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SNAMP Fisher Orphan Rescues 1 Spring 2010

U Two denning females were killeoh late
April/early May (knew locations of den
trees in both cases)

U Based on knowledge of other kit
rescues in CA, we planned (F31), or
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F25 i- roadkill on Hwy 41 near
Fish Camp (May 2, 2010)

h-' L % s ST | We contacted/informed Esther Burkett,
mains found Apr 27, 2010 Deana Clifford of CDFG after each kit
~ | rescue event, all kits immediately

transported to Fresno Chaffee Zoo for
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Background 1: Fisher Biology, Denning Season |

[

U During denning season (lakéar - Jung_ .
females produce kits y | GANWSISEF 1 3
U Kits moved among-5% trees April to mid Junf

U Spring period risky for fishers; denning s
females regularlylie, leaving orphans behin /- 2

U Hoopa, Kings River, CA Reintroduction,

SNAMP Fisher Projects all closely monitor |
female behavior durindenningseason

Background 2: Orphan Kit Situations/Rescues |4 /

Hoopa Fisher Project3 orphan situations, 1 live kit
survived- penreared/releasedifmage bottom righi)

Kings River Fisher Projecg orphansituations, 2 live
kits retrieved (1 died shortly after extraction), 1 pen
reared/released

SNAMP Project3 orphan situations, 5 live kits rescug
1 died during bottle feedingl penreared/released

(Image bE|OV\) DNR wildlife biologist Scott
. . . . Horton climbs a cedar snag to
Olympic Peninsula Fisher Projedt:orphan locate a den containing two

situation, 2 live kits rescuedtbf right); both Srphan isher Kies:
survived through pefmearing to release 55
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Question 1: Should Orphaned Fisher Kits be Rescued?

SOME IMPORTANT CONSIDERATIONS:
A Is the species endangered, threatenedjust rare/luncommon?

A Is there an established policy within Department of Fish & Gam
or US Fish & Wildlife?

A Is precedence important? E.g., several other major studies in (
had previously rescued kits with minimal controversy

A What happens when the research is high profile, of manageme
importance, of great public interestnd a controversial listing
decision is pending?

A Dowildlife/conservation professionals have an ethical obligatior
to rescue rare, or uncommon wildlife when it is possible?

Question 2: What Should the Final Disposition be for
Rescued and Pen-reared Fisher Kits?

MULTIPLE POSSIBILITIES EMERGED @\éefngs/conf. calls:

x Release the animals as close to area of origin as practicable (= DFG Policy
Consider objectives of SNAMP/KR research: release elsewhere, but nearby
Donate the animals to regional zoo for education purpqﬁeeey want them)
House kits at research facility for scientific studys=z
Humanely euthanize the animals
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Zoo Veterinarian Lewis Wright I*Den tree rescues

‘)MLV

T T .
i3 v ) 30
L

_'/ F31 kits, Apr 30, 2010
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Disposition of Penned Kits? Other Considerations

fr—

x Do not release the animals nearby
related to genetics/future possible
genetic research

x Do not release the animals nearby &
avoid research interference with
existing, non-studied population

x Release in areas of vacant but suitable :
habitat in Yosemite NP or Stanislaus NF [EERBAR. Rayad = Wat
in accordance with long term Name source: Students Source: North Fork Mono
conservation goals t Yosemite High School | Indian Tribe

x  Release in northern California
translocation study population

x Release over crest of Sierras, or farther
south in Sequoia NF/Nat. Monument

F 31 KY t' s AMowg!l i 0o & ILDayinl
Outdoor Pen: Eric Wolters (Fresno Wildlife
Rehabilitation) Property near Oakhurst, CA

After much debate, failure of researchers & stakeholders to reach
consensus, DFG made decision - kits should be released back to wild

Single Year, Non Binding Decision:

x One pair slated for release in maternal range in SNAMP Area
x 20 ) ANJ G2 06S NBftSILaSR Ay avl)
A Research Plan was Formulated:

. . F25 female

1. SNAMP Fisher to monitor Vs el
released kits as part of ongoing here Oct 2
research '

2. Data on kit movements/survival
used to understand if pen-reared
orphans will survive in wild

3. Decision, policy formulation may
be based on the outcome

How are the kits doing and
what have they been up to?




OrphaniKits: rimmediatecpost releaseRecentmovem

@ Oct 2to Nov 30
@ Dec 1 to Present
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Fisher Kit M27
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@ Oct2to Nov 30
@ Dec 1to Present
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