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Welcome Letter

The Montana Fish, Wildlife and Park O© & OOAAAOAO 00T COAI xI
and manage the state furbearing species for the sustainable harvédst

trappers and hunters, as well as for the enjoyment of outdoor recreationist

from Montana and around the countryThEO E O AT T A xEOE OEA E
hunting and trapping community, volunteers who helpwith surveys and

report species detections and the financial support received frondonations,

permit sales and income generated by fish and wildlife tourism. Montana is

fortunate to have one of themost diverse ranges of furbearing speciesn the

country. From the charismatidarger mammals like wolverine andlynx to the

small andrare spotted skunk, our naturl areas contain many furbearers for

us all to enjoy.

We would like to thank everyone who has helped us in our effort§ve
have many new developments in the furbearer program, many of which were
fueled byyour comments and passion for wildlife We received reports of
furbearer sightings such aslynx, wolverine, and swift foxin areasotherwise
thought to be unoccupied by the species. Trappers help us with oannual
furbearer survey, provide valuable insightregarding local population trends
in their area, andsupply harvest databy submitting teeth andor genetic
samples from harvested bobcats, ottergnarten, swift fox, and fisher to help
monitor the populations.

7EOE AOAOUI toAperétiort el cén edjdy geeing and
harvesting our furbearing species in Montana for generatiasto come.

Thank you

-Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks Furbearer Program
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Annual Highlights

Furbearer Program

w The Carnivore & FurbearerProgram, previously led by Bob Inman, has been splitinto a
Large Carnivore Program coordinated by Molly Parks\olly.Parks@mt.goy based in
the Region 2 Missoula office and Gurbearer Program coordinated by Nathan Kluge
(Nathan.Kluge@mt.goybased in Helena.
*/ OAO OEA xETOAO 1T &£ ¢cmncp”"¢mnegech -1T1T0AT A &EOEHN
with the other western states, completed the second wolverine occupancy study to
AT i PAOA T AAOPAT AU AOOEI AGAO O1 OEA OAOGOI OO0 +«
w This winter was the third year of the marten translocation project. After seeing great
success in the Little BelMountains (73 individuals), we translocation 28 marten to the
Castle mountains in collaboration with local trappers.
w This winter, FWP established a Canada lynx monitoring protocol and started a lynx pilot
project in the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem (GYEnd within core lynx habitat in
northwestern Montana.
% This was the fourth winter of annually monitoring fisher nest boxes irthe Cabinet
Mountains which are seeing minimal use regarding nesting behavior. Revisits of the 53
boxes deployed will occur ora 5year cycle to reassess any changes in use by female
fishers.
* &70 OOAOOAA O1 ACA AT A OAg 1 OOEOAO PAI 66 AO
Livingston to start gathering trend data to inform our knowledge of changes in
-1T1T OAT A60 Alhar@dtl | OOEOAO
w The Furbearer program began a swift fox occupancy pilot project in regions 4, 5, 6, and
7 as part of a Byear monitoring plan to estimate the statewide distribution and
occupancy of swift fox in Montana.
%@ Avian influenza was detected in 3 grizzlypears, 3 skunks, and 1 red fox over the winter.

Harvest Requlations

& The wolf, furbearer, and trapping regulations were combined to eliminate the
reiteration of information within the previously separated documents.

w Trapper education became a requirement for furbearer trappers that have not held a
trapping license in 3prior years.

% The bobcat quota in Trapping District 1 was reduced from 275 bobcats to 225 and the
bobcat quota in Trapping District 5 was reduced from 200 to 100.

% Marten pelt tagging become mandatory again this license year to help ensure our

knowledge of the number of marten being harvested throughout the state.

Legislation

@& SB 354: Reciprocity for out of state trappers Passed
& SB 324: Revise FWP information disclosure lawsassed
w HB 372: Establish right to hunt/trap in Constitution - Dropped

3
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Introduction

The fur trade in Montanawas a e
majorperiordET  OEA AOA

economic history and discovery
stemming from the early 19"
century. Over time, tremendous
fluctuations in the harvest of

-1T1T O0AT A60 DPOEI AO
species have been observed as
both market and social trends
changed.Montana Fish, Wildlife
and Parks(FWP) monitors the fur
market within the state using
information gathered atfur auctions, mandatory pelt registration of marten (since 1955),
bobcatsandriver otter (since 1978), fisher (since1984), and swift fox (since2010), andan
annual furbearer harvest survey The information in this report is based on the harvest by
both trappers and hunters

The first trapping season was
established inMontana in 1895with
records of trapping license sale back
to 1946 (Figure 1). The number of
issued Resident Trapping Licenses
peakedduring ¢ Tt p ¢ " ceagouat
6,005 and reached an altime low in
pwt ¢ " @mwE5)censes issued.

4EA ¢mng¢”"¢nco OOAPDPET C
marked the first year that required

trappers targeting furbearers to take a
mandatory trapper education

certification course for any resident

trapper targeting animals classified as

furbearers if they had notpreviously held a trapping license for 3 previous yearsThere

was an online portion of the course and a mandatory field day t@ceive acertificate of

completion. Courses were hosted in Billings, Bozeman, Great Falls, Helena, Kalispel
Missoularesulting in a total of 160 graduating students$ OOET ¢ OEA c¢mc¢g¢”"¢mngo
season, FWP issued,106 Resident 159 Landowner, 41Non-resident, and 26 Youth

trapping licensesshowing an overall 26% decrease from last yeaiThe average age o

trapper holding a license this season wa47-years-old with 95% of the trappers being

males In 2022, FWPalsoissued 66 Resident Fur Dealer licenses, 7 more than were issued

in 2021, and 5 Nonresident Fur Dealer licenses, 5 less than were issued in2D

4
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% Montana trapping license sales
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The highestrecorded peak of total pelts harvestedeached157,179in 19x w " p (@yen
70% of which were muskratand beaverpelts), bringing in over $2.9 millionto Montana
trappers, equivalent to over $104 million today. In 1980, the average muskrat peltvalue
was estimated at $4.60 which is equivalent to an averagestimated price of $16.57 for a
i OOEOAO ET Gbmbdrdd do@urdurettBvirage of £.88.In 2013, Montana
experienceda 30-year high in the fur market bringing in over $2.7 millionat the Montana
Trappers Association fur auctionfrom an estimated total 0f73,033 pelts harvested(Figure
2). The nationalretail fur industry backedthis trend with an estimated worth of $15.5
billion . Since thenfur prices have been steadily decliningalthough Montanacontinuesto

see an overall upward trendin trapping license saleghroughout history.
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Figure 2. Total number of activdrappers compared to total harvest of all species in
Montana, annually estimated from the results of the mailed furbearer harvest survey.
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The first section of this annual report presents thegeneralmethods used to annually
monitor the status offur-bearing speciesharvested and trapper effort through a mail
survey. Monitoring methods also include tracking furs sold at auction anduction prices
for common furbearing species. Thisection describes how thignformation is usedto
track changesin harvestand pelt pricesover time.

In Section I, each species is broken dowrsing metrics described inthe methods section
including additional updates on current monitoring and management effortsThe use of
long-term data sets allows for the comparison from year to year and more importantly the
long-term trend of each species.

