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- What is the current state of connectivity across MSCP
preserves (central County)?

. 4 /
e Functional connectivity
* Gene flow
e Cameras, GPS tracking, mortality data, genetics
* Interpret results through lens of recreation and trails use
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Density

Bobcat Activity Patterns - Corridors
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Crossing Site 1

Crossing site 1 is located at the bridge
over the San Diego River at Post Mile
R5.95. The land on either side of the road
in this location is in private ownership.
The site is of high importance to wildlife
and would only require minor
improvements for enhancing wildlife
movement. The overall size of the
structure is appropriate but fencing is
recommended on either side of the road
running perpendicular to the bridge to
prevent wildlife from accessing the
industrial development in the surrounding
area. Removal of the non-native
vegetation in the San Diego River channel
will also enhance wildlife movement
through this structure.
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Have we been successful?

How do we define success??

e ~2 known boars remaining
* Functional eradication?

* Negative survey data

e Certification of eradication

* Long-term monitoring

898°F ® 01/03/12 01:59PM VID 1



R

P _A_.__.. —

@ SDSU-run Camera Land Ownership [ USForest Senvice
r l ® Partner-run Camera [7] omer conserved Lanas | Countyof San Diego
Wildlife Services Cameras I oA oy
SAN DIEGO STATE A Active US Bursau of Lang Management [ cA Depariment of Fish and valate

X Not active [ voa Recenaton e



Monitoring Levels and Land Ownership
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