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On May 10, 2007, the Commission was briefed on a draft conservation plan for Spring Chinook 
Salmon in the Rogue Species Management Unit (Rogue CHS Plan) and heard public comment 
on the draft plan.  This draft plan had already been revised by staff in response to comments 
received from the public and from other government agencies.  After the May Commission 
meeting, ODFW received copies of scientific reviews on the draft conservation plan and revised 
the document to address a significant number of comments resulting from the scientific reviews 
No additional public comments were received during this period. 
 
ODFW considered the scientific review comments and made revisions to the public draft of the 
conservation plan.  Two entities provided the scientific reviews: the Independent 
Multidisciplinary Science Team (IMST) of Oregon and Dr. David Hankin, chair of the Fisheries 
Department at Humboldt State University in northern California.  Copies of both sets of 
comments were distributed to the Commission, and are also included in the Commission packet 
for the September 7, 2007 meeting. 
 
This document summarizes the changes that were made to the public draft to create the final 
draft of the Rogue CHS Plan.  The changes that have been made can be grouped into three 
categories: substantive, clarification and housekeeping.  Substantive changes are those that 
change the intent of the Rogue CHS Plan or add new commitments of the agency.  Clarification 
changes are those that are intended to provide a better understanding of what has been proposed 
in the plan.  Housekeeping changes are those that fix grammatical errors or help improve the 
“flow” and organization of the document or reduce redundancies.  Changes in each of these three 
categories that were made to the public draft of the Rogue CHS Plan are described on the 
following pages. 
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Also of importance is that the scientific review comments did not result in any changes in some 
of the key portions of the draft plan.  Those portions included statements of desired status and 
conservation status, identification of primary limiting factors, alternative management strategies, 
potential impacts to other native species, and economic impacts. 
 
Substantive Changes 
Based on IMST comments, the draft plan was modified to: 
1. Add statistical information (mostly variance estimates and sample sizes) where appropriate. 
2. Add descriptions of the statistical tests employed, where appropriate. 
3. Add monitoring of key physical habitat variables (currently conducted by other agencies). 
4. Add alternative models that could be used to describe the parent-progeny relationships. 
5. Add discussion as to the rationale associated with the development of desired status criteria 
and conservation status criteria, as related to the abundance of spring Chinook salmon. 
6. Add an evaluation of all options related to retention and operation of Lost Creek Dam. 
7. Replace the assessment of SMU persistence with an updated assessment. 
8. Add text to provide context for proposed management strategies and actions. 
 
Based on Dr. Hankin’s comments, the draft plan was modified to: 
1. Add a research item intended to better define the classification of spring and fall Chinook 
salmon at counting facilities. 
2. Add a research item intended to determine if spring and fall Chinook salmon hybridize. 
3. Add discussion as to the development of desired status and conservation status as related to 
the abundance of spring Chinook salmon. 
4. Add a monitoring item designed to ensure that off-station releases of hatchery fish (if 
employed) do not increase natural spawning by returning adults to unacceptable levels. 
5. Add text to clarify that assessments of potential options for management of freshwater 
fisheries were primarily based on mark-selective (hatchery fish only) regulations. 
6. Add discussion as to the rationale associated with the development of desired status criteria 
and conservation status criteria, as related to the abundance of spring Chinook salmon. 
7. Replace the assessment of SMU persistence with an updated assessment. 
 
Clarification Changes 
Based on IMST and Dr. Hankin’s comments, the draft plan was modified to: 
1. Revise text, tables, and figures to make points more clear. 
2. Add a more detailed map of the SMU. 
 
Housekeeping Changes 
1. Sections of the plan were reorganized to allow the plan to read more logically. 
2. Various grammatical changes were made throughout the document.  These ranged from 
adding punctuation or acronyms to inserting words so as to make sentences complete.   
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