For more information on any of these reports, please caoact Nathan Kluge at
Nathan.Kluge@mt.gowr visit https:/fwp.mt.gov/ .
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Section |: General Statewide Monitoring Methods and Summar
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Harvest and Management Activities

The annual harvests obobcat, fisher,marten, otter, and swift fox are monitored

through a statewide pelt tagging and harvest registration system. Registration is
initiated under 24-hour mandatory reporting through an automated telephone calin
system referred to as the Mandatory Reporting Response Entry (MRRE) systefi.pelt
tag sealing and completion of species harvest registration forms, which are generated in
MRRE, are conducted by FWP personnel. Marten, fisher, and swift fox pelts are tagged
under the authority of the state, while otter and bobcat are tagged undeversight of

the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service to meet federal CITES pelt export requirements.

Harvest data on the three remaining furbearers (beaver, muskrat, mink) and six fur
bearing animals (weasel, skunk, coyote, fox, raccoon, badger) was collectadough a
trapper harvest survey questionnaire. In addition, the same harvest datre collected

on the five tagged/registered furbearers through the same survey questionnaire to
specifically measure trapper effort and catch rates. Trapper effort will be &sl in
developing longterm species population trend indices. The trapping and fur harvest
survey was mailed to all resident and nonresident license holders. No reminder was
sent to nonrespondents. Expanded estimates of furbearer trapping, hunting, and
harvest activities were made from the returned sample. The survey requests

information on the estimated number of species harvested by trapping district, harvest
method, and harvest effort. Summary harvest statistics and calculated catch rates were
generatedA U A Ol £#O6x AOA DPAAEAGCA OEOI OCE &7080
Mandatory carcass collections are required for fisher, anldwer jaws must be

surrendered from harvested bobcat otter, and swift fox. All carcasses are forwarded to
&7 08 O 7 BEvbrétdryEndB&zemah for biological analysis to determine specimen
age, sex, body condition, food habits, reproductive history, and to collect tissue samples
for potential genetic analysisAll jaws are/El Ox AOAA A Gilboratorpi® OT T 8 O
Manhattan,Montana to determine specimen agérough cementum annuli aging

The- T T OAT A 40APPAOO ! OOI AEAGET 160 7AO00AOI
is the primary source of pelt price information. TheNorth American Fur Auction

(NAFA) websitehas also been used tobtain historical average pelt values for each fur
producing species. This information can be used to calculate economic fur value of each
species as a predictor of harvest pressure (i.e. higher prices = greater harvesegsure).

Furbearer research is an ongoing statewide activity that isaed to inform wildlife
managementdecisiornr-making on a speciesspecific basiswhen funding is available.
Further developments in species monitoring and research are ongoing and azevered
throughout this report. Additional research projectswere conductedby external
partner agencies, universities, and organizatiosiover this last yearand are outside of
the scope of this document

2A0
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Fur Harvest and Auction Price Comparisons

Indivi duals interested in buying fur in
Montana (i.e., fur dealers) must obtain &ur

dealers license from FWPLicense holders are &%

required to maintain records of all fur
transactions (e.g., buying, selling, inventory,
etc.). These data have been usdd provide
FWP another metric to track species harvest
trends. Additionally, bobcat otter, swift fox,
marten, andfisher harvest numbers are
gathered from mandatory pelt registration, including tagging, as well as CITE&yging for
bobcat and otter for export outside of thestate harvestedor United States.

The Montana Trappers Association (MTA) hosts a fur auction eactyear in the state of

Montana, providing opportunity to buy or sell harvested pelts. InO E A

cmeceg”"¢cmeco OAA

MTA hosted just one auction in February in Livingston, Montan®&elt prices were averagd

from all fur sold, including green, finished, and damaged fuf3 able)3
1 ABG%ibcheds® 6 O

MTA auction price increased slightlyZ£O0 1T |

4 EE OveldlB AOS O

Table 1. Furbearer harvest and pelt prices in Montana over the last three harvest seasons.

2022-2023 2021-2022 2020-2021 ‘
_ Pelts sold Avgrage Pelt Av_erage Pelt Av_erage Pelt
Species or prices from Pelts sold or prices from Pelts sold or prices from
: MTA registered ! MTA registered ! MTA
registered ! : . .
auction 2 auction 2 auction 2
Badger 7 $33.89 22 $49.29 21 $44.54
Beaver 216 $33.22 223 $23.00 136 $22.54
Bobcat 111 $376.21 72 $309.49 66 $216.89
Coyote 423 $25.76 664 $37.13 684 $56.23
Ermine 126 $4.56 11 $2.65 27 $1.00
Red Fox 199 $20.62 128 $22.95 142 $14.75
Marten 104 $39.02 108 $33.66 28 $22.62
Mink 8 $10.89 33 $6.70 6 $5.57
Muskrat 248 $2.88 459 $3.24 382 $2.84
Otter 20 $68.33 13 $58.77 26 $50.20
Raccoon 103 $7.97 111 $9.62 64 $10.19
Skunk 97 $22.43 77 $13.07 23 $8.29
Trapping
licenses 3,332 4,495 6,059
sold

INumber of pelts sold at Montaffaappers Association fur auction
2Pelt prices are averaged from all fur sold, including green, finished, and damaged furs.

9
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Overall, average pelt price increased by about
19% from last year (Table 2) Ermine showed
the larged increasein pelt price from last yearat
+101.8% while coyotes showed the largest
decline of 30.6%. Badger, Coyote, and Raccoon
were the only pelts that have sena decrease
this year compared to the Byear average Skunk
pelt prices have seen over a 400% increafeom
that was considered the last peak of overall pelt
pricesduringthe¢ mp ¢ " d¢rappinyg season
Bobcat pelt prices are on the rise which may
draw more interest in trappers targeting
bobcats next yearBeaver pelt prices saw a
44 4% increasefrom last yearwith prices
increasing throughout the seasorikely due
to the increased narket for Stenson cowboy
hats made from beaver pelt feltOverall, fur prices continue to remain lowwith trapping
costand fuel pricesgreatly outweighing end-of-seasonfur checks4 EA ¢mn¢o”¢mn¢t OAA
will likely be similar to the last few years unless the global fur market changes.

Table 2. Furbearer pelt prices in Montana from annual Montana Trappers Association fur
auction, February 1718, 2023, Livingston, Montana.

Change from

. Average  Change from - 5-year
Species Total sold price 2021 -2022 ggfg in 2012 - average
Badger 7 $33.89 -31.2% 33.2% $39.74
Beaver 216 $33.22 44.4% 7.5% $23.13
Bobcat 111 $376.21 21.6% -36.1% $293.31
Coyote 423 $25.76 -30.6% -72.6% $57.85
Ermine 126 $4.56 101.8% 45.7% $2.84
Red Fox 199 $20.62 -10.2% -68.7% $19.08
Marten 104 $39.02 15.9% -53.6% $28.36
Mink 8 $10.89 62.5% -45.7% $7.92
Muskrat 248 $2.88 -11.1% -75.0% $2.79
Otter 20 $68.33 16.3% -39.3% $59.79
Raccoon 103 $7.97 -17.2% -71.1% $8.51
Skunk 97 $22.43 71.6% 426.5% $13.41

10
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Section |I: Montana Furbearer Program Species Status Reports
CTImg¢¢ ¢Ccmgco

Forest Furbearers:
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Canada Lynx Monitoring

Canada lynx have been harvestedhistorically
through trapping and hunting in Montana In
1978, FWP implemented mandatorypelt
tagging of both lynx and bobcat. Lynx harvest
continued through the 1998 trapping season
and have been federally listed as a threatened
speciessince 2000.

