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Table 3 (CORRECTED). Relative coho smolt production capacity of summer
and winter habitat in streams in the Oregon Coastal coho ESU.

Ratio of Summer

Ratio of Summer
Smolt Capacity

Ratio of Summer

Ratio of Summer
Smolt Capacity

Summer Smolt Capacity | Relative to High | Smolt Capacity | Relative to High
Smolt Summer Winter Smolt | Winter Smolt | Relative to Total Quality Winter | Relative to Total Quality Winter
Capacity With Smolt Capacity Capacity Winter Capacity | Habitat Capacity | Winter Capacity | Habitat Capacity
No Capacity With| Based on Based on | With No Summer | With No Summer| With Summer With Summer
Temperature | Temperature |Total Available| High Quality Temperature Temperature Temperature Temperature
Population Unit Limitation Limitation Habitat Habitat Limitation Limitation Limitation Limitation
Necanicum 210,422 145,19]] 65,498 12,844 3.2 16.4 2.2 11.3
Nehalem 3,203,892 2272,785 1,043,877 244,570 3.2) 135 2.2 9.3
Nestucca 737,083] 508,587 231,173] 22,070 3.2 334 2.2 23.0
Tillamook 1,693,385 1,168,435 525,830 45,741 3.2 37.0 2.2 255
Alsea 1,868,11]] 859,331 535,474 108,784 3.5 17.2 1.6 79
Beaver 172,566 79,380 54,654 40,604 3.2) 42 1.5 20
Salmon 209,775 96,496 68,580 9,068 3.1 23.1 14 10.6
Siletz 891,213] 409,958 285,257 89,182 3.1 10.0 14 46
Siuslaw 3,392,355 1,560,483] 1,013,033] 327,643 3.3 104 15 48
Yaquina 1,592,545 732,571 477,688 225,182 3.3 7.1 15 33
Coos 2,033,210 1,138,597 815,422 467,636 2.5 4.3 1.4 24
Coquille 2,082,844 1,166,392 617,918 129,569 3.4 16.1 1.9 9.0
Floras 297,806 166,772 82,346 0 3.6 N 2.0 N
Siltcoos NA? NA? NA? NA? NA? NA? NA? NA?
Sixes 339,746 190,258 99,277 0 3.4 5 19 5
Tahkenitch NA® NA® NA® NA® NA® NA NA® NA®
Tenmile NA® NA® NA® NA® NA® NA® NA? NA®
Lower Umpqua 2,376,102 546,504 722,006 137,878 3.3 17.2 0.8 40
Middle Umpgqua 1,267,455 291,515 638,670° 105,591 3.2 120 0.0 28
North Umpqua 354,686 81,578 182,119 16,131 3.1 22.0 0.0 51
South Umpgua 1,058,867 243,539 657,148 50,051 2.6 21.2 0.0 49
Esul 23872,063° 12.890.914° 8.115.969° 2,032,543 3.2 117.4 16 63.4

No high quality habitat available.
2Estimates for lake population units not available.
3Errata - The numbers in bold have been corrected as of 2/23/06
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