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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 1: Central Interior Terrestrial Study Area

Ecoregions are large areas of land or water defined by their distinct climate,
geology and native species. The siudy area boundary corresponds with that

of the Montane Cordillera Ecoregion as originally delineated by Bailey (1985)

and Environment Canada (Wiken 1986) and then modified by TNC and NCC
for use in their Ecoregional sments in the continental United States
Alaska, Hawai and Canada. The terrestnal study area spans 25,685,488 ha
I'wo ecoprovinces (Sub-Boreal Intenor and Central Interior) are found within
the Montane Caordlilara Ecoregion. For the pur 5 of this ecoregional

assessment the study area is referred to as the Central Interior Scale 1:3,000,000
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0 1530 B0 Kilometres
IS |
1 |

S Ao =
CR 60 Miles NATURE CDNSER‘»’ATIDN-!
CONSERVANCY 7 NATURE

jon. BC Albers Equal Area




59°N

58°N

57°N

56°N

55°N

54°N

53°N

52°N

51°N

50°N

CQ Terrestrial Study Area

(73 Freshwater Study Area
Ecological Drainage Units

Bella Coola - Dean
Homathko - Klinaklini
Iskut - Lower Stikine
Middle Fraser
Thompson

Upper Fraser

Upper Nass

Upper Peace

Upper Skeena

" RRRXRUTRRR

Populated Places

Transportation
“_ Major Highway

“_ Minor Highway
Hydrology

River
Lake

Ocean

CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 2: Central Interior Freshwater Study Area

Ecological drainage units (EDU) are comprised of river ecosystems that
share a common zoogeographic history and therefore likely have a distinct
set of freshwater assemblages and habitats. The freshwater study area
includes EDUs that have the majority of their area within the terrestrial
boundary. Complete drainage systems were included in the analysis rather
than cutting them at the terrestrial boundary and this resulted in a study area
that is larger than its terrestrial counterpart. The area of the freshwater study
area is 38,729,060 ha.
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 3: Land Ownership and Management

The majorty of the Central Interior Freshwater and Terrestrial gludy areas is
pravincial crown land, followed by protected areas and private land

Managed Land

Provincial Crown Land...........iie. 84%
Provincial Park / Prolected Area....... 12%
Frivate Land I
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Conservation Trust Land. .. i =1%
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 4: Terrestrial Assessment Units

For the termestrial analyses, 500 hectare hexagons were used as the

assessment unils. There are a tolal of 51,651 hexagons used in the Central

Intarior Ecoregional Assassmeant. Uging a consistantly sized assessment unil

eliminates one variable of uncertainty in the MARXAN algonthm. The

rationale far this size was that it was "sufficient for efficiently representing

local-scale largets in small functional sites while allowing for aggregation of

ecological systems inlo extensive landscape scale conservalion areas”

(Meely et al. 2001).
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 5: Terrestrial Ecological Systems

This map represents the predicted distnbution of the 25 ecological systams
or "coarse filter" consarvation targeis within the {errestrial study area
Terrestrial ecological systems are groups of plant community types that tend
to co-occur within landscapes with similar ecological processes, substrates,
andlor environmental gradients. Biogeoclimatic Zones, Vegetation Resource
Inventary, and DEM-derived lopographic fealures were combined, alang with
expart knowledge, as input for this prediclive modsl
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:
Map 6: Terrestrial Fine-Filter Data

This map represents the locations of individual terresinal plan! and animal
targe! epecies and populations [ sub-populations for the Central Interior ERA
Special features (2.q., karst, hot springs) and rare communities (2.9., Sitka
Spruce/Salmonberry Dry) are also represented in this map. The terrestrial
fine-filter data were derived from a number of sources including the BC
Conservalion Data Cenlre along with other agencies and individuals in
British Columbia
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 7: Ecosystem Services - Carbon Storage