In 2015, Montana established lynx protection
UT T AO ;Figu@ 3 th Borthwest Montana
and the Greater Yellowstone region as part of a
lynx settlement agreement. The U.S. Fish and

~ s A £ oA oA

Wildlife Service (USFWS) plans to revaluate lynx criticalEAAEOAO xEOEET OEA
2024"2025 and any additional information that can be gathered to further inform our

knowledge of lynx distribution and occupancy in Montana may help guide the future
decision-making processMontana has a long history of positie, progressive efforts to

conserve lynx in our state and we continued efforts to inform our knowledge of lynx

occupancyand distribution throughout the state.

In 2022, FWP staff
developed a lynx
monitoring protocol in
efforts to start actively
gathering more
information regarding
lynx occupancy
throughout their range
in Montana. This
protocol was established
using themost recently
published lynx habitat

o quality model (Olson et
Figure 3. Furbearer trapping district boundaries, counties, al. 2020) with plans for

and lynx protection zones. long-term monitoring
efforts.

/| OAO OEA xETOAO T £ ¢ncg"¢ngoh &70 OOABE AADPI I
habitat in northwest Montana and 20 stations in marginal habitat within the Greater

Yellowstone Ecosystem (GY.Eigure 4). These efforts provided FWP withthe probability of

occupancy and detection within core and marginal lynx habitats. Preliminamesults show

that there were no lynx detectiors in the GYE while there were a total af85 lynx

detections at10 of the locations in core lynx habitat.

12
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Legend
Regional Lynx Habitat Quality
© Low
Moderate
B High
00 Lynx Critical Habitat
B33 Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem Boundary
[J Montana 7.5 km Grid Cells with =50% High-Quality Lynx Habitat
{1 GYE Cells Containing High Quality Habitat
B 202223 Lynx Pilot 7.5 km Sample Cells
° 2022-23 Lynx Pilot’ Sample Locations

i 200 Kilometers:
| | L L 1

Figure 4.Montana cells and specific locations sampled for lynx pilot occupancy survey from
December 1, 2022, through April 30, 2023, within core, highquality lynx habitat (n = 20) and
within marginal, high-quality habitat within the GYE 6 = 20). Sample locations generated
along a trail or road within high-quality lynx habitat.

YT ¢mgo”"¢mnegth -1T1TO0ATA &70 DI AI
stationsin 7.5-km x 7.5km cells that have > 50%high-quality '
modeled habitat which will estimate lynx occupancyhroughout
core lynx habitatin Montana (Figure 6). Idaho and Wyoming will
also be deploying lynx monitoring stations in areas modeled as
high-quality habitat in efforts to estimate lynx occupancy across a
major part of the range in the western United States. The results
from these efforts will help inform the US Fish and Wildlife Servicef
in their assessment othe status of thelynx populationsin the
West and their designations of lynx critical habitatThis multi-
state lynx occupancy survey will then occur every 5 yearso that
we can gain occupancy &nd information for lynx in the west.
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Figure 6. Montana cells and specific locations to be sampled for lynx occupancy survey

from December Ft, 2023 through March 3%, 2024 (n = 90). Sample locations are along ¢
road or trail within high-quality lynx habitat.
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Bobcat Harvest and Population Trends

Bobcat harvest is determined through
mandatory registration of each animal harvestd,
pelt tagging and lower jaw collection within 10
days of the season endHarvest isalsoregulated
through a limited quota system$ OOET C OFf
2023 season 728 bobcats were harvested
resulting in a23.61% decreasdrom the previous
year (Figure 8). Region 3 was the only region to
reach thar quota, harvesting 154 out of thel50-
bobcatquota. Weather conditionswere poor for
bobcat trapping this year with many trappers focusd on other species, such as wolves and
coyotes.Bobcat pelts did see a 21.56% increase in price from last year, bringi an average

of $376.21 (Figure 9). This is also a 23.28% increase from the 1fear average of $305.16.

The highestbobcat price this yearat the Livingston auctionwas $1,244.23 Bobcat prices

are holding up welland our western bobcatswith white, spotted bellies are at the top of

the national market. Even many of the lower end bobcat pelfsom other areas of the

country are doing well. We also collect the lower jaw of every bobcat harvestetd

determineage. TR T 1 AAOO AT AAAO EAOOAOO Adsgear-aq OEA ¢ mc
while the average age wag&.8 years old(Figure 10).

Population trends are derived from an integrated population modelIPM) that includes
annual harvest, survival, andrecruitment data for each regionto provide an estimate of the
bobcat population. From this modeprovides justification for the bobcat quotas and
personal bag limits in each region t@chieve the regional management objectives each
year.Results from the IPMshow a moderate decline in ar statewide bobcat population
over time (Figure 7).

16000 Montana bobcat population estimates Region:
O R1
14000 oR2
@ 12000 B R
'E = R4
£ 10000 mRs
a
£ 8000 mRs
= m R7
= 6000
s
= 4000
2000 %
o
P T BN PO O DD DT D DD g
DY SIS I I~ I~ Sl S~ S~ S
A AT A AE T AF ST AT A S A AT AT A A AT A A S
Year

&ECOOA x8 '11 OAl AOOEI AGAOG T &£ -11O0AT A
integrated population modelusing annual harvest, survival, and recruitment data.

15



Furbearer Program Annual Report -

Species .Y
oo szsion Actual annual bobcat harvest
3000 - - -
by Montana trapping district
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Figure 8. Actual annualbobcatharvestin Montanaderived from mandatory registration.

Actual statewide bobcat harvest and average pelt price in Montana
3000 $700.00

2500 $600.00

$500.00
2000

$400.00
1500
$300.00

1000

Average plet price

$200.00

Actual total harvest

=00 = Actual harvest - MRRE === Fur prices $100.00

0 $0.00

Trapping season

Figure 9. Comparison of Montana bobcdtarvest and pelt prices over the last 18 years.
Harvestnumbers determined through mandatory registration Annual pelt price estimated
are the average price from the Montana Trappers Association Fur Auction.
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Bobcat Age Results

25%

20%

15% Average age: 2.8 years old

10%

5%

0% I I I I I HE = = _ - -
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Proportion of samples

Age in Years

Figure 10. Proportion of the bobcats harvestedateachagelA OOET ¢ OEA c¢mcc¢”"¢mngo
seasonAge information is determinedthrough cementum annuli agingfrom mandatory
tooth submission by hunters and trappers.
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Fisher Harvest Trends and Occupancy

Thefirst trapping season for fisher
started in 1983 while mandatory pelt
tagging started for the 1984 trapping
seasonFisher harvest is determined
through mandatory registration, full
carcass collection and pelt taggingof
each animal harveseéd within 10 days of
the season close. atvest is regulated
through a limited quota system.Since
2019, the Bitteroot Fisher Management
Unit (Figure 11) has had a total quota of
5 with a female subquota of 1During

OEA ¢ngc¢”"c¢mcgo OAA ObHarvedstedmmGulling<lAethdle that clEsedtied O
season$ OOET ¢ OEA ¢mc¢p”"c¢mnceg OOAPDDNER RarveATAOT T h
highest fisher harvest in Montana was in 1986 with a total harvest of 21 fishsrincluding

11 females, 8 males, and @nknowns.

