BIOL 432 – Fisheries Management

Management Report Peer Review Form

Author:  ____________________________  Waterbody: ___________________________________

Directions:  Preferably, fill out this form electronically using as much space as you need to answer each question.  Alternatively, print out this form and complete by hand.

Detailed answers are essential to help people revise their plan.  If you answer “no” to any question, you must explain how the section could be improved.  Even if you answer “yes,” please provide a statement that describes your impression of what the author was trying to say or what they did well.  Please make minor corrections directly on the draft management plan using track changes (preferred) or writing on a printed copy (less preferable).  Your review is due on 23 November at the start of lecture.
1) Management Goal
a) Has the author presented a long-range goal for the management plan?

b) Does the management goal sound reasonable?

2) Analysis of Resources
a) Has the author adequately described the waterbody (size, general characteristics, species)?

b) Has the author adequately described the current status of the resource?

c) Has the author adequately described the history of the waterbody (e.g., trends across surveys)?

d) Has the author described the status of variables other than the fish community?

e) Has the author presented information suggesting a change in the resources (note, depending on the situation, this could go into the Problems and Potentials section)?

3) Diagnosis of Problems and of Potentials
a) Has the author clearly stated the problem(s) with the resource?

b) Has the author identified what might be impediments to the resource?

c) Did the author use appropriate data analysis (citations, trends, metrics, and/or statistics) to convince you of the problems?

d) Did the author use figures and tables effectively (all were meaningful, proper format, and not redundant)?

e) Did the author present data in the text (i.e., not in figures or tables)?  If so, were their too many numbers in the text, too few, or just enough (i.e., too many numbers can make it difficult to read and understand the main point)?

4) seq level3 \h \r0  Management Objectives and Actions
a) Has the author set specific and quantifiable objectives?

b) Does each potential problem or impediment have and an objective and action(s)?

c) Did the author support their actions with evidence from the data and research literature?

5) Evaluation and Maintenance
a) Has the author described how the success of the actions will be evaluated?

b) Does the evaluation plan sample appropriate metrics for the actions and problems?

c) Has the author described how the management goal(s) and objective(s) will be maintained?

d) If the plan is successful, does the choice of action(s) require an extensive maintenance plan?

e) If the plan is not successful, does the author present alternatives or a re-evaluation?

6) seq level3 \h \r0  Management timeline
a) Has the author described a timeline for actions, evaluation, revision, and maintenance?

7) Resources required

a) Has the author briefly summarized the overall personnel and equipment needs for the plan (i.e., not specific details.  Fyke nets is sufficient, not nets, anchors, lines, buoys, etc.)?
b) Are the resources required within reason?

8) Format

a) Has the author sufficiently described each of the above steps in their plan?

b) Is the writing sufficiently clear and concise?

c) Are spelling and grammar correct?

d) Did the author follow proper format for citations (including five peer-reviewed citations), literature cited, tables, and figures?

9) Additional comments:

