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Red Squirrel
Tamiasciurus hudsonicus
Taxa: Mammalian
Order: Rodentia
Family: Sciuridae

SE-GAP Spp Code: mRESQ
ITIS Species Code: 180166

NatureServe Element Code: AMAFB08010
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Range Map Link:  http://www.basic.ncsu.edu/segap/datazip/maps/SE_Range mRESQ.pdf

Predicted Habitat Map Link: http://www.basic.ncsu.edu/segap/datazip/maps/SE_Dist_ mRESQ.pdf

GAP Online Tool Link:  http://www.gapserve.ncsu.edu/segap/segap/index2.php?speciessmRESQ

Data Download:  http://www.basic.ncsu.edu/segap/datazip/region/vert/mRESQ_se00.zip

PROTECTION STATUS:

Federal Status: ---

State Status: ID (P), NJ (S), NY (U), Rl (Not Listed), UT (None), BC (4 (2005)), BC (4 (2005)), QC (Non suivie), SK (NIAC)

NS Global Rank: G5

Reported on March 14, 2011

NS State Rank: AK (S5), AZ (S5), CO (S5), CT (S5), DC (SH), DE (S3), GA (S3), IA (S3), ID (S5), IL (S3), IN (S4), MA (S5), MD
(S5), ME (S5), MI (S5), MN (SNR), MT (S5), NC (S5), ND (SNR), NH (S5), NJ (S5), NM (S5), NY (S5), OH (SNR), OR (S4?), PA
(S5), Rl (S5), SC (S3?), SD (S5), TN (S4S5), UT (S5), VA (S5), VT (S5), WA (S5), WI (S5), WV (S5), WY (S5), AB (S5), BC (S5),

BC (S5), LB (S5), MB (S5), NB (S5), NF (SNA), NS (S5), NT (SNR), NU (SNR), ON (S5), PE (S5), QC (S5), SK (S5), YT (S5)
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SUMMARY OF PREDICTED HABITAT BY MANAGMENT AND GAP PROTECTION STATUS:

US FWS US Forest Service Tenn. Valley Author. US DOD/ACOE

ha % ha % ha % ha %

Status 1 457.5 <1 8,698.7 <1 0.0 0 0.0 0
Status 2 914.9 <1 187,619.7 3 0.0 0 1,287.6 <1
Status 3 187.9 <1 620,669.3 10 4,454.0 <1 40,365.6 <1
Status 4 36.5 <1 0.0 0 0.0 0 20.3 <1
Total 1,596.7 <1 816,987.7 13 4,454.0 <1 41,673.6 <1
US Dept. of Energy US Nat. Park Service NOAA Other Federal Lands

ha % ha % ha % ha %

Status 1 0.0 0 120,508.8 2 0.0 0.0 0
Status 2 0.0 0 9,562.2 <1 24.8 <1 0.0 0
Status 3 0.0 0 26,312.9 <1 0.0 0.0 0
Status 4 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0
Total 0.0 0 156,383.9 3 24.8 <1 0.0 0
Native Am. Reserv. State Park/Hist. Park State WMA/Gameland State Forest

ha % ha % ha % ha %

Status 1 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Status 2 0.0 0 2,616.8 <1 49,101.8 <1 804.0 <1
Status 3 5,126.5 <1 16,881.2 <1 20,807.5 <1 12,592.8 <1
Status 4 0.0 0 0.0 0 3,699.1 <1 0.0 0
Total 5,126.5 <1 19,498.1 <1 73,608.3 1 13,396.8 <1
State Coastal Reserve ST Nat.Area/Preserve Other State Lands Private Cons. Easemt.

ha % ha % ha % ha %

Status 1 0.0 2,916.8 <1 0.0 0 0.0 0
Status 2 5.1 <1 7,325.3 <1 <0.1 <1 0.0 0
Status 3 0.0 0.0 0 34.7 <1 774.3 <1
Status 4 0.0 0.0 0 143.5 <1 0.0 0
Total 5.1 <1 10,242.1 <1 178.3 <1 774.3 <1
Private Land - No Res. Water Overall Total

ha % ha % ha %

Status 1 0.0 0.0 0 132,581.8 2
Status 2 0.0 0.0 0 259,262.2 4
Status 3 0.0 0 0.0 0 748,206.7 22
Status 4 4,412,972.7 71 1,469.4 <1 4,422,004.1 72
Total 4,412,972.7 71 1,469.4 <1 5,562,054.8 100

GAP Status 1: An area having permanent protection from conversion of natural land cover and a mandated management plan in operation to maintain a
natural state within which disturbance events (of natural type, frequency, and intensity) are allowed to proceed without interference or are mimicked

through management.