BLacKFeET

H INDIAN

J RESERVATION

(" Glacier
\

r

Jefferson

- Closed to Hunting and Trapping
Indian Reservations

Figure 11. Montana Fisher Management
Units.

In 2017, FWP developed a pilot project to
estimate occupancy and detection probability
of fisher in the Cabinet Mountain (Coltrane
and Inman2021). This monitoring effort was
designed to provide initial estimates that
would guide the study design for a larger
multi -state monitoring effort the following
winter. Forty-two camera stations were
deployed in21 cells (7.5-km x 7.5km) from
December 2017z March 2018. Fishers were
detected in 7 of the 21 cellsuggesting that
fishers were present in the Cabinets but at
low densities.

In 2018, Montana FWRand Idaho Fish and
Game developed a fisher occupancy study
determine the current distribution of fishers
and to provide a baseline occupancy estimate
and sampling framework that would allow
biologists to monitor changes in fisher
distribution and occupancyover time. From
that survey, fisheis were detected in23 of the
343 cells sampledFigure 12). These
detections generated the highestisher
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B Wet Stratum

[ Dry Stratum

[ Surveyed Cells
B Eisher Detections

occupancyestimatesin a large area in
the IdahoNezPerce Clearwater
National Forest and a small area in the
Cabinet Mountain Range of Idaho and
Montana.

In the summer of 2019, inconjunction

with Montana Fur Harvesters, Montana

4 0ADDPAOGEO ! OOT AEAODE
Service, FWP began a project to &ttnpt

to increase fisher denning habitat in the
Cabinet MountainsUsing den boxes
designed in British Columbia, 3boxes
were deployed in 2019 and an

additional 20 in 2020. Den boxesvere
lured and monitored with trail cameras
and gun brush geneticcollars to detect
use and determine the sex of those
fisher using the boxes. To date, FWP has
not observe any actual denning activity
at any denboxes,but future monitoring
efforts will be determined based on
OAOGOI 0O A#OTiI OEA ¢
season.

{
Figure 12. Fisherdetections and cells sampled
fass from mid-December2018 to mid-March 2019.

[ 1daho Survey Cells
[ Refined Sampling Frame
Cells

Montana S

~

Duringthex ET OAO T £ ¢nc¢o”"¢mngth
using a modified sampling fame developed by
Krohner et al. (2022) to re-evaluate
occupancy of fishers in the Northern Rocky
Mountain Range of Idaho and Montana
(Figure 13). This effort will also include an
intensive sampling effort in the Cabinet
Mountains in Montana to generate atand-
alone occupancy estimate for that area.
Results willbe compared to those of the
¢cmpyY” ¢ mp w intoCedyichhngd in
occupancy and detection. The results will also
inform future management decisions
concerning fishers in northwest Montana
o @ e ceeeeen oo | INClUIng future quota recommendations
and/or translocation efforts.

Figure13.¢ t¢ o " ¢ 1 ¢ sampltg O E /
frame and survey cells.
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Marten Harvest Trends and Monitoring

Marten harvest is determined through
mandatory registration of each animal
harvested, including pelt taggingwvithin 10
days of the end of the seasoiThe first _
trapping season and mandatory pelt tagging [
for marten started in 1955 During the 1
cngn”cngp AT A ¢mgp”c
seasonsmandatory tagging of marten was
discontinued due to COVIEL9. FWP
reinstated mandatory taggingof marten for
theg m ¢ ¢ " d¢rapping season after seeing
a decrease in reported harvesbver the previous 2years8 $ OOET ¢ OEA c¢mgc¢ " ¢mng
there was a 35.01% increase in marten harvest with a total @82 harvested including 229
that were harvest inregion 2 (Figure 14). Marten pelts also saw an increase of 15.92%,
averaging $39.02 The most recent high in marten pelpricesx AO AOOET ¢ OEA
season when they were averaging®5.92 (Figure 15). This U A Aigcge&sein wild marten

fur prices may reflect the limited purchase of Russian sable daito the war in the Ukraine
and their sanctions on RussiaMartencontinue to sell well at both stateand national
auctions.

CmpPpo

Spedes .Y
- Actual annual marten harvest
2000 . - .
- by Montana trapping district
1800 =
REGION .Y
1600 ETDS
OTD 4
1400 =
"%' OTD3
glzoo OTD 2
< - m _ -
> = =
I
g 800 | m B L |
< —
600 | | || ||
400 — | - B
200 m L | — N L H
]
P F S FLP PSPPI
B P MR R R I R R PN I IR I NG
Year

Figure 14. Actual annual marterharvest in Montana derived from mandatory registration.
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Actual statewide marten harvest and average pelt price in Montana
2000 $100.00
1800 $90.00
1600 $80.00
7] o
E 1400 $70.00 .é
2 1200 $60.00 =
= a
s 1000 5000 o
= By
= 800 $40.00 m
g g
600 30.00
g : <
400 $20.00
200 Actual harvest - MRRE === Fur prices $10.00
0 $0.00
AR Y Y - S S R Y- S I Y, Y, » Y, LAY,
F F & F T W Y D
L A S R AT S S AR Sl U, S, P U S S
Trapping season

Figure 15. Comparison of Montana marten harvest and pelt prices over the last 18 years.
Harvest numbers determined through mandatory registration. Annual pelt price estimated
are the average prie from the Montana Trappers Association Fur Auction.

Population trends for marten have fluctuatedover time (Jensen et al. 2012), however
there are limited data for the population in Montana Catchper-unit-effort estimates from
the Furbearer Harvest Surveyshow arelatively unchangedpopulation at the state level
(Figure 16). There have been sompotable declines in Northwest Montanavhich was the
backing for a 10marten per person limit which started inregion 1 in 2019. Although only 3

trappers reported a harvest of 10 marten iregion1dOOET ¢ OEA ¢mnc¢g¢”"c¢mco

Statewide catch-per-unit-effort from
annual marten harvest estimate

300

250

200

150

100

CPUE - Number of Animals Harvested
Per 1,000 Trap Days

50

Figure 16. Estimate of catckper-unit-effort for marten in Montana providing information
regarding marten population trend over the last 18 years. Estimated derived from FWP
Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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In 2020, FWPIn collaboration with several O Predicted Marten Habitat

. X 3 ."(—. \
trappers, coordinated thetranslocation of ":5 ‘/' : 3 —
marten from southwest Montana into the ”™ . -
Little Belt M_ountaln Comple_x near White A% P R T
Sulphur Springs, MontangFigure 16). L&
Marten were live trapped, sampled, and o T

moved to areas that aranodeled ashigh-
quality habitat but haveno recent marten
harvest locations(Figure 17). Over the first
two winters of this project there were a total
of 77 marten (50M, 27F) translocated in the
Little Belts (Figure 18). Due to the success of
OEAOGA AEsEl O0OOHh 1 OAQ
another 28 marten (18M, 10F) were
translocated from southwest Montana into
the CastleMountains. Over the winter of
¢ncgo”"¢mngth &70 DOI bFiguk d. 2019 MAHPIV@Et $elictive
these efforts into the NorthBridger i AOOAIT EAAEOADO NOAI E
Mountains with further expansions 2018 marten harvest locations.
proposed for the years to follow.
To continue to gain more information
about marten, in 2022, FWP approved a
research project to study martens across
their range in Montana. This prgect will
be a colaboration between Montana
State University and FWP Regions"B.
The specific objectives of this project
include developing 1) a predictive
habitat model for marten at the
statewide scale, 2) assessing marten
species identification anddistribution
! statewide, and 3) developing and

evaluating occupancy monitoring (in the

field and via simulation) as a means of

monitoring marten over space and time.
This project plans to address information
gaps and develop a monitoring
methodology for marten that can be applied within a statewide monitoring framework.
4AEEO xEI1 AT EATAA &7080 AAEI EOU O 1 AT ACA 1 AO
translocation where needed, and evaluate the impact of other management activities, such
as marten hawvest or large-scale habitat changes, on marten populations.

