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the species (50 CFR 402.02). We have an
analytical framework for determining
whether actions will result in the
destruction or adverse modification of
critical habitat (NMFS, 2005).

When we analyze a proposed action
(e.g., timber or fisheries harvest, dock
construction, roadway development)
under one of our ESA authorities, we
consider which populations and habitat
areas are affected by the action. Not all
populations and habitats have equal
value for the survival and recovery of an
ESU. In evaluating a proposed action,
we therefore consider the impacts on
each affected population and habitat
area, and how those impacts affect the
overall viability of the population or
conservation value of the habitat.

The population rankings in Table 1
reflect the team’s determination of each
population’s relative role in recovery of
the listed ESU. The recovery rankings
proposed in the framework will inform
our assessment of the effects of
proposed actions on overall viability
and conservation value under the ESA.
In general, we expect actions that harm
high-value populations would be more
likely to reduce the chances of species
survival and recovery than actions that
harm low-value populations. A similar
logic would apply to actions that harm
high-value habitat areas and those that
do not. We emphasize that these
concepts only apply when we exercise
our authority under the ESA. In other
contexts we will emphasize the
importance of achieving broad sense
recovery of all populations in Puget
Sound and Washington’s coast, to
satisfy tribal treaty rights and
recreational and commercial fishing
goals. NMFS acknowledges that
consultations among fisheries managers
and persons interested in the PRA will
be ongoing, particularly about its
applicability to ESA determinations
regarding habitat actions that affect long
term productivity of populations. It is
not the intent of the PRA to allow
actions that preclude the future
productivity of a population or the
ability to change its future status.

Public Comment and Availability of
Final Framework

We seek comments from the public on
the draft framework through the end of
the comment period. We will consider
all comments received by the end of the
comment period in formulating a final
framework. The full document
describing the framework and the
technical team’s work is available on
our Web site and by mail upon request.
We will make the final framework
available on our Northwest Regional
Office Web site and by mail upon

request following consideration of
comments received. We are specifically
interested in comments and information
regarding (1) technical documentation
upon which the framework is based and
(2) the population ranking methods the
technical team applied in the
framework.

Persons wishing to read the full
technical document can obtain an
electronic copy (i.e., CD-ROM) by
calling (503) 231-5400, or by e-mailing
a request to Joanna.Donnor@noaa.gov,
with the subject line “CD-ROM Request
for Puget Sound Chinook Salmon
Population Framework”, Electronic
copies of this document are also
available online via the NMFS’ Web
site, http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/Salmon-
Recovery-Planning/Recovery-Domains/
Puget-Sound/PS-Chinook-Plan.cfm.
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Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of availability and
request for comment.

SUMMARY: The Puget Sound Treaty
Tribes and the Washington Department
of Fish and Wildlife submitted to
NMFS, pursuant to the protective
regulations promulgated for Puget
Sound Chinook salmon under Limit 6 of
the Endangered Species Act (ESA) 4(d)
Rule for salmon and steelhead, a jointly
developed Resource Management Plan
(RMP). The RMP specifies the future
management of commercial,
recreational, subsistence and tribal
salmon fisheries potentially affecting
listed Puget Sound Chinook salmon
from May 1, 2010, through April 30,
2015. This document serves to notify
the public of the availability for
comment of the proposed evaluation of
the Secretary of Commerce (Secretary)
as to how the RMP addresses the criteria
in Limit 6 of the ESA 4(d) Rule.

DATES: Written comments on the
Secretary’s proposed evaluation must be
received at the appropriate address or
fax number (see ADDRESSES) no later
than 5 p.m. Pacific Standard Daylight
Time on January 28, 2011.

ADDRESSES: Comments and requests for
copies of the proposed evaluation
should be addressed to Susan Bishop,
Salmon Management Division, National
Marine Fisheries Service, 7600 Sand
Point Way, NE., Seattle, Washington
98115-0070, or faxed to (206) 526—6736.
Comments on this proposed evaluation
may be submitted by e-mail. The
mailbox address for providing e-mail
comments is
2010PSCHNKHARVEST.nwr@noaa.gov.
Include in the subject line the following
document identifier: “2010 CHNK
PSHARVEST proposed evaluation.” The
document is also available on the
Internet at http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/
Salmon-Harvest-Hatcheries/State-
Tribal-Management/PS-Chinook-
RMPs.cfm.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Susan Bishop at phone number: (206)
526—4587, Puget Sound Harvest Team
Leader or e-mail:
susan.bishop@noaa.gov regarding the
RMP.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice is relevant to the Puget Sound
Chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus
tshawytscha) Evolutionarily Significant
Unit (ESU).

