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Migration movements

Prioritized Spring ConnectiJ!ity Within and Between Habitat Patches
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Dispersal movements
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Dimension 3

Gene flow
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Range shifts
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Range shifts
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Priority taxa and areas
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Priority taxa and areas
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Priority taxa and areas

At risk species:

* Federally listed

« SOC category 1 or 2
« SGCN

http://mtnhp.org/SpeciesOf
Concern/?AorP=a



Priority taxa and areas

SWAP community types of greatest conservation need
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Priority taxa and areas

SWAP focal areas

REGION 6
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REGION 7
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Data for Prioritization

1. Road-related data:
collisions, traffic
volume, etc.

2. Fine-scale wildlife
movement data

3. Population status and
iImpacts

4. Impact studies




Data for Prioritization

MDT-managed carcass
database



Data for Prioritization
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Data for Prioritization

Elk GPS collar
study areas

bl
4 P -
ﬁT‘_ ‘.EI

k GPS Study Areas # Complete
1. Bangtails 9. Greeley 17. N. Yellowstone 2007 .
2. Big Creek 10. Greycliff/ Work Creeks 18. N. Yellowstone 2016 = Ongoing
3. Blackfoot/Clearwater ~ 11. Madison 2005 19. N. Yellowstone 2017
4. Blacktail 12. Madison 2018 20. Pioneer Mountains ﬁ
5. Deer Creek 13. Mill Creek 21. Red Lodge Proposed
6. E. Bitterroot 14. Missouri River Breaks  22. Sage Creek Elk Distribution
7. Elkhorns 15. N. Madison 23. Tendoy Mountains
8. Gallatin 16. N. Sapphire 24. Tobacco Root Mountains

25. W. Bitterrogt




Mule Deer
GPS collar
study areas

Data for Prioritization

Mule deer distributiol

| General range RSN, ‘ ? %@?

[ Winter range " Mule Deer GPS Study Areas

- Survey trend areas J . Devil's Backbone 7. Energy study, HD651
Boxelder Creek 8. Energy study, HD703

Status of GPS study Bitterroot, HD204 9. Rocky Mountain Front, South

Bitterroot, HD270 10. Region 1, HD109
CWD Study, HD401  11. Region 1, HD103
CWD Study, HD600  12. CWD Study, Philipsburg
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Elk Population Objective Status (Number) - 2018

Elk Objective Status - By Number pkanber Above Objective Range

Number Below Objective Range |:| 11t0 200
B - - 200 [ ] 201 to 1000
[ -110-200 I 1001 to 2000

[ ek survey Unit Boundaries
Y [ within Objective Range I - 2000

D Elk Management Unit Boundaries

\\Projects\213\ObjectiveStatusMaps\EIK\2018\EIkObjective2018_Number.mxd - Not a Hunting District |:] Not Applicable (No stated objective, no wintering elk
MFWP - GDS - SW 7/18/2018 or no survey flown)
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Future collaboration

1. Wildlife movement
across highways:
priority or problem?

2. Integrated conservation
planning

@ \ Craig Jourdonnais
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Male Grizzly Bear Dispersal Corridors
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Male Grizzly Bear Dispersal Corridors
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Future collaboration

Wildlife movement
across highways:
priority or problem?
Integrated conservation
planning

Relative importance of
roads and other habitat
threats

Focal areas & targets
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Justin Gude




Gene flow

Swan
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[:] Sample areas

Proctor et al. 2012.
Population fragmentation
and inter-ecosystem
movements of grizzly
bears in western
Canada and the northern
United States. Wildlife
Monographs 180:1-46.