Ecosyslem services are a measure of the benefits (o humana from the

resources and processes of natural ecosystems. To halp inform decizion

makers economic values are often assigned  Carbon Dioxide value was used

to represent the ecosystem service value of carbon storage. Raw carbon

storage data came from the World Resources Institute and was originally

measured in lonnes/heclare on a grid of approximately 83 km2. The dala

were adapted lo account for a managed landscape rather than the assumead

natural landscape; the value of carbon was decreased by 10% (roughly

adapted from Kurz, Beukema and Apps, 1988), Large bodies of water were Scale 1:3,000,000
not included in the final layer. To convert carbon to carbon dioxide the carbon

values were mulliplied by 44/12 (the ratio of the molecular weighl of carbon

dioxide to carbon), Finally the amount of carbon dioxide was mulliplied by 0 1530 60 Killometres
$8.46 (the price per tonne of carbon dioxide on the Chicago Climate | |
Exchange and New South Vales and the EU Emissions Trading Scheme on —'J—T -——ll-— = [

March, 1%9th, 2008) to obtain an economic value for carbon dioxide.
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 8: Ecosystem Services - Recreational Angling

Ecosystem services are a measure of the benefits 10 humans from the
resources and processes of nalural ecosysiems. To help inform decision
makers aconomic values ara often assigned Hecreational angling ecosystem
sarvice value was developed based on modeled angler affort and walershed
sensitivity databases supplied by Eric Parkinson (UBC, Ministry of
Environment), Areas with stocked lakes were excluded. Mel present value
was calculated with a 4% discount rate over a lime scale of 25 years. The
number of angler days supported by each walershed was calculated. Tha
angler days ware multiplied by $240.47 (this value is the approximate amount Scale 1:3,000,000
of money spent by anglers per day fishing in BC's freshwater regions in 2005
from the Recreational Fishing Survey of Canada) to give the economic value.

A mullicriteria evaluation (MCE) incorporating slope, annual precipitation 0 1530 50 Kilometres
densily of alluvial slreams, soil, percent of forest land cover, and lake | L

buffering capacity was usad {o create a sensitivity score. The MCE value was —J—T -—-lr— T 1
multiplied by the economic value to give an economic loss score. The
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 9: Ecosystem Services - Timber Production

Ecosystem services are a maasure of the benafits 1o humans from the
resources and processes of natural ecosysiems. To help inform decision
makers economic values are often assigned. Timber supply (volume) dataset
was supplied by Olaf Schwab, Faculty of Forestry, UBC, as a 1.6km* grid.
Areas outside the Timber Harvesting Land Base (thib) or within large bodies
of water were removed. Timber net present value was calculated with a 4%

calculated by subtracting costs (slope based harvest costs, transporiation to
processing centre, and silvicullure) from benefits (average selling price of Scale 1:3,000,000
species (3/m3) * timber supply velume (m3/ha)).
0 1530 B0 Kilometres
ST 1
| =) S
0 15 30 60 Miles

5

DawsonGreek
e T

A
' 1 Marritt /™

I: - ! { ;'\1' il
1 '4 "; "l

123°W 12z2'w 1w

ALBERTA

.ﬂ._-_lgl,:5| 2010

Projection. BC Albers Equal Area

™
NATURE ! CGNSERV&TION*
CONSERVANCY ™~ +“NATURE

5B°N

5T*H

S6'N

L

S4°N

51'H

5I°N

51°H

S0°N



133°W 122"W 131™"W 1207W 128°W 128°W 12T°W 126%W 125"wW 124w 123°W 122"W 121°W 120w 119w 1w 1"rw

£3°N

L

SE'N

8°N

o
z &
&
\'l
g & E
W ALBEHRTA
\,.\.

- =z
= &
A \
wr I .‘-.

'..'.'Inn'rlg’-\‘.::ﬂ!'lk
et ..'
Chehanymd .I - "
.-"HI_‘-'__‘l |
=
5 =
Tumbler Rigoe = |t
o w

55°N

£
z &
3
J|E
= &
Central Interior _ & B A : i AT p z
& &S Ecological Drainage Units A\ RSN - 2 18 A e -
Freshwater Assessment Unit
#  Populated Places
" “\_ Major Highway ' : '
“_» Minor Highway
Hydrology
=
River B

50°H

Lake

Ocean

CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 10: Freshwater Assessment Units

Freshwater assessment units are third order watersheds from BC's
walershed allas. There are a total of 7,297 walersheds, ranging betweean 26
and 255,528 hactaras, within the study area
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 11: Freshwater Ecological Systems