Figure 18. Marten being release from
translocation den box irto the Little Belt
Mountains, 2021
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As part of the orgoing monitoring efforts of
the newly established populations of
translocated maten, a masters project has
been approved to start as early as the Fall of
2024. The goal of this project is to develop a
systematic postrelease monitoring program
that can be used to assess the efficacy of
ongoing marten reintroduction efforts in
central Montana (Figure 19). The proposed
research includes 1) an evaluation of the
population dynamics and behavior of newly
reintroduced marten populations including
post-release survival, reproduction, and spatial
useand 2) developing arecommendation of
criteria to be met before reintroduced marten
populations are open to legal, regulated
harvest.

The products from these two projects will , ]
provide a wholistic picture into the two marten ~ T19ure 19. Martendetection at
species(Martes americanaM. cauring we have ~Ca@mera trap station in 2023 Little

in Montana, their delineation and hybridization ~ Belt Mountains, Montana.

zones, an updated habitat quality model, an

occupancy modeling approach for statewide monitoring, a measure of efficacy for marten
translocations including vital rates and causespecific-mortality, and criteria for deeming
the translocation efforts successful and complete. In preparation for the genetic side of
these studies, FWP biologists are gathering voluntary muscle tissue samples from
successful marten trappers. Please reach out to your regional furbeareiologist for more
details (Jessy ColtrangR1;Tyler Parks, R2;Claire Gower, R3).



mailto:jcoltrane@mt.gov
mailto:tylerparks@mt.gov
mailto:cgower@mt.gov
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Wolverine Occupancy and Monitoring

Wolverine have historically been trapped
and hunted in Montanaand were
originally classified as a norgame species
until their reclassified as a furbearer in
1984. In 1975,mandatory wolverine pelt
tagging,and an annual wolverine harvest
continued through the 2012 trapping
seasonending with a quota of 5.Since
2013, only 3 wolverines have been killed
incidentally from legal trapping activities.

| OAO OEA xETOAO 1 £ TTpy CHpxn -TTOATA
Fish, Wildlife & Parks (FWP) participated in the first western United States wolverine
occupancysurvey which spanned across Idaho, Montana, Washington, and Wyoming
(Lukacs et al. 2020) The objectives of tleseefforts were to 1) determine wolverine
distribution, 2) identify distribution gaps where restoration efforts could be directed, 3)
develop a nonitoring framework that could be used toevaluate changes in distribution,
occupancy and genetics, and 4) provide baseline data that can be use@valuate the
impacts of landscape,
climatic, or anthropogenic
changes on wolverine
occupancy andgenetics wer
time. Monitoring stations
were deployed within 15-km
x 15-km cells that have >50%
modeled high-quality habitat.
A total of 185 monitoring
stations were deployed
across this 4state areafor
OEA qmpo”cmpx

[ 2021-22 Added Sample Cells
2016-17 & 2021-22 Sampled Cells
> 50% wolverine habitat

WasHington
=

Wolverines were detected in @ a %y
59 of the cdls, including 23 & g

cells in Montana.This survey
was then followedip over the Californig
wi nt er ofadding 2 1
Colorado, Utah, and Oregan x

detect any changes in overall 1 Arizona Nem

0 75150 300 Kilometers

distribution and occupancy Figure 20. Sampling frame and selected cells for the
compared to the results from \veri hi dah q
the previous studgnd to get wo ver_lne survey across Washington, ldaho, Montana, an

. Wyoming, USA, 20182017 (green) and selected cells added
abasline forotherareas 4™ L5 TS AT R 5 OAER AT A/ OAC
predicted to be occupied by 2022 &
wolverines(Figure 20) (green & orange).

Colorado
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1125 225
T T

During the 202
wolverines were detected in 60
of the 239 cells surveyed acros
the Zstate arealthough, this
only added one wolverine
detection inOregon (Table 3
Figure 2). Wolverines were
againdetected in 59 af85
cells sampled. There was a shi
in wolverine detectios
between the two studies from
Montana to Idahgalthough the
preliminary results only show a
small decrease in overall

. 1 Sampled
wolverine occupancgcrosshe S B0 Belartions
4-state area. o 2022 Detections

(

?'/Z?Ir:/;rinng?);?[edug Igrtaidgﬂatﬁgure 21. Wolverine detections across a-gtate area,
IS | u | s =~ 7 = T A AN A T n
of climate changeTheUS Fish 53! h ET xEIOACO TA cmpo”c

and Wildlife Sevice (USFWS)plans to publish theifinal rule in DecembeiMVolverines
continue to be detected throughout the extent of their known range and have also been recently
detected in areas previously thought to be outside of their normal distribution. Thniednti
collaboration among these states will provide valuable -terng information regarding any
spatial and temporal changes in wolverine occupancy and distribution in the western United
States. Through these efforts, managers can ensure the perpeatfiatdverine populations
throughout the extent of their
Table 3. Wolverine detections during 1 December to 31 range.Occupancy Brveys
- AOAE AOOET ¢ ¢gmgp”"qgmgg x¥1 occurevery5 years with the
state area and all participating states, USA. next survey schedulddr the
winter of 2026 202

1 Sampling Frame

. Wolverine Sites W.'th Total photos are plans to expand these
State Sites wolverine . . .
photos o .~ (all species) collaborative efforts into
Alberta and British
Columbia, Canadso that
Colorado 16 0 0 118,566 this next survey can continue
ldaho 58 12,752 25 108.679 to provide advancing
Mentana 48 6,291 16 60,331 information about
Oregon 19 333 1 30.055 wolverines throughout
, e much of their range in
Utah 16 0 0 26,051 North America.
Washington 25 286 3 0.665*
Wyoming 55 5.026 15 127,554
Total 239 24,688 G0 472,136
Total 185 24,355 29 296,064
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Grassland Furbearers:

Swift Fox Harvest Trends and Occupancy

Swift fox are native to the Northern Grddains
and while once abundant, they were eradicate(
from much of their historical range due largely
federal eradication campaigns focused on ,
coyotes and wolveis the mid1800s to the early | v
1900s Swift fox were officially designated as -
extirpated fronMontana in 1969. In 1992he
USFWS received a petition to list the swift fox
an endangered species but was found to be
Awarranted but precl uj
higher priorityo (Fedf
an extensive reintroduction effort was concludi
in southern Canada, adjacent to Ne@tntral Montana Soon afterward, SWIft fox establlshed
populations in suitable habitats in Northeromanaresulting inmuch ofthe population that
presently existsSince that time subsequent translocations to two tribal nations within MT have
occurred in attempts to increase distribution of swift fox

Swift fox trapping season and mandatory pelt tagging started in 201Qith a quota of 20,

Swift fox harvest is determined through mandatory registration of each animal harvested,

including pelt tagging and lower jaw collection within 10 days of the end of the season.

