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Native Broodstock) also has the potential to benefit fisheries, and in contrast to Alternative 5, may
contribute to recovery and adaptation of listed steelhead. However, risks to natural-origin steelhe  the
time needed to implement the programs, and reductions in benefits to treaty and non-tribal fishers
(especially in the shorter term) render this alternative less effective at meeting the purpose and need r

this action.

Consequently, NMFS concludes that the selected alternative is the most reasonable and practicable, an
represents an appropriate means to minimize risks of environmental harm while providing benefits to

tribal and non-tribal fishers from the five HGMPs as proposed.

April 15, 2016

William W. Stelle, Jr. Date
Regional Administrator

West Coast Region

National Marine . .sheries Service
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