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Subbasin Comments ynp 0-4 ynp 0-4 ynp 0-4 ynp 0-4 ynp 0-4 ynp 0-4 ynp 0-4 ynp 0-4 ynp 0-4 ynp 0-4 ynp 0-4
Asotin comments Y 2 P 2 P 2 Y O Y O Y 2 Yy 1 P 2 Y 0 P 1 Y O
Big White Salmon comments y 1. p 3 P 3 Y 2 P 2 Y 2 P 2 Y 0 Y 2 P 1 P 3
Boise/Payette/Weiser comments P 3 P 2 P 2 Y O Y O Y 1 Y O Y O P 1 P 1 P 1
Bruneau comments P 3 P 2 P 2 Y 1 Y 1 Y 1 Y 1 Y O P O Y 0 P 2
Burnt/Powder comments p 3 P 3 P 3 ¥ 1 Y 1 Y 1 Y O Y 2 P 1 Y 0 Y 1
Coeur d'Alene comments y 1. p 2 Y 1 Y O Y O Y O Y 1 P 2 Y O Y O Y O
Columbia Gorge comments P 3 P 2 P 3 Y 2 P 2 P 3 P 2 N 2 P 2 P 3 Y 1
Crab Creek comments P 3 N 3 N 3 ¥ 1 Y 2 P 2 P 1 N 3 P 1 P 2 P 3
Deschutes comments P 3 P 2 P 3 Y 1 Y O Y 1 Y 1 P 1 Y 2 Y 1 Y 2
Entiat comments P 1 P 1 Yy 1 P 1 Y 1 Y 1 Y O P 2 P 1 Y 0 P 3
Fifteenmile Creek comments Yy 1 vy 1 Y 1 Y O Y 1 Y O Y 1 N 2 Y 1 Y 1 P 1
Flathead/Kootenai comments Yy 0 vy 0 Yy O Y O Y O Y O Y 2 Y 0 Y 1 Y 0 Y O
Grande Ronde comments Yy 3 Pp 3 P 3 P 1 Y 1 Y 2 Y 0 Y O P 2 P 2 P 2
Hood comments Yy 0 vy 1 vy 1 Yy O Y O Y O Y O P 2 Y O Y O Y O
Imnaha comments P 3 P 2 P 3 Y O P 2 Y 1 Y O Y O Y O Y O Y O
John Day comments P 3 Yy 1 N 3 Y 1 Y 1 Y 2 Y O Y O Y O Y 1 Y 2
Klickitat comments p 3 P 3 P 3 v 1 Y 1 Yy 2 P 2 Y 1 Y 1 Y 2 P 3
Lake Chelan comments Yy 0 vy 1 vy 1 Yy O Y O Y O Y O P 1 Y O Y O Y O
Lake Rufus Woods comments p 2 P 2 P 3 Y 1 Y 1 Y 1 Y 2 N 4 Y O Y 1 Y O
Lower Columbia Fish Rec comments P 3 P 3 P 3 P 3 P 2 P 2 P 3 N 4 P 3 Y 3 P 3
Lower Columbia/Estuary comments Yy 2 p 3 P 3 P 2 Y O P 2 Y 2 P 2 Y 1 Y 1 Y O
Lower Mid-Columbia comments P 2 P 3 P 3 P 1 P 1 P 2 P 2 Y 0 Y 2 P 1 P 3
Lower Snake comments Yy 2 P 2 P 3 Y O Y O P 3 Y O P 2 Y 1 P 1 Y O
Malheur comments Yy 1 vy 1 P 2 Y O Y O Y O Y O N 3 Y 1 Y 1 Y O
Methow comments y 1. P 3 P 2 Y O Y O Y 2 Y O Y O Y 1 P 2 Y 1
Mid-Snake comments P 3 P 3 P 2 Y O Y O Y O Y O Y O Y O Y 0 Y O
Okanogan comments P 3 P 3 P 3 Y O Y O Y O P 2 N 2 Y 0 Y 0 P 2
Owyhee comments P 2 P 1 P 1 Y O Y 1 Y 1 Y 1 Y 1 P 1 P 2 Y 1
Palouse comments P 3 P 3 P 4 P 2 P 1 P 1 Y 1 Y 1 P 2 P 1
Pend Oreille comments Yy 1 vy 1 Y 2 Y 1 Yy O Y 1 Y O P 2 Y O Y 0 Y 2
Salmon comments P 3 P 2 P 3 Y O Y O Y O Y 1 Y 1 Y O Y 0 P 2
San Paoil comments P 3 P 2 P 3 Y 1 Y 1 Y 1 Y O P 2 Y 1 P 3 Y 1
Snake Hells Canyon comments P 3 P 1 P 3 Y 1 Y O Y 1 Y 2 Y O Y 1 Y 1 P 2
Spokane comments P 2 Yy 2 P 2 Y O Y O Y 1 Y 1 P 2 Y 1 P 1 P 1
Tucannon comments Y 2 P 2 P 2 Y O Y O Y 2 Y O P 2 Y 0 Y O P 1
Umatilla comments Yy 1 Yy 2 Y 1 Y O Y O Y O Y O Y O Y O Y 1 Y 1
Upper Columbia Mainster comments Yy 2 P 1 P 2 Y 1 Y 1 P 2 Y O Y 2 Y 1 Y 2 Y O
Upper Mid-Columbia comments P 2 P 2 P 2 P 1 Y O P 3 P 2 P 2 Y 0 Y 0 P 2
Upper Snake comments P 3 P 3 P 4 Y 1 Y O Y O Y 2 Y 1 P 1 P 1 Y 2
Walla Walla comments Yy 2 Pp 2 P 2 Y O Y O Y 2 Y O P 2 Y O Y 0 Y 1
Wenatchee comments P 2 P 3 P 3 P 1 Y 1 Y 1 Y O P 2 P 1 Y 0 P 3
Willamette comments Yy 0 vy 0 Yy O Y O Y O Y O Y O Y O Y O Y 0 Y O
Yakima comments Yy 2 p 2 P 3 Y 1 Y O Y 1 Y 1 P 2 Y O Y O P 1
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Inventory questions
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Management plan questions
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Text descriptions for each question