Since 2016, the quota for the portion ofegion 6 where swift fox trapping is allowed has

been 10 with a personal limitof 3$ OOET ¢ OEA ¢m¢¢”"¢mnco OAAOI T h 1
harvested, down from a harvest of 10 the previous season. Most swift fox are taken as a

specialty species or are incidentally captied by coyote trappers. Due to the limited

amount of harvest, trappers normally keep the pelt as a tanned watlanger. There were no

swift fox pelts sold at the MTA fur auction this year or previously.

I OAO OEA xET O Aadotal o 20swiftfax qnitaring Istations were deployed

inregionst " x AO PAOO T &£ A PEITO 1T AA@&SKILAU OOOAUS
identify and map swift for habitat, 2) conserve habitat and movement corridors, 3) monitor

distribution and status over time, and4) increase distribution of swift fox into suitable,

connected habitat. Swift fox were detected at the highest levels iegion 6, followed by

region 7,region 4, while there were no detections imegion 5 These detections provided

FWP with the detectionand occupancy estimates to determine the level of sampling effort
TAAAAA £ O A 1 OAE 11T OA A@OAT OEOA OOOéghy OOAO0O
7. Monitoring stations will be placed in 7.5km x 7.5km cells that contain >50% modeled

high-quality swift fox habitat (Figure 22). The efforts will then continue inregion 6 over the

xET OAO 1T £ ¢rnkQElcin®@ vt AMTAA v ET ¢mgu”"c¢mco8
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Opportunities to continue
improving swift fox
distribution and status
appear to exist, especially
in the northern portion of
the species historical range
where the largegjaps in
population connectivity
across the species range
appear to occur within
Montana. Swift fox

distribution and population T T

Vlablllty s currently not 7.5 x 7.5 km Survey Cells (n=3,871)

well understood in much of P y '

central and eastern | High-Quality (975)

Montan a;however, | Moderate-Quality (1553)

populations are currently B 0oty (05

believed tdoe more Figure 22. Swift fox modeled habitat quality across Montanz
fragmented than in adjacentg 7 o GAGET T O t1"x8 -1 AAl OADPOAOAT OC

parts of their range, making ¢ predict swift fox habitat in Montana (Burkholder 2019,
these parts of Montanaa gy tjer et al, 202Q Olimb et al. 2@1). High quality = >50%

priority for_ rangf:)mde grassland; Moderate = >25% grassland; low = <25%
conservation efforts. A grassland.

critical step for local

management is reliably determining the current distribution of swift fox with scientifreysur
methodsBY the end of these survey efforts in 2026, FWP will have a much more detailed
understanding of the swift fox population in Montana with the potential of expanding
recreational harvest opportunities.




Riparian Furbearers:

Beaver Harvest Trends

Furbearer Program Annual Report -

Beaver harvest, based on the furbearer
harvestsurvesh AOOET ¢ OEA

season was down 30.26%EOT |

2022 season withan estimated3,438
individuals harvest (Figure 23). Since
2019, region 3 has harvested the greatest
number of beaversannually, with an
estimated 829 beaver this yearBeaver
pelt prices saw a44.43% increasethis
year with prices increasing throughout

the seasonand averaging $33.22 this year
(Figure 24). The nmarket for Stetsson cowboy hats made from beaver pelt feltlrove the
market primarily due to the popularity of the television series YellowstoneBeaver pelt
prices have been on asteady risBET AA OEA
ET AOAAOA /El 23 trdpging seasarg 0 " ¢ 1

Population trends are derived from the Furbearer Harvest Survey and th€atchPer-Unit-
Effort (CPUE) estimateAs it takes more effort to catch an animal, we presume there are
fewer individuals in the population. From this estimate, beaver populations have beein a

OF A

cnmpu”"cmpe OAAOTI

slight decline over the last 18 yearsut are overall stable(Figure 25).
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Figure 23. Estimated annual beaver harvest in Montana by trapping distrigtderived from

FWP Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Estimated statewide beaver harvest and average pelt price in
10,000 Montana $45.00
. 9,000 $40.00
g 8,000 $35.00 8
& 7,000 $30.00 S
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£ 5,000 $2000 &
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Trapping season

Figure 24. Comparison of Montana estimated beaver harvest and pelt priceser the last
18 years. Harvest estimated are derived frorrurbearer Harvest Survey results. Annual
pelt price estimated are the average price from the Montana Trappers Association Fur
Auction.

Statewide catch-per-unit-effort from
annual beaver harvest estimate
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Figure 25. Estimate ofcatch-per-unit-effort for beaver in Montanaproviding information
regarding beaver population trend over the last 18 years. Estimated derived from FWP
Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Mink Harvest Trends

Mink harvest AOOET ¢ OEA ¢
harvest season saw a significant drop of
xwdypt b A£OI T OEA ¢m
with an estimated total of only 103 mink
harvested statewide(Figure 26), only 8
of which were sold at the Livingston fur
auction. Historical mink harvest has
shown highannual fluctuations but with
fewer mink being harvested, pelt prices
for those available saw a 62.54%
increase averaging$10.89 (Figure 27). = - ,
This is a 16.95% increase from the 1Qear averageof $9 31for m|nk Many mnk fur farms
are going out of businessvhich may be providing some additional demandor wild mink
although it remains overall difficult to move mink fur through the market.

Population trends , interpreted through CPUE estimatesfor mink have shown asteady
decrease sincovertimex EOE OEA 11 OO0 OAAATIboughpithedisA ET c¢cmp o’
known aboutwhat may be causing these decreases in Montana (Figuz8).

Spedies w ¥

Sum of Tokal PFanest

Estimated annual mink harvest

1,600 by Montana trapping district
. 1,400
o
5 1,200 I
f lomiEon =T
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B 800 mTDS
&

600 ] ] mTD 4
|| OTD 3
400 - B OoTD 2
200 M E 1 L M ﬂ H OTD 1
0 = [ = E
P D D s N ) AP D AR 4y g

Year

Figure 26. Estimated annual mink harvest in Montana by trapping district, derived from
FWP Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Estimated statewide mink harvest and average pelt price in
1,600 Montana $25.00
« 1,400 ’
g 20.00
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Figure 27. Comparison of Montana estimated mink harvest and pelt prices over the last 18
years. Harvest estimated are derived from Furbearer Harvest Survey results. Annual pelt
price estimated are the average price from the Montana Trappers Association Fur Auction.

Statewide catch-per-unit-effort from
annual mink harvest estimate
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Figure 28. Estimate of catckper-unit-effort for mink in Montana providing information
regarding mink population trend over the last 18 years. Estimated derived from FWP
Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Muskrat Harvest Trends and Monitoring

Muskrat harvest AOOET ¢ OEA c¢mccg
furbearer season was down by 32.54% from the

¢ ¢ p " cEaspl with an estimated 2,822
muskrats harvestedstatewide (Figure 29). This is
the lowest estimated muskrat harvest over the 18
yearsof data FWP hasMuskrat pelt pricesalso
experienced an 11.11% decrease from last year,
averaging $2.88. This very closely follows annual
EAOOAOO OOAT AO xEEAE DA i
(Figure 30). The continued low price ofmink and lots of held over muskrat pelts from last
U A Aitxér@tional fur sales, reflected the low price we experienced here in Montana.

