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Response to "lnaccurate Data and the Olympic National Park Mountain
Goat Controversy"

Dr. R. Lee Lyman has had a long-standirg inter-
cst in tlre mountain go;tl,(Oreannos antericunus)
management issue at Olympic National Park
(Lyman 1988). Lyman (1995) contends that our
recent monograph (Houston et al. 199:1) contains
erors in mammalian biogeography. For the rnost
paft, these perccivcd "crrors' rcsult l iom diflcr-
ing interyretations.

Wjth respect to mammal occunence. u'e notecl
12 species of tenestrial mammals absent histori
cally t i-om the Olvmpic Mountains comprred to
the Cascrdes. based on thc rcports of 5 carlicr
r ro rkcr ' .  L lmrn  r  lQQ5 r  ru lc .  i t  incppropr i r rc  to
include the bog lenrming (S.r'rurptonus boreulis)
in the l ist of abscnt mammals bccausc thc cur-
relt range ofthe species does not extend fiu-enough
south. Fine, although DalquesL ( 19.18:338) reports
that the species "...was evidently forced south-
rvard by the Plcistoccnc glacicrs into 1,!ashing-

ton and is now retreating nofih\\,ard in the wake
of the ice."

Lyman disaglees rvith our list of l8 nalnmals
rcponcd nrissing fronl the AlexanderArchipelago.
rnd  repor t .  on l l  6  r r r i s . ing  l - ro rn  lhe  er r t i re  . r re r r .
As reported in the terl (Houston et al. 199.1:.13).
"[t]he situation on Alaska's Alexander Archipelago
is more complex, but up to lE species are absent
fton:' one or ntore of thc islands compared to the
mainland": this seems to be the maior difterelce
in interpretation. This meaning is not clcar in thc
rnonop laph tab le  rp .  - l - l r  l i r r ins  the .nec i r . .

Lyman reports 3l species of nrammals nriss-
ing from Vancouvcr lsland comparcd to thc main-
land. l0 more thaD we lepo . The main diffel
ence seems to be that I did not include species
whose currcnt rangcs in Brit ish Columbia wcrc
limited to the southwestern tip of the mainland,
i.e.. their ranges did not extend far north along
the mainland coast parallel to Vancouver Island
(thc range o[ Phewtcomys lirlennerl is does ex-
tend about one third the distance). At least seven
ofthese species are rnembers ofDalquest's ( 19,18)

Plcifit: Coustol Faur.l that ".. .reaches its nofih
em limit of distribution in Washington and is bcttcr
represented farther south" (Dalquest 1948:52).
Clearly. t should have explaincd thc rationalc ti)r
not including these species (Houston's variant of
Lyman's bog lemming rule). In r-etrospect, the l0
spccics could bc includcd on a l ist of manrmals
considered to be absent fiom Vancouver Island.

Our main point (Houston et al. 199:1) is that
terrestdal nanlmals and plants on the Olympic
Peni nsula share certain biogeographic character-
istics with Vancouvcr Island, the Queen Char'lotte
Islands. and the AlexanderArchipelago. The four
areas suppot endenic forms of mammals and
plants and halc namnralian faunas that are com-
pr r i r l i \e l )  i rnno\er i .hed.  We erpeet  the .e  gcn
eral pattems ol species diversity and endenism
to be reintbrced as the biogeography of many
groups of inlcrtebratcs is bcttcr undcrstoocl.

With respect to the Fannin and Grinnell ( | 890)
a icle on mountain goat distdbution that so cr-
ercises Lynan ( 1995). Schultz sinply overlooked
it in her search through nany hundreds of docu-
ments (S. Schultz, personal communication. May
1995). Famin and Grinnell (1890) repon thatgoats
occurred in the Olynpic mountains during the
I 9th century, but there is a mountain of evidence
to the contran (Schul|Z 199,1). Fannin and Grinncll
(1890) got it \\"rong in this early popularized ac
count.just as thcy did othcr imponant points. The)
mistakenly repofied that the historic range of the
nountain goat included Colorado. as wcll as thc
southern Siera Nevada of Calilbrnia. They also
placed Mount Saint Helens and MountAdams
with their -qoat populations-in Orc-ton instead
of Washington.

Lyman (1988. l99.1) has long disagreed with
the National Park SeNice on mountain goal man-
agement, pirfticularly interpretationsof the rcheo-
logical and historical eridcncc conccrning the
occurence of mountain goats in the Olympic
M. run l r in r .  L l  rn i 'n  repor tcd  th l t  mount l in  goa ls
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could have been prescnt h istorically in thc Olympic
Mountains. but "...might not havc been recorded
tlecause approprrate ateas wcre not surveyed
(Lyman 1988:14). As noted by Schultz (199.1).
considerably more historical inlormrtion existed
on earll' conditions in the Olympic Mountains than
Iepofied b)' Lyntan (1988). Curiously. in subse-
quent ret'erence to thc I 9138 paper Lynan claims
that "... i t was ncver my intent to review all of
that lhistoricall inlormation: I was more lnrenr
on flgudng out a way to get goats into the Olym-
pics" (Lynan to Houston, letter of 27 February
1995). Litt le sccnrs to have changed.

I too encourage those interested to rcview the
arri lable documents, including Lyman's 1988
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