Electronic Access

The full texts of NMFS’ proposed
evaluation and proposed determination
are available on the Internet at the
NMFS, Salmon Management Division
Web site at: http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/
Salmon-Harvest-Hatcheries/State-
Tribal-Management/PS-Chinook-
RMPs.cfm.

Background

In April, 2010, the Puget Sound
Treaty Tribes and the WDFW (co-
managers) provided a jointly developed
RMP that encompasses Strait of Juan de
Fuca and Puget Sound salmon fisheries
affecting the Puget Sound Chinook
salmon ESU. The RMP encompasses
salmon and steelhead fisheries within
the area defined by the Puget Sound
Chinook salmon ESU, as well as the
western Strait of Juan de Fuca, which is
not within the ESU. The RMP is
effective from May 1, 2010, through
April 30, 2015. Harvest objectives
specified in the RMP account for
fisheries-related mortality of Puget
Sound Chinook throughout its migratory
range, from Oregon and Washington to
southeast Alaska. The RMP also
includes implementation, monitoring
and evaluation procedures designed to
ensure fisheries are consistent with
these objectives.

On July 10, 2000, NMFS issued a rule
under section 4(d) of the ESA (referred
hereafter as the 4(d) Rule), establishing
take prohibitions for 14 salmon and
steelhead ESUs, including the Puget
Sound Chinook salmon ESU (50 CFR
223.203(b)(6); July 10, 2000, 65 FR
42422). In 2005, as part of the final
listing determinations for sixteen ESUs
of West Coast salmon, NMFS amended
and streamlined the previously
promulgated 4(d) protective regulations
for threatened salmon and steelhead (70
FR 37160, June 28, 2005). Under these
regulations, the same set of fourteen
limits was applied to all threatened
Pacific salmon and steelhead ESUs or
Distinct Population Segments (DPS). As
required by § 223.203(b)(6) of the ESA

4(d) rule (50 CFR 223.203), the Secretary
must determine pursuant to 50 CFR
223.209 (renumbered 50 CFR 223.204)
and pursuant to the government to
government processes therein whether
the RMP for Puget Sound Chinook
would appreciably reduce the
likelihood of survival and recovery of
the Puget Sound Chinook and other
affected threatened ESUs.

Authority

Under section 4(d) of the ESA, 16
U.S.C. 1533(d), NMFS, by delegated
authority from the Secretary of
Commerce, is required to adopt such
regulations as it deems necessary and
advisable for the conservation of the
species listed as threatened. The ESA
salmon and steelhead 4(d) rule (65 FR
42422, July 10, 2000) specifies
categories of activities that contribute to
the conservation of listed salmonids or
are governed by a program that
adequately limits impacts on listed
salmonids, and sets out the criteria for
such activities. The rule further
provides that the prohibitions of
paragraph (a) of the rule do not apply to
actions undertaken in compliance with
a RMP developed jointly within the
continuing jurisdiction of United States
v. Washington by the State of
Washington and the Tribes and
determined by NMFS to be in
accordance with the provisions of 50
CFR 223.203(b)(6), (i.e., Limit 6 of the
salmon and steelhead 4(d) rule (65 FR
42422, July 10, 2000)). In 2005, as part
of the final listing determinations for
sixteen Evolutionarily Significant Units
of West Coast salmon, NMFS amended
and streamlined the previously
promulgated 4(d) protective regulations
for threatened salmon and steelhead (70
FR 37160, June 28, 2005). Under these
regulations, the same set of fourteen
limits was applied to all threatened
Pacific salmon and steelhead ESUs or
DPSs.

Dated: December 22, 2010.
Susan Pultz,

Acting Chief, Endangered Species Division,
Office of Protected Resources, National
Marine Fisheries Service.
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