Muskrat population trends continue to experiencedeclines
on a national levelwith little information known about the
cause ofthese widespread declinesCPUE estimates show that
Montana has been experiencing these decreases most
significantly since the fur boom in 2012(Figure 31). In efforts
to start gathering some more finite information on muskras in
Montana, FWP staff conduetd the PeltPrimeness method
(Applegate and Predmore 1947})o estimate theharvested sex
and age classatios of the muskrat pelts brought to the auction.
All 248 muskrat pelts that were at the auction were aged and
sexed resulting inaratio of 0.43 juveniles to aduts, 0.99
juveniles to adult females, 2.52 juvenile malg to females, and
Nathan Kluge conductingelt ~ 1.32 adult males to females. These resulthisw a very low
primenessnethod on muskrat  |evel of recruitment in the population of muskrats that were
gﬁg:oar: tzhoez'é“"”gsmn’ MTHUr harvested andsold at the auction.Research will continue to

ET £ Of 100 O1 AAROOGOAT AET ¢ T &£ -110A
and thetrends of the annual muskrat harvest
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Figure 29. Estimated annual muskrat harvest in Montana by trapping district, derived from
FWP Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Figure 30. Comparison of Montana estimated muskrat harvest and pelt prices over the last
18 years. Harvest estimated are derived from Furbear Harvest Survey results. Annual
pelt price estimated are the average price from the Montana Trappers Association Fur
Auction.
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Statewide catch-per-unit-effort from
annual muskrat harvest estimate
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Figure 31. Estimate of catckhper-unit-effort for muskrat in Montana providing information
regarding muskrat population trend over the last 18 years. Estimated derived from FWP
Furbearer Harvest Survey
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River Otter Harvest Trends

River otter harvest is determined
through mandatory registration of
each animal harvested, including pelt
tagging and lower jaw collection
within 10 days of the end of the ;
seasonHarvest of otters is regulated ""'" "-‘":a;;»f
through a limited quota system in i
AAAE OACEI T8 /DAO
harvest season, there were a total of [
108 otter harvested which was a
22.73% increase from last year
(Figure 32). Region 1 harvests the
most with 41, 1 over the regional quota that closed the season in region 1 on Marcht®24

Otter pelt prices also saw a increase of 16.27% with an average of $68.33. The highest

I OOAO O1T 1T A £l O Awn8cp OEEO UAAO AT i DPAOAA O1 1
2013 season of $112.58. There is a good demand for otter pelts, with size and color being a

major factor driving the price.
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Figure 32. Actual annual river otter harvest in Montana derived from mandatory
registration.
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Population trends, interpreted through CPUE estimates, for otters have shown little to no
changeover time with the most recent spike lasseasoh ¢ 1 ¢ p(Figume 83). FWP is
currently looking to develop an otter survey to gathemore information that will provide
justification for any future changes to harvest quotaand our adaptive harvest

management strategies for otters.
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Figure 33. Estimate of catchper-unit-effort for river otters in Montana providing
information regarding muskrat population trend over the last 18 years. Estimated derived
from FWP Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Furbearing Predators and Non -game species:

Badger Harvest Trends

Badger harvest AOOET ¢ OEA ¢mgf
season experienced an estimated 62.%4 drop |
from last year with atotal of 324 badgers
harvested (Figure 34). Region4 and 7 have
consistently harvested the greatest numbers
of badgersin the state with region 4
harvesting the most this year at anestimated
114 compared toregion 7 harvesting 318
duing OEA c¢mc¢p” ¢.AGge parRoh
the badger harvest is a result of nuisance
animal removal especially for those digging holes itand used for grazingPelt prices saw a
decrease of 31.2% from last yearaveraging $33.89although this was a 10.11% increase
from the 10-year averageof $30.78(Figure 35). Harvest does not seem to follow pelt prices
for badger nearly as close as other specieBadgerprices topped out at an average of
$72.56 in 2010while total harvest peaked with many other species in 201%vith an
estimated harvest of 1,474

Population trends for badgerare highly variable but show a slight decrease over the last
18 years of furbearer harvest arvey data(Figure 36). The level oharvest and population
trend is widely unknown since a license is not required to harvest which can occur year
around.
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Figure 34. Estimated annual badger harvest in Montana by trapping district, derived from
FWP Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Estimated statewide badger harvest and average pelt price in
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Figure 35. Comparison of Montana estimatetdadgerharvest and pelt prices over the last
18 years. Harvest estimated are derived from Furbeardfarvest Survey results. Annual
pelt price estimated are the average price from the Montana Trappers Association Fur
Auction.
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Figure 36. Estimate of catchper-unit-effort for badger in Montana providing information
regarding badgerpopulation trend over the last 18 years. Estimated derived from FWP
Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Coyote Harvest Trends

Coyote harvest AOOET ¢ OEA ¢ng m“,
experiencal a 35.45% decrease from last year
with a total estimate of 10,69 coyotes
harvested (Figure37). Region7 has
consistently sea the highest level of harvest
with 3,338 estimated to be harvestedhis
season by licens& OOADPDPAOO8 4 H
account for the number of coyotes harvested
for nuisance or recreation by hunters and
trappers without a license or outside of the
regular furbearer trapping season.Fur prices
decreasedby 30.62% with the average onlybringing $25.76 (Figure 38). This is also a
57.85% drop from the 10year average of $61.12The best pricesseenover the last 18
yearswere during the 2013 auction when they averaged $93.98.This big drop in coyote
prices couldreflect the loss of trend o use coyote fur for the lining of parka hoodby the
coat company Canada Goosélthough, heavy western coyotes continued to bring the best
prices in the international market.

Population trends for coyote have shown little to no change over the last 18 yesin
Montanadespite year-around harvest using a multitude of methodgFigure 39). Coyotes
are a prolific and resilient speciesthat are well adapted to high levels of harvest.
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Figure 37. Estimated annual coyote harvest in Montana by trapping district, derived from
FWP Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Estimated statewide coyote harvest and average pelt price in
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Figure 38. Comparison of Montana estimated coyote harvest and pelt prices over the last
18 years. Harvest estimated are derived from Furbeardfarvest Survey results. Annual
pelt price estimated are the average price from the Montana Trappers Association Fur
Auction.
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Figure 39. Estimate of catchper-unit-effort for coyote in Montana providing information
regarding coyote population trend over the last 18 years. Estimated derived from FWP
Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Raccoon Harvest Trends

Raccoon harvest] OAO OEA c¢m¢ '\,
season saw a 52.57% drop from the
previous season with a total estimated
harvest of2,765 raccoong(Figure 40). The
lowest estimate harvest occurred ing T p X
2018 with only 2,386 harvested.Pelts
continue to sell very poorlydue to the high
processing costsPelt prices averaged $7.97
which was a 17.15% drop from last year
although the top raccoon sold for $51.03 at
this U A Adbiéiéh (Figure 41). This average ; = ;
was seen across the nation with only fully prime and undamageelﬂge pelts seeing prices
north of the single digits.

