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— Multi-objective allocation
— Linked Decisions

Proposal al
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and the other topics scored re
that

Decision Maker:
« Recommendation: RS
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decision-mid-August

Partnerships’
Habitat protection
Captive i

Etc.

Other strategies

Other funding sources
Building USGS capacity

Research Objectives (ranked and weighted) R E
Alternatives:
Proposal 1
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Proposal 4 Consequences PROTOTYPE

Etc.

Attribute: Score
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nearly fully addressed
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Score 1: 10-25%
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The score for
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« Also, for each proposal, indica

« How much will it cost in the first yeal
« How much will it cost in the second year?

. Is research feasible? Ye

b. Are methods and design ap
the question? Yes/Maybe/No

c. Does the design have the power to
the questions addressed? Yes/Maybe

Yes=2 Maybe =1 No=0

* Results:
— Objective 1 - 269
— Objective 2 -47%
— Objective 3 - 8%
— Objective 4 - 19%
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« Portfolio 2 objectives (threshold
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» Develop objectives
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