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The Status and Conservation of
Mesocarnivores in the Sierra Nevada1

William J. Zielinski 2

Carnivores play important roles in structuring communities, and their populations are useful
indicators of ecosystem condition (Wennergren and others 1995, Buskirk 1999, Crooks and
Soulé 1999, Terborgh and others 2001). As many as 4 of 20 native mammalian carnivore
species have been extirpated from the southern Cascade Mountains and Sierra Nevada, with
unmeasured effects on ecological communities. Given the loss of a number of significant
carnivores from the system, understanding the status and ecological roles of the remaining
species has assumed new urgency. Mesocarnivores (intermediate body-size mammalian
carnivores; Buskirk and Zielinski (2003) are of particular importance because of their
diversity and variety of ecological roles, and unlike the more conspicuous large carnivores,
their populations can decrease with little notice.

Status
An essential step in assessing the status of wildlife populations is comparing current and
historical distributions (Zielinski and others [In press]). Although site-specific autecological
or demographic studies are important, they often lack the extensive spatial context to
identify the effects of human activities on population size, trend, and distribution (for
example, Kareiva and others 1997, Ceballos and Ehrlich 2002). Recent extensive
mesocarnivore surveys in California, using baited track plates and cameras (Zielinski and
Kucera 1995), provide an opportunity to evaluate changes in population distributions.
Comparing the results of these surveys with historical distributions from the work of
Grinnell and his colleagues in the early 1900s (Grinnell and Storer 1924, Grinnell and others
1930, Grinnell and others 1937) provides an opportunity to evaluate changes in carnivore
distributions during a period of dramatic human influences on California forests.

Systematic surveys were conducted throughout the central portion of the Sierra Nevada
Ecosystem Project area (Sierra Nevada Ecosystem Project 1996). A total of 334 sample units
(six track plates and one camera station) were distributed at approximately 10-kilometer
intervals from 1996 through 2002, and the species that made the tracks and visited these
baited sites were identified. These surveys and other recent information indicate that two
native mesocarnivores, the wolverine (Gulo gulo) and the Sierra Nevada red fox (Vulpes
vulpes necator), have not been verified to occur in the Sierra Nevada for more than 60 years.
Red foxes occur in the region of Lassen National Park (Kucera 1995; J. Perrine, pers.
comm.), but they have not been genetically distinguished from the more common and exotic
subspecies (Lewis and others 1995, J. Perrine, pers. comm.). Wolverines and Sierra Nevada
red foxes were vulnerable to historical trapping; however, they are also described as being
extremely sensitive to the presence of people (Grinnell and others 1937, Carroll and others
2001, Rowland and others 2003). Most of the native generalist mesocarnivores (gray fox
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[Urocyon cinereoargentus], striped skunk [Mephitis mephitis], spotted skunk [Spilogale
gracilis], and ringtail [Bassariscus astutus]), and one large carnivore (black bear, Ursus
americanus) appear to occupy regions today that were also occupied in the early 1900s
(Zielinski and others [in press]). Over the same period of time, the distribution of two exotic
and generalist species, the lowland red fox (V. vulpes; Lewis and others 1995) and the
opossum (Didelphis virginanus; a non-carnivoran that is detected regularly at track-plate
stations), have increased.

The regions currently occupied by two forest specialists, the fisher (Martes pennanti) and the
marten (M . americana), appear to have decreased compared with their historical
distributions (figs. 1 and 2). Fishers are apparently absent from the region from Mt. Shasta
south to Yosemite, and martens are distributed patchily in the southern Cascades and
northern Sierra Nevada. Fishers and martens are among the most habitat-specific mammals