This map represents the distribution of freshwater river types across the nine

ecological drainage units (EDUs) that were part of the Central Interior

Ecoregional assessment. Freshwater ecosystems are nested spalial units

that are composed of stream and lake networks that are distinet in

geomorphological patterns, tied together by similar ecological charactenstics

and processas. Freshwater ecosystems are used as "coarse-filter”

consefvation targets to guide conservation area selection for the freshwater

component of the ecoregional assessment. Within an EDU, the different

shades of a given colour represent dishingt freshwater ecological systems Scale 1:3. 700000
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:
Map 12: Freshwater Fine-Filter Data

This map represents the distribution of freshwater fine-filter targets across the
nine EDUs that were part of the Central Interior Ecoregional Assessment.
While coarse-filter largets caplure ecological systems and their funclions,
fine-filter targets represent rare or vulnerable populations of species or
habitats that may not be adequalely represented within coarse-filter fargets
Freshwater targets were selecied at multiple spatial scales and levels of

biological organization. Targels are generally defined as those species thal
are currently imperilled, thr
aggregations or groups; or are of speoal concam due o endemic, disjunct,
vulnerable, keystone, or wide-ranging status. Fine-filter data were derived

from a number of sources including the BC Consarvation Data Cenire along

with other agencies and individuals in British Columbia,
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 13: Terrestrial Suitability Index /
Vulnerability

The objective of a suitability index is to prompt Marxan to select areas of

lower threat to conservation when all other factors are equal, rather than

randomly selecting less intact, fragmented, or less viable areas. The

suitability index is a measure of human influence on the landscape and the

level of threat from associated activities (logging, oil and gas development,

urbanization, etc). Linear features (roads, railways, pipelines), which are

directly linked to human activities and threats to conservation, were used to

develop the suitability index layer. The areas of low suitability index value Scale 1:3,000,000
are areas with higher threats to conservation (higher density / proximity to

roads).
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 14: Freshwater Suitability Index /
Vulnerability

The objective of a suitability index is to prompt Marxan to select areas of
lower threat to conservation when all other factors are equal, rather than
randomly selecting less intact, fragmented, or less viable areas. The
suitability index is a measure of human influence on the landscape and the
level of associated threat to conservation value. Three threats to freshwater
conservation value were used to develop the freshwater suitability index:
road-stream crossings, water demand, and physical obstructions. The
number of road-stream crossings was determined by intersecting streams
with roads. Water demand was determined by subtracting the amount of
water licenced from the amount of water available per watershed. The
number of physical obstructions is from the dams and other diversion
datasets. The three factors were weighted according to the methods
described in Holt et al. (2003) to obtain a single suitability index value for
each watershed.

Vulnerability is another way to view the suitability index. Areas that are
highly suitable for conservation will have low vulnerability i.e. they are less
vulnerable to threats.
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 15: Terrestrial Conservation Value

Conservation value is a measure of the rarity, diversity, richness, and
irreplaceability of species targets located within the study area.

+ Rarity is the average of global rank (GRank) scores for targets within each
assessment unit.
Diversity is the number of different types of targets within each assessment
unit divided by the total number of different types of targets within the
ecoprovince.
Richness is the number of different targets per planning unit divided by the
total number of different targets within the ecoprovince.
Irreplaceability is the average summed solution value for each assessment
unit from six different Marxan runs without suitability index as cost layer
with all targets set at 5%, 10%, 20%, 30%, 40%, and 50% goals
respectively.

These four factors were calculated, scaled between 0 and 1, and summed
together to create the overall conservation value for each assessment unit.
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 16: Freshwater Conservation Value

Conservation value is a measure of the rarity, diversity, richness, and
irreplaceability of species targets located within the study area.

+ Rarity is the average of global rank (GRank) scores for targets within each

assessment unit.

Diversity is the number of different types of targets within each assessment
unit divided by the total number of different types of targets within the

EDU.

Richness is the number of different targets per planning unit divided by the Scale 1:3,700,000

total number of different targets within the EDU.

Irreplaceability is the average summed solution value for each assessment

unit from six different Marxan runs without suitability index as cost layer 0 20 40 80 Kilometres

and all targets set at 5%, 10%, 20%, 30%, 40%, and 50% goals I | | | |

respectively.

