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Peer review of draft Puget Sound steelhead Status Review

Four prominent scientists, knowledgeable in the fields of salmonid biology and steelhead fisheries management, have been contacted and have agreed to provide peer review of the draft “Status Review Update for Puget Sound Steelhead.”  These scientists and the date a copy of the draft document was forwarded to them follows: 
Dr. Mark Chilcote  




15 November 2005

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife

Fish Division

3406 Cherry Avenue N.E.

Salem, OR 97303-4924

Dr. Gordon Reeves 




15 November 2005 

Aquatic and Land Interaction Program

Pacific Northwest Research Station

3200 SW Jefferson Way

Corvallis, OR 97331

Dr. Bruce Ward  




23 November 2005

B.C. Ministry of Environment

University of British Columbia

Abbotsford Fisheries Research Laboratory

34345 Vye Road

Abbotsford, B.C.

Canada V2S 4N2

Dr. Milo Adkison




15 March 2006
Associate Professor

University of Alaska Fairbanks

Juneau Center, School of Fisheries and Ocean Sciences
11120 Glacier Highway
Juneau, AK 99801 USA
We asked reviews to be returned within four weeks of receipt.  An example of the official letter requesting peer review is attached.
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15 November 2005

Dr. Chilcote  

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife

Fish Division
3406 Cherry Avenue N.E.

Salem, OR 

97303-4924

Dear Dr. Chilcote, 

I have enclosed a draft Endangered Species Act (ESA) status review of Puget Sound steelhead for your peer review.  The purpose of the status review is to provide a scientific assessment of the species status that will aid the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) in determining if the species warrants listing under the ESA.  A listing decision is made by NMFS after considering the status review and its conclusions as well as current conservation efforts.  

NMFS strives to use the best available scientific and commercial data and analyses in making its regulatory decisions.  Scientific peer review is a useful process for ensuring the quality and integrity of NMFS’s scientific assessments.  By agreeing to conduct a review of an ESA status review, you will be helping NMFS fulfill its stewardship mission to manage and conserve our Nation’s living marine resources in a scientifically sound manner.  

The purpose of the review is to assess the scientific validity of the status review, including any assumptions, methods, results and conclusions.  Specific aspects of the review will vary, but may include:  quality of the data collected or used for the assessment, appropriateness of the analyses, validity of the results and conclusions, and appropriateness of the scope of the assessment (e.g., were all relevant data and information considered).  

As a government agency, NMFS must follow certain guidelines for transparency and public accountability.  I therefore request that if you agree to conduct a review, you will agree to and abide by the following conditions:

1) The report being reviewed and the review itself shall be kept completely confidential.  It shall not be distributed to or discussed with any other person.  

2) When the final version of the document being reviewed is made public, the review, the reviewer’s identity, and any NMFS response will also become part of the public administrative record and will be publicly available.  We generally seek to obtain comments from multiple reviewers, however, and in that case reviewer identities will not be associated with specific reviews.    

By agreeing to conduct the review, you are agreeing to abide by each condition listed above.

You may be aware that on 4 November 2005, the NMFS announced that it would redefine steelhead ESUs to include only anadromous O. mykiss.  More information on this policy change can be obtained at http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/ESA-Salmon-Listings/Salmon-Populations/Alsea-Response/Steelhead-ESA-Listings.cfm.  At the time of the status review meeting, the BRT was working under the previous policy that included resident O. mykiss in the ESU where they co-occurred with their anadromous counterparts.  For the purpose of this review you should consider the policy that was in effect at the time of the BRT review in June 2005.  The existing policy is explained in detail in the status review.  If you have comments regarding the 4 November 2005 changes

To ensure that your review receives full consideration, please return it by 23 December 2005.  Peer review of agency products is important for ensuring that regulatory decisions are made on the basis of sound science.  

I sincerely thank you for agreeing to help with this process.  







Sincerely yours,







James Myers







Co-Lead, Puget Sound Steelhead BRT
