Assessing the risk of non-motorized watercraft as a vector for spread of

aguatic invasive species in the mountain national parks
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Aquatic invasive species (AIS) are increasing their range throughout North o An assessment of the risk of non- 100%

America. AIS are introduced naturally or, more commonly, through human motorized watercraft was conducted
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mountain national parks, while non-motorized watercraft is seemingly at an all

time high. While the risk of motorized watercraft is higher, the sheer volume of
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permitting system for use of watercraft in park waterbodies as part of the Aquatic
Invasive Species (AIS) Prevention Program. Each of the mountain national parks
have unique challenges and operations and so AIS prevention is not a one-size-fits- |
all scenario. The Prevention Program has been developed to allow for operational * Nl Cranbrook® \ %, S o dry.
flexibility, while maintaining consistency across parks. A key component of the
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Activity Orders to the holders of valid AIS Prevention Permits. There are three —_— . ——

ways to obtain an AIS Prevention Permit: a staffed inspection, a self-certification, Figure 2. Map of the mountain national parks; containing the headwaters of An estimate of the total number of non-motorized watercraft in each park in 2022 was
or seasonal. The type of permit accepted is dependent on watercraft type and is several major watersheds including Columbia, Kootenay, Bow, North calculated based on estimated compliance levels (41 — 53%) and overall number of AIS
specific to each field unit (Figure 1, Table 1). Saskatchewan and Athabasca rivers. In some areas, the distance between Prevention Permits issued (Figure 6). It was estimated that each field unit or park had

watersheds flowing into two separate oceans are just kilometers apart.
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