



PNAMP Recommendation Request “Review Checklist”
The purpose of this document is to provide documentation of the product that is to be considered by the Steering Committee for recommendation to the Executive Network.  This is an element of the PNAMP Recommendation Process.  The intent is for the product sponsor/review team to provide the information requested below (so that it may accompany the recommendation as it is delivered to the Steering Committee) to provide background, context, and to identify contributors to the development and review of the product.
1. Topic and Title What is topic and title of the Protocol under consideration?
Field and Laboratory Methods for the Collection of Benthic Macroinvertebrates in Wadeable Streams of the Pacific Northwest
2. Proponent/authors Who are the primary proponents/authors?
(I’m listing all of the folks who reviewed it & gave some input)

Gretchen Hayslip, EPA Region 10; Glenn Merritt, Washington Department of Ecology; Rick Hafele, Oregon Department of Environmental Quality; Shannon Hubler, Oregon Department of Environmental Quality; Rob Plotnikoff, Tetra Tech Inc.; Phil Larsen, EPA Office of Research and Development; Lillian Herger, EPA Region 10; Gary Lester, EcoAnalysts; Ian Waite, USGS; Steve Lanigan, USFS
3. Format and Definitions used in Protocol where possible, PNAMP endorses the use of definitions and format described in Guidelines for Long Term Monitoring (Oakley et al. 2003)
· Does this protocol follow guidelines as above?
Yes, to the extent possible. 
· If not, please provide reference for alternative definitions and format:
4. Review Team

Identify Review Team participants: 

· Are entities who would be implementing the protocol in the field represented by the Review Team?
Yes
· If not, please list entities who should be contacted for outreach to involve them in developing this protocol recommendation.
5. Review Criteria (used by Review Team)
Please provide specific criteria used in the review or development of this recommendation.

Some concepts to consider include:
· Have the protocols been formally published in a peer-reviewed publication? 
No
· To what degree have these protocols reviewed?  E.g., Expert panels, technical experts and/or practitioners, journal publication, historical use and review? 
This protocol began as a session of the “NW Biological Assessment Workgroup” meeting in Port Townsend, Washington. The meeting was attended by State, Federal, Tribal, and Local Government agencies, as well as academics and private industry. This protocol is based entirely on the protocols used by the States of Oregon and Washington, EPA’s EMAP and USFS AREMP.  

· Are the protocols complete and well-documented? 
Yes
· Are uncertainties and assumptions well-documented (are there limitations to this document)? 
Yes

· Do the protocols provide the necessary information for typical analyses? 
Data analysis will be covered in a separate protocol.

· Are the protocols flexible enough to be modified when ecotypes dictate? 
These protocols apply to wadeable streams in the Pacific Northwest.

· Are the protocols in a form that will lead to comparable data analysis and management?

Yes
6. Training Manual Format: 
Protocol Review Team or Proponent is responsible for translating the Protocol from descriptive format to Method Training Manual format.
· Is (when will) the Method Training Manual format be complete?

7. Outreach for Completed Protocol Recommendation in order to achieve Implementation PNAMP (Coordinator/SC/WG Leads) will lead outreach for Protocol recommendations.  Please provide any information you feel will be helpful in conducting outreach when recommendation is final:
· Inform Executive Network of recommendation: Coordinator to draft explanatory letter to accompany recommendation and post on website; SC to distribute to Executive Network
· Are you aware of critical dates for outreach to the Executive Network?

No
· Inform PNAMP technical participants of recommendation: Coordinator to draft explanatory letter to accompany recommendation and post on PNAMP website; WG leaders to distribute to WG participants
· Are you aware of critical dates for outreach to technical participants?

No
· Inform technical experts (Protocol implementers) not engaged in PNAMP of recommendation

· Are you aware of entities that may implement the Protocol but have not been engaged in Review Team?

· Training for use of recommended Protocols

· Are you aware of existing opportunities for possible training activities (e.g. upcoming meetings, workshops, etc that might be interested in hosting training session).
No, but training could be developed.






�Format of Manual  is still theoretical.
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