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BACKGROUND

The Global Change Research Program (GCRP) within EPA’s Office of Research and Development focuses on assessing how potential changes in climate and land use may affect water quality, air quality, aquatic ecosystems, and human health in the United States. The GCRP has completed draft pilot studies on the effects of climate change on state bioassessment programs across the United States to evaluate how information on the impacts of climate change may be incorporated into these processes.

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

Please respond to each of the charge questions below. Please explain and justify your rationale for your responses to the charge questions. For specific comments, reviewers should clearly identify the point of reference in the document by referencing the report section and specific line and page numbers as part of your response.

Charge Questions

1)
Based on your knowledge of bioassessment/biomonitoring programs, biological indicators, and climate change effects, please comment on the report with respect to:

a).
Providing sufficient technical evidence to support programmatic modifications to address climate change effects; what additional steps, data, or analyses would improve the evidence?

b).
The main factors to consider in order to transfer or apply insights from the four states in this pilot study to other state programs

2)
Has EPA pulled out the most important findings in the Summary for Managers and Policymakers (SMP) from the technical findings? If not, what findings do you suggest should be highlighted?
3)
Are the analytical methods used appropriate for the questions being asked and the available data? Are the strengths and weaknesses of the methods used in the report fully described and accounted for?
4)
Does the main body of the report effectively capture the more detailed information presented in the appendices and if not, what are your recommendations for improving the report or appendices?
5)
The Freshwater Biological Traits Database was pulled out as a standalone report. Please comment on the merit of this report on its own vs. as one of the appendices of the main report. What next steps would you suggest for this report and the database?

6)
What next steps would you suggest, based on this work, as being the most informative for EPA’s Office of Water and state bioassessment/biomonitoring programs to address climate change effects?
7)
Please comment on the public comments submitted for this draft report. Specifically, which comments should or should not be addressed in the final draft? (public comments will be compiled and provided to reviewers by ERG)
WRITTEN COMMENTS ARE DUE NO LATER THAN WEDNESDAY, MAY 4, 2011
REVIEW GUIDELINES

Upon receipt of the review materials, you should have no communications with members of the public, EPA, authors of the report, or other federal agencies on the report under review. If you are contacted in person or in writing on the report by anyone other than ERG, you should immediately inform Laurie Waite (Laurie.Waite@erg.com ), or call 781-674-7362. 

If you have any questions on the review materials or need any further clarification, please contact ERG only and ERG will work with EPA to get a reply back to you and the other reviewers.

Your comments will be submitted to EPA as received (i.e. unedited) and may be made available to the public. ERG may, however, format your comments as needed for consistency in the final peer review summary report.

FORMATTING INSTRUCTIONS

Please prepare your comments addressing the issues and questions as stated in the Technical Charge, and organize your comments by charge question. To assist you in preparing your comments, ERG has provided you with an electronic copy of the Technical Charge via email.

Additional format recommendations are as follows:

TYPE SIZE:
11 point

PAPER SIZE:
8.5" x 11"

SPACING:
1.5 line spacing

MARGINS:
1" margins

· Please use a header with your name in the upper right-hand corner of each page of your comments.

· Organize your comments following the order of the charge questions. Be sure to provide a response to each question or reason why you are unable to answer the question (e.g., question is outside my area of expertise, etc.). 

· Please provide a justification for your response when answering the Charge Questions. Be as detailed as possible in your responses using complete sentences.

· Remember to spell out acronyms when first used.

· Avoid incomplete sentences, abbreviations, and terms that might confuse the reader.

· If you are suggesting any additional references, please provide a full citation, or electronic copy of the reference (if available).

· If illustrations or tables are included, be sure that they are suitable for reproduction.

Please send your comments electronically as two separate MS Word 2003 files or later version. If sending them via e-mail, send them to Laurie Waite at Laurie.Waite@erg.com . If mailing a CD or diskette, please mail them to: 

Laurie Waite

ERG

110 Hartwell Avenue

Lexington, MA  02421-3136 

Thank you for your valuable efforts to help EPA improve this report!
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