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Background

Comprised of Management Agency Representatives and
Species Experts from Across the Colorado River Basin

Revise the : Create Recovery
] Revise the )
Species Status Implementation
Recovery Plan
Assessment Strategy
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Recovery Planning and
Implementation

3-Part Framework

Part One Part Three
(separate document) (separate document)

Species Status Recovery

Assessment (FWS) Implementation
OR > Strategy (RIS)
Status Review
(NMEFS)

Recovery Activities




Species Status

Assessment

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Species Status Assessment
for the
Humpback Chub (Gila cypha)
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What has changed since 2018
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What has changed since 2018

Federal Register/Vol. 86, No. 198/ Monday, October 18, 2021/Rules and Regulations

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Part 17

[Docket No. FWS-R6-ES-2018-0081;
FFO9E22000 FXES11130900000 212]

RIN 1018-BD47

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Reclassification of the
Humpback Chub From Endangered to
Threatened With a Section 4(d) Rule

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

|ACTION: Final rule. |

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service), are
reclassifying the humpback chub (Gila
cypha) from endangered to threatened
under the Endangered Species Act of
1973, as amended (Act), due to
substantial improvements in the
species’ overall status since its original
listing as endangered in 1974, This
action is based on a thorough review of
the best available scientific and
commercial information available,
which indicates that the humpback
chub no longer meets the definition of
an endangered species under the Act.
The humpback chub will remain
protected as a threatened species under
the Act. We are also finalizing a rule
under section 4(d) of the Act that
Em\-‘ides for the conservation of the

umpback chub.

DATES: This rule is effective November
17, 2021.

species, we may reclassify the species or
remove it from the Federal Lists of
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants due to recovery. A species is
an “endangered species” for purposes of
the Act if it is in danger of extinction
throughout all or a significant portion of
its range and is a “threatened species”

if it is likely to become an endangered
species within the foreseeable future
throughout all or a significant portion of
its range. We are reclassifying the
humpback chub from endangered to
threatened (i.e., “downlisting”') because
we have determined that the species is
no longer in danger of extinction
throughout all or a significant portion of
its range. Downlisting a species can only
be completed by issuing a rule.

What this document does. This rule
reclassifies the humpback chub from
endangered to threatened (i.e., to
“downlists” the species), with a rule
issued under section 4(d) of the Act,
based on the species’ current status,
which has been improved through
implementation of conservation actions.

The basis for our action. Under the
Act, we can determine that a species is
an endangered or threatened species
based on any one or more of the
following five factors or the cumulative
effects thereof: (A) The present or
threatened destruction, modification, or
curtailment of its habitat or range; (B)
overutilization for commercial,
recreational, scientific, or educational
purposes; (C) disease or predation; (D)
the inadequacy of existing regulatory
mechanisms; or (E) other natural or

manmade factors affecting its continued
L L T s P t ~Faln

restoration, monitoring, research,
stocking, and refuge maintenance.

Previous Federal Actions

On March 11, 1967, the Secretary of
the Interior published a final rule (32 FR
4001) listing the humpback chub as an
endangered species in accordance with
the Endangered Species Preservation
Act of 1966 (80 Stat. 926; 16 U.S.C.
668aalc)). Subsequently, the humpback
chub retained classification as an
endangered species under the
Endangered Species Conservation Act of
1969 (16 U.S.C. 668aa) and the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended (16 U.5.C. 1531 ef seq.), and
on January 4, 1974, the species was
included in a final rule (39 FR 1158)
establishing a list of endangered native
wildlife at 50 CFR part 17. On March 21,
1994, we designated critical habitat for
humpback chub along 610 kilometers
(km) (379 miles (mi)) of the Colorada
River basin (59 FR 13374).

We issued the first recovery plan for
the humpback chub on August 22, 1979,
We revised the recovery plan on
September 19, 1990, and we further
amended and supplemented the 1990
revised plan with new recovery goals on
August 1, 2002. The recovery criteria
presented in the 2002 recovery plan
remain reasonable measures to gauge
progress towards recovery and a
valuable reference as we refine our
vision of recovery for the humpback
d:liiub, and work to update the recovery

an.

P On January 22, 2020, we proposed to
downlist the humpback chub from
“endangered” to “threatened’” (85 FR
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Ecological Services Current-state Listed Species Recovery Process

Updated: 08.24.2023
Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 4 Step Involves HQ
(Pre-planning) (Planning) (Imp. & Mon.) (Post-delisting Delisting
Step Step Step mon.) Step Program

Time
requirement

Decision point

Species is listed

The 3-Part Recovery Planning Framework I

Recovery Outline Species Status Assessment| . Recovery Plan | Recovery Implementation Implementation & - Status Review
\ s o Monitoring ((€3)) Conducted every 5 years a
N (SSA) (€L3) 1deally completed vithin | 7Zpy,  Strategy (RIS) (€)) Conducted every 5 y
)) Created within 30 days *  Typically drafted at S5 2.5 years of listing &%) Drafted at the same time * Implement the recovery S spediesis fisted
=" of final listing date species listing «  Recovery strategy H 4 the recovery plan actions recovery activities *  Opportunity update SSAs
*  Interim document until s Species’ scientific *  Recovery criteria Recovery activities with partners and RISs andjor revise
recovery plan is written document e Recovery actions *  Monitor their effectiveness recovery plans
s FEstimates of time & cost

Phase 1: Pre- Phase 2: Planning

Phase 3: Implementation & Monitoring

NO (No Change Determination)

Recommendation Team Proposed Rulemaking I Post Delisting Monitoring
<'there a high potentia Meeting (RTM) : - : - H/ ) Conducted for 5 years
for a status change of the YES—> . e sitan upllst: d?e ist, 0 Downlist or Uplist—» Reclassification N after a species is listed
; e  Species reclassification downlist? (downlist or uplist) ith other part d
ntion proposed rule with other partners an
recommen stakeholders.
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Humpback Chub (N) 752 0 404 3,290 295 56,563

Data: (Badame 2008; Francis et al. 2016; U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 2018; Hines et al. 2020; Caldwell 2021; Van Haverbeke et al. 2022, 2023)
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Extended Data Fig. 2 | River flow from the upper basin of the Colorado River. \Water-year naturalized flow of the Colorado River at Lees Ferry. Data come
from https.//www.usbr.gov/Ic/region/g4000/NaturalFlow/provisional.html as of January 27, 2022.



What has changed since 2018

Figure 3-34
Water Temperatures of the Colorado River at Lees Ferry as Measured at USGS Gage
#09380000, 1995 to Present

16 18 20
| |

12

10

|

8
|

g )

| | | | | |
1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020
Date

Mean Daily Water Temperature (Celsius)
14



Recovery A brief, qualitative description of
Vision: The what recovery looks like for the

A species when the species and its
Definition of populations are fully sustainable
(and the species can be delisted),
stated in terms of the resiliency,
redundancy, and representation
and relevant threats.

“Recovered”
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https://www.fws.gov/media/species-status-assessment-fact-sheet
https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/recovery-planning-and-implementation-fact-sheet.pdf
https://coloradoriverrecovery.org/
https://coloradoriverrecovery.org/
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