Figure 1— Historical and contemporary distributions of fishers within the Sierra Nevada
Ecosystem Project (1996) planning boundary in California. The historical distribution is a
combination of results derived from Grinnell and others (1937) and Grinnell and others
(1930). Black circles in the historical map represent a single record (specimen or location of
trapped animal) reported for the period of approximately 1919–1925. The contemporary
distribution is the result of track-plate and camera surveys conducted from 1996 to 2002.
Circles indicate sample units where six track plates and one camera were baited, scented
with carnivore lure, and deployed for 16 days (112 sample days/sample unit). Small open
circles indicate locations where fishers were not detected, and larger black circles indicate
where fishers were detected at one or more stations (see key). Undulating lines indicate the
distributional limits identified by Grinnell and others (1937); gray-scale areas are outside the
distribution.
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Figure 2— Historical and contemporary distributions of martens within the Sierra Nevada
Ecosystem Project (1996) planning boundary in California. The historical distribution is
derived from Grinnell and others (1937). Black circles in the historical map represent marten
records (specimen or location of trapped animal) reported for the period of approximately
1919–1925 (see legend). The size of the circle reflects the number of individuals reported for
that location. The contemporary distribution is the result of track-plate and camera surveys
conducted from 1996 to 2002. Circles indicate sample units where six track plates and one
camera were baited, scented with carnivore lure, and deployed for 16 days (112 sample
days/sample unit). Small open circles indicate locations where martens were not detected,
and larger black circles indicate where martens were detected at one or more stations (see
key). Undulating lines indicate the distributional limits identified by Grinnell and others
(1937); gray-scale areas are outside the distribution.

in North America, occurring primarily in contiguous mature forests in the western United
States (Buskirk and Powell 1994, Powell and Zielinski 1994, Bissonette and others 1997,
Powell and others 2003). In California, they are associated with mature forest conditions in
the mixed conifer (fisher) and the true fir (marten) zones (Zielinski and others 1997). Each
species predominantly uses large trees, snags, and logs as their daily resting sites (Spencer
1987, Zielinski and others 2004).

A comparison of the historical and contemporary distributions of martens indicates that they
are currently absent, or at low densities, outside parks or other reserves in the northern part
of the surveyed area (fig. 3). Martens are especially sensitive to forest fragmentation
(Bissonette and others 1997), so this pattern may be due to the loss of old-growth and mature
forests in the Sierra Nevada (Franklin and Fites-Kaufman 1996, Beardsley and others 1999),
especially in the northern portion of the region (McKelvey and Johnson 1992). This
assumption, however, needs to be validated by direct studies of marten habitat ecology in
this area.
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Figure 3— Exploded view of the historical boundary of the distribution of martens (Grinnell
and others 1937) in the southern Cascades and northern Sierra Nevada region. Black circles
in the historical map represent one or more record (specimen or location of trapped animal)
at the location reported for the period of approximately 1919–1925 (Grinnell and others
1937). The contemporary distribution is the result of track-plate and camera surveys
conducted from 1996 to 2002. Circles indicate sample units where six track plates and one
camera were baited, scented with carnivore lure, and deployed for 16 days (112 sample
days/sample unit). Open circles indicate locations where martens were not detected, and
black circles indicate where martens were detected at one or more stations. Reserves are
indicated in gray and indicate the boundaries of the national parks and wildernesses that
were designated during the time period that each map reflects.

Fishers appear to be absent from an approximately 400-kilometer–long region of their
historical range in the northern and central Sierra Nevada, producing a significant gap in
their distribution in California (Zielinski and others 1995). The creation and maintenance of
this gap are likely related to a combination of factors, which may include historical patterns
of logging, trapping, and porcupine (Erethizon dorsatum) poisoning; deeper snows in the
northern Sierra Nevada (Krohn and others 1997); greater density of human development and
roads in northern portions of the range (Duane 1996); and the current distribution of other
generalist carnivores (Campbell 2003). The current pattern may also be attributed, in part, to
the constraints on movements—current and historical—imposed by the long, peninsular
distribution of montane forests in the Pacific states (Wisely and others 2004). Historical and
current distributions of fishers are not strongly associated with parks and wildernesses (fig.
4), unlike that described for the contemporary distribution of martens in the north. This is
probably because fisher habitat occurs in mid-elevation forests in the Sierra Nevada
(Grinnell and others 1937, Zielinski and others 1997), largely below the elevations of
national parks and wilderness areas.

Fishers appear to be absent from an approximately 400-kilometer-long region of their
historical range in the northern and central Sierra Nevada, producing a significant gap in
their distribution in California (Zielinski and others 1995). The creation and maintenance of
this gap are likely related to a combination of factors, which may include historical patterns
of logging, trapping, and porcupine (Erethizon dorsatum) poisoning; deeper snows in the
northern Sierra Nevada (Krohn and others 1997); greater density of human development and
roads in northern portions of the range (Duane 1996); and the current distribution of other
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generalist carnivores (Campbell 2003). The current pattern may also be attributed, in part, to
the constraints on movements—current and historical—imposed by the long, peninsular
distribution of montane forests in the Pacific states (Wisely and others 2004). Historical and
current distributions of fishers are not strongly associated with parks and wildernesses (fig.
4), unlike that described for the contemporary distribution of martens in the north. This is
probably because fisher habitat occurs in mid-elevation forests in the Sierra Nevada
(Grinnell and others 1937, Zielinski and others 1997), largely below the elevations of
national parks and wilderness areas.

