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Appendix D. External Review of Draft Final Report 

The external reviewers were sent the following questions along with the draft report: 

1.  Study design and overall methodology: 
 Are the objectives of the project and the study method described clearly?   

In your assessment, how successful was the methodology in meeting objectives? 
Can you suggest ways to improve the methodology or adapt it to other situations? 
Is the method described with sufficient clarity to be applied by others? 

 Other observations. 
 
2.  Case studies 

Are the selected cases instructive / suited to study purpose?   
What was successful, or could be improved, in developing indicators for the test cases? 
Other observations. 

 
3.  Results and future uses of indicators 

Provide your assessment of the results of the project, and what was learned.   
Do you see opportunities to transfer or adapt this analysis to other watersheds? 
Can you suggest potential applications of this work in the future (such as developing 
indicators of status and trends, or tracking effects of management practices)? 
Other observations. 

 
 
Reviews were received from: 
 
Jeanne Chilcott, Phil Crader, Rudy Schnagl (Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control 
Board) 
Terry Fleming (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency) 
G. Fred Lee (G. Fred Lee & Associates) 
Stefan Lorenzato (California Department of Water Resources) 
Samuel N. Luoma (U.S. Geological Survey) 
Barbara Washburn (Office of Environmental Health and Hazard Assessment, California 
Environmental Protection Agency) 
Terry F. Young, Independent Consultant 
Sam Ziegler (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 9) 
 




