Below is some information for use in submitting comments on the FWS proposed critical habitat designations for bull trout, including a list of streams excluded from the northern Idaho and northeast Washington areas. I have also pasted in the text of the alert we sent out earlier, as it contains some important key points to make. Also, don’t forget the comment deadline is January 28. THANKS!!!

* Please express support for all the streams and water bodies that are currently proposed by FWS for critical habitat. 

*Please state that the best available scientific information supports critical habitat designation for all streams and waterbodies  in the 48 states which are documented to contain bull trout. It is important to note that failure to include these water bodies would result in maintaining current patterns of habitat fragmentation and distribution, and increase the genetic, demographic and environmental risks to these populations, and thus the entire listed bull trout population in the 48 states.

The Endangered Species Act (16 U.S.C. § 1531 et seq.) provides for the “conservation of the ecosystems upon which threatened and endangered species depend.”

Critical habitat is defined in the Act 16 U.S.C. 1532 (5)(A) and (3) as: 

(i)the specific area within the geographical area occupied by a species, at the time it is listed in accordance with the Act, on which are found those biological features (I) essential to the conservation of the species and (II) which may require special management considerations or protection: and (ii) specific areas outside the geographical area occupied by a species at the time it is listed, upon a determination that such areas are essential for the conservation of the species. “Conservation” means the use of all methods and procedures needed to bring the species to the point at which listing under the Act is no longer necessary. 

The Service is required as a matter of law to develop plans to maintain and restore bull trout in order to ensure their survival, recovery and eventual delisting under the ESA. 

*By Limiting Critical Habitat Designation to the Stream Beds and Lake Shores, The Proposed Rule Fails to Provide Protection to the Primary Constituent Elements of Bull Trout Critical Habitat. This can be tied to the Five Cs listed below by stating that the proposed rule claims it will protect PCEs, but contains no specific, numeric and measurable standards for doing so, nor does the draft Recovery Plan. Under both the “conservation” and “jeopardy” standards of the Endangered Species Act, specific, numeric and measurable means of protecting the Primary Constituent Elements of bull trout critical habitat must be established within the Final Rule. 

*The Proposed Rule improperly substitutes management plans from other management entities for critical habitat designation. A prime example is the Plum Creek HCP, which does not contain adequate standards for protection of critical habitat or the PCEs. The ESA does not allow substitution of one section of the ESA for another, nor other plans.

*I suggest that you reserve the right to submit your comments on economics until the government releases for public comment its economic analysis on the proposed critical habitat designations.

Please Submit Comments on the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Proposals for Critical Habitat & Recovery for the Bull Trout—Historic Opportunity for Watershed and Water Quality Restoration

The U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (FWS) is now accepting public comment on two proposals which bear historic significance to the Pacific Northwest and Northern Rockies. In response to a settlement agreement with the Alliance for the Wild Rockies and the Friends of the Wild Swan, the FWS has proposed critical habitat designation for more than 18,000 miles of streams—an area nearly twice the length of the entire National Wild & Scenic Rivers System. The FWS has also released a draft Recovery Plan for bull trout. They are also hosting a series of public meetings and open houses (see schedule below).

Some suggestions for inclusion in your comments:

o Establish your direct personal stake in the outcome of this issue. For example, be sure to mention if you are a fishing or rafting guide with a direct economic stake; a biologist or researcher who studies bull trout/fisheries issues; a landowner with land adjacent to bull trout streams; a fisher person with historical use of the areas. Mention that your personal enjoyment of living and working in this region is the knowledge that native species such as bull trout still exist and you are directly dependent on clean water, of which bull trout is a primary indicator.

o State that you are in support of all the areas the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service has proposed for critical habitat. Additionally, that you are in support of including as critical habitat bull trout streams which the FWS has not included. Be specific as possible (for example, Lolo Creek).

o State that the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service must include specific numeric habitat standards designed to protect the constituent elements of critical habitat. Without 

standards, there will be no way to know when critical habitat is being damaged or destroyed. The Fish & Wildlife Service needs to adopt the Five Cs necessary to protect bull trout critical habitat and allow recovery. These are:

oCLEAN- Fine sediments < 6.4 mm (approx. 1/4 inch) must be limited to less than 20% in spawning habitat.

oCOLD- Stream temperatures in current and historic spawning, rearing and migratory corridor habitats should not exceed 6-8 C (approx. 43-46 F) for spawning, with 2-4 C (approx. 36-39 F) optimal for incubation; 10-12 C (approx. 50-54 F) for rearing habitat, with 7-8 C (approx. 45-46 F) being optimal. Migratory stream corridors should be 12 C (approx. 54 F) or less.

oCOMPLEX- Critical habitat isn’t just a set of places, it is also a complex arrangement of habitat features and environmental conditions. Maintaining bull trout habitat requires stream channel and flow stability. All bull trout life history stages are associated with complex forms of cover including overhanging vegetation which produces shade, large woody debris within the stream which leads to pool formation, undercut banks for hiding cover, and large boulders which form pools. Thus, bull trout not only need clean cold water, they need places to rest, hide, feed and travel.

Protection of riparian areas should extend at least 300 feet from the outer edge of the floodplain. All streams should average ≥ 90% bank stability. Wherever possible, critical habitat should be extended to the entire hydrologic watershed.

oCONNECTED- Blockages to migration routes, both physical and thermal, must be addressed to maintain the migratory form of the species and allow for genetic interchange among populations.

oCOMPREHENSIVE- Critical habitat protection must extend to all remaining bull trout populations range wide, including currently disjunct (isolated) populations. Currently unoccupied stream segments must also be designated to allow disjunct populations to become reconnected to other populations.

Your comments on the Critical Habitat proposal may be sent to:

John Young, Bull Trout Coordinator, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, 911 N.E. 11th Ave., Portland, OR 97232. Comments can also be submitted via the FWS bull trout web site  at: species.fws.gov/bulltrout; by fax at 503-231-6243; by e-mail: R1BullTroutCH@r1.fws.gov The proposal itself, as well as the draft recovery plan, can be accessed at the web site. Comments are being accepted through January 28, 2003.

Your comments on the draft recovery may be sent to:

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Snake River Basin Office, Attn: Robert Ruesink, 1387 W. Vinnell Way, Room 368, Boise, ID 83709; by fax to: 208-378-5262; by e-mail: fw1srbocomment@fws.gov Comments are being accepted through February 27, 2003.

