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8.8 Review and Use of non-CMER Project Documents  
 

Non‑CMER science is scientific information, data, analyses, or studies not produced under CMER’s 

supervision and not developed through CMER’s formal AMP process, but which may nonetheless be 

relevant to topics addressed in CMER’s work. Non-CMER science originates outside the CMER process 

and is not supervised or produced by CMER, but may be brought into the Adaptive Management Program 

for consideration. As stated in Board Manual Section 22, Part 3, externalnon-CMER science studies may 

be brought to CMER in two ways: 1) as part of the body of science reviewed by CMER in addressing 

work plan projects and tasks (e.g., during literature reviews, best available science 

review during project scoping process, writing final reports); or 2) directly in the form of specific 

technical reports to be reviewed and reported on by CMER as directed by Policy or the Board. CMER 

science is scientific work (e.g., data collection, analysis, studiesresearch, monitoring, modeling, or 

technical report development) that is initiated, designed, supervised, and produced directly by CMER 

following the PSM, Forest Practices Board Manual Section 22, and the requirements of WAC 

222‑12‑045. Non-CMER science that is brought into the program through either of these two ways does 

not become CMER science.  

When CMER evaluates non-CMERoutside science for potential inclusion in the adaptive management 

program, CMER should take into consideration its relevance to CMER researchissues and AMP 

priorities, adherence to scientific methods, peer-review and other where available, an examination of any 

QA/QC processes used in the collection and analysis collecting and assessing the accuracy of 

the data  along with other key components CMER’s recognized to improve scientific rigor (Hotvedt et 

al,. 2014).  

  
When evaluating studies and Study Designsnon-CMER science, CMER should consider a hierarchical 

process for assessing quality:  

1. Experimental studies (i.e., randomized control trials),  

2. Quasi-experimental studies (i.e., studies without randomization),  

3. Controlled observational studies,  

4. Cohort studies,  

5. Case control studies,  

6. Observational studies without control groups, and  

7. Expert opinion based on theory, Llaboratory research, or consensus..  

  

We emphasize that study design is only one aspect of study quality.  Other important considerations 

include, but are not limited to, clear definition of a broaderthe population that is a focus of inferential 

interest; methods; adequate sample sizes to estimate quantities of interest; and appropriate 

analytical procedures given the sampling program and data.    

 

When a final technical non-CMER report is formally evaluatednon-CMER science receives formal 

evaluation by CMER for inclusion in the AMP, peer- reviewed publications that are widely available and 

referenced in the area of scientific inquiry of interest are preferable. Gray literature should be evaluated 

with caution but can be acceptable if the content can be evaluated for accuracy and credibility, and it is 

available to CMER and the general public. Internal reports, papers presented at conferences, articles in 

preparation, and other types of scientific information should be treated as unpublished and assessed for 

quality (accuracy and credibility). For additional guidance see Appendix …the CMER memo to TFW 
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Policy and the Board “Use of Non-CMER Science in the Forest Practices Adaptive Management 

Program” Hotvedt et al., 2014 (PSM Appendix MXX).  

 


