls and they die. Very majestic.

2. Scheming genes don’tonly get their owners (or lessors? ) into
fights; it seems that they can also be responsible for deer songs
and maybe for moose bellows. The photograph at the start of
this article seems 1o show a bull moose vocalizing 8t 2 cow
maose,  An (untitled) article in the May 1988 Discover
explains that {(with respect 1o mooses” cousins the deer) “male
songs can sctuslly stimulate the ovulation of females” (page
203, “For males the reproductive advantage in all this is
considersble. The faster a stag can stimulate his harem 1o
ovulate, the better chance he has to mate before 2 stronger
male displaces him. In some deer groups 2 healthy male with
a good roar could father 26 percent more offspring in a season
than one who stays quiet.”

The implications are staggering. Deer evolution appar-
ently selects for roaring papas. About “harems” see my
discussion of the moose. “Male reproductive advantage” here
seems to consist of Joudmouths edging out softer-spoken suit-
ors so that londmouths can mate before predators, harsh
winters, and their fellow males fell them in their tracks, taking
them out of the reproductive game {orever

As in the moose article, we learn the truth in the throw-
away lines near the end of the article where the primary male
interest is “also” supplemented by a possible famale interest,
atributed, unlike the rest of the information, to the opinion of
the womaen (a zoologist) who did the research:  “[Karen]
McComb thinks the female also gets something outof this: the
earlier in the spring a calf is born, the better chance it has of
surviving, and the greater the opporiunity the female has o
regain her strength and give birth again the next season.”
Another way of looking at the matter is that rutting male
ungulates serve female reproductive advaniage by eliciting
early ovulation, hanging around until the fernales come one by
one into early heat, and being available 1o the females (i not
displaced by another male) so 28 to produce early, more viable
offspring with a longer recovery time for the female after-
ward.

3. The adverbs [ use here I base on my viewing of 5 levision
program on the Alaskan moose. It is difficult to see how
anyone could watch the process and sgll irmgiﬁc that the bull
moose is dominating 2 hﬁ:m The cow’s reaction to the bull
18 bored. Absent-minded. Ho-hum tdme on the tundra. Of
course we know he’s only got fifteen seconds per cow in him;
maybe she does too.
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