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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: The importance of editing and proofreading cannot be overstated. This proposal contained numerous grammatical, punctuation, and other cosmetic errors that detracts from the substantive content. This reviewer agrees totally with a "data-up" approach to the project, or what is here called "letting the land speak for itself", but makes several recommendations.
	J_ Has the project/program eva_2Nuaobhr7-f468QetBB73A: While the proposal states that past projects have successfully utilized all activities used within the proposed project, further explanation of these successes, whose project-specific issues may be germane to this proposal, would be beneficial. At a minimum these projects should be cited. 
	I_ Does the project/program co_1C4ViW8gFZPAKBCiJXYjOA: Yes, the proposal cites relevant information.  
	H_ Is a monitoring program in _FBGhmyXHkFMnGlnS-z24hA: Since the project approach is long-term a monitoring program is stated as a given, however, specifics and the actual implementation of the monitoring program needs to be explained. 
	G_ Does the project/program ha_FhIU4kEGnYHYEDumeXZQdw: As there is no hydrologic or ecologic chronology for the Big Cypress Reservation, the production of one is considered a success. While valid, this point should be expanded greatly and possibly even addressed within its own section of the proposal. The first sentence of the measures of success section of the proposal states, "The objective metric of project success shall be measured by an annual summary of activities and recommendations for the next sample collection event." Nowhere else in the proposal is the annual summary and recommendation discussed. How will this be conducted? What criteria will be used to judge how productive the datasets are? At a minimum this should be expanded.
	F_ Does the project/program ha_ZqRk6wZ69WF0FUn6QPnNDg: Yes, the project does a good job at clearly defining how the project will meet the primary objective, but falls somewhat short at defining exactly how the secondary objectives will be met. 
	E_ Does the project/program ha_2RF7LZLyEA5XdArNnlDpMw: Yes, the project has clearly defined goals. 
	D_ Does the project/program co_24zwSXaORkj9okLbTpXxsA: The consequences of implementation may be assumed somewhere within the project benefit section, but the proposal would benefit from specifically stating these.  
	C_ Is there a risk mitigation _-WoZ*cbKwsVafjo1qvIFlg: The proposal does not adequately address this. Risk management for this project, though never stipulated, is maybe captured under the proposal's adaptive management strategies. The adaptive management strategies are too generalized know, however.
	B_ Has your agency/vendor/proj_Rd6XVw2bS1oOoufypDc4IA: Yes.
	A_ Have other methods been dis_3lLigmkp**aH0KvLqoLarA: The long-term approach to the project is stated as a part of the adaptive management strategy section of the proposal. However, the proposal would benefit greatly from further specific discussion of these adaptive management strategies. For example, as the project proposes to collect different kinds of data, will the strategies adapt to all unproductive datasets through time? If so, how so? Are certain data collected weighted more heavily than others in terms of adapting sampling strategies? More to the point, the proposal generalizes a "feedback" strategy for data collection, one where field data collected would influence subsequent data collection. An explanation of this process is warranted here. 
	Information Needed:_yf89JXBOFvKFAlUcLBUrUQ: The applicant states simply that risks or uncertainties are not expected for this project as the activities have been performed within Florida previously with success. At a minimum, the proposal should cite these examples and highlight how they are similar/different and higher-risk/lower-risk than the proposed project. 
	C_ Has the applicant made a re_CE6E3ffJ7FgWyoP2YOkBOA: NEED MORE INFORMATION
	Information Needed:_RLP8NRCVyaDpTN*HYrofnA: 
	B_ Has the applicant made a re_7E8d2aStJLfy5RYTs-RZ-A: YES
	Information Needed:_QXCi1s26IoPfsEfA62QMNw: 
	A_ Has the applicant made a re_Ah7zBH7dkNzEz2eXFl*rxA: YES
	Comments_IjUdcDpn-l*lyq8WGtvA4A: No, although the applicant indicates that the longitudinal nature of the project affords several advantages, i.e., the opportunity to implement adaptive management strategies, long-term uncertainties and risks are not addressed. Further, the proposal would overall benefit from a specific explanation of the adaptive management strategies being proposed. 
	_   6_ Does the proposal evalu_tkvehYRWHDc-PHj4PDQF7A: NO
	Comments_Unwj5WO66-CD*LF4IOnJAw: The applicant states that risks or uncertainties are not expected as the activities within the project been performed within Florida previously with success. If so, the overall proposal could benefit from a brief discussion of these previous project successes, particularly if similar data-collection methods were used or the project areas were similar geographically or comparable ecologically and/or geo-hydrologically. Further, since the applicant proposes to fill a data gap using multiple types (and scales) of data, including tree-ring data, paleophydrologic, paleoecologic, and fossil pollen data from sediment cores, and LiDAR-based 3-D modeling data, a discussion of a project successfully combining all (or at least two) of these lines of data would not only serve as precedent, but would serve as a yardstick to better measure the success of this project.
	_ 5_ Does the proposal evaluat_jBFp7hKQ5qRPmvKuixo68Q: NO
	Comments_kMNBhDOlJjChp4od-OopNA: No bias was noted in the selection of the literature sources. Additional sources for data were recommended in the comments box for Question 1, however. 
	_4_ Are the literature sources_fN4T6OXj3EVfC1OI8ktsag: YES
	Comments_kYaiJKPR61r5r35QgjHVoQ: The applicant states that there are no risks or uncertainties for the proposed activities as all activities within this project have been preformed in Florida with success. These projects should be properly cited. The applicant failed to fully cite the Bayesian age model program entitled, "Bacon". 
	_3_ Are the literature sources_QVTVM5iSYBBdu5XL6LFBvA: NO
	Comments_TTvl4lDLyWWlt1mKpiPuWw: Yes, the applicant adequately demonstrated that the methods used are applicable to, and appropriate for, the project area. 
	_   2_ If information supporti_l5SEKjdrGlKlK1gh7KFbtQ: YES
	Comments_qE6AvElbluMnJrUi1dWaig: The project approach, reconstructing pre-channelization conditions by marrying tree-ring data, data from sediment cores and USGS LiDAR-based 3-D modeling data will, no doubt, help fill the identified data gap and better document pre-drainage hydrologic and ecologic conditions in Big Cypress Reservation.  The applicant also proposes to compare the tree-ring chronologies to NOAA-compiled historical (1895-2014) regional climate records, as well as, reconstruct pre-channelization conditions by marrying the dendrology and paleoecology data with historical (1940s-1950s) aerial photos. In addition to these data sets, the project should consider the original public land survey (also known as the General Land Office or GLO Survey), which includes township plat maps and surveyor field notes. The GLO survey was conducted during the early 1870s (except for the eastern one-fifth of the Big Cypress Reservation, which was surveyed in the 1930s and 1970s-1980s) and represents the first systematic survey of the Reservation lands and would be useful in identifying large-scale pre-channelization hydrologic and ecological change between the 1870s and 1950s. The GLO survey data has been routinely used in southwest Florida for reconstructing pre-development hydrologic and ecological settings. At the very least, incorporating the GLO survey data would enhance the robusticity of the datasets the proposers would use to characterize pre-channelization conditions.  A detailed review of the GLOS survey data, including converting the data to GIS format, is recommended for incorporation into the research proposal. 
	_1_ Have the proposal objectiv_BbrF5QksrvNbjusii9PUcg: YES
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