GAP Status 2: An area having permanent protection from conversion of natural land cover and a mandated management plan in operation to maintain a
primarily natural state, but which may receive use or management practices that degrade the quality of existing natural communities.

GAP Status 3: An area having permanent protection from conversion of natural land cover for the majority of the area, but subject to extractive uses of
either a broad, low-intensity type or localized intense type. It also confers protection to federally listed endangered and threatened species throughout

the area.

GAP Status 4: Lack of irrevocable easement or mandate to prevent conversion of natural habitat types to anthropogenic habitat types. Allows for intensive

use throughout the tract. Also includes those tracts for which the existence of such restrictions or sufficient information to establish a higher status is

unknown.
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PREDICTED HABITAT MODEL(S):

Year-round Model:

Habitat Description:

Red squirrels are associated with North American boreal forests. Conifer seeds are a major component of

the red squirrel’s diet, and suitable habitat is frequently associated with the presence of coniferous trees.
They have been noted as being particularly abundant where there are spruce and hemlock trees (Webster
et al. 1985; Linzey and Linzey 1971). They also inhabit mixed and northern hardwood forests at high
elevations in the southern Appalachian mountains (Whitaker and Hamilton 1998). However, forest type
may not be as important to the squirrel as the availability of food and shelter. Red squirrels are very
adaptable in establishing their shelters. They use abandoned woodpecker cavities, holes in the ground or

crevices in rocky places, or will build a nest of available materials (sticks, leaves or bark, or some

combination thereof) in the crotch or branch of a tree (Hamilton 1964). Old nests of crows and hawks are
also used. Breeds March-April and June-July in Quebec. Gestation lasts 31-35 days (Lair 1985). Some
females produce 2 litters per year with an average litter size of 4-5. Some females breed when less than

one year old (Lair 1986). Stacy Smith, 17June05

Selected Map Units:

Functional Group
Anthropogenic

Anthropogenic

Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland
Forest/Woodland

Map Unit Name

Developed Open Space

Low Intensity Developed

Allegheny-Cumberland Dry Oak Forest and Woodland
Allegheny-Cumberland Dry Oak Forest and Woodland - Hardwood Modifier
Appalachian Hemlock-Hardwood Forest

Atlantic Coastal Plain Dry and Dry-Mesic Oak Forest

Atlantic Coastal Plain Mesic Hardwood and Mixed Forest

Central and Southern Appalachian Montane Oak Forest

Central and Southern Appalachian Northern Hardwood Forest
Central and Southern Appalachian Spruce-Fir Forest

Central Appalachian Oak and Pine Forest

Northeastern Interior Dry Oak Forest - Mixed Modifier
Northeastern Interior Dry Oak Forest - Virginia/Pitch Pine Modifier
Northeastern Interior Dry Oak Forest-Hardwood Modifier
South-Central Interior Mesophytic Forest

Southern and Central Appalachian Cove Forest

Southern Appalachian Montane Pine Forest and Woodland
Southern Piedmont Dry Oak-(Pine) Forest - Loblolly Pine Modifier
Southern Piedmont Dry Oak-(Pine) Forest - Mixed Modifier
Southern Piedmont Dry Oak-Heath Forest - Hardwood Modifier
Southern Piedmont Dry Oak-Heath Forest - Mixed Modifier
Southern Piedmont Dry Oak-Heath Forest - Virginia/Pitch Pine Modifier

Southern Piedmont Mesic Forest

Wetlands Central Appalachian Floodplain - Forest Modifier
Wetlands Central Appalachian Floodplain - Herbaceous Modifier
Wetlands Central Appalachian Riparian - Forest Modifier
Wetlands Central Appalachian Riparian - Herbaceous Modifier
Wetlands North-Central Appalachian Acidic Swamp
Wetlands North-Central Interior and Appalachian Rich Swamp
Wetlands Southern Piedmont Small Floodplain and Riparian Forest
CITATIONS: Baker, Rollin H. 1983. Michigan mammals. Michigan State University Press. 642
pp.
Banfield, A.W.F. 1974. The mammals of Canada. University of Toronto Press,
Toronto.
Godin, A.J. 1977. Wild Mammals of New England. Johns Hopkins University Press, Baltimore. 304
pp.
Hafner, M. S, L. J. Barkley, and J. M. Chupasko. 1994. Evolutionary genetics of New World tree squirrels (tribe Sciurini). J. Mamm. 75:102-
109.
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