These four factors were calculated, scaled between 0 and 1, and summed 80 Miles Nr{'FURE
together to create the overall conservation value for each assessment unit. C(}Ng[;megw[

4

118°W 117°wW

ALBERTA

120°W 119°wW

August 2010

Projection: BC Albers Equal Area

*_ CONSERVATION
-

Z“NATURE _

¢

59°N

58°N

57°N

56°N

55°N

54°N

53°N

52°N

51°N

50°N

49°N



S8°N

§5°N

5N

EI°N

52°H

51°N

57N
I

SE°N
I

131°wW 1307w 129°W 128"wW 127T°W 126™W 125°W 124*W 123°wW 122°W 121°W 120°W o'W

=
2
BRITISH
>
B
- ALBERTA o |E
ALASKA !
|
z
2
f\ I \_\I- . Tarrace 'r’,.' h- -
x_’l’f‘ni:-';' Rupert _‘_,._.-"fr :
M .L‘"'mrrf ums Lake =
7 J Kinmat y "—"-"‘?.ﬁ .
=
-
oy
C3 cCentral Interior Ecoprovinces
Terrestrial Portfolio
@& Automated Marxan Selection -
i ]
Core Team/Expert Selection
¢ Populated Places
Transportation
“_~ Major Highway
=
o

“ ™~ Minor Highway

Iy ; \ N N | Kamloop
. £ Lillooet [\
F o . e L

L1 A 3 \ X

i —

Hydrology
River

Lake

Ocean

CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:
Map 17: Terrestrial "Best” NCC Marxan Output

The best output is the Marzan run that best met conservation goals set out

In the NCC analysis. Additional assessment units have been manually added
to the best outpul for connectivily purp

The "NCC" Markan analysis included all fine filter and coarsa filter targets

as well as the recreational angling and carbon slorage ecosystem service

targets. The sultabllity index was used as the assessment unit cost, and land

management was used as the boundary length between planning units.

Parks and prolected areas were locked info the final output. Scale 1:3.000000
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:
Map 18: Terrestrial Summed Solution NCC Marxan Output

The summed solution output is the summation of the number of times an
assessment unit was included in each of the 500 Marxan runs that were
performed to determine the “best” NCC Marxan output. The summed solution
is a good measure of hotspots across the landscape. It should be used
alongside the “best” output.
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:
Map 19: Terrestrial Summed Solution Ecosystem Services Marxan Output

Marxan was run with ecosystem services incorporated into assessment unit
cosl. The suitability index was modified by including carbon storage and
recreational angling as benefits, and timber production as a cost. Unlike the

NCC Marxan analysis ecosystem services were not included as targets.
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:
Map 20: Freshwater "Best” NCC Marxan Output

The "NCC" Marxan analysis included all fine filter and coarse filter targets
with goals determined by the freshwater core leam. The suitability index was
used as the assessment unil cosl, and verlical stacking, a system whera
hydrologically connectad watarsheds are assignad connactivity, was used as
the boundary l=ngth
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:
Map 21: Freshwater Summed Solution NCC Marxan Output

The summed solution output is the summation of the number of times an
assessment unit was included in each of the 500 Marxan runs that were
performed to determine the “best” NCC Marxan output. The summed solution
is a good measure of hotspots across the landscape. It should be used
alongside the “best” output.
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:
Map 22: Prioritized Terrestrial Portfolio

Conservation value (map 15) and Vulnerability (map 13) were combined
using a 4x4 matrix (see map legend) lo prioritize the portfolio. Portfolio sites
are numbered and ranked according to value and vulnerability.

The sites can be divided further into four categories
« Priarity/Tier 1: high value, high vulnerability

« Priority/Tier 2: high value, low vulnerability
+ Priority/Tier 3. low value, high vulnerability
« Pnonty/Tier 4; low value, low vulnerability Scale 1:3.000 000
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:
Map 23: Protected Areas and Terrestrial Portfolio

This map shows protected areas overlaid on the lerrestrial portfolio. Portfolio
areas oulside lhe prolecled areas are regions of high value thal would need
to he protected o meset all the conservation goals set for the NCC analysis