[ QuestioniD | QuestionText

.LA.1.1 gives orientation to the subbasin

.A.1.2 describes the subbasin’s macro-environment and water resources

.A.1.3 describes anthropogenic disturbances to the aquatic and terrestrial environment

.A.1.4 lists native and non-native fish and wildlife species

I.A.1.5 lists plants designated as threatened, endangered, or have special cultural, spiritual or ecological
importance

.A.2.1 describes how this subbasin fits within its regional context

.LA.2.2 describes this subbasin's relationship to Endangered Species Act planning units

I.A.2.3 summarizes external environmental conditions that may effect fish and wildlife

.A.2.4 describes macroclimate and human occupation and use trends that may affect hydrological or ecological
processes over the long-term

I.A Summary provides the geographical, demographical, and environmental context for fish and wildlife resources

1.B.1 identifies a series of focal species that will be used to characterize the status of fish and wildlife species

1.B.2 identifies and characterizes focal species populations

1.B.3 describes the current and historic status of each focal species population and summarizes available
population data

1.B.4 describes the population’s life history

1.B.5 characterizes the genetic diversity of the population, especially regarding possible effects of artificial
production

1.B.6 describes historic and current harvest

I.B Summary describes the current status of fish and wildlife focal species

.C.1.1 describes the current condition of the environment

I.C.1.2 classifies 6th field HUCs according to the degree to which each area has been modified and the potential
for restoration

.C.2.1 identifies factors outside the subbasin that significantly effect each focal species, with particular attention to
bottlenecks

1.C.2.2 establishes assumptions that can be used to calculate the effects of external conditions on the productivity
and sustainability of fish and wildlife

I.C.3 identifies for each life stage the environmental factors that are particularly important for the species' survival

I.C Summary describes the effect of the environment on fish and wildlife populations

I.D.1 identifies important inter-species relationships or interactions

1.D.2 identifies key ecological functions for species and assesses the current status of ecological processes and
functions

