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1 April 2009
Dr. 
Dear Dr.  , 

I have enclosed a draft Endangered Species Act (ESA) status review of eulachon, Thaleichthys pacificus, 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.  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.

To ensure that your review receives full consideration, please return it by 12 May 2009, or as soon thereafter as possible.  Peer review of agency products is important for ensuring that regulatory decisions are made on the basis of sound science.  

Thank you for agreeing to help with this process.  







Sincerely yours,







Rick Gustafson







Lead, Eulachon Biological Review Team