      
Figure 4— Exploded view of the historical boundary of the distribution of fishers (Grinnell
and others 1937) in the central and southern Sierra Nevada. Black circles in the historical
map represent one or more record (specimen or location of trapped animal) at the location
reported for the period of approximately 1919–1925 (Grinnell and others 1930, Grinnell and
others 1937). The contemporary distribution is the result of track-plate and camera surveys
conducted from 1996 to 2002. Circles indicate sample units where six track plates and one
camera were baited, scented with carnivore lure, and deployed for 16 days (112 sample
days/sample unit). Open circles indicate locations where fishers were not detected, and
black circles indicate where fishers were detected at one or more stations. Reserves are
indicated in gray and indicate the boundaries of the national parks, national monuments, and
wildernesses that were designated during the time period that each map reflects.

Conservation
Despite the extensive size of the Sierra Nevada, the conservation needs of wide-ranging
carnivores (including the fisher and marten, which have disproportionately large home
ranges for their sizes) should be considered over even larger bioregions (Noss and others
1996, Aubry and Lewis 2003). For example, only two native fisher populations occur in the
Pacific states: one in the southern Sierra Nevada, and the other in the western
California/Oregon border region (Aubry and Lewis 2003). Fishers are extirpated from
Washington and most of Oregon, and populations are sparse in southern British Columbia
(Proulx and others 2004). Studies have revealed genetic patterns that appear to be affected
by the disjunct nature of fisher population distributions in the Pacific states and indicate
reduced diversity in the southern Sierra Nevada population (Drew and others 2002, Wisely
and others 2004). Population genetic data from fishers in the Pacific states (Wiley and others
[unpublished draft]) suggest that dispersal is limited and that conservation strategies may
need to encourage connectivity among the few remaining populations. The maintenance of
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the southern Sierra Nevadan fisher population is important for its own sake, but it may also
be critical to the conservation of fisher populations in the western United States.

Martens appear to be well distributed throughout most of their historical range in the
interior western United States (Gibilisco 1994, Proulx and others 2004), and genetic
studies have not reported results that indicate that marten populations are at risk there
(Koepf 1998, Kyle and others 2000). However, the pattern of isolated groupings of
detections in the Cascades and northern Sierra Nevada resembles that in other interior
regions where local populations have been affected by fragmentation of mature forests (for
example, in Utah: Hargis and others 1999).

A number of new research activities are under way to assist managers in evaluating the
effects of land management practices on fishers and martens in California. These include (1)
creating spatially explicit descriptions of suitable habitat for fishers and martens (Carroll and
others 1999, Truex [in preparation], Campbell 2003) (2) developing an understanding of the
role of other carnivores on the distribution of fishers (Campbell 2003), and (3) evaluating
alternative designs for monitoring change in population status and habitat (Zielinski and
Mori 2001). In 2002, the USDA Forest Service began implementing a plan to monitor the
distribution of fishers and martens in the Sierra Nevada. This plan will provide annual
estimates of the area occupied by each species and an index of population change. Although
this program is an important precaution for assessing the unintended effects of land
management on the habitats of these species, many questions about the effects of human
activities on fishers and martens can be resolved only by initiating long-term studies on their
demography and the relationship of population growth rates to the distribution and quality of
habitat. These studies could also help identify natal and maternal den structures and
document the dispersal routes used by juveniles to establish home ranges. This knowledge
would allow managers to (1) protect the special habitat elements that these species require
for reproduction and (2) create forest landscapes that facilitate the movements of dispersing
juveniles. Both needs are critical to maintaining late-seral associated species on landscapes
managed for multiple purposes.

Fishers and martens are important predators in dense, mature forests that have abundant,
large standing and down woody material. Thus, providing habitat and restoring populations
for these species are challenges in the face of growing human demands for timber, fuel
reduction, and increased protection from the threat of wildfire. New studies, some of which
are under way, will be necessary to understand the vulnerability of martens in the northern
portion of the region to vegetation management activities and effects of fuels treatments on
fisher habitat and catastrophic wildfire. The latter issue, in particular, will be difficult to
resolve because fishers select dense stands as habitat in mid-elevation forests, where fire is a
frequent threat to rural communities. Balancing the need to protect fishers and their habitat
from the short-term effects of fuels treatments with the need to address the threat of wildfire
will be a significant challenge.