Scale 1:3,000,000

01530 G0 Kilometres

B0 Miles

i
MaTure
CoNsERVANCY

oW

Avugusl 2010

Projection; BC Albers Equal Area

CDNSERVATIDN*

7 “NATURE |

S8°N

57N

56"N

55°N

54'H

51N

5i*N

E1°N

50°N



133°wW 132°W 131°W 130°W 129°W 128°wW 127°W 126°W 125°wW 124°wW 123°wW 122°W 121°W 120°W 119°W 118°W 117°W

g
. B
B
A e
\ o - (\‘a 1 ) ) J/ F
\ BRITISH COLUI\/IDI,—\K .
z \ 3
T /
1i77+180 <
181 g
z 182 5
LY
ALBERTA
131126
-E - = | Z
P4 125 Ba 4TS, {23 3 8
0 & 120"y £
ALASKA . Dawson*Creek
Chetwynd a,_,/*"; T
L z
Tumbler Ridge =1
z|L 3 [ro)
B
.. Terrace /J'
Prince Rupert ._f/
~Aprad - 2
a N T i T ‘ Vanderhoof ' 1
3 BC Interior Ecological : : 2 SN Y €
Drainage Units - ' d
Freshwater Prioritization
z
B

—»
=

Bella Coofa

&1

52°N

Conservation Value

Vulnerability ———»

® Populated Places

51°N

Transportation
“_ Major Highway

“\_ Minor Highway

Hydrology

50°N

River
Lake

Ocean

49°N

CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 24: Prioritized Freshwater Portfolio

Conservation value (map 16) and Vulnerability (map 14) were combined
using a 4x4 matrix (see map legend) to prioritize the portfolio. Portfolio sites
are numbered and ranked according to value and vulnerability.

The sites can be divided further into four categories:

* Priority/Tier 1: high value, high vulnerability

* Priority/Tier 2: high value, low vulnerability

* Priority/Tier 3: low value, high vulnerability

* Priority/Tier 4: low value, low vulnerability Scale 1:3,700,000
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 25: Protected Areas and Freshwater Portfolio

Thiz map shows prolected areas overlaid on the freshwaler portfolio.
Faortfolio areas outside the protected areas are regions of high value that
would need to be protecled to meel all the conservation goals set for the
NCC analysis

Scale 1:3,700,000
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 26: Terrestrial and Freshwater Portfolio Overlap

This map shows areas of overiap between the terrestrial and freshwater
portfolios. When combined the two portfolios cover 19,633,141 ha (48%) of
lhe combined lerrestrial and reshwater sludy areas. Of this, 10% of the
combined study areas (4,038,824 ha) was ientified in both the terrestnal
and frashwater porifolios.

Some possible reasons for the relatively little overlap between the two realms
include:
* Differant analysis units (watersheds vs hexagons) Scale 1:3.000000
« Terrestrial porifolio sites tend to be in areas with the least impact whereas
freshwater portfolio sites include main stream reaches, where development
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 27: Terrestrial Climate Change Summed Solution Marxan Output

This map shows the summed solution results of running the NCC Marxan
analysis with targets set to climate change goals. Typically these goals were
larger than the ones used in the non-climate change analysis.
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:
Map 28: Terrestrial Climate Change Comparison with NCC Output

This map shows the result of subtracting the climate change summed
solution from the NCC summed solution output. Areas with higher (positive)
value are areas that were selected more in NCC runs than Climate Change,
and vice versa. Dark red areas were selected more for climate change runs,
and dark blue areas were selected more for NCC runs.

Please note that grey areas (no change in selection between NCC
and Climate Change runs) include any locked in planning units (protected
areas). Scale 1:3,000,000
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 29: Freshwater Climate Change Summed Solution Marxan Output

This map shows the summed solution results of running the NCC Marxan
analysis with targets set to climate change goals. Typically these goals were
larger than the ones used in the non-climate change analysis.
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:
Map 30: Freshwater Climate Change Comparison with NCC Output

This map shows the result of subtracting the climate change summed
solution from the NCC summed solution output. Areas with higher (positive)
value are areas that were selected more in NCC runs than Climate Change,
and vice versa. Dark red areas were selected more for climate change runs,
and dark blue areas were selected more for NCC runs.

