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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: This proposal is based on sound science as far as it goes.  Additional site-specific and component specific information could improve the proposal, especially additional water quality information, to better understand the magnitude of expected benefit relative to the existing problem.
	J_ Has the project/program eva_2Nuaobhr7-f468QetBB73A: No information was discussed within the proposal specifically highlighting similar and analogous projects.  It is assumed that this information will be assembled, assessed, and incorporated into project activities during sire-specific planning and design activities undertaken as part of this projecct.
	I_ Does the project/program co_1C4ViW8gFZPAKBCiJXYjOA: The project appears to consider recent and relevant information.
	H_ Is a monitoring program in _FBGhmyXHkFMnGlnS-z24hA: A monitoring program is proposed.  The project sponsor should shape this monitoring to build on the Louisiana CPRA's monitoring programs as much as possible to contribute to understanding of this project within the system.  Whenever possible, specific protocols should be standardized with Louisiana's ongoing monitoring programs (specifically CRMS).  In addition, it is critical to monitor water quality in both current and proposed receiving areas, before and after implementation to fully assess project effectiveness- this aspect was not entirely clear from the discussion presented.
	G_ Does the project/program ha_FhIU4kEGnYHYEDumeXZQdw: The project clearly discussed major variables to be monitored and the direction of the trend that is desired, but specific criteria or thresholds of success are generally missing.  The information presented does discuss "as-built" conditions, but there is less information concerning how these projects are expected to evolve over time, and what would be considered "successful" at the end of the (unspecified) project life.
	F_ Does the project/program ha_ZqRk6wZ69WF0FUn6QPnNDg: Objectives are quantified clearly for habitats.  Clearly quantified water quality and shorebird objectives are not presented.
	E_ Does the project/program ha_2RF7LZLyEA5XdArNnlDpMw: The primary goals are to improve water quality in receiving waters outside of fastland areas in the Barataria-Terrebonne estuary, especially in shellfish-producing areas.  Ancillary goals are to improve wetland sustainability, primarily in areas immediately adjacent to and at the margins of fastlands where agricultural and stormwater runoff can be redirected to benefit wetlands, and to provide more diverse microhabitats for shorebirds.
	D_ Does the project/program co_24zwSXaORkj9okLbTpXxsA: Additional assessment of consequences are assumed to be a part of the implementation of these projects.  Especially important to assess soil dynamics as part of any project that alters wetland hydroperiod and the quality of water flowing over the marsh surface.
	C_ Is there a risk mitigation _-WoZ*cbKwsVafjo1qvIFlg: No risk mitigation plan was presented; it is assumed that this will be prepared as part of the site-specific planning and design.
	B_ Has your agency/vendor/proj_Rd6XVw2bS1oOoufypDc4IA: Our agency has funded multiple projects similar in nature throughout the Gulf coast states.
	A_ Have other methods been dis_3lLigmkp**aH0KvLqoLarA: Other methods of achieving wetland sustainability and water quality improvements do exist but were not discussed.  Regarding wetland sustainability, there is a scale of implementation that is critical to local and sub-regional restoration activities that is not fully addressed by Louisiana's Master Plan which necessarily focuses on regional sustainability.  This scale of project is important to local wetlands and water quality and would otherwise be unaddressed if the only coastal restoration in Louisiana was undertaken in accordance with the Master Plan.
	Information Needed:_yf89JXBOFvKFAlUcLBUrUQ: Some additional discussion of diverted water quality and its effects on sustainability of receiving wetlands would be beneficial, as discussed above.
	C_ Has the applicant made a re_CE6E3ffJ7FgWyoP2YOkBOA: NEED MORE INFORMATION
	Information Needed:_RLP8NRCVyaDpTN*HYrofnA: Assuming more detailed information will be obtained and analyzed with this funding.
	B_ Has the applicant made a re_7E8d2aStJLfy5RYTs-RZ-A: YES
	Information Needed:_QXCi1s26IoPfsEfA62QMNw: Assuming more detailed information will be obtained and analyzed with this funding.
	A_ Has the applicant made a re_Ah7zBH7dkNzEz2eXFl*rxA: YES
	Comments_IjUdcDpn-l*lyq8WGtvA4A: The proposal does not specifically discuss major risks in achieving objectives over time, such as rising sea levels and how marsh sustainability and project effectiveness will evolve through time.  This is especially important for those project components that involve large capital costs (re-routing stormwater) as longer project lifespans are expected for such projects.  Many of the other unexplored uncertainties are assumed to be addressed part of the site selection, planning, and design activities to be accomplished using funding from this proposal.  Hurricanes are noted as a threat to activities along the Gulf shoreline, but these appear to represent relatively minor portions of the budget.
	_   6_ Does the proposal evalu_tkvehYRWHDc-PHj4PDQF7A: NO
	Comments_Unwj5WO66-CD*LF4IOnJAw: In general, the projects are low risk, low uncertainty project types that are highly likely to succeed.  However, some uncertainties, such as effects of agricultural and stormwater runoff on the soil dynamics of receiving wetlands and the long-term effects on sustainability, are not discussed.  Some recent literature indicates that nutrient-rich water may weaken organic soils over the long-term under certain circumstances if other aspects of soil building are not also addressed (e.g. increasing mineral sediment introduction to the marsh surface).  This should be addressed in the planning and design phase if these projects move forward.
	_ 5_ Does the proposal evaluat_jBFp7hKQ5qRPmvKuixo68Q: NEED MORE INFORMATION
	Comments_kMNBhDOlJjChp4od-OopNA: The literature sources are represented in a fair and unbiased manner.
	_4_ Are the literature sources_fN4T6OXj3EVfC1OI8ktsag: YES
	Comments_kYaiJKPR61r5r35QgjHVoQ: The literature sources appear to be accurately and completely cited.
	_3_ Are the literature sources_QVTVM5iSYBBdu5XL6LFBvA: YES
	Comments_TTvl4lDLyWWlt1mKpiPuWw: N/A.  Information presented pertains directly to the Gulf coast region.
	_   2_ If information supporti_l5SEKjdrGlKlK1gh7KFbtQ: Off
	Comments_qE6AvElbluMnJrUi1dWaig: Conceptually, these projects are all based on peer reviewed and/or publicly available information.  Re-routing runoff from agricultural areas through wetlands has been demonstrated to have significant benefits for improving water quality in receiving waters (i.e. reducing nutrient and sediment concentrations in runoff).  This benefit is highly dependent on site-specific issues and this analysis will take place using the funding sought in this proposal.