Population trends for raccoons in Montana informed by CPUE estimateshow a slightly
decreasing population over the last 18 years, althougtime difference is trivial (Figure 42).
Raccoonscan be found throughout Montana andre highly adaptive to a changing
environment. Thereare no concerns about the sustainability of auraccoon population in
Montana.
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Figure 40. Estimated annual raccoon harvest in Montana by trapping district, derived from
FWP Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Estimated statewide raccoon harvest and average pelt price in
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Figure 41. Comparison of Montana estimated raccoon harvest and pelt prices over the last
18 years. Harvest estimated are derived from Furbearer Harvest Survey results. Annual
pelt price estimated are the average price from the Montana Trappers Association Fur
Auction.

Statewide catch-per-unit-effort from
annual raccoon harvest estimate

350
300
250
200
150

100

CPUE - Number of Animals Harvested
Per 1,000 Trap Days

50

L

Year

Figure 42. Estimate of catckper-unit-effort for raccoon in Montana providing information
regarding raccoon population trend over the last 18 years. Estimated derived from FWP
Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Red Fox Harvest Trends

Red fox harvest T OAO OEA ¢ ¢
seasondecreased57.92% from the
previous season with a total estimated
harvest of 954red fox (Figure 43). Region

2 hasconsistently harvesid the greatest
estimated number of red fox annually
harvesting 285 this last seasonRed fox
pelt prices also decreasedby 10.15% with
the average coming out to $20.62Figure
44). The highestaveragepelt price for red
fox occurred in 2013 topping out at
$65.78. The use for fox pelts in fashion
and in the commercial tradehas greatly decreasegresulting in a generaldisinterest in fox
pelts at the national level

Population trends for red fox in Montanahave seera stead/ decrease over the last 18
yearsalthough red foxare a prolific species thatan be found throughoutall of Montana
(Figure 45). There are no concerns about the sustainability of our red fox population in
Montana.
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Figure 43. Estimated annual red fox harvest in Montana by trapping district, derived from
FWP Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Estimated statewide red fox harvest and average pelt price in
Montana
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Figure 44. Comparison of Montana estimateded fox harvest and pelt prices over the last
18 years. Harvest estimated are derived from Furbearer Harvest Survey results. Annual
pelt price estimated are the average price from the Montana Trappers Association Fur
Auction.
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Figure 45. Estimate ofcatch-per-unit-effort for red fox in Montana providing information
regarding red fox population trend over the last 18 years. Estimated derived from FWP
Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Striped Skunk Harvest Trends

Striped skunk harvest overOE A ¢ m
2023 season decreased by 51.81%0m
the previous season with a total
estimated harvest of 918 skunks (Figure
46). This was thelowest estimated skunk
harvest over the last 18 yeargven
though harvest has beervery consistent
through time. Over O E A
season therewas a large spike irharvest
amounting to an estimated3,805 skunks
harvested even though their pelt prices

cmpm” g1

were only averaging $2.34 Pelts over

this last season saw &ig increaseof 71.61%, averaging $22.43vith the top pelt selling for
$125.15(Figure 47). Skunk pelts are used in the specialty market as wall hangeis,craft
items, or other unique uses outside of the fur clothing markeWith the downturn in the
raccoon market and lower trapper effort targeting raccoonsfewer skunks were being
caughtresulting in higher pricesfor those that were caught

Population trends for striped skunks in Montana have seen very little change throughout
time (Figure 48). Skunks are a very common species across Montana dhdre are no
concerns regarding the sustainability of the population in the state.
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Figure 46. Estimated annual striped skunkarvest in Montana by trapping district, derived
from FWP Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Estimated statewide striped skunk harvest and average pelt price in
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Figure 47. Comparison of Montana estimated striped skunk harvest and pelt prices over the
last 18 years. Harvest estimated are derived from Furbearer Harvest Surveysidts. Annual
pelt price estimated are the average price from the Montana Trappers Association Fur
Auction.

Statewide catch-per-unit-effort from
annual striped skunk harvest estimate

600

500

400

300

200

CPUE - Number of Animals Harvested
Per 1,000 Trap Days

100

Year

Figure 48. Estimate of catckper-unit-effort for striped skunk in Montana providing
information regarding striped skunk population trend over the last 18 years. Estimated
derived from FWP Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Weasel Harvest Trends

We have three weasel species here in
Montana, the shorttailed, long-tailed,
and least weaselWeasel harvest
across speciesvas down by 30.88%
from the previous year with an
estimated total harvest of 132 (Figure
49). Region 1 has consistentlharvested
the greatest proportion ofweasels in the ?

state with an estimated117 over the

¢mec” ¢ me oOn€edsAdfdl T 8

decorate the crowns and robes of royal A
and noble persons weaselpelts

continue to sell well with slightly varying prices over time. This year we saw a 101.77%
increase in weasel pelt prices that averaged $4.56lso a 67.51% increase from the 1@ear
average of $2.74Figure 50).

Population trends for weasels in Montana havéeen on a general decrese sincethe
¢mpn” ¢ mp gFighrd F)DAlthough, weaselsare found over most of Montanand
there are no concerns regarding the sustainability of their populations in the state.
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Figure 49. Estimated annual weasel harvest in Montana by trapping district, derived from
FWP Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Figure 50. Comparison of Montana estimated weasel harvest and pelt prices over the last
18 years. Harvest estimated are derived from Furbearer Harvest Survey results. Annual
pelt price estimated are the average price from the Montana Trappers Association Fur

Auction.
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Figure 51. Estimate of catckper-unit-effort for weasels in Montana providing information
regarding weaselpopulation trends over the last 18 years. Estimated derived from FWP
Furbearer Harvest Survey.
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Conclusion and Thanks

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks has a long history of positive, progressive efforts to
connect, conserve, monitor, and manage the wildlife in our staté/e continue to develop
new research and monitoring programs, gather survey data from the public, andigance
our knowledge of the furbearing animals we have in Montandt would not be possible
without the help and collaboration from countless FWP staff, volunteers, survey
respondents, a multitude of various state and federal agencies, trappers, trappingc
hunting organizations, tribes, and external research partnerd’he cooperation among these
people and groups assures that trapping and the fur industry in Montana is maintained and
managed for the benefit of ALL those who recreate in Montan@d/e want tothank all of you
for your contribution to science and for providing the data and information needed to
inform the management and research we do across the furbearing species in Montana.

Trapping in Montana is a highly regulated, scientifically based aetty that is a vital tool in
modern wildlife management The information gathered from trappers provides FWP the
means to make adaptive wildlife management decisions and drives the progressive
research efforts conducted now and into the futureThis report would not have been
possible without the responses from the trappers that participated in the annual furbearer
harvest survey. The goal of thisreport was to provide easily digestible information
updates,and resultsto the public about all the furbearing species we have in MontanaVe
welcome your feedback and appreciate taking the time to read this report! For any
guestions or feedback, please contact Montana FWP Furbearer Coordinator, Nathan Kluge
(Nathan.Kluge@nt.gov; 406-594-9762).
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Appendix A: Prime Fur Periods in Montana

The following chart shows the approximate periods of prime fur in Montana.
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T
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Most species are acceptably prime before full primeness is attained.
The color and hair qualityare actually best before the skin is fully prime.
Age, health, and habitat direct influence fur quality.

Quiality declines rapidly after full primeness.
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Prime Fur Periods in Montana
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