Please note that grey areas (no change in selection between NCC
and Climate Change runs) include any locked in planning units (protected

areas). Scale 1:3,700,000
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:

Map 31: Comparative Analysis - Terrestrial Portfolio & Climate Corridors

Climate corridors are locations where current habitat or species are predicted
to persist throughout climate change. Climate modelling software (ClimateBC
and ClimatePP) were used to generate future climate models to the 2080s.

Areas called “suitable climate spaces” were identified; these are areas where

climate is predicted to persist from the baseline (1961-1990s) to the 2080s.

Areas where suitable climate spaces overlap with current distribution are the

persistent climate corridors. Corridors were developed for both biogeoclimatic

zones (based on BEC mapping) and rare plant species (based on occurrence

data). All corridors are show on this map overlaid on the terrestrial portfolio. Scale 1:3,000,000
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:
Map 32: Comparative Analysis - Grizzly Bear Habitat Model

This map shows grizzly source and sink habilals compared with the terrestrial
partfalio

Using the habitat and mortality risk models, habitat states were estimated for

the study area following the 2-dimensional habitat state concepts of Naves

el al. (2003) and the melhods for estimalting the 2-dimensional habital stales

from Niglsen et al. (2008, 2008), Since risk to population decline (habitat

sinks) depends on population size, source- and sink-like habitats were based

on different thresholds of risk (Table 4) where a higher mortality risk was Scale 1:3,000,000
necessary for sink-like conditions to occur in areas of high grizzly bear

densily. Finally, habitat stale condilions were further re-classified inlo a

simple binary landscape of source- and sink-like conditions for ease of 0 15 30 G0 Kilometres

reporting and for ecoregional planning situations where density-spacific Projection, BC Albers Equal Area
slates are unnecessary. }—J—rl—l'—l—'—l

) o SR =
0 15 30 60 Miles NATURE '& CDNSERVATION*
CONSERVANCY ™~ ~“NATURE _

Avugusl 2010




S8°N

57N

SE°N

§5°N

5N

EI°N

F1°N

E0°N

121°W 1307w 129°W 128"wW 127T"W 126™W 125°W 124°W 123°wW 122°W 121°W 1207w e W

I"'.\.
b
)
r.f'l
5 | ol . = Il'x
BRITISH COLUMBIA |\

=
DawsonCres hf

Pritce Rupert s

:."L_‘__" % -

ausmn

‘\ urns Lake

¢ Kimat

CZQ central Interior Ecoprovinces

Caribou Occupancy Probability
(Jenk's Classification)

B High Probability

Medium Probability

g Balla Coola

-

Low Probability
@8 Terrestrial Portfolio Site
# Populated Places

Transportation
“_» Major Highway

5

d

“ ™ Minor Highway
[ e ‘w.-_—__- maml vl
Hydrology & Lilocet {H
River | &
W, ! 4 ,-'_‘
Lake e _J_:'i' [ =5 ' .r__,_] 3
L Ocean - “:'*»;- .'I: L _ : ‘.._\ Merritt \ -
'-_ ' _r1.lI ; -] _' Fd | '\\‘ | o T .
129°W 127°W 126'W 125"W 124'W 123'W 122'W 121°W 120"W

CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:
Map 33: Comparative Analysis - Northern Caribou Probability of Occupancy Model

MNorthem Caribou probability of occurrence models were developed for the
Mackenzie, Fort S1. James, Vanderhoof, and Prince George Forest Districts
These models show high value areas thal are predicled to contain Northern
Canbou

This map shows the terrestrial portfolio overlaid with the Northern Caribou
moded,

Scale 1:3,000,000
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:
Map 34: Comparative Analysis - Wolverine Probability of Occupancy Model

Wolverine probability of occurrence models were developed for the
Mackenzie, Fort St. James, Vanderhoof, and Prince George Forest Districts.
These models show high value areas that are predicted to contain Wolverine.

This map shows the terrestrial portfolio overlaid with the Wolverine model.
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CENTRAL INTERIOR ERA:
Map 35: Comparative Analysis - Fisher Probability of Occupancy Model

Fisher probability of cccurrence models were developed for the Mackenzie,
Forl 51 James, Vanderhoof, and Prince George Foresl Districts. These
models show high value areas that are predicted to contain Fisher

This map shows the terrestrial portfolio overlaid with the Fisher model.
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