Re-routing stormwater through wetlands has also long been thought to provide improvements to water quality in receiving waters; the actual efficacy, though, is likely dependent on site-specific factors that have not been discussed in this proposal.  Specifically, the stormwater is intended to be routed through semi-impounded wetlands adjacent to drainage canals.  While this will likely improve retention time within the wetland complex prior to flushing directly downstream into the major coastal bays, with concomitant retention/reduction of sediments, nutrients, and pathogens, no data has been presented that shows the relative importance of these two specific projects (2 of 12 pumps within the action watershed, one of many in the Barataria-Terrebonne estuary) in solving the specified problems in the proposed shellfish areas downstream.  In addition, although there is budget for planting native vegetation and controlling invasive and undesirable vegetation, it is left to the planning, engineering, and design phases to ensure that the implemented project will provide an actual benefit to the targeted wetlands by providing a hydroperiod and flushing rates that result in healthy stands of native vegetation.  Knowledge of the existing water quality being discharged by these pumps and how the problematic pollutants of concern may or may not accumulate through the food chain would also be beneficial.

The coastal habitat restoration discussion needs further clarification to understand the projects.  There is budget for several activities to grow and plant native vegetation, including woody vegetation, wetland vegetation, and submerged vegetation.  The success of these plantings is heavily dependent on site specific factors and whether or not any stressors that have  caused loss of vegetation in the re-planted areas have also been alleviated.  This is particularly of concern when plantings are to be used to "protect" adjacent wetlands- if erosive forces are not controlled, the likelihood of success is minimal. It is assumed that site-selection criteria will  be developed to ensure that planting projects are successful with funding received as part of this project.  How all of this component is tied together is unclear as the discussion focuses mainly on beach and shorebird utilization of restoration areas in the Caminada Headland area.  The discussion should include information relative to all areas of the budget so that an assessment of the science behind the proposal can be truly assessed.

To clarify, all proposed objectives and methods are conceptually based on publicly available and/or peer reviewed information, but significant details are lacking regarding the site-specific implementation of these concepts; this information is crucial to understanding if the actual projects will be successful.  It is assumed that this information will be developed utilizing funding from this proposal.
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