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could maintain habitat conditions at
levels that are less than optimal for
WCT.

We also are encouraged by ongoing
State and local programs, most notably
those in Montana, to protect and restore
WCT within its historic range (U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service 1999). The U.S.
Forest Service, State game and fish
departments, and National Park Service
reported more than 700 ongoing projects
directed toward the protection and
restoration of WCT and their habitats. In
addition, on private lands in Montana’s
Columbia River basin, for example,
Plum Creek Timber Company is
working closely with us to develop a
Native Fish Habitat Conservation Plan
that includes provisions for the
conservation of WCT on 1.5 million
acres of Plum Creek property. Elsewhere
in Montana, restoration activities under
way as part of the Blackfoot Challenge,
a cooperative endeavor between private
landowners and public agencies to
conserve and restore streams and
riparian habitats in the Blackfoot River
valley, include removal of fish-passage
barriers, screening of irrigation
diversions to prevent the loss of WCT to
canals, and general improvement of
instream fish habitat.

Finally, WCT also accrue some
additional level of protection from the
Act’s section 7 consultation process in
the numerous geographic areas where
WCT distribution and habitat
requirements overlap with the
distributions of one or more fish species
currently listed as threatened or
endangered under the Act, specifically,
bull trout (Salvelinus confluentus),
steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss), and
Pacific salmon species and their habitats
on Federal lands in the Columbia River
basin. Conservation efforts to protect
these species, improve available habitat,
and minimize adverse impacts on them
would provide similar conservation
benefits to WCT.

The Act identifies five factors of
potential threats to a species: (1) The
present or threatened destruction,
modification, or curtailment of the
species’ habitat or range; (2)
overutilization for commercial,
recreational, scientific, or educational
purposes; (3) disease or predation; (4)
the inadequacy of existing regulatory
mechanisms; and (5) other natural or
manmade factors affecting the species’
continued existence. The overall WCT
population has been reduced from
historic levels, and extant stocks of this
subspecies face threats from some of
these factors in several areas of the
historic range. However, we find that
the magnitude and imminence of those
threats are small. WCT have a

widespread distribution, and there are
numerous robust populations
throughout its range.

On the basis of the best available
information, which is detailed and
analyzed in the status review document
(U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 1999)
and summarized in this notice, we
conclude that the WCT is not likely to
become a threatened or endangered
species within the foreseeable future.
Therefore, listing of the WCT as a
threatened or endangered species under
the Act is not warranted at this time.
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Authors: The primary author of this
document is Lynn R. Kaeding (see
ADDRESSES section).

Authority

The authority for this action is the
Endangered Species Act (16 U.S.C. 1531
et seq.).

Dated: April 5, 2000.

Jamie Rappaport Clark,

Director, Fish and Wildlife Service.
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ACTION: Notice of extension of deadline.

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, extend for 6 months
the time to make a final determination
on the proposal to list the distinct
vertebrate population segment of the
coastal cutthroat trout (Onocorhynchus

clarki clarki) in the Southwestern
Washington/Columbia River area as a
threatened species. Under the
Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973,
as amended, the deadline for the final
action on the proposed rule to list this
population segment in Washington and
Oregon is extended from April 5, 2000,
to October 5, 2000. The 6-month
extension is necessary for us to obtain
and review new information needed to
resolve substantial scientific
disagreement about the status of this
population.

DATES: Comments may be submitted
until May 15, 2000.

ADDRESSES: The complete file for this
notice is available for inspection, by
appointment, during normal business
hours at the Oregon Fish and Wildlife
Office, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
2600 SE 98th Ave., Suite 100, Portland,
Oregon 97266.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kemper McMaster, State Supervisor, at
the above address (telephone 503/231-
6179; facsimile 503/231-6195).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION :

Background

In January 1999, the National Marine
Fisheries Service (NMFS) published a
document titled ““Status Review of
Coastal Cutthroat Trout (Oncorhynchus
clarki clarki) from Washington, Oregon,
and California” (Johnson et al. 1999).
The status review document determined
that there were six Evolutionarily
Significant Units (ESUs) of coastal
cutthroat trout along the coast of
Washington, Oregon, and California.
Subsequent to the completion of the
status review, NMFS and the Fish and
Wildlife Service (FWS) (jointly, the
Services) published a proposed rule on
April 5, 1999, (64 FR 16397) to list one
of the six cutthroat trout ESUs as
threatened under the Endangered
Species Act (ESA). The proposed ESU
consisted of coastal cutthroat trout
populations in southwestern
Washington and the Columbia River,
excluding the Willamette River above
Willamette Falls. This proposed rule
was issued jointly due to a question
regarding which agency (FWS or NMFS)
had regulatory jurisdiction over coastal
cutthroat trout. The proposal also
proposed, based on newly available
information, to delist the Umpqua River
coastal cutthroat trout ESU previously
listed by NMFS as endangered.

Since the joint proposal was
published, agency jurisdiction has been
determined to be with FWS. On
November 22, 1999, the Services jointly
signed a letter announcing FWS
regulatory jurisdiction over Coastal



