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Best Available Science: 
These 6 factors/elements help frame the reviewers answers to A, B and C found in next section:

1. Have the proposal objectives, including methods used, been justified using peer reviewed and/or publicly   
available information?

YES NO NEED MORE INFORMATION

Comments



  
  
  
2. If information supporting the proposal does not directly pertain to the Gulf Coast region, are applicant’s 
methods reasonably supported and adaptable to that geographic area?

YES NO NEED MORE INFORMATION

Comments

3. Are the literature sources used to support the proposal accurately and completely cited?

YES NO NEED MORE INFORMATION

Comments

4. Are the literature sources represented in a fair and unbiased manner?

YES NO NEED MORE INFORMATION

Comments

  
5. Does the proposal evaluate uncertainties and risks in the scientific basis for the proposal, including any 
identified by the public and Council members?

YES NO NEED MORE INFORMATION

Comments



  
  
  
6. Does the proposal evaluate uncertainties and risks in achieving its objectives over time? (e.g., is there an 
uncertainty or risk that in 5-10 years the project/program will be obsolete or not function as planned given 
projections of sea level rise?)

YES NO NEED MORE INFORMATION

Comments

Based on the answers to the previous 6 questions, and giving deference to the 
sponsor to provide within reason the use of best available science the following 
three questions can be answered:

A. Has the applicant made a reasonable determination that the proposal is based on science that uses peer-
reviewed and publicly available data?

YES NO NEED MORE INFORMATION

Information Needed:

B. Has the applicant made a reasonable determination that the proposal is based on science that maximizes the 
quality, objectivity, and integrity of information (including, as applicable, statistical information)?  

YES NO NEED MORE INFORMATION

Information Needed:

C. Has the applicant made a reasonable determination that the proposal is based on science that clearly 
documents and communicates risks and uncertainties in the scientific basis for such projects?  

YES NO NEED MORE INFORMATION



Information Needed:

Science Context Evaluation

A. Have other methods been discussed and reasons provided to why the method is being selected (e.g., 
scientifically sound; cost-effectiveness)? 

B. Has your agency/vendor/project manager conducted a project/program like the one proposed?

C. Is there a risk mitigation plan in place for project objectives? (captures risk measures as defined under best 
available science by the Comprehensive Plan and Act)

D. Does the project/program consider consequences with implementation? (captures risk measures as defined 
under best available science by the Comprehensive Plan and Act)

E. Does the project/program have clearly defined goals?



F. Does the project/program have clearly defined objectives?

G. Does the project/program have measures of success? (captures statistical information requirement as defined 
by the Comprehensive Plan and Act)

H. Is a monitoring program in place to determine project goals, success and help adaptive management (if 
applicable)? (captures statistical information requirement as defined by the Comprehensive Plan and Act)

I. Does the project/program consider recent and/or relevant information? (captures statistical information 
requirement as defined by the Comprehensive Plan and Act)

J. Has the project/program evaluated  past successes and failures of similar efforts? (captures the 
communication of risks and uncertainties in the scientific basis for such projects as defined by the 
Comprehensive Plan and  Act)

Please summarize any additional information needed below:


	fc-int01-generateAppearances: 
	Please summarize any additiona_ofyARPOcNWjPb6OV2wWVuQ: -overall proposal is very good and very much needed to help ensure effective, adaptive implementation of restoration projects-need more inclusion of existing resources and how to coordinate fully with those (vs. duplicating existing efforts and resource use) - e.g., GCOOS, Ocean Conservancy, GOMA, Harte, NOAA, NAS, QARTOD, IOOS)-need more description of successes and failures of similar efforts, including specifics of how the digital library and map tools are distinct from other existing efforts-need more statistical information and details on measures of success-need more information on how existing inventory and gap analyses work will be combined with models to identify effective next steps in monitoring-need more details on how this proposal will help facilitate Gulfwide ecosystem restoration through technical assistance to different individual restoration projects. How does the big picture frame this work and stay in focus?
	J_ Has the project/program eva_2Nuaobhr7-f468QetBB73A: Yes. However, more information could be provided on past successes and failures of similar efforts. For example, some information is provided on the success of the USGS digital library and interactive map product tools, but more information is needed here. Further, how are the expanded digital library and map tools distinct from the in-progress GOMA restoration project tracker? From the information given, it is difficult to discern if the proposed effort will develop distinct and effective tools. 
	I_ Does the project/program co_1C4ViW8gFZPAKBCiJXYjOA: yes, but not necessarily statistical information
	H_ Is a monitoring program in _FBGhmyXHkFMnGlnS-z24hA: Yes, and adaptive management is a primary purpose of the proposal.
	G_ Does the project/program ha_FhIU4kEGnYHYEDumeXZQdw: The measures of success and feedback loop for adaptive management could be fleshed out more.  The measures of success are also not necessarily statistical in nature. Assessments should also include connectivity of habitats, in addition to areal extent. 
	F_ Does the project/program ha_ZqRk6wZ69WF0FUn6QPnNDg: yes
	E_ Does the project/program ha_2RF7LZLyEA5XdArNnlDpMw: yes
	D_ Does the project/program co_24zwSXaORkj9okLbTpXxsA: Not really. The risks are primarily due to not offering technical assistance in a coordinated way to the funded proposals. 
	C_ Is there a risk mitigation _-WoZ*cbKwsVafjo1qvIFlg: No
	B_ Has your agency/vendor/proj_Rd6XVw2bS1oOoufypDc4IA: Yes - in terms of data management and data sharing (U.S. Integrated Ocean Observing System Data Management and Communication Standards (http://www.ioos.noaa.gov/data/dmac/welcome.html) , QA/QC (Quality Assurance for Real Time Oceanographic Data Collection - http://www.ioos.noaa.gov/qartod/welcome.html) , inventories and some gap analyses (GCOOS Build-out Plan). See, in particular, the GCOOS Data Portal http://data.gcoos.org/ , GCOOS Data Products (which also include model-ready data that should be employed through this program) http://gcoos.org/products/, and the GCOOS Build-out Plan http://gcoos.tamu.edu/BuildOut/BuildOutPlan-V2.pdf . These are existing resources the proposed program should employ to reduce duplication. 
	A_ Have other methods been dis_3lLigmkp**aH0KvLqoLarA: Not really. For example, the idea of combining monitoring inventories with modeling and gap analyses, under “adaptive management” seems logical, but more details on the selected method of this integration would be helpful. 
	Information Needed:_yf89JXBOFvKFAlUcLBUrUQ: Documenting and communicating risks per applicable restoration project is actually an objective of this proposal
	C_ Has the applicant made a re_CE6E3ffJ7FgWyoP2YOkBOA: YES
	Information Needed:_RLP8NRCVyaDpTN*HYrofnA: 
	B_ Has the applicant made a re_7E8d2aStJLfy5RYTs-RZ-A: YES
	Information Needed:_QXCi1s26IoPfsEfA62QMNw: The proposal is overall well-based in science, but some existing resources are not fully incorporated, as noted above. 
	A_ Has the applicant made a re_Ah7zBH7dkNzEz2eXFl*rxA: YES
	Comments_IjUdcDpn-l*lyq8WGtvA4A: The adaptive management technical assistance aspect is a real strength of this proposal. Funded restoration projects will need the help assessing uncertainties and risks over time with respect to sea level rise, climatology, development pressures, and diversions or natural river course changes. 
	_   6_ Does the proposal evalu_tkvehYRWHDc-PHj4PDQF7A: YES
	Comments_Unwj5WO66-CD*LF4IOnJAw: However, some uncertainties and risks included were not scientific but were related to stakeholder participation.
	_ 5_ Does the proposal evaluat_jBFp7hKQ5qRPmvKuixo68Q: YES
	Comments_kMNBhDOlJjChp4od-OopNA: 
	_4_ Are the literature sources_fN4T6OXj3EVfC1OI8ktsag: YES
	Comments_kYaiJKPR61r5r35QgjHVoQ: Yes - however, existing resources are not fully acknowledged and should be to ensure no duplication of effort. As examples related to the inventory and gap analyses: 1) the Gulf of Mexico Coastal Ocean Observing System has an extensive, stakeholder-based (via expert interviews, workshops, plan reviews) 10-year build out plan with sections inventorying existing monitoring and observing activities for living marine resources (fisheries, marine mammals, sea turtles, plankton, coastal and seabirds), habitats, and restoration projects, as well as gap analyses and a proposed coastal ocean observing system design. This plan was started in 2009 and has been iterated twice with the most recent version June 2014. 2) The Ocean Conservancy is doing a monitoring inventory focused on restoration, based on plan reviews, with GOMA. The Ocean Conservancy effort is referenced but GCOOS is not and actual coordination is only mentioned with other RESTORE Council proposals that are including monitoring and gap analyses, not with these pre-existing activities. Also, the Harte Institute, NOAA, and the National Academies of Sciences have done considerable work on ecosystem services valuation in the Gulf region. These existing resources should be used and the work not re-done through this proposal. 
	_3_ Are the literature sources_QVTVM5iSYBBdu5XL6LFBvA: YES
	Comments_TTvl4lDLyWWlt1mKpiPuWw: applies to defined Gulf Coast region
	_   2_ If information supporti_l5SEKjdrGlKlK1gh7KFbtQ: YES
	Comments_qE6AvElbluMnJrUi1dWaig: On p. 11, “Coastal emergent habitat classifications will be standardized and the emergingcomprehensive dataset will serve as a baseline for all RESTORE Council projects focused oncoastal habitats.” The proposed work should employ the existing Coastal and Marine Ecological Classification System (CMECS) as a classification system for head of tide out to the outer limit of Exclusive Economic Zone. http://coast.noaa.gov/digitalcoast/publications/cmecsThe development of a standard operating procedure library is good, particularly if scientifically-based summary recommendations in user-friendly form can be publicly available from it. Data quality guidelines are good, as is the proposed development of a data policy for efficient sharing and management.  The data policy should be consistent with other data policies in the region, e.g., GOMRI GRIIDC, Gulf of Mexico Coastal Ocean Observing System (GCOOS) Data Portal, NOAA RESTORE. This program isn’t proposing to collect data, but a consistent data policy will be critical across all projects and is critical for the success of this element of this proposal. Existing, fully-vetted quality assurance/quality control standards are available (for wind, water level, in situ salinity, temperature, dissolved oxygen, in situ currents and waves) and should be used from the Quality Assurance for Real-Time Oceanographic Data effort - http://www.ioos.noaa.gov/qartod/welcome.htmlOther remote sensing resources include:  LSU Earth Scan Laboratory (many satellite images and animations available) and the USM Ocean Weather Lab (satellite image products, Google Earth products, integrated satellite images with other in situ observations), and CCAR Sea Surface Height anomalies 
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