.LE.1 limiting factors: describes historic factors or conditions leading to the decline of each focal species; and
current key factors or conditions inhibiting populations and ecological process and functions relative to their
potential

I.LE.2 key findings: synthesizes 1) species status, 2) subbasin environment status, 3) biological performance of
focal species, 4) ecosystem health, 5) potential conflicts and compatibilities between species and ecological
processes, 6) limiting factors

I.E.3 describes the key assumptions (including uncertainties) that have been made in the “Key Findings” above,
and documents the data sources and/or analytical tools relied upon

| Summary synthesizes information regarding ecosystem health and functioning

ILA.1 identifies areas with protections through stream buffers, municipal or county ordinances, conservation
designations, or water resources protection

1.LA.2 assesses adequacy of protections for fish, wildlife, and ecosystem resources

11.B.1 identifies and reviews applicable local, state, tribal, and/or federal fish and/or wildlife management plans
and water resource management plans that affect fish and wildlife

11.B.2 assesses the extent to which existing plans are consistent with the subbasin assessment and their
adequacy in protecting and restoring fish, wildlife, and ecosystem resources

II.C.1 identifies ongoing or planned public and private management programs or initiatives that have a significant
effect on fish, wildlife, water resources, riparian areas, and/or upland areas

II.C.2 describes each management program's activities, lead entities, how it was authorized, funding sources,

relationship to other activities
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CouncilQuestion

identifies each management program's limiting factors or ecological processes the program is designed to
address

summarize each management program's accomplishments/failures

relates the assessment to existing activities; identifies the gaps between actions that have already been
taken or are underway and additional actions that are needed to address the limiting factors and meet
recovery and other goals

summary of inventory

the Vision section of the mgmt plan 1) describes the desired future condition; 2) describes a vision to
develop biological objectives and strategies to change conditions; 3) incorporates the conditions, values
and priorities consistentent with F&W Program

the Biological Objectives section of the mgmt plan describes physical and biological changes needed to
achieve the vision

biological objectives are consistent with basin-level visions, objectives, and strategies adopted in the
program

biological objectives are based on the subbasin assessment

biological objectives are empirically measurable and based on an explicit scientific rationale

identifies short and long-term biological objectives

biological objectives are complementary to programs of tribal, state and federal land or water quality
management agencies in the subbasin

Clean Water Act: the mgmt plan describes how the objectives and strategies are reflective of and integrated
with the water quality management plan and Total Maximum Daily Load schedule within that particular state

ESA: the mgmt plan describes how objectives are reflective of and integrated with the ESA-based goals for
listed species

where there are disagreements among co-managers that translate into differing biological opinions, those
differences and the alternative biological objectives are fully presented

internal consistency: the Strategies section explains how strategies relate to biological objectives, vision
and assessment

strategies are consistent with F&W Program

explains how and why some strategies were selected over alternatives

describes a proposed sequence and prioritization of strategies

describes additional steps required to compile more complete or detailed assessment

Clean Water Act: describes how the strategies are reflective of and integrated with the water quality
management plan and Total Maximum Daily Load schedule within that particular state

describes how strategies are reflective of and integrated with the ESA-based goals for listed species
Research: RME section describes a research agenda with specific conditions and situations identified in the
subbasin that will require specific research studies to help resolve management uncertainties

Monitoring objectives: identifies what kind of information needs to be collected in order to determine if the
plan’s vision and objectives are being met

Monitoring indicators: identifies measurable indicators of physical, chemical, biological, or socioeconomic
conditions that may act as environmental signposts by which progress towards achieving the stated vision
can be evaluated

Data archive: describes an infrastructure to archive relevant data and meta data generated through
monitoring efforts

Coordination/implementation: describes who will collect the information and data collection methods;
whether collection is done by a subbasin, provincial, state, or a regional entity, or a combination of entities

RME logic path: gives a scientifically supportable procedure for refining the biological objectives as new
information becomes available about how fish, wildlife, and the environment interact, and in relationship to
how the plans are implemented over time

Management plan summary

General Council question: plan is consistent with the F&W Program and its scientific foundation



