TO: Shawn, Sue, Jim, and Julie

FROM: Joanna

cc. Gina, others

RE: Shawn’s comments

I think it is fine for the SRC to respond to the comments of the Parties, but we need to find language we can all agree with.  Further, I think it is wrong to have a constant back and forth about some of these issues.  You can over define things in a way that makes it impossible to move forward.  My comments follow.

1. I DO NOT agree with Shawn’s assessment here.  In science we do in fact accept a value with a confidence interval.  I think effectively changing our target to 60% is way too restrictive, and wrong.  The Parties want a 50 % change, and are willing to live within what science normally does (which is to have confidence intervals).  I do NOT want to change it to 60 % or to say that it is unscientific of the SRC to accept 50 % + 10 %.

. 2. I agree with Shawn on first glance, but I wonder whether it is even possible to state it so that everyone will be happy with it.  Sometimes too much detail can make judgement impossible.

3.  I thought that Shawn’s estimates indicated about a 25 % decline for the species with a half winter shutdown.  Wouldn’t this imply a full winter shutdown would reach 50 %?

4. I agree

5. Fine as is.

6. Fine as is

7. Fine as is

Attorney General

1. I think Shawn’s answer here is unnecessarily combative.  We are, in fact, not lawyers, and the Parties said we could have some back and forth.  I don’t want to discourage our ability to work with the Parties concerning the settlement or its interpretation.

2. Again, I don’t think we should attack them.  We merely need to note that the SRC feels that more appropriate searcher efficiency factors can be determined with decreases in search interval for key species.  We don’t need to attack or defend either position, but rather state our own.  Which was, I believe, that we felt that more appropriate search efficiency adjustment factors can be developed with shorter search intervals.

3. Ok, but should be toned down to reflect a more conciliatory approach.

4. OK, but again, lets word it more calmly

