Mountain Goat Status and Inventory
Needs in British Columbia
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Mountain Goat Distribution

A Occasional

Relative Abundance of Mountain
Goats by Region

CUrrentt Estimates 59,000 to 67,000
Statusi G5, S4, Yellow
BE has 0% of*the Mtn Goats in Canada




Mountain Goat Population Trends
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From 1950 to 1975 goat numbers

declined in many areas (Foster 1976)
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Mountain Goat Harvest Trends
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Coarse Filter Status Assessment
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(Hilbernr 2000) (Wade, 1998)
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British Columbia
Game Management Zones

1a Southern VancouverIsland 6a Queen Charlotte
1b Northern Vancouverlsland 6b North Coast
1c  Knight Inlet 6¢c  Upper Nechako
2a South Coast 6d Upper Skeena
2b Fraser Valley 6e Stikine
3a West Fraser 6f Atlin
3b Nicola 70a Upper Fraser
3c Bonaparte 70b Fort George
3d North Thompson 70c  Mcleod Lake
4Ea Fernie 70d Omineca
4Eb Cranbrook 70e Upper Finlay
4Ec Golden 7Pa South Peace
4Wa Nelson 7Pb  North Peace
4Wb Revelstoke 7Pc  Northeast Rockies
ba Quesnel Highland 7Pd  Liard
bb Cariboo 7Pe Fort Nelson
5¢  North Chilcotin 8a Similkameen
5d South Chilcotin 8b Okanagan
be Central Coast 8c Monashee

8d Kettle




Estim ates of Mountain Goat PBR compared to known Legal Reported Harve st

GMZ
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British Columbia
Game Management Zones

1a Southern Vancouverisland 6a Queen Charlotte
1b  Northern Vancouverlsland 6b North Coast
1c  Knight Inlet 6¢c  Upper Nechako
2a South Coast 6d Upper Skeena
2b Fraser Valley 6e Stikine
3a West Fraser 6f Atlin
3b Nicola 70a Upper Fraser
3c Bonaparte 70b Fort George
3d North Thompson 70c Mcleod Lake
4Ea Fernie 70d Omineca
4Eb Cranbrook 70e Upper Finlay
4Ec Golden 7Pa South Peace
4Wa Nelson 7Pb North Peace
4Wb Revelstoke 7Pc  Northeast Rockies
5a Quesnel Highland 7Pd  Liard
bb Cariboo 7Pe Fort Nelson
5c North Chilcotin 8a Similkameen
5d South Chilcotin 8b Okanagan
be Central Coast 8c Monashee
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Mtn Goat Fine Filter Assessment

3 .
I Metapopulation Structure

Houston et al. 1994




Mountain Goat Assessment Needs

Update current population estimates using a
provincially: standardized methodology.

Revisit the coarse-filter assessment based on
revised population estimates and 2000-04
harvest.

Develop a fine-filter assessment methoedology.

Develop andl moenitor provincial standards or
data collection), sterade), analysis and reperting.

Establishr benchmark areas fior population
MONIteKING:

Moeniter reaahdistrisutienand evels o
IRdUstral/commercial actVity IRt anarnealr:
meURtaINNgeat FaREES:

ImproVeEr existing provineciali-levelshapitat
mappine (BERFtorassessHhapitat stitabiity.



Mtn Goat Inventory Issues and Needs

¢

Mountain %oat surveys
generally have low precision
— e.d. Robson Valley (Poole et

al. 2000): 2100 Goats| (95%
CI: 1200-3800)

Sightability is lew' and
variable (bias)

— e.d. 55 to 84% (Gonzalez-
\/eyer et al. 2001).

Sex/age classification IS
unreliales

At best, aerial surveys detect
Proad poepUlation trENGS OVEr
time;

Mountalnr ezt popllations ake
sUrveyedinireguently,

Region 3:

¢ Mountain goat inventory is our
highest priority (other than
caribou). We have not done
complete goat population

inventories since the late 1980's.”

Region 5:
» Probably normere than 25-30%
off the geat habitat in the region

has) ever had ar population
IAVERtorRy.”

Region 6:

9  GOats are aVvery: Migh priority.
andl definitely have net: received
the attention they: deserve.”

REGIoN &
s Mountain geats arerarhigh
PRICKItY/ O RVERtOR+






