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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?

O YES O NO @ NEED MORE INFORMATION

Comments

The applicants will rely on engineer firms and other consultants to carry out the design of dredge material beneficial use
projects. Unfortunately few (none?) references are provided regarding best engineering practices/designs for dredge spoil
beneficial use projects, or at least references of the science behind those kinds of determinations. It reads like "we will hire
experts on the matter, who know what they are doing, and we will work with them to facilitate and make sure the designs are
completed successfully”. | understanding providing much regarding references on the engineering of dredge material
beneficial use is perhaps beyond the experience of the applicant, but a few references on this would have been appreciated




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?

O YES O NO O NEED MORE INFORMATION

Comments

project carried out in the Gulf

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

O YES O NO @ NEED MORE INFORMATION

Comments

The literature provided in reference to ecosystem services of wetlands is adequate, but not so much in the
engineering/designs of dredge beneficial use projects. This is unfortunate since the proposal solely focuses on the project
design. Actual filling and planting will happen at a later date

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

O YES O NO @ NEED MORE INFORMATION

Comments

please see above. Coverage of literature on engineering/designs of dredge beneficial use projects does not seem
completely adequate

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

O YES @ NO O NEED MORE INFORMATION

Comments

Specific information as to how the risks will be evaluated is missing. Again, it reads very generically and as though they are
leaving it up to the contractors they will hire.




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?)

O YES @ NO O NEED MORE INFORMATION

Comments

see answer above. Strong evidence of adaptive management is not provided

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?

O YES @ NO O NEED MORE INFORMATION

Information Needed:

The applicant does not provide solid and convincing background on the science of engineering behind dredge spoil beneficial
use projects. It reads like "we will hire experts on the matter, who know what they are doing, and we will work with them to
facilitate and make sure the designs are completed successfully".

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

O YES O NO @ NEED MORE INFORMATION

Information Needed:

If one trusts the contractors that will be hired down the road, then yes.

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?

O YES @ NO O NEED MORE INFORMATION



Information Needed:

Risks and uncertainties, and how to deal with it, poorly elaborated

]
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)?

Method elaboration very crude

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

No

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

Weak

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

Not really. Poorly elaborated

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

Yes




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

Yes

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

Yes

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)

Not too convincing/detailed

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

Not really

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)

Partially. It would have been reassuring to see a better elaboration of the science of engineering behind dredge spoil
beneficial use projects.

Please summarize any additional information needed below:

Proposals with clear goals and benefits. The problem is that it reads too much as "we will hire experts on the matter, who
know what they are doing, and we will work with them to facilitate and make sure the designs are completed successfully".

So it seems the success of this proposal relies too much on those experts, and one has to trust them unconditionally...
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