Acknowledgments
The author is indebted to the various scientific companions who have assisted him and his
thinking during the course of the work that is summarized here. They include R. Truex, C.
Carroll, L. Campbell, K. Aubry, R. Barrett, and R. Schlexer. The author also recognizes the
nearly 100 field assistants, field crew leaders, and support staff who helped collect the field
data, in particular, R. Truex, R. Schlexer, T. Kirk, L. Campbell, and C. Ogan. This research
would not have been possible without the institutional support of the USDA Forest Service,
Pacific Southwest Research Station and Pacific Southwest Region, and the managers and
biologists that represent each of the National Forests and national parks in the Sierra
Nevada. Diane Macfarlane, of the USDA Forest Service, was an especially influential



Session 5— Status and Conservation of Mesocarnivores—Zielinski

USDA Forest Service Gen. Tech. Rep. PSW-GTR-193. 2004. 191

supporter and facilitator of the work. The author thanks J. Werren and R. Schlexer for
helping produce the figures.

References
Aubry, K.B.; Lewis, J.C. 2003. Extirpation and reintroduction of the fisher (Martes pennanti) in

Oregon: Implications for their conservation in the Pacific states. Biological Conservation
114: 79-90.

Beardsley, D.; Bolsinger, C.; Warbington, R. 1999. Old-growth forests in the Sierra Nevada by
type in 1945 and 1993 and owners in 1993. Res. Paper PNW-RP-516[s8]. Portland, OR:
Pacific Northwest Research Station, USDA Forest Service; 46 p.

Bissonette, J.A.; Harrison, D.J.; Hargis, C.D.; Chapin, T.G. 1997. The influence of spatial scale and
scale-sensitive properties on habitat selection by American marten. In: Bissonette, J.A.,
editor. Wildlife and landscape ecology. New York: Springer-Verlag; 368-385.

Buskirk, S.W. 1999. Mesocarnivores of Yellowstone. In: Clark, T.W.; Curlee, A.P.; Minta, S.C.;
Kareiva, P.M., editors. Carnivores in ecosystems: The Yellowstone experience. New Haven, CT:
Yale University Press; 167-187.

Buskirk, S.W.; Powell, R.A. 1994. Habitat ecology of fishers and American martens. In: Buskirk,
S.W.; Harestad, A.S.; Raphael, M.G.; Powell, R.A., editors. Martens, sables and fishers: Biology
and conservation. Ithaca, NY: Cornell Univ. Press; 283-296.

Buskirk, S.W.; Zielinski, W.J. 2003. Small and mid-sized carnivores. In: Zabel, C.J.; Anthony,
R.G., editors. Mammalian community dynamics: Management and conservation in the
coniferous forests of western North America. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press;
207-249.

Campbell, L. 2003. Distribution and habitat associations of mesocarnivores in the central and
southern Sierra Nevada. Davis: University of California; Ph.D. dissertation.

Carroll, C.; Noss, R.F.; Paquet, P.C. 2001. Carnivores as focal species for conservation planning in
the Rocky Mountain Region. Ecological Applications 11: 961-980.

Carroll, C.; Zielinski, W.J.; Noss, R.F. 1999. Using presence-absence data to build and test spatial
habitat models for the fisher in the Klamath Region, U.S.A. Conservation Biology 13: 1344-
1359.

Ceballos, G.; Ehrlich, P.R. 2002. Mammal population losses and the extinction crisis. Science 296:
904-907.

Crooks, K.R.; Soulé, M.E. 1999. Mesopredator release and avifaunal extinctions in a fragmented
system. Nature 400: 563-566.

Drew, R.E.; Hallett, J.G.; Aubry, K.B.; Cullings, K.W.; Koepf, S.M.; Zielinski, W.J. 2003.
Conservation genetics of the fisher (Martes pennanti) based on mitochondrial DNA
sequencing. Molecular Ecology 12: 51-62.

Duane, T.P. 1996. Human settlement, 1850-2040.  In: Sierra Nevada Ecosystem Project: Final report
to Congress, Vol. II. Assessments and scientific basis for management options. Report No. 37.
Davis, CA: University of California, Centers for Water and Wildland Resources; 235-360.

