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Fiscal Year 2012

Scien

ce Work Plan

May 17, 2011

ity River Adaptive Managernent Working Group

InterdisciplinaryTeam
recommendstion:

Background:

Remarks:

» The Science Program Coordinator developed the Science
Work Plan with input from the Interdisciplinary Team and
technical work groups.

« Study plans were reviewed by independent experts and
wilt be revised accordingly.

*  Further work needs to be done during Fiscal Year 2013
planning to move in the direction of comprehensive
assessments.

* Environmental compliance monitoring should continue to
be funded in the Rehabilitation Implementation budget
and coordinated with the Riparian and Wildlife Work

Group.

Use the prioritization in the Fiscal Year 2012 Science
Work Plan be to allocate funds from the “Science
Projects” budget line.

Science Work P
Prioritized List

Please refer
to handout
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Science Work Plan
Development Timeline

|erdisciplinary
Team daveloped

the Preliminery
Work Plen

Interdisciplinary
Team reconsidered
pricrifies bassd on
reviews / cosis

Step 1. Work groups identified and prioritized needs
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Step 3. Solicitation Package

Documented the preliminary
wark plan

Identified paths for
addressing needs

Included Investigation Plan
guidance

Provided review criteria
Identified deliverables for
funded studies

Step 3. Solicitation Package cont...

Paths to fulfill needs:
* Investigation plan
* Market research

* Existing contract

* Subgroup or staff

Step 4. Response to the Solicitation

Investigation Plans — 21
— Fish (14}, Physical (5), Wildlife / Riparian (2)
* Market Research -6
~ Fish (1), Physical (1}, Temp. (2), Wild. / Riparian (2)
« Subgroup or staff work — 6
— Fish (3), Temperature (2), Wildlife / Riparian (1)
* Existing contracts — 2
— Physical (1), Wildlife / Riparian (1)

Step 5. External reviews

* Target: 2-3reviewers/ plan

« Total number of reviewers: 25

* Work groups are coardinating investigation
plan revisions

+ Study leads have until August 1 to refine plans

« Revised plans wili be shared with reviewers

Step 5. External reviews cont...

* Possible ratings:  Superior, Above average,
Sufficient, or Inadequate
¢ Evaluation criteria fell into five categories:

— Project Purpose

— Background

— Approach

— Feasibility

— Relevance to Program

Step 6. Review of the prioritized list

Use the prioritization In the Fiscal Year 2012 Sclence
Work Plan be to allocate funds from the “Sclence
Projects” budget line.

Interdisciplinary Team *
recommendation:

= The Science Program Coordinator developed the Science
Work Plan with input from the InterdisciplinaryTeam and

Background:

technical work groups.
*  Studyplans were reviewed by independent experts and
will be revised accordingly.

Remarks: »  Further wark needs to be done during Fiscal Year 2013
ingta move in the di hensit

assessments.

« Environmental compliance monitoring should continue to
be funded in the Rehabilitation Implementation budget
and coordinated with the Riparian and Wildlife Work
Group.




Next Steps

Circulate revised investigation plans to
reviewers

Complete Market Research
Implement work plan
Refocus on assessments for Fiscal Year 2013
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" Based on ihe assessment -
make changes 10 the
hypothesis. design,

. _implementation. or monttoring

+ Compare the resuvits
observed from monitoring
10 the original Rypothesis

« Expected results? ¥ not,
why not?
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/D?Vdnp 2 provisionat strategy to
solve a problem make
predictions

- " Destgn & plon to test the
hypothesis
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\Implement the pian o test
- | the hypothesis

[ Once the plan is implemented. |
| monitor the results of the action _|

Flow Mechanical Channel

Management Rehabilfeation
Sediment Watershed
Management " Restoration

Discussion

Please refer
to handout