Franklin, J.F.; Fites-Kaufman, J.A. 1996. Assessment of late-successional forests of the Sierra
Nevada. In: Sierra Nevada Ecosystem Project: Final report to Congress, Vol. II. Assessments
and scientific basis for management options. Report No. 37. Davis, CA: University of
California, Centers for Water and Wildland Resources; 627-662.

Gibilisco, C.J. 1994. Distributional dynamics of modern Martes in North America. In: Buskirk,
S.W.; Harestad, A.S.; Raphael, M.G.; Powell, R.A., editors. Martens, sables, and fishers:
Biology and conservation. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press; 59-71.

Grinnell, J.; Dixon, J.; Linsdale, J.M. 1930. Vertebrate natural history of a section of northern
California through the Lassen Peak region. Berkeley, CA: Museum of Vertebrate Zoology,
University of California.



Session 5— Status and Conservation of Mesocarnivores—Zielinski

USDA Forest Service Gen. Tech. Rep. PSW-GTR-193. 2004.192

Grinnell, J.; Dixon, J.S.; Linsdale, J.M. 1937. Fur-bearing mammals of California. Vol. I. Berkeley,
CA: University of California Press; 375 p.

Grinnell, J.; Storer, T.I. 1924. Animal life in the Yosemite: An account of the mammals, birds,
reptiles, and amphibians in a cross-section of the Sierra Nevada. Berkeley, CA: Museum of
Vertebrate Zoology, University of California.

Hargis, C.D.; Bissonette, J.A.; Turner, D.L. 1999. The influence of forest fragmentation and
landscape pattern on American martens. Journal of Applied Ecology 36: 157-172.

Kareiva, P.; Skelly, D.; Ruckelshaus, M. 1997. Reevaluating the use of models to predict the
consequences of habitat loss and fragmentation. In: Pickett, S.T.A.; Ostfeld, R.S.; Shachak,
M.; Likens, G.E., editors. The ecological basis of conservation—heterogeneity, ecosystems, and
biodiversity. New York: Chapman & Hall; 156-166.

Koepf, S. 1998. Genetic variation in fishers (Martes pennanti) and martens (Martes americana).
San Francisco, CA: San Francisco State University; Masters thesis.

Krohn, W.B.; Zielinski, W.J.; Boone, R.B. 1997. Relations among fishers, snow, and martens in
California: Results from small-scale spatial comparisons. In: Proulx, G.; Bryant, H.N.;
Woodard, P.M., editors. Martes: taxonomy, ecology, techniques, and management. Edmonton,
Alberta: Provincial Museum of Alberta; 211-232.

Kucera, T.E. 1995. Recent photograph of a Sierra Nevada red fox. California Fish and Game 81:
43-44.

Kyle, C.J.; Davis, C.S.; Strobeck, C. 2000. Microsatellite analysis of North American pine marten
(Martes americana) populations from the Yukon and Northwest Territories. Canadian
Journal of Zoology 78: 1150-1157.

Lewis, J.C.; Golightly, R.T.; Jurek, R.M. 1995. Introduction of non-native red foxes in California:
Implications for the Sierra Nevada red fox. Transactions of the Western Section of the
Wildlife Society 31: 29-32.

McKelvey, K.S.; Johnson, J.D. 1992. Historical perspectives on the forests of the Sierra Nevada
and the transverse ranges in southern California: Forest conditions at the turn of the
century. In: Verner, J.; McKelvey, K.S.; Noon, B.R.; Gutierrez, R.J.; Gould, G.I., Jr.; Beck,
T.W., technical coordinators. The California spotted owl: A technical assessment of its current
status. Gen. Tech. Rep. PSW-GTR-133. Albany, CA:  Pacific Southwest Research Station,
USDA Forest Service; 225-246.

Noss, R.F.; Quigley, H.B.; Hornocker, M.G.; Merrill, T.; Paquet, P.C. 1996. Conservation biology
and carnivore conservation in the Rocky Mountains. Conservation Biology 10: 949-963.

Powell, R.A.; Buskirk, S.W.; Zielinski, W.J. 2003. Fishers and martens .  In: Feldhamer, G.;
Thompson, B.; Chapman, J., editors. Wild mammals of North America, 2nd edition. Johns
Hopkins University Press; 635-647.

Powell, R.A.; Zielinski, W.J. 1994. Fisher. In: Ruggiero, L.F.; Aubry, K.B.; Buskirk, S.W.; Lyon, L. J.;
Zielinski, W.J., editors. Scientific basis for conserving forest carnivores: American Marten, fisher,
lynx and wolverine in the western United States. Gen. Tech. Rep. RM-GTR-254. Fort Collins, CO:
Rocky Mountain Forest and Range Experiment Station, USDA Forest Service; 38-73.

Proulx, G.; Aubry, K.B.; Birks, J.; Buskirk, S.W.; Fortin, C.; Frost, H.C.; Krohn, W.B.; Mayo, L.;
Monakhov, V.; Payer, D.; Santos-Reis, M.; Weir, R.; Zielinski, W.J. 2004. World distribution
and status of the genus Martes in 2000.  In: Harrison, D.; Fuller, A.; Proulx, G., editors.
Martins and fishers (Martes) in human-altered environments: An international perspective. New
York: Springer; 21-76.

Rowland, M.M.; Wisdom, M.J.; Johnson, D.H.; Wales, B.C.; Copeland, J.P.; Edelmann, F.B. 2003.
Evaluation of landscape models for wolverines in the interior northwest, United States of
America. Journal of Mammalogy 84: 92-105.

Sierra Nevada Ecosystem Project. 1996. Final report to Congress. Vols. I, II, III. Report Nos. 36,
37, and 38.  Davis, CA: University of California, Centers for Water and Wildland Resources.



Session 5— Status and Conservation of Mesocarnivores—Zielinski

USDA Forest Service Gen. Tech. Rep. PSW-GTR-193. 2004. 193

Spencer, W.D. 1987. Seasonal rest-site preferences of pine martens in the northern Sierra
Nevada. Journal of Wildlife Management 51: 616-621.

Terborgh, J.; Lopez, L.; Nuñez V., P.; Rao, M.; Shahabuddin, G.; Orihuela, G.; Riveros, M.; Ascanio,
R.; Adler. G.H.; Lambert. T.D.; Balbas, L. 2001. Ecological meltdown in predator-free forest
fragments. Science 294: 1923-1925.

Truex, R.L. Martes habitat conservation in the southern Sierra Nevada. Berkeley, CA: University
of California. Ph.D. dissertation.

Wennergren, U.; Ruckelshaus, M.; Kareiva, P. 1995. The promise and limitations of spatial models
in conservation biology. Oikos 74: 349-356.

Wisely, S.M.; Buskirk, S.W.; Russel, G.H.; Aubry, K.B.; Zielinski, W.J. 2004. Genetic diversity and
structure of the fisher (Martes Penanti) in a peninsular and peripheral metapopulation.
Journal of Mammology 85(4): 640-648.

Zielinski, W.J.; Kucera, T.E. 1995. American marten, fisher, lynx, and wolverine: Survey
methods for their detection. Gen. Tech. Rep. PSW-GTR-157. Albany, CA: Pacific Southwest
Research Station, USDA Forest Service; 163 p.

Zielinski, W.J.; Kucera, T.E.; Barrett, R.H. 1995. The current distribution of the fisher, Martes
pennanti, in California. California Fish and Game 81: 104-112.

Zielinski, W.J.; Mori, S. 2001. What is the status and change in the geographic distribution and
relative abundance of fishers? Study Plan: Adaptive Management Strategy, Sierra Nevada
Framework, Pacific Southwest Research Station, USDA Forest Service. 41 p.

Zielinski, W.J.; Truex, R.L.; Ogan, C.V.; Busse, K. 1997. Detection surveys for fishers and
American martens in California, 1989-1994: Summary and interpretations. In: Proulx, G.;
Bryant, H.N.; Woodard, P.M., editors. Martes : Taxonomy, ecology, techniques, and
management. Edmonton, Alberta: Provincial Museum of Alberta; 372-392.

Zielinski, W.J.; Truex, R.L.; Schlexer, F.V.; Campbell, L.; Carroll, C. In press.  Historical and
contemporary distributions of carnivores in forests of the Sierra Nevada. Journal of
Biogeography.

Zielinski, W.J.; Truex, R.L.; Schmidt, G.A.; Schlexer, F.V.; Schmidt, K.N.; Barrett, R.H. 2004.  Resting
habitat selection by fishers in California. Journal of Wildlife Management 68: 475-492.


	INDEX
	Table of Contents
